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Abstract 

This diploma thesis deals with the impact of the recent immigration crisis in Europe on 

Europeanization of national public spheres and its implications for the democratic 

deficit of the European Union (EU). The main aim of this work was to determine, 

whether there is a tendency towards Europeanization of public spheres in two selected 

EU member states (Austria and Germany), and if it is the case, closely examine the 

forms and specific characteristics of this process. Besides the Europeanization of public 

sphere, a Europeanization of collective national identity was studied, as it is considered 

to be an essential part of Europeanized national public spheres. In order to provide 

answers for these questions, a qualitative content analysis was used for this research, 

analyzing opinion articles from two selected quality newspapers from each studied 

country. Newspapers with different political affiliation were chosen in order to get the 

most representative sample for the analysis. This research covered the debate on 

migration crisis within period of one year (May 2015 to April 2016). A general trend of 

Europeanization was recorded in both national public spheres within this debate. 

 

Abstrakt 

Tato diplomová práce se zabývá vlivem nedávné imigrační krize na europeanizaci 

národních veřejných sfér a dopady tohoto procesu na demokratický deficit Evropské 

Unie (EU). Hlavním cílem této práce bylo určit, zda existuje tendence k europeanizaci 

veřejných sfér ve dvou vybraných členských státech EU (Rakousku a Německu), a 

pokud ano, prozkoumat podobu a specifické vlastnosti tohoto procesu. Kromě 

europeanizace veřejné sféry se tato práce zabývá také europeanizací kolektivní národní 

identity, která je považována za esenciální součást procesu europeanizace národních 

veřejných sfér. Výzkum probíhal formou kvalitativní obsahové analýzy dvou vybraných 

titulů seriózních novin z každého ze zkoumaných států (celkem tedy čtyř titulů). 

Studované byly komentáře, které se věnovaly tématu migrační krize v průběhu jednoho 

roku (březen 2015 až duben 2016). Z této analýzy vyplývá, že v obou zkoumaných 

zemích existuje trend k europeanizaci národní veřejné sféry v rámci této konkrétní 

debaty. 
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Introduction 

The main topic of this diploma thesis is the impact of the recent immigration crisis in 

Europe on Europeanization of national public spheres in two member states – Austria 

and Germany. As such, the process of Europeanization of public sphere has several 

crucial implications for the future of the European integration project. It is argued 

(e.g. by Falkner 2016), that the crisis was an unprecedented situation and deeply 

affected the political situation in the European Union (EU). Though, the impact does 

not necessarily have to be negative, in case one finds greater Europeanization of public 

spheres during that period. 

The EU, which maintains democracy as one of its fundamental values, is said to have a 

democratic deficit (see e.g. Majone 1998, Follesdal and Hix 2006, Sifft et al. 2007, 

Fossum and Schlesinger 2007, Koopmans and Statham 2010, Vesnic-Alujevic and 

Nacarino 2012). Not surprisingly. Its own citizens are detached from the big 

bureaucratic world in Brussels and the complex decision making processes within the 

EU. Even though the numbers were increasing in recent years, only 46 % of the EU 

citizens were satisfied with the way democracy works in the EU in 2015 (European 

Commission 2015b). The number even dropped to 42 % in the spring of 2016 

(European Commission 2016a). Thus, talking about Europe, in Europe, with Europeans 

is essential to get EU citizens more involved and attached. 

Moreover, political legitimacy1, accountability, citizens’ participation and deliberation 

are key features of a functioning democracy (Bernard 2002). And whether people 

approve of political actions is dependent on a process of public reasoning and control, 

which is possible through political debate and communication (Meyer 1999). Politics 

need to be mediated to citizens, who need the relevant information to be able to identify 

who is responsible for which political action, and consequently, hold those who are 

responsible also accountable (Hobolt and Tilley 2014). To this process, mass media are 

of a crucial importance. They supply the information to the public, they chose which 

topics will be covered, interpret political actions and they also shape opinions (Meyer 

                                                 

 

1 For a thorough discussion on political legitimacy, see Buchanan (2002). 
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1999). If the complex process of political communication on a European level is 

missing, the EU is unlikely to be considered democratic by its own citizens, despite its 

democratic institutional set up. 

The lack of communication about European politics and matters, is by many understood 

as part of EU’s democratic deficit. Tsoukalis (2003: 208) claims that the democratic 

deficit is mirrored in the missing Europe-wide debate, which would cross national 

borders. Has anything changed since this claim was made? Is the European debate still 

missing from national public spheres? Is the EU still undermined by the perceived 

democratic deficit? 

Europeanization is a widely used term in various political theories. In a nutshell, 

Europeanization of public sphere is understood in this diploma thesis as a relative 

process of media’s increased attention to Europe, its countries, and EU politics. In this 

sense, Europeanization of national public spheres is widely considered as a solution to 

the lack of political debate on European level, hence a step towards decreased 

democratic deficit (Follesdal 2014). This diploma thesis aims to complement the 

academic debate on democratic and communication deficit of the EU by analysing the 

process of Europeanization of national public spheres. 

This relative process of Europeanization can be enhanced by different incentives. For 

instance, empirical research on public sphere demonstrates a causal link between the 

process of Europeanization and a crisis – a critical situation which overcomes national 

borders (see e.g. Müller 2016, Heft 2017, Risse 2014). Though, despite its profound 

impact on the political and social life in the EU, little or no research (Niznik 2017) has 

been done on the effects of the recent migration crisis on Europeanization of national 

public spheres. Therefore, this research complements also the debate about 

Europeanization of public spheres and its relation to a state of crisis. The European 

migration crisis, which erupted at the beginning of 2015 challenged EU’s policy-

making capacity and the ability to react and solve problems. To some extent, this crisis 

has hampered the European integration, became an incentive for extreme right 

movements across Europe, and was used by many populist parties to gain more power. 

But, as mentioned at the beginning, consequences of the migration crisis are not all 

negative for the EU and its future. Crises have in the past spurred the Europeanization 

of national public spheres, thus a positive impact of the migration crisis could be 
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expected within the public sphere, in the form of its Europeanization. This research 

hence complements also this academic debate, by providing essential empirical 

findings. 

To conclude, this diploma thesis examines, whether there is a general trend of 

Europeanization of national public spheres in Austria and Germany, within the time 

period of European migration crisis being at its peak. In order to provide an answer for 

this question, a qualitative content analysis of newspaper articles from both countries 

was conducted. Despite the fact, that majority of the academic research on 

Europeanization of public sphere uses quantitative methods, a more qualitative 

approach was chosen. This is because mere counting of words without assessing their 

meaning in the context, and disregarding the quality of an article together with the depth 

of information it provides, seems to be insufficient method to fully grasp and identify 

the process of Europeanization. 

As such, first chapter discusses the general theoretical approach to public sphere on 

national and European level and its importance for democratic deficit of the EU. This 

chapter also covers the underlying theory for this work – the Europeanization of public 

sphere, and outlines a comprehensive overview of previous research and its main 

conclusions. Second chapter explains the methodology, which was applied for the 

empirical research. This part also clarifies the case selection and describes the data. Two 

case studies were chosen for this research, based on their both distinctive and common 

features – Austria and Germany. The results of the qualitative content analysis are 

interpreted in a quantitative style in third chapter, using descriptive statistical tools as 

absolute frequencies for group comparisons. This interpretation was chosen due to the 

great number of articles analysed, and due to the focus of the research, which is not on 

the cases – articles – as such, but on the categories these articles belong to. 
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1 Theoretical framework and key concepts 

The central concepts for this diploma thesis are public sphere/space and [its] 

Europeanization. When dealing with such diverse concepts, setting their boundaries for 

this research is necessarily a first step. Within the academic literature, there are several 

different understandings of what public space and public sphere exactly mean, what 

they represent, and how we should go about analysing it. Those various interpretations 

are not exclusive, rather, they complement each other. Same applies for 

Europeanization of public spheres and its operationalisation, which does not have a 

single definition, which would be acknowledged by all scholars of European 

integration. Inspired by previous research, following conceptualization is used. 

1.1 Defining public sphere 

In this inquiry, a public space represents, as put by France Aubin “a physical location 

that creates social ties” (Aubin 2014: 90), where the physical space needs to be 

highlighted. It is a place – a space – where people meet in order to discuss and 

deliberate on shared social and political problems, what can lead to formation of social 

movements, demonstrations, or other forms of citizens’ participation in political events. 

On the other hand, a public sphere is considered to be a virtual space, in which a public 

debate takes place. Within this simplistic definition and for the purpose of this diploma 

thesis, the public debate about common political concerns needs to be highlighted. 

In the current research on a European public sphere and on Europeanization of public 

spheres, authors such as John Erik Fossum and Philip Schlesinger eds. (2007), Ruud 

Koopmans and Paul Statham eds. (2010), or Thomas Risse eds. (2014) refer to a 

Habermasian model of public sphere. Even though Jürgen Habermas’s work has been 

criticized by some scholars (see Bärenreuter et al. 2009), his ideas about public sphere 

identified by a territory of nation state, common language, history, culture, and politics, 

all leading to a collective identity, are relevant for this work, because they help us to 

understand the normative conditions for a national public sphere. But, they also indicate 

a necessity to go beyond them, when searching for a European public sphere. Because 

as Müller (2016: 84) argues, these conditions are obsolete for today’s European Union.  

Contrary, Erik Eriksen (2005) considers this requirement of collective identity a 

necessary element of any public sphere. He conceives public sphere as “a place where 
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enlightened and equal citizens can assemble to discuss public matters on the basis of a 

shared conception of the common good” (Eriksen 2005: 343) – this being based on 

collective identity, which emerges thanks to common history, culture, and language. 

Habermas acknowledged the difference between the EU and a nation state, further 

developed these different conditions, and does not see them as a problem. For him, the 

emergence of a “post-national identity” is achievable. (Eriksen 2005: 344) 

Despite the fact that for Eriksen (2005) defining public sphere merely as a 

communicative space is insufficient, Fossum and Schlesinger (2007) incline to such a 

description. Inspired by Habermas’s work, they claim that public sphere would be best 

understood as a network, or a system of communicative processes and linkages, a space 

for discussion and analysis of public and political issues; the debate should be reflexive, 

unconstrained, critical (Fossum and Schlesinger 2007: 3), and rational (Eriksen 2007: 

25), reflecting public opinion like “a mirror” (Bärenreuter et al. 2009: 5). France Aubin 

complements these definitions, adding another normative meaning to it: “the public 

sphere is simultaneously a space for political legitimation, the creation of political 

community, and a stage for acting out politics” (Aubin 2014: 91). Regarding the actors, 

who participate in the debate, public sphere involves those who deliver the information 

(a speaker), those who are expected to react (an addressee), and passive listeners, all 

together called a “triadic character” of public sphere (Fossum and Schlessinger 

2007: 3).  

In this context, mass media are considered as the key means which deliver the content 

and enable the communication networks and public opinion formation, as they provide 

both information and the virtual space for the debate. This information and debate is 

mediated by journalists, who have significant influence over peoples’ opinion formation 

(Pfetsch et al. 2008: 466), by choosing what and how to report on certain events and 

which actors get to be covered (Walter 2017: 749). Therefore, mass media are crucial 

subjects of analysis for any research on European public sphere, as their coverage and 

supply of information are crucial to mediate political processes both on national and 

European level, to make politics visible and accessible. Mass media provide citizens 

with space to form their opinions (Statham 2010: 4), and in the end, they shape 

collective identities (Pfetsch et al. 2008). Moreover, they are the most widely used 

means by citizens to get information on the EU (Sifft et al. 2007: 128). 
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This being said, the most common subject of empirical studies on Europeanization of 

national public spheres are mass media, this research being no exception. To conclude, I 

conceptualize the public sphere in this diploma thesis as: 

a virtual space formed and shaped by mass media, creating a communicative 

network, which is not exclusively linked to territory of nation state. It is a 

space which includes public debate about citizens’ common political and 

social concerns. Through the debate mediated to the publics, a collective 

identity can emerge, regarding this public sphere as a legitimizing factor for 

political establishment. 

Furthermore, I take into account Risse’s (2014) argument about the great plurality of 

public spheres, which can be build up around one specific issue, or can be broad and 

general, these specific spheres can overlap, or be totally separated. He stresses the need 

to comprehend also Europeanization of public spheres in this great plurality. 

1.1.1 Public sphere and the democratic deficit 

The normative value of public sphere has already been sketched above. Exactly for its 

legitimizing and democratizing effects (Eder 2007: 49), it is central for the debate about 

European integration. In its early years of integration process, there was a permissive 

consensus about the project and EU’s benefits for its citizens, and the absence of a 

transnational public debate was not considered as a problem. Once the permissive 

consensus has disappeared, further integration was not possible without public consent. 

(Koopmans and Statham 2010: 35) Such consent can be gained through communicative 

process, that takes place within a public sphere. Koopmans and Statham (2010: 34) 

rightly claim that public sphere has a “normative importance” for the future 

developments of the EU. 

There is an ongoing academic debate about a perceived democratic deficit of the EU 

(see the debate of Follesdal and Hix 2006, Moravcsik 2002, and Majone 1998). 

Moravcsik opposes those who argue for a democratic deficit. To him, the EU is no less 

democratic, than the member states, which constitute it, and which waived part of their 

sovereignty to the European institutions (Statham 2010a: 281). Thus, a nationally-

driven public sphere, should be sufficient for the EU to be a democratic polity and its 

policy-making to be legitimate for its citizens. Contradictory to Moravcsik, Sifft et al. 
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(2007: 128) argues that in fact this nationally-driven public sphere is the reason for a 

growing gap between the EU and its citizens, resulting in the democratic deficit. For 

those who acknowledge that such deficit exists and that it is one of the greatest 

problems which the EU policy-makers are facing now, the importance of a functioning 

public sphere, which would include transnational – European – level, is crucial. They 

claim that it is a tool for improving the democratic polity of the EU, increasing the 

legitimacy of policymaking (Bärenreuter et al. 2009: 1), and a way to safeguard and 

foster constitutional democracy (Beus 2010:14). 

A substantial part from the democratic deficit is “communications deficit” (Schlesinger 

2007: 66). Simple as that, the more the issues are debated, the better can people form 

their preferences. And as already mentioned, European project needed to gain citizens’ 

support for further integration, what created a need for a European public sphere. 

Specifically, the European Council acknowledges in the Laeken declaration (2001: 21) 

that the EU should be more legitimate, transparent, and democratic. They seek to 

develop a “European public area” to get citizens closely involved with the EU (Laeken 

declaration 2001: 23). To conclude, there is a general agreement that in order to 

overcome the democratic deficit, the EU needs a public sphere with a European-level 

political debate (Giorgi et al. 2006, Beus 2010). Moreover, De Swaan (2007: 151) 

claims that a European public sphere is a necessary condition for survival not only of 

the EU but also of its national democracies. 

As such based on these arguments, finding whether there have been any developments 

of a public sphere, which would fulfil the requirements of a democratic and legitimate 

EU, is essential for scholars of European integration. This diploma thesis is relevant 

within such research and complements it by providing both answers and new questions 

based on empirical analysis. The EU has long ago passed its permissive consensus, and 

the insufficient and limited communication about and within Europe, which is behind 

the democratic deficit is slowly vanishing (Statham 2010b: 3). A political 

communication on European issues has indeed emerged to some extent (Eder 2007: 57). 

Studying this process closely from different angles is the main contribution of this 

diploma thesis, hence also complementing the debate on democratic deficit. 
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1.2 Europeanization of public spheres 

Following the arguments above, for it to be perceived as democratic and legitimate by 

its own citizens, the EU needs a public sphere where the communication of EU-wide 

political issues unfolds. One way how to solve this problem would be a common, 

supranational European public sphere, which is advocated for by Müller (2016: 88). 

This would mean duplicating the national public spheres, with all their features, which 

were described by Habermas (Koopmans and Statham 2010: 36). This means, that for 

European public sphere to develop, we would need transnational European mass media, 

emerging collective European identity, common values, social and political interests, 

and one transnational language for communication. However, as Fossum and 

Schlesinger (2007) rightly argue, the EU lacks on these elements, so far. Even though 

Blichner (2007) and de Swaan (2007) discuss, more or less critically, the possibility of 

English becoming a Europe-wide language, the EU stays for now fragmented with more 

than twenty languages, different national discourses and issue salience. Not only are 

there social and cultural barriers, which hinder the developments of the European public 

sphere, there is also a lack of public interest in the EU and its decision making, and 

mass media’s preferences towards articles about national events are much greater than 

towards articles about the EU, if those with national topics have more readers (Brantner 

et al. 2005: 4). These are the reasons why some scholars who are looking for 

transnational single European public sphere came up empty-handed (e.g. Erbring 1995, 

Kielmansegg 1996, Kopper 1997, Schlesinger 1995 in Koopmans and Statham 

2010: 36). To sum up, a single European public sphere is for now only a “theoretical-

normative ideal” (Bärenreuter et at. 2009: 9). 

Therefore, there arises a need to approach the issue of public sphere which would 

include a European level, from a different perspective. Already Habermas 

acknowledged that the public sphere became “polymorphous” and that there is not 

strictly only one bounded national public sphere (Eriksen 2007: 26). Additionally, 

Bärenreuter et al. (2009: 5) stressed diversity within a European public sphere and came 

to conclusion that indeed, instead of one homogenous European sphere we should 

consider “multiple European public spheres”. This would mean that each member state 

would have a Europeanized national public sphere, which could further be segmented. 

European issues are communicated to the public, but this public is not unitary (Eder 
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2007: 58). Acknowledging this, researchers forwarded their interests towards 

Europeanization of national public spheres. 

In the academic literature there is no commonly agreed definition of Europeanization of 

public sphere. Some academics are very restrictive in the understanding of this concept, 

considering it only relevant for the EU if a common discourse or common identity 

emerges. However, in most of the empirical studies on Europeanization of public 

spheres, a more inclusive approach is used, but one that is also sufficient to improve the 

democratic features of the EU.  This diploma thesis tries to balance those two attitudes 

and combine their most important features. Nevertheless, all scholars unite in one thing, 

and so that Europeanization is a relative process, transformation of national public 

sphere, which happens gradually over time, and in which Europe becomes more 

relevant and visible (Koopmans and Statham 2010, Meijers 2013, Risse 2014). 

Within this bigger picture, Koopmans and Erbe (2003) differentiate between vertical 

and horizontal form of Europeanization, with most authors following this division after 

them. As it is the most widely used approach, it was adjusted and applied in this 

analysis, too. Their basic definition is following: 

a) vertical Europeanization: “Communicative linkages between the national and 

European level. There are two basic variants of this pattern: a bottom-up one, in 

which national actors address European actors, and/or make claims on European 

issues, or both; and a top-down one, in which European actors intervene in 

national public debates in the name of European regulations and common 

interests.” 

b) horizontal Europeanization: “Communicative linkages between different 

member states. We may distinguish a weak and a strong variant. In the weak 

variant, the media in one country cover debates and contestation in another 

member states, but there is no linkage between the countries in the structure of 

claims-making itself. In the stronger variant, actors from one country explicitly 

address, or refer to actors or policies in another member state.” 

(Koopmans and Erbe 2003: 6-7) 

Broadly speaking, the first one represents communicative interactions between member 

states and the EU, and a greater coverage and visibility of EU-level policies and actors, 

as well as references to them. The latter one mirrors “access to other European 
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countries” (Statham 2010a: 285). It stands for increased communicative interaction 

among member states, greater coverage of their actors, European issues and countries’ 

situations and perspectives. It all converges in increased attention to what is happening 

beyond one country’s borders. This understanding of Europeanization is followed by 

Katharina Kleinen-von Königslöw (2012) in her empirical study. Königslöw (2012) 

highlights that the increased competences of EU-level institutions, as well as growing 

interconnectedness between member states, has great influence on the vertical and 

horizontal Europeanization of national public spheres. Similar to Koopmans and Erbe 

(2003), she followed direct references of member states to EU-level (vertical) and to 

other European states, exchange of their views, and lastly their direct citations 

(horizontal). Monza and Anduiza (2016) applied the same operationalisation, defending 

it with the fact that these communicative linkages cross the borders of nationally 

defined public spheres and hence enable greater visibility of Europe beyond national 

boundaries (Monza and Anduiza 2016: 505). These studies, which are focused 

exclusively on political claims neglect the fact that in order to make a change in national 

public sphere towards its Europeanization, a first step can be simply increased coverage 

of news of the EU level affairs and of other European countries’ problems, not 

necessarily direct political claims. 

It is important to make one specific remark: later empirical research, which followed 

after Koopmans and Erbe (2003), is, contrary to them, not restrictive only to intra EU 

member states communicative claims when studying horizontal Europeanization and 

includes also non-member countries. Ruud Koopmans rephrased the original definition 

of horizontal Europeanization in his later work (see Koopmans and Statham 2010), by 

including in the analysis also other European countries, which are not EU member 

states, but have close ties with the EU and are considered from geographical point of 

view to be part of Europe. Likewise, Köngislöw (2012) and Monza and Anduiza (2016) 

included in the horizontal Europeanization not only member states, but also other 

European countries. This debate whether to include or not the non-member countries 

into the analysis of Europeanization is crucial for this diploma thesis, and is closely 

examined and explained in Chapter 2.4.2. 

The above mentioned empirical studies are specifically oriented on communicative 

links and specific claims, using a method of political claim analysis. As outlined earlier, 
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this is rather limited approach. The vertical and horizontal division, can be also 

understood more broadly – through media coverage and simple visibility of Europe 

within national spheres. For example, in order to find out to what extent is Europe 

visible, Brantner et al. (2005) counted the number of media’s news coverage focused 

only on the member state itself, coverage of the EU issues for vertical and coverage of 

events from other European countries for horizontal Europeanization. For her team as 

well as for Pfetsch et al. (2008) this shows the openness of the space for communication 

towards other actors across Europe both vertically and horizontally. Moreover, Pfetsch 

et al. (2008) went beyond Brantner’s superficial understanding of Europeanization, and 

they were also looking for “synchronization” of media coverage within national 

debates. This means that “issues are debated at the same time under similar points of 

reference in different European countries” (Pfetsch et al. 2008: 467), hence people in 

different member states would have very similar information which would shape their 

opinion and which would serve as a common ground for them to make decisions. This 

condition of visibility and coverage for the concept of Europeanization, was 

operationalized very similarly also by Risse (2014) and Meijers (2013). Additionally, 

besides visibility, Meijers (2013) stressed also the importance of salience of European 

issues in national debate, adding to the research framework a criterion of same issue 

salience across countries, supporting Pfetsch et al. (2008) notion of common ground 

within public sphere for citizens across Europe to make their decisions. 

These approaches to vertical and horizontal Europeanization, as broad as they are, again 

do not suffice to grasp this complex concept, and according to some scholars, are alone 

insufficient to improve the perceived democratic deficit of the EU. Therefore, there is a 

group of scholars, who tried to go beyond simple vertical and horizontal visibility and 

salience of European actors and affairs, not by disregarding it, but by including 

additional perspective. For e.g. Gerhards (2000), Belluati (2016), and Heft (2017), a 

crucial condition for Europeanization is a common European perspective, discourse, 

framing, and collective identity. On one hand important, on the other too restrictive, 

because it requires “an orientation on a European common good”, writes Koopmans and 

Erbe (2003: 4). This means that citizens from different member states would evaluate 

the events happening across Europe from the same perspective, and they would not 

differentiate themselves between losers and winners, but they would only follow 

common goal and aim of the EU. Belluati (2016) analysed framing of 2014 EP 
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elections, distinguishing between national and European frames. Porte and Van Dalen 

(2016) took into account focus of newspaper articles on the specific views of actors 

from EU level and from other EU countries, what represents a “peer learning” (Porte 

and Van Dalen 2016: 285). Also Sifft et al. (2006 and 2007 respectively), provided 

more discursive content analysis of selected mass media. Their normative condition for 

horizontal Europeanization included into national discourse also various European 

views and different argumentation from other European countries (Sifft et al. 2007). 

Additionally, alongside the vertical and horizontal elements, they focus on common 

European discourse and the developments of collective identity through “we-

references”, and identification of “us” as Europeans. This is crucial because as they 

claim: “Collective identification hence tells us whether discursive exchange beyond 

national borders is acknowledged by its participants as a common discourse.” (Sifft et 

al. 2007: 132) This is considered also by Karina Horsti (2008), when she focused in her 

research on the construction of collective European identity through frames of “us” and 

“them”. The importance of identity and discourse is also reflected in this analysis. 

1.2.1 Summary of previous research 

Since most of the researchers operationalized Europeanization with different nuances, 

they used different time periods for the analysis, and chose different countries as 

subjects, a truly valid comparison of their conclusions is, unfortunately, not possible. 

Nevertheless, it is important to mention their outcomes and try to interconnect them, as 

closely as possible. As such, almost all of them find signs of Europeanization of 

national public spheres in the mass media, whether it is TV broadcasts (Brantner et al. 

2005, Meijers 2013) or printed newspapers, both quality as well as tabloid (Koopmans 

and Erbe 2003, Sifft et al. 2006 and 2007, Pfetsch et al. 2008, Königslöw 2012, Risse 

2014, Belluati 2016, and Porte and Van Dalen 2016). Exception is Monza and Anduiza 

(2016), who concluded that visibility of European actors is very low in all studied 

countries within years 2008 – 2014, except in Germany, and Koopmans and Erbe 

(2003) who find different levels of Europeanization across different policy areas, with 

none or very low level being observed in areas of education, pensions, or troops 

deployment. According to them, this level of Europeanization depends on the level of 

competences, which the EU has in each specific area. And lastly, Porte and Van Dalen 

(2016: 289) despite positive empirical results of Europeanization, criticize it as being 
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mainly done by and for public elites. Moreover, it is argued that the process of 

Europeanization has not fully undone the communication deficit, so far. Reason for it is 

the low quality of Europeanized articles in the press (Sifft et al. 2007: 139). 

Because as stated above, the level of Europeanization differs across EU member states, 

it is necessary to take a closer look at specific results for each country separately. For 

the purpose of this diploma thesis, only results for Austria and Germany are discussed 

in more detailed, as these two countries are analysed here later. Unfortunately, there is a 

lack of empirical research focused on Austrian case, compared to Germany. Despite 

this, there are four important conclusions, which are relevant for this diploma thesis. 

Firstly, Königslöw (2012), who analysed both countries, confirmed Europeanization in 

both cases between years 1982 and 2003, but finds it rather stagnating between 2003 

and 2008. Overall, Germany scored better in horizontal by 3,8 % and Austria gained 

6,1 % more by vertical Europeanization (Königslöw 2012: 452, 453). Brantner et al. 

(2005) supports this trend within Austrian public sphere. In Austrian TV broadcast, the 

vertical Europeanization has increased over time, from quite marginal level in 1995 to 

substantial level in 2000, while the horizontal Europeanization has a decreasing 

character (Brantner et al. 2005: 23). When analysing horizontal Europeanization in 

more detail, Sifft at al. (2007: 146) supports the conclusion, that Germany compared to 

Austria is much more opened for other European’s opinions, arguments, and based on 

them shapes its own position. 

Secondly, due to the plurality of public spheres (see section 1.1 in this chapter), 

Europeanization reaches different levels within different policy areas, or issue-specific 

public debates. Koopmans and Erbe (2003: 23) confirmed Europeanization in German 

newspapers, but regarding it as substantial only within debate on European integration, 

monetary politics, and agriculture, and Meijers (2013) identified increased 

Europeanization in German broadcaster news as a reaction to euro-crisis, not as a 

general trend. Because migration issues are gaining on importance and the involvement 

of the EU has increased during the crisis, higher levels of Europeanization can be 

expected for this debate. 

Thirdly, with regard to collective identity, Königslöw (2012: 445) finds very poor 

results, though, she writes that “slight shimmering of European collective identity can 

be distinguished”. This is considered as a very good sign for finally decreasing the 
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democratic deficit. Sifft et al. (2007: 144), came to similar conclusions, and so, that 

even though very slowly, European identity is emerging “from virtual non-existence at 

the beginning of the 1980s to a small share of now 5 % of all we-references”. 

Fourthly, as already outlined, the level of Europeanization is different across European 

countries, each country developing in a different pace. Pfetsch et al. (2008) found out, 

that the shorter period of time a country is EU member and the weaker its integration is, 

the less likely it is to have a fully Europeanized public debate. Unfortunately, paying 

closer attention to previous research, one does not find enough comparison between 

Germany and Austria, to confirm or refuse this argument with enough empirical 

research (except the cases of Sifft et al. 2007, and Königslöw 2012). Nevertheless, 

Pfetsch’s conclusions indicate that Austria would have lower level of Europeanization 

than Germany, because it joined the EU later. 

In order to be able to compare conclusions from this diploma thesis with previous 

studies, a framework for Europeanization, which corresponds with those explained 

above, was used. Whether the general trend of Europeanization of national public 

spheres has endured and transferred itself also into the Austrian and German public 

debate about immigration crisis, and whether the previously mentioned findings are 

confirmed with this research, was answered in this thesis. 
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2 Methods and description of data 

2.1 Operationalization of the concept 

As outlined in the introduction, this research aims to uncover the signs of 

Europeanization of national public spheres in two selected countries – Austria and 

Germany. I already explained how the Europeanization is understood by leading 

academics in this field. Their understanding was used as a main basis for this analysis. 

Previous research which studied Austrian and German public spheres concluded, that a 

certain level of Europeanization occurs in both countries (Brantner et al. 2005, 

Köngislöw 2012, and Meijers 2013). To support or refute these findings, the main 

research question is following: 

RQ1: Is there a general trend of Europeanization of national public spheres 

in Austria and Germany? 

To answer this question, I looked for signs of both forms of Europeanization – vertical 

and horizontal. The first one is, above all, demonstrated by visibility and greater 

coverage of EU level in national public sphere (Brantner et al. 2005). It was 

operationalized by finding direct references to EU-level institutions, actors, policies, 

and/or issues. The letter one represents openness of the national public sphere towards 

other European countries’ affairs (Statham 2010a). This research was inspired by the 

framework introduced by Koopamns and Erbe (2003), which was also used by other 

scholars (Brantner et al. 2005, Königslöw 2012, Meijers 2013, Monza and Anduiza 

2016, see Chapter 1.2), therefore the horizontal level was further divided into weak and 

strong horizontal Europeanization. Even though the operationalization was rather 

different, same reasoning was behind. Here, the analysed “claims” were made by the 

journalists, who wrote the commentaries, not by specific political actors. Weak 

horizontal form of Europeanization was operationalized by finding those “claims” 

which include simple coverage of events or issues from other European countries. Such 

“claim” was considered weak, because it only focuses on finding coverage, disregarding 

its discursive content. Their strong variant focuses on discursive character of the 

delivered coverage of other countries’ issues, and its deeper meaning. This strong 

horizontal form of Europeanization is considered as an important aspect of 

Europeanization and should not be omitted in the analysis (see research from Sifft at al. 
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2007, and Porte and Van Dalen 2016). In this research, it was operationalized by 

finding “claims” with references to other countries’ opinions, views, problems, 

reasoning, their positions, solutions, or approach to a specific problem or situation. The 

division of Europeanization into vertical and weak and strong horizontal, led to two 

sub-questions: 

Q1: If there is a general trend of Europeanization, to what extent does the 

vertical Europeanization occur in the Austrian and German public spheres?  

Q2: If there is a general trend of Europeanization, which form of horizontal 

Europeanization does occur in the Austrian and German public spheres? 

The increased attention to horizontal Europeanization in this analysis stems from the 

fact, that the deeper European integration and delegation of national competences to the 

EU level has increased the coverage of the EU, but it has so far not led to increased 

European discourse (Sifft et al. 2007: 145), which is a crucial element of 

Europeanization, which should decrease the democratic deficit. Hence, it requires more 

attention. Moreover, together with the common European discourse, a development of 

collective European identity is desirable. In order to reach truly Europeanized public 

debate and public sphere, there needs to be formed national collective identity and the 

“we-feeling”, which is defined against the others, argues Eriksen (2005: 345). However, 

previous research points out, that such developments are very rare, and national 

discourse and national identity are still dominant. Though, there are signs of slowly 

emerging identification with Europe (Königslöw 2012, see Chapter 1.2.1), and some 

specific identity-related events, such as migration crisis, could trigger this process (Sifft 

et al. 2007: 144). Whether such process occurs in Austrian and German public spheres 

was asked in a third sub-question: 

Q3: Does the Europeanization of national identity occur in the Austrian and 

German public spheres? 

Europeanization of national identity was operationalized by discursive references “we” 

or “us” as Europeans, or “our” common European problem or solution. These 

references can be direct and explicit, but also indirect, found in a European discourse 

within the context. 
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2.2 Case selection 

Countries 

In order to find out, whether the Europeanization is a general trend across member 

states, or whether it only applies to one specific case, a comparison between different 

countries is needed. Due to the scope of this diploma thesis, analysis of more than two 

countries was not possible. The two representative cases of Austria and Germany were 

chosen based on their specific characteristics, which enable a valid comparison. On one 

hand, they exhibit opposite features in several respects. They are different in size – 

Austria considerably smaller with fewer population in contrast with Germany, they 

represent an old and a newer member state – Austria joined later in 1995, their publics 

have different feelings towards the EU, where only 36 % of respondents in Austria 

believe that more decisions should be taken at EU level, in contrast to 49 % of German 

respondents (European Commission 2016b), and they showed different approach 

towards migration crisis in regard of the implementation of relocation and resettlement 

mechanism, which was adopted by the Council in September 2015 (European 

Commission 2017). This enabled to verify not only the notion of Pfetsch et al. (2007) 

that the EU membership period plays a role in Europeanization, but it also helped us to 

better understand what role public feelings and government’s position play in this 

regard. On the other hand, they are both German speaking countries, so it was easier to 

compare the discourse. They are both pace-setters in regard of shaping European 

policies (Börzel 2002: 197), and they are fully integrated members of the EU, belonging 

to Schengen and the Economic and Monetary Union. These common features provided 

on the other hand a unifying point for the analysis and for the comparison. 

Debate 

As mentioned earlier, a public sphere can be issue-specific (Risse 2014), hence, 

Europeanization can emerge within a specific public debate and not emerge in another 

debate. Since a cross-sectoral analysis, which was conducted e.g. by Koopmans and 

Erbe (2003) or Sifft et al. (2006, 2007), was not feasible due to the limitations of this 

diploma thesis, a specific field had to be chosen. Pfetsch (2008: 470) pointed out that 

indeed, Europeanization mostly occurs within issue-specific debates, where the EU has 

substantial competences. Number of the empirical researchers use as a study period for 

their analyses of Europeanization a critical juncture in European integration, a uniting 
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event, something, that concerns all, such as EP elections covered by Belluati (2016). 

Furthermore, state of crisis has always been important for research focused on 

communication, public spheres, political claims, and public discourse (see empirical 

analyses from e.g. Meijers 2013, Risse 2014, Zamponi and Bosi 2016, Lahunsen et al. 

2016, and Monza and Anduiza 2016). 

Gerda Falkner (2016) studied with her team impact of financial crisis, economic crisis 

and a migration crisis on several EU policies, and they identified so-called “crisis-

induced changes”. Some “crisis-induced changes” can be observed in public spheres, 

too. According to de Swaan (2007: 145), critical situations, which tackled the EU as a 

whole, have always spurred more Europeanized debate in member states, with 

increasing similarity of topics and political issues in each member state. According to 

Falkner (2016: 221-222) crisis from a neofunctionalist point of view can lead to a spill-

over, what in this case would be spill-over towards a European public sphere. Indeed, 

empirical research demonstrates that crisis has a causal link to Europeanization of 

public spheres. Starting with the earliest one, Statham (2010b: 1) writes that 

constitutional crisis and referenda on the EU Constitution have certainly brought the EU 

closer to public debate. More profound impact on national public spheres, though, had 

the ongoing economic crises2, peaking during the years 2007 – 2009. Economic crises 

made the interdependence within Europe more visible and raised importance of 

Brussels and EU policies on national level (Müller 2016). In German and Spanish print-

media the economic crisis “fosters the simultaneous visibility of issues of common 

concern across national borders” (Heft 2017). Risse (2014) with his team came to 

similar conclusions. Furthermore, Statham (2010a: 300, 306) writes, that transnational 

crises encourage citizens to pay more attention to events in other member states, beyond 

their own borders, and Königslöw (2012) demonstrates that national public spheres 

became more intertwined between each other and open for transnational debate. 

                                                 

 

2 Some authors refer to it as a Eurocrisis, euro-crisis, Greek crisis, European sovereign debt crisis, some 

include also financial crisis. By referring to economic crises, I include all of the here mentioned crises, as 

a detailed division is unnecessary for this work. 
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Reflecting on these findings, a migration crisis3 which erupted in 2015, does represent 

such case, combining first the condition of a crisis and second Pfetsch’s (2008) 

condition of EU increased competences in a specific area. Thus, with migration crisis, 

more Europeanized public debate could be expected. Already Koopmans and Erbe 

(2003: 26) pointed out that particularly in this filed, we could anticipate greater 

attention to events beyond national borders, and as mentioned earlier, such topics, 

which are closely linked to identity and identification of groups of “us” and “them”, can 

spur formation of a collective identity also on a European level (Sifft et al. 2007: 144). 

Hence, even though there are few signs of European identity, we could observe different 

outcomes within this debate. To sum up, studying Europeanization of national public 

spheres within the public debate on migration crisis is beneficial, because firstly it 

enables us to better understand how a crisis can affect developments within public 

sphere, secondly if we can observe Europeanization in this debate, it could in the future 

transfer into yet another public debate, and thirdly it has so far gain very little attention 

within the research on public sphere, despite its large-scale impact on political life in 

contemporary Europe. 

Media 

I have explained the reasoning behind selecting the countries and the debate. Yet, there 

is left to decide which media should be used, to scrutinize the process of 

Europeanization. As mentioned previously, mass media are an inherent part of public 

sphere, representing the main means through which the debate and information are 

delivered to the public. The literature on Europeanization is dominated by analyses of 

print media, with only few studies of TV broadcasts (e.g. Brantner et al. 2005, and 

Meijers 2013). In order to achieve results, which could be then compared with previous 

studies but also which would be most representative sample, print media, specifically 

quality newspapers, were chosen as the primary data source for this analysis. This is due 

to both substantive and practical reasons. Quality newspapers: 

(1) have greater influence over political agenda than television; 

                                                 

 

3 It can also be described as an immigration crisis, refugee crisis, European external affairs crisis, EU 

policy crisis etc.  
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(2) offer more space to develop arguments and discourse than television; 

(3) are easily accessible for citizens thanks to their web pages; 

(Koopmans and Statham 2010: 50) 

(4) constitute “an élite press model”, which is said to be indispensable for 

European public sphere; 

(5) create “framing effects in the policy-making process”; 

(Belluati 2016: 138) 

(6) cover the European issues more broadly, than tabloids (Porte and Van Dalen 

2016: 283); and 

(7) retrieving their content for analysis was better accessible than retrieving 

content from TV broadcasts, thanks to gained access to German speaking 

newspaper online archive. 

These highlighted reasons create a very promising environment for the Europeanization 

to occur. Hence, importantly to note, if Europeanization did not develop within this type 

of media, it could hardly be expected to develop in TV broadcasts, tabloid or regional 

newspapers (Sifft et al. 2007: 134). 

It is recommended by most of the scholars, to cover debate in at least two differently 

oriented newspapers, which would mirror the political cleavage in the specific country 

(Koopmans and Statham 2010: 51). This would be the classical division of left and right 

leaning newspapers, or conservative and liberal as used in German case Süddeutsche 

Zeitung for leftist and Frankfurter Allgemeine Zeitung for rightist by Koopmans and 

Erbe (2003), Koopmans and Statham (2010), or Pfetsch (2008). Monza and Anduiza 

(2016) analysed five newspapers for each country, hence, adding to the Germany’s 

profile also Die Welt, as a representative sample. In the Austrian case, Sifft et al. (2007) 

and Königslöw (2012) took as a primary data source Die Presse, considering it to be a 

representative quality newspaper from Austria. Even though not on Europeanization, 

Maurer (2003) analysed for discourse in Austrian newspapers also Die Presse, and Der 

Standard. 

To reflect the selection of these scholars and in order to have a representative spectrum 

of newspapers, same reasoning was applied. Die Presse and Der Standard were chosen 

to represent the Austrian quality newspapers in this analysis, bearing in mind their daily 

circulation, targeting diverse groups of publics, and with differing political orientation 



 

 

22 

as centre-right – centre-left, and conservative – more liberal (The University of 

Chicago). The selection was rather difficult in German case. Unfortunately, it was 

constrained by the access to online archives of the leading newspapers. Hence, as a 

second best option, nevertheless still representative sample, Die Welt and Der 

Tagesspiegel were selected. They are both reaching wide general publics, with adequate 

daily circulation, and opposing editorial leaning as conservative on one side and liberal 

on the other (The University of Chicago). Despite the official political cleavage division 

of all the selected newspapers, it should be noted, that these newspapers are not strictly 

conservative and liberal, or left and right oriented, but they do cover various political 

opinions. Moreover, from a certain point of view, this typical outdated cleavage has 

been disappearing in recent years not only from politics, but also from social life, and 

lastly also from mass media (see the debate about GAL/TAN division and new politics 

from Hooghe et al. 2002).  

Time period 

The studied time period was limited by two important events in relation to the migration 

crisis. This was designed to capture the reactions of public and a changing discourse in 

media, in order to observe the role of migration politics and solutions played in 

connection to the process of Europeanization of public spheres within public debate on 

migration crisis. The first important event was May 13 2015, when the European 

Commission published European Agenda for Migration (European Commission 2015a), 

opening up the Pandora box of political responses to migration crisis. With the Agenda 

and the crisis peaking, politicians from member states were forced to respond to these 

events. Their reactions and propositions were mirrored in the media. Hence, the starting 

day for this study was set for May 1 2015. Despite the fact, that the debate on migration 

crisis has never really disappeared from the public sphere, for the purpose of this 

diploma thesis, and for the feasibility of the research, the studied time period had to be 

limited. The EU’s deal with Turkey was chosen to set the ending point for this analysis. 

The deal was adopted in March 18 2016 (European Council 2016). To capture the 

debates fostered by those events, the studied period ends with April 30 2016, and a 

representative period of one year is thus covered. 
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2.3 Methodology 

In order to answer the proposed questions, this research employed the method and 

principles of qualitative content analysis (CA). Even though the division between 

qualitative and quantitative CA is not supported by all academics (see Krippendorff 

2013), it is a valid distinction for this research, as the research was rather focused on the 

deeper and discursive meaning of each text, than on pure quantification. Qualitative CA 

is well fitted for the analysis due to several reasons. 

Firstly, most of the previous studies on Europeanization use either a specific type of 

quantitative or qualitative CA (Sifft et al. 2007, Pfetsch et al. 2008, Königslöw 2012, 

Meijers 2013, Belluati 2016, Porte and Van Dalen 2016) or political-claim analysis as a 

sub-method of CA (Koopmans and Erbe 2003, Koopmans and Statham 2010, Monza 

and Anduiza 2016). Even though this research did not copy the exact techniques of any 

of the existing papers, applying CA will enable better comparison and discussion of the 

findings with the previous research. Secondly, because this research was based on the 

analysis of texts and aimed to find signs of Europeanization in articles from several 

newspapers, it seemed reasonable to use qualitative CA and not political-claim analysis. 

As pointed out by Koopmans and Statham (2010: 54), while their units of analysis are 

specific claims and they focus on the role of political actors, media CA uses whole 

articles as unites and focuses on how the issues are framed and described by journalists. 

It is same in this study. Thirdly, the goal of CA is to provide knowledge and 

understanding of a given phenomenon, which is being studied – in this case 

Europeanization. As Devi Prasad (2008, p.174) writes: “Content Analysis is described 

as the scientific study of content of communication. It is the study of the content with 

reference to the meanings, contexts and intentions contained in messages.” Fourthly, 

due to limitations (e.g. number of analysed documents, aim of the research focused on 

the discursive content) it was more appropriate to use qualitative not quantitative CA, as 

qualitative goes beyond merely counting words and enabled to capture symbolic 

meanings, as discussed by Hermann (2008), where she suggests more qualitative 

approach when looking for “presence or absence of particular themes and targets”. 

In order to achieve reliability, validity, and accuracy, this analysis followed a strictly 

prescribed framework and set of procedures (see Neuendorf 2002, and Schreier 2012). 

Firstly, based on the theory of Europeanization of national public spheres, 



 

 

24 

conceptualized indicators were chosen for measuring, taking into account their internal 

validity. Subsequently, a concept-driven coding frame was developed for a human 

coder. After that, the units of analysis were retrieved from an online archive – WISO 

Die Datenbank für Hochschulen. Important to say is, that the unit of analysis was in this 

case the same as a unit of coding. Next step was a pilot phase of coding, which served 

to assess the relevance and suitability of the coding frame, and to make sure that all 

conceptualized indicators are covered. Asking a question whether it was measured what 

was intended to be measured, is vital. Based on the lessons learned from the pilot phase, 

a final coding form was established. Before moving to the main analysis phase, a 

testing sample was coded and then recoded after adequate time, as suggested by 

Schreier (2012: 170). For assessing reliability, which “is indicated by substantial 

agreement of results among these duplications” (Krippendorff 2013: 268), percentage 

of agreement (PAO) and Scott’s pi was calculated (Neuendorf 2002: 150-155).  

𝑃𝐴𝑂 =
A

n
       Scott′s 𝑝𝑖 =

𝑃𝐴𝑂 − 𝑃𝐴𝐸

1 − 𝑃𝐴𝐸
 

Even though only one coder was involved in this research, assessing reliability did 

make sense, and was very important in order to produce reliable results (see Schreier 

2012). 12 articles were randomly selected from each newspaper, each article being from 

a different month, so that the studied time period was equally represented in the sample. 

Overall 48 articles were coded for the pilot phase.  𝑃𝐴𝑂 scored positively for all 

indicators, hence enabled to draw valid conclusions. 

2.4 Coding framework 

2.4.1 Units of analysis 

Entire article was chosen as a unit of analysis, because this study wanted to uncover, 

whether a process of Europeanization is developing within national quality newspapers. 

Learning from the previous work that has been done by other scholars such as Sifft et 

al. (2007), or Pfetsch et al. (2008), only discursive articles focused on political issues 

concerning the migration crisis, such as commentaries and opinions, were analysed. 

Articles which offered only mere information and usually only reproduced the actual 

events were considered as irrelevant, since this research focused also on the opinion and 

identity formation, change of national discourse towards European, and on deeper 
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elaboration of arguments. Such content would have not been recorded in purely news 

articles. Moreover, this analysis did not follow only mere quantity of references to other 

European countries, rather it focused on the quality of this debate. 

Furthermore, in order to include all discursive articles on the migration debate, articles 

were selected for the analysis only if they were marked as a Kommentar (Eng. 

commentary), Leitartikel (Eng. editor’s opinion/editorial), and/or Meinung (Eng. 

opinion), and if they contained at least one of these key words: Flüchtling (Eng. 

refugee/migrant), Flüchtlinge (Eng. refugees/migrants), Flüchtlingskrise (Eng. 

refugee/migrant crisis), and/or Flüchtlingspolitik (Eng. refugee/migrant policy/politics). 

Based on these two conditions, altogether 970 articles were retrieved from the online 

archive. 398 for Austrian newspapers and 572 for German newspapers. All retrieved 

articles were read twice. By the first reading, articles that were not dealing with 

migration crisis, its effects and impact, were excluded from the analysis. This led to 

exclusion of 5 articles on Austrian side and 15 articles on German side. Migration crisis 

and its consequences could also have had only a marginal space in the text, but the 

information concerning migration needed to be of a significant meaning. This enabled 

us to capture the wide public debate about migration, as this crisis had infiltrated all 

different kinds of political, social, and cultural debates. Based on the exclusion, 

altogether 950 articles were approved for the second reading and final coding. 393 

articles were coded for Austria and 557 articles were coded for Germany. Each article 

was then coded based on the presence or absence of vertical Europeanization, weak 

horizontal and strong horizontal form of Europeanization, and presence or absence of 

its discursive character with regard to collective identity. 

2.4.2 Indicators of Europeanization 

Vertical Europeanization is the first indicator. It was operationalized by finding direct 

references to EU-level institutions, actors, policies, and/or issues. Article was assigned 

value 0, when it did not contain any such direct references at all. Article was coded with 

value 2, when its primary topic concerned the EU level (e.g. this could be article about 

quota mechanism, EU-Turkey deal, EU migration policy, etc.). Lastly, when there were 

references to EU-level institutions, actors, policies, and/or issues, but only as a 

secondary information, article was assigned value 1. This division helped to recognise 
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both, quality and quantity of the information on EU-level politics, hence analyse the 

process of Europeanization in more detail. 

Horizontal Europeanization, as a second indicator requires more elaborated discussion. 

At this point, it is necessary to mention the debate from Koopmans and Statham (2010: 

39-43), regarding the type of Europe which should be used for reference. In their later 

work, they suggest using inclusive Europe, which next to EU member states includes 

also candidates, potential candidates and states which are part of EEA. Additionally, 

Brantner et al. (2005: 23) suggests that when studying Europeanization, it should be 

done in more detail, distinguishing between member and non-member states. Following 

these recommendations, three “political spheres4” for the analysis were designed (see 

illustrative Graph 1). A specific type of Europeanization can be identified, based on to 

which countries the claims are connected. 

 

 

                                                 

 

4 The term “political spheres” is used by Koopmans and Statham (2010) to describe the type of claims 

made by political actors. Only slightly altered division is used in this diploma thesis, hence using their 

established term, was considered as best option.  
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First and most inclusive sphere includes all European countries5, taking into account EU 

member states, countries of EEA and Switzerland, accession candidates and potential 

candidates. Second sphere is more exclusive, including only EU member countries6. 

Third political sphere is specifically interesting in the case of migration crisis. This 

represents only Schengen countries7. Based on within which political sphere the claims 

are made – to which countries the claims are connected, three types of horizontal 

Europeanization were identified: pan-Europeanization, pure EU-ization, and Schengen-

ization. Europeanization of public sphere can occur in all of these three forms, while 

each of them represents different implications for national public sphere. This division 

was useful in order to understand what type of ties are more important for the two 

selected cases, and what kind of community plays bigger role within the process of 

Europeanization, whether it is EU as community based on common institutions and 

legislation, or rather Europe as non-institutionalized historical community. 

Moving forward, the specific coding rules for weak and strong horizontal 

Europeanization are explained in detail for each of the three political spheres in Tables 

1 to 3, starting with the most exclusive group. 

Differentiating between Schengen-ization and EU-ization in the analysis: I considered 

the article to contain Schengen-ization only when (with regard to the operationalization 

of horizontal Europeanization): (1) there were explicitly mentioned only Schengen 

countries, which are not EU members; (2) and/or there were explicitly mentioned only 

EU members, which are also part of Schengen; (3) and/or if the article uses specific 

words such as Schengen countries, Schengen region, or countries with EU borders, in 

order to point to some EU countries. 

                                                 

 

5 Europe (candidates + potential candidates + EEA): EU-28, Albania, FYROM, Montenegro, Serbia, 

Turkey, BIH, Kosovo, Turkish Cypriot Community, Iceland, Liechtenstein, Norway, and Switzerland 

(http://ec.europa.eu/environment/enlarg/candidates.htm) 
6 EU-28 
7 Schengen countries: Belgium, Czech Republic, Denmark, Germany, Estonia, Greece, Spain, France, 

Italy, Latvia, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Hungary, Malta, Netherlands, Austria, Poland, Portugal, Slovenia, 

Slovakia, Finland and Sweden, along with Iceland, Liechtenstein, Norway and Switzerland 

(https://ec.europa.eu/home-affairs/sites/homeaffairs/files/e-

library/docs/schengen_brochure/schengen_brochure_dr3111126_en.pdf) 
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Table 1 Horizontal Europeanization and collective identity within third political sphere: 

Schengen-ization 

Form of 

Europeanization 
Weak horizontal Strong horizontal Collective identity 

Operationalized by 

Simple coverage of 

events/issues in another 

Schengen country/s. 

Addressing other 

Schengen country/s 

opinions, views, 

problems, reasoning, 

their position, solutions, 

approach, etc. 

Article contains 

Schengen discourse 

when there are explicit 

“we-references”, 

references as “us” 

Europeans (meaning the 

Schengen countries), 

“our solution”, “our 

problem”. 

Positive findings with  

value 2 

It is the core 

event/issue of the 

article. 

It represents the main 

idea of the article, it is 

the core thought, content 

which the article aims to 

deliver, the main matter 

with which the article 

deals. 

Only those discursive 

references are used, 

there is no reference to 

“we”, “us”, “our” 

representing exclusively 

national identity. 

Positive findings with  

value 1 

The article deals 

principally with 

other/domestic 

events/issues, but there 

are also mentioned on 

side, as a secondary 

information, events 

from another Schengen 

country. 

Other/domestic opinions, 

views, etc. are the core 

of the article, and other 

Schengen country’s 

opinions, views, etc. are 

mentioned on side, as 

secondary position. 

Those references to 

collective Schengen 

identity are mixed with 

those to national 

collective identity. 

Negative findings 

with 

value 0 

Article covers only 

other/domestic 

events/issues. 

There are no references 

to other Schengen 

country’s opinions, 

views, etc. 

The article contains only 

references to national 

collective identity, or no 

Schengen identity. 

Non-valid article with 

value X 
---- --- 

No references to 

collective identity at 

all. 

Coding for the second sphere, which represents a little bit bigger group is following: 

Article mentioning exclusively EU-28 was always coded for this sphere. Furthermore, 

when article mentions Europe, or the EU, but from a horizontal point of view, not from 

vertical, and from the context it is clear that only EU member countries are relevant, 

article was coded for the EU-ization, despite the fact that it did not explicitly name any 

of the member countries. If the article is referring to Europe, without mentioning a 

specific member state, but from the context it is clear that by Europe all countries 

including non-member states are meant, article had score 0 for the specific indicator 

within second sphere. Same was applied, when non-EU member country was explicitly 

mentioned. 
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Table 2 Horizontal Europeanization and collective identity within second political 

sphere: EU-ization 

Form of 

Europeanization: 
Weak horizontal Strong horizontal Collective identity 

Operationalized by 

Simple coverage of 

events/issues in other 

EU member states. 

Addressing other EU 

member states’ opinions, 

views, problems, 

reasoning, their position, 

solutions, approach, etc. 

Article contains 

European discourse 

when there are explicit 

“we-references”, 

references as “us” 

Europeans (meaning the 

EU), “our solution”, 

“our problem”. 

Positive findings with  

value 2 

It is the core event/issue 

of the article. 

It represents the main 

idea of the article, it is 

the core thought, content 

which the article aims to 

deliver, the main matter 

with which the article 

deals. 

Only those discursive 

references are used, 

there is no reference to 

“we”, “us”, “our” 

representing exclusively 

national identity. 

Positive findings with  

value 1 

The article deals 

principally with 

other/domestic 

events/issues, but there 

are also mentioned on 

side, as a secondary 

information, events 

from other EU member 

states. 

Other/domestic opinions, 

views, etc. are the core 

of the article, and other 

EU member states’ 

opinions, views, etc. are 

mentioned on side, as 

secondary position. 

Those references to 

collective EU identity 

are mixed with those to 

national collective 

identity. 

Negative findings 

with 

value 0 

Article covers only 

other/domestic 

events/issues. 

There are no references 

to other EU member 

states’ opinions, views, 

etc. 

The article contains only 

references to national 

collective identity, or no 

EU identity. 

Non-valid article 

with value X 
---- --- 

No references to 

collective identity at 

all. 

As the biggest political sphere includes all of the above, articles coded for EU-ization 

and Schengen-ization were automatically coded also for pan-Europeanization. 

Moreover, article was assigned values 1 or 2 for pan-Europeanization also, when in the 

context (with regard to the operationalization of horizontal Europeanization): (1) it is 

clear that the whole Europe is concerned, it is about the whole Europe; (2) and/or when 

together with EU-28, it is directly referred to other Schengen members, candidate or 

potential candidate country; (3) and/or when no EU member is mentioned, but it is 

directly referred to other Schengen members, candidate or potential candidate country. 

As there is an overlap among these three spheres, few examples are at place. Exclusive 

coverage of Greece would be coded for all of the three political spheres. Article 
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combining news about Greece and Great Britain would be coded only for EU-ization 

and pan-Europeanization, while article providing coverage of both Norway and Greece 

would only apply for Schengen-ization and pan-Europeanization. Lastly, claims about 

Greece and Turkey would be coded only for pan-Europeanization, because of the 

reference to Turkey, as neither EU member nor Schengen member. 

Table 3 Horizontal Europeanization and collective identity within first political sphere: 

pan-Europeanization (the EU + EEA + candidates or potential candidates) 

Form of 

Europeanization 
Weak horizontal Strong horizontal Collective identity 

Operationalized by 

Simple coverage of 

events/issues in 

another European state. 

Addressing other 

European country’s 

opinions, views, 

problems, reasoning, 

their position, 

solutions, approach, 

etc. 

Article contains 

pan-European 

discourse when there 

are explicit “we-

references”, references 

as “us” Europeans, “our 

solution”, “our 

problem”. 

Positive findings with  

value 2 

It is the core 

event/issue of the 

article. 

It represents the main 

idea of the article, it is 

the core thought, 

content which the 

article aims to deliver, 

the main matter with 

which the article deals. 

Only those discursive 

references are used, 

there is no reference to 

“we”, “us”, “our” 

representing 

exclusively national 

identity. 

Positive findings with  

value 1 

The article deals 

principally with 

domestic events, but 

there are also 

mentioned on side, as a 

secondary information, 

events/issues from 

another European 

country. 

Domestic opinions, 

views, etc. are the core 

of the article, and other 

European country’s 

opinions, views, etc. 

are mentioned on side, 

as secondary position. 

Those references to 

collective 

pan-European identity 

are mixed with those to 

national collective 

identity. 

Negative findings 

with 

value 0 

Article covers only 

domestic events/issues. 

There are no references 

to other European 

country’s opinions, 

views, etc. 

The article contains 

only references to 

national collective 

identity, or no 

pan-European identity. 

Non-valid article with 

value X 
---- --- 

No references to 

collective identity at 

all. 

2.4.3 Control indicators 

I also controlled in each article for explicit references to Germany (in Austrian case) 

and to Austria (in German case). This was done in order to check the articles for 

Europeanization, and not only for claims made within German-speaking political 

sphere. Coding was following: if article in Austrian newspapers contained direct 
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references to Germany (Deutschland), or to their political actors (e.g. Angela Merkel), 

the article was coded with value 1; if it did not contain any such direct references, it was 

coded with value 0. Same applied for German newspapers. If article contained direct 

references to Austria (Österreich), or to their political actors (e.g. FPÖ), the article was 

coded with value 1; if it did not contain any, it was assigned value 0. 
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3 Results of the empirical research 

Coming back to the main research question of this diploma thesis, outcomes of this 

qualitative content analysis have confirmed a general trend of Europeanization of 

national public spheres in Austria and Germany. Both vertical and horizontal 

Europeanization reached relatively high levels. Adapting Koopmans and Statham’s 

theory on claims to this research, a fully Europeanized public sphere would be 

composed of 100 % of articles with references to the EU and European countries 

(Koopmans and Statham 2010: 40). In this analysis, average density8 is in Austria 56 % 

and in Germany 40 %, when counting the overall share. A comprehensive overview of 

outcomes from the qualitative content analysis of selected newspapers in Austria and 

Germany is displayed in Table 49.  

Table 4 Overall levels of Europeanization of public sphere in Austria (Der Standard 

and Die Presse) and in Germany (Die Welt and Der Tagesspiegel) in % 

 

Austria Germany 

Vertical Europeanization 49,1 36,1 

Weak horizontal Europeanization:   

            Pan-Europeanization 65,6 54,0 

            EU-ization 38,2 27,8 

            Schengen-ization 33,1 19,0 

                                                 

 

8 Mean from the vertical Europeanization, weak horizontal and strong horizontal pan-Europeanization 

was calculated. Weak and strong horizontal pan-Europeanization was used, because it includes all there 

political spheres, thus serves best for the aim of this inquiry. 
9 All data stated hereafter were collected during an original empirical research and calculated by the 

author. 
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Strong horizontal Europeanization:   

            Pan-Europeanization 53,4 29,1 

            EU-ization 42,0 19,7 

            Schengen-ization 34,9 11,7 

Results from the two selected and studied newspapers were cumulated for each country, 

as the role of political affiliation of newspapers was not subject of the study, any 

differences across newspapers are irrelevant.10 In order to answer the sub-questions, 

further detailed analysis and interpretation of the overall results is provided separately, 

based on the indicators, which were studied. Country specificities were taken into 

account and compared. 

3.1 Vertical Europeanization: Visibility of the EU 

First step towards a more Europeanized national public sphere is its openness towards 

events beyond national borders, beyond national political spectrum. Mass media’s 

coverage of new policies, decisions, or simply events happening on the EU level 

provides citizens with essential information on the EU as a supranational agency. 

Answering the second research question, findings from this research confirmed vertical 

Europeanization in Austrian and German quality newspapers. The overall frequency of 

articles, in which EU institutions, policies, or actors were mentioned, came up relatively 

high for both countries. With reaching almost 50 % from all articles on migration crisis, 

it showed that the EU politics is in Austria almost as important as national one. 

                                                 

 

10 Even though it was not studied in this research, a brief comment on the role of the political orientation 

of newspapers is worth mentioning. Overall results for Europeanization do not substantially differ across 

the newspapers within one country. The standard deviation is negligible. It ranges for Austrian press from 

0,71 to 2,83 and for German press from 0,00 to 3,54, with one exception, where for strong horizontal 

Europeanization  = 7,07. Based on the above, this research indicates that in regard to the debate on 

migration crisis, political affiliation of the media does not have any significant impact on the level of 

Europeanization. It also supports the argument, that the traditional left–right division is losing in 

importance, and new divisions in the political and social life are emerging (see Hooghe et al. 2002). 

Future analysis could be built up around these ideas. 
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Germany reached lower level of vertical Europeanization, mentioning the EU level in 

only 36 % of all articles on migration crisis. Putting these numbers in contrast with 

previous research, it supports the notion of an increasing trend of vertical 

Europeanization in Austrian mass media. Brantner et al. (2005: 23) recorded in Austria 

only 2,7 % share of overall news coverage related to EU in 1995, while 16,6 % in 2000. 

Königslöw (2012: 452) found that in 2008, the share of articles mentioning EU 

institutions reached to 23,5 % in Austria and 17,4 % in Germany. The results collected 

for this diploma thesis support both, the notion of increasing trend of vertical 

Europeanization, and the notion of higher visibility of the EU in Austrian quality 

newspapers. 

Growing competences of the EU in migration and asylum policies and a common 

approach of the community towards the migration crisis led by officials in Brussels 

have certainly enhanced the attention of newspapers for the EU-level politics. This 

assumption is based on the argument that Europeanization is strong in the policy fields, 

where the EU has more competences (Koopmans and Erbe 2003). Yet, the increased 

attention for international politics could also be linked to intensive process of 

globalization and interconnectedness of global political institutions. This would mean, 

however, that a great number of articles mentioned also other global institutions and 

NGOs such as IMF, UN agencies, IOM, or HRW. These selected Austrian and German 

newspapers did not prove such a trend. Hence, they confirmed Europeanization of 

public sphere, rather than globalization of public sphere. 

Despite the fact that the visibility of EU is relatively high, it does not automatically 

mean that citizens are better informed about the policies and political processes which 

take place in Brussels or Strasbourg on the EU level, nor that they are able to correctly 

assign responsibility, hence make those who are responsible, also accountable. High 

number of direct references to the EU and its institutions without further explanation 

would affect the democratic deficit only marginally, lacking vital priming effect11. 

                                                 

 

11 Priming has impact on the level of importance, which citizens attribute to a certain issue. If a great 

space is dedicated to a certain issue, citizens will consider it as more significant. For a detailed discussion 

of priming and framing effect of media on public’s perception of the EU, see publication from Hobolt and 

Tilley (2014). 
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Scholars agree that the type of information and its quality, not quantity, is crucial for 

improving public’s awareness (Sifft et al. 2007, Hobolt and Tilley 2014). In order to 

reflect on this debate, and as already explained in Chapter 2.4.2, articles were coded 

with value 2, in case EU policies, actors, or issues were their primary topic, and with 

value 1 if they only mentioned EU-level without further elaborating on that topic. The 

first and more important group of articles for our debate reached only 20 % from the 

overall score in Austria and only 13 % in Germany. This means, that even though EU 

and its institutions play an important role for the developments in member states, what 

is reflected by the great number of direct references to the EU level, there is still space 

for improving and dedicating more space for articles, which would explain the EU 

processes and politics in more detail. 

3.2 Horizontal Europeanization 

Besides vertical Europeanization, another important factor for greater visibility of 

Europe is coverage of affairs from other countries and reflecting on their problems. By 

finding signs of horizontal Europeanization, we can determine the level of national 

media’s attention to other countries. As already explained in Chapter 1.2, some scholars 

went beyond the analysis of simple visibility and added another perspective. I, too, 

distinguished between weak and strong horizontal Europeanization. The first one 

captures simple supply of information, while the latter one tries to capture the attention 

of the newspapers to other country’s problems, opinions, or approaches, and as such the 

emergence of other than national discourse. After confirming above, that horizontal 

Europeanization does occur in the Austrian and German public sphere, a third research 

question regarding the form of horizontal Europeanization can be answered. The overall 

share of weak horizontal Europeanization12 is 66 % to 53 % of strong form in Austria, 

and 54 % to 29 % in Germany. The density of articles which were assigned value 2 is 

lower, but the trend is the same, weak form reaching higher percentages than strong. 

                                                 

 

12 Results for pan-Europeanization were used to describe the overall weak and strong horizontal 

Europeanization, because pan-Europeanization include all there political spheres, thus serves best for the 

aim of this inquiry.  
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3.2.1 Weak horizontal Europeanization: Visibility of Europe 

The above outlined outcomes indicate great openness towards other European countries 

in the studied commentaries from the selected newspapers. As already outlined in 

Chapter 2.4.2, three types of horizontal Europeanization were distinguished and 

analysed separately, based on the political sphere within which the claims were made. 

In a broader sense, pan-Europeanization included claims on all European countries, and 

in a narrow sense EU-ization recorded claims on only the EU-28, and claims on 

exclusively the Schengen countries were recorded for Schengen-ization. Detailed 

overview of the results for Europeanization in all three political spheres showed 

noteworthy differences within these three types of Europeanization, hence, yielding 

important implications for national public spheres in Austria and Germany. Two key 

conclusions can be inferred for both Austria and Germany: the gap between EU and 

Europe and the similarity between EU-28 and Schengen countries. 

Difference between EU and Europe 

Firstly, even though a gap between pure EU-ization and pan-Europeanization was 

expected, almost 30 %, which separate these two groups, and the overall extreme 

visibility of European countries in Austrian and German public sphere is striking. The 

gap is caused by the very inclusive character of pan-Europeanization in contrast with 

the very narrow concept of EU-ization. It further points out to an assumption, that an 

artificially created community of countries is, as is the case of the EU, to this date not 

more important, in the matter of simple information, than historical ties, geographical 

proximity, geopolitical allies, or strategically important countries. This fact is even 

amplified by the specific nature of the migration debate, which is analysed in this 

diploma thesis. Other than EU member countries, Turkey appeared in the commentaries 

most frequently. This outcome was expected, because Turkey was a key player in the 

migration crisis and its solution. Moreover, Angela Merkel was the leading negotiator 

of the deal with Turkey, which was also mirrored in the news. Therefore, it can be 

assumed that if our focus was put on the debate about economic crisis, coverage of 

events within the EU would be higher and the gap between EU and inclusive Europe 

would be smaller. Commentaries focused particularly on the role of Turkey in solving 

the situation and the EU-Turkey deal. Frequent titles were: “More urgent than a new EU 

asylum policy is the implementation of the Turkey Agreement” (ST_4_265), “Brussels 
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needs the help of Ankara in the refugee crisis” (PR_10_049), or “Erdogan will not solve 

the refugee crisis for Europe” (PR_2_087). 

Table 5 Scores of weak horizontal Europeanization in quality newspapers from Austria 

(Der Standard and Die Presse) and Germany (Die Welt and Der Tagesspiegel) 

Weak horizontal Europeanization 
Austria 

(in %13) 

Germany 

(in %14) 

Pan-Europeanization  

Articles with value 2 and 1 

Articles with value 2 = primary topic 

 

65,6 

37,7 

 

54,0 

21,2 

EU-ization 

Articles with value 2 and 1 

Articles with value 2 = primary topic 

 

38,2 

19,1 

 

27,8 

10,2 

Schengen-ization 

Articles with value 2 and 1 

Articles with value 2 = primary topic 

 

33,1 

16,3 

 

19,0 

5,9 

Same conclusions are supported by the frequencies for articles which were coded with 

value 2. Distinguishing between articles with primary topic other than domestic and 

articles which only mention other countries on side is essential to assess the quality of 

attention, which is paid to European countries in the national public sphere. In a highly 

interconnected political world, it is expected that references to other countries will be 

very frequent in every public sphere. However, extensive, qualitative and informative 

coverage of political affairs from other countries points out to a deeper relation between 

those countries. This deeper relation is crucial for Europeanized public spheres and its 

impact on the democratic deficit. Articles were assigned value 2, when their primary 

topic was not domestic, but they rather dealt with events beyond national borders. 

                                                 

 

13 100 % = 393 coded articles – each percentage listed in the Table 4 for Austria is calculated separately 

from this base, hence they are not summing up to 100 %. 
14 100 % = 557 coded articles – each percentage listed in the Table 4 for Germany is calculated separately 

from this base, hence they are not summing up to 100 %. 
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When considering only articles coded with value 2, the share of commentaries which 

covered issues from exclusively EU member countries is in Austria almost the same 

(19,1 %) as articles covering also other European countries (18,6 %)15. German public 

sphere even reveals reverse trend when interpreting the partial numbers. Articles with 

primary topic about EU member countries are less frequent (10,2 %) than articles about 

other European countries (11 %)16. This is explained by Austrian increased focus on the 

developments inside the EU, as the actions taken by its neighbours and other EU 

members affected them greatly. On the other hand, Germany already established their 

approach towards migrants and the developments in other member states had little 

impact on their position. Hence, they were more interested in the events beyond EU’s 

borders, such as negotiating a deal with Turkey. 

To sum up, percentage of articles with value 2 including pan-Europeanization was 

37,7 % in Austrian newspapers, compared to 21,2 % in German newspapers. Density of 

articles with pure EU-ization is even lower. As the pan-Europeanization included in it 

also subgroups of EU and Schengen, it can be concluded, that Austrian public sphere is 

more open towards events happening beyond their borders. Indeed, the primary topic in 

coded commentaries from Germany focused more on what is happening inside their 

own country, on their own actions and policies, due to the taken steps by opening 

Germany for the migrants. German media are less concerned with developments outside 

their country than in Austria, therefore the articles with value 2 are less frequent and 

main topic is in 80 % national.  

Difference between EU and Schengen 

The small difference between EU-ization and Schengen-ization in Austrian and German 

public sphere is caused by great overlap between these two groups. Countries, which 

were most affected by the migration crisis, are both EU and Schengen members. 

Examples of these articles, which added up to both groups – EU and Schengen are: 

when Der Standard published an article about Angela Merkel’s steps and decisions 

                                                 

 

15 Article must contain direct references besides EU-28 to at least one other EEA member, candidate or 

potential candidate country. The displayed percentage is difference between value 2 pan-Europeanization 

and EU-ization. 
16 Applies same as above. 
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during the crisis and her leading position in Europe (ST_10_117), about elections in 

Poland, which won the right-wing nationalist party (ST_10_126), or about Viktor 

Orbán’s approach, stating: “scolding on Victor Orbán will not speed up the solution to 

the asylum crisis,” (ST_9_097). Same applies when Die Welt focused on their 

neighbour Poland (W_2_247), or on the situation in Greece: In the first year in his 

office, Alexis Tsipras has brought bad luck on his country. Though, the refugee misery 

gives a chance for the reform-unwilling leftists enforce yet another debt cut,” 

(W_1_200). 

Nevertheless, the numbers indicate, despite the fact that Austria and Germany are 

members to both EU and Schengen, which both play a great role in the migration crisis, 

Austria’s and Germany’s alignment leans more towards the partnership within the EU. 

In German case it is by almost 9 %, and by 5 % in Austrian case. For example, there are 

only few articles, where there is a coverage of events in exclusively Schengen countries, 

hence the article cannot represent both visibility of the EU-28 and visibility of 

Schengen countries. These are articles, which covered events in Norway or Switzerland. 

An example is a commentary in Die Presse with title “Switzerland's no to the radical 

tightening of immigration law” (PR_3_103), or an opinion article in Die Welt, analysing 

the right-wing populist parties in Switzerland (W_4_286). Furthermore, coverage of 

events from Great Britain took a strong place in the newspapers, what was the main 

cause of the difference between Schengen-ization and EU-ization. It was the most 

mentioned non-Schengen country in the studied sample of articles. High coverage of 

UK could be explained by the impact of Britain’s position and migration politics on the 

situation in Austria and Germany, as the UK was one of the main destination countries 

in that time period (Eurostat 2016). Though, it has to be noted, that this research was 

conducted before the referendum on Brexit took place. Britain’s exit from the EU can 

change the numbers in the future. 

3.2.2 Strong horizontal Europeanization: Emerging EU discourse? 

Until this point, we focused on the visibility of vertical and horizontal Europe in 

national public spheres. The visibility is a precondition for forming a Europeanized 

public sphere, and its high level indicates an openness towards the EU as well as 

Europe. However, if the Europeanization ought to change something in the society, the 

process cannot stop there. As such, the strong variant of horizontal Europeanization is 
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crucial in creating a common European discourse, which is vital for strengthening 

solidarity, mutual understanding, and one’s identification with other fellow Europeans. 

The results of this diploma thesis confirmed quite positive developments in this regard. 

Specific numbers are provided for pan-Europeanization, together with its detailed 

composition, which includes also pure EU-ization. Table 6 renders two important 

insights for the discussion of Europeanization of national public spheres: dominance of 

national discourse, and dominance of the EU discourse over European.  

Table 6 Scores for strong horizontal Europeanization in Austrian (Der Standard and 

Die Press) and German (Die Welt and Der Tagesspiegel) quality newspapers in %17 

Strong horizontal Europeanization Austria Germany 

Pan-Europeanization 

Articles with value 2 and 1 

Articles with value 2 = primary topic 

 

53,4 

28,0 

 

29,1 

13,1 

Composition of pan-Europeanization   

      EU-28 only (EU-ization) 

      Articles with value 2 and 1 

      Articles with value 2 = primary topic 

 

42,0 

21,6 

 

19,7 

8,8 

       Schengen countries only* 

       Articles with value 2 and 1 

       Articles with value 2 = primary topic 

 

1,5 

0,5 

 

1 

0,5 

       Other European countries** 

       Articles with value 2 and 1 

       Articles with value 2 = primary topic  

 

9,9 

5,9 

 

8,4 

3,8 

*Part of Schengen-ization. Article must contain also direct references to non-EU Schengen country. 

**Article must contain direct references besides EU-28 to at least one other EEA member, candidate or 

potential candidate country. 

                                                 

 

17 The similar outcome of EU-ization and Schengen-ization was already explained by the discussion of 

weak horizontal Europeanization. And because values for EU and Schengen are very similar also by the 

strong horizontal Europeanization, I will focus here only on the comparison of EU member states and all 

European countries. 
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Dominance of national discourse 

On one hand, the outcomes seem promising for the future of Europeanized public 

spheres. Every second commentary in Austrian quality newspapers (53,4 %) addresses 

at least in one sentence opinions, views, problems, reasoning, position, or approach of 

another European country. The share was lower in German press (29,1 %), but still high 

level in the overall picture of literature on Europeanization of public sphere. Few 

examples of articles, which along with prevailing national opinions and claims, 

addressed also others, are: “The Italian Matteo Renzi is said to have shouted at 

colleagues from Eastern Europe, who complained about the quotas, that they could keep 

their idea of Europe, when they have no solidarity.” (ST_6_029), or “Many in the CSU 

are upset about the refugee policy.” (ST_10_118), “That the Turks can stop the 

smugglers, they have already proven; but main reason why they fail to do so is that they 

feel abandoned by the rest of the world in coping with the Syrian refugee drama - and 

rightly so” (ST_2_213).  

On the other hand, if we were to take into consideration only articles, which primarily 

deal with other countries’ discourses and national views are mentioned only as a 

secondary information, the share of articles with strong horizontal Europeanization in 

Austrian public sphere rapidly decreases to 28 %. The share of German articles even 

drops to minimum of only 13 %. This comparably low level of Germany’s attention for 

other’s problems and opinions can be attributed, as explained in the weak horizontal 

Europeanization, to its orientation on domestic affairs during the refugee crisis, due to 

the introduced Willkommenskultur by Merkel’s government. Summing up, the results 

for value 2 showed, that national discourse with domestic opinions, problems, reasoning 

or positions is still most important for both studied public spheres, adding up to 72 % of 

all articles in Austrian press and even more in German press: 87 %. 

Articles discussing other than national problems, opinions or positions, were dedicated 

to e.g. relationship between Hungary and the Balkan states: “Macedonia had tanks 

brought to the frontier, Serbia praised itself, Hungary reacted with paranoia and Croatia 

with arrogance. These three states have begun to abuse each other.” (ST_9_069). 

Eastern block of countries played an important role during the adoption of relocation 

mechanisms, hence the media were concentrating also on them. For instance, one was 

addressing Hungary’s problem: “Hungary is undoubtedly in a dilemma. In theory, the 
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government in Budapest intends to adhere strictly by the law and the text of the 

Schengen Agreement when registering the refugees, but in practice it is completely 

overwhelmed, this exacerbating the chaos that has spread in these days to the detention 

centres and to the bus stations.” (PR_9_045), and other articles were analysing political 

situation in V4 or particularly in Poland, suggesting ways how to recover from its 

unpleasant situation (PR_10_046, ST_1_191). 

Dominance of the EU discourse over European 

Commentaries in Austrian quality newspapers, in which positions and opinions were 

those of only EU member states or national, scored overall 42,0 % (21,6 % with value 

2), while commentaries discussing also other European countries reached only 9,9 % 

(5,9 % with value 2). Similar trend is seen in the German press: 19,7 % (8,8 % with 

value 2) for EU-28, to 8,4 % (3,8 % with value 2) for articles with claims about also 

other European countries. These numbers reflect the importance of the EU as a 

community of sovereign countries. Even though countries which are not EU members, 

such as Turkey and the West Balkan states, have a great effect on the political events 

and developments during refugee crisis, their opinions and problems are included less 

than those of EU member countries. Therefore, we can assume that by considering also 

the reasoning and approach of other members, and by placing their opinions more often 

into the commentaries, a common EU discourse could emerge. Newspapers mediate not 

only the events which are happening outside their country, but also try to explain the 

thoughts, arguments and feelings of others. Thus citizens from Austria or Germany can 

more easily identify themselves with problems of citizens form another member country 

and can better understand them. Furthermore, they can use the thorough discussion of 

different approaches as a “peer-learning” (Porte and Van Dalen 2016). The gap between 

Europe and EU points to a positive trend within the national public spheres and could 

lead to a decrease of the EU’s democratic deficit through formation of common EU 

discourse. However, based on these data, such EU discourse is only starting to emerge. 

3.3 Collective identity 

Last indicator, for which we were looking in the studied articles, was a collective 

identity. Forming a collective identity beyond the national state is considered as a 

precondition for a true Europeanization of public sphere (see Chapter 1.2, or e.g. works 



 

 

43 

from Gerhards 2000, Horsti 2008, Heft 2017). Yet, this condition appears to be rather 

too ambitious. Previous research shows little positive results. Only 5 % of articles from 

year 2003 studied by Sifft et al. (2007: 144) contained we-references to Europe. 

However, as already outlined, it could be expected that citizens’ identification with 

Europe would increase during a time of crisis. Situation where one group of people is 

positioned against another group of people can enhance the labelling of “us” and 

“them”, and form a collective identity beyond national borders (Sifft et al. 2007). This 

assumption is partly confirmed by the analysis of commentaries from quality 

newspapers in Austria and Germany during the peak of the refugee crisis (see Table 6). 

Table 7 Collective identities in Austrian (Der Standard and Die Presse) and German 

(Die Welt and Der Tagesspiegel) quality newspapers in %18 

“WE-references” to Austria Germany 

National identity 75,8 79,3 

Pan-European identity 3,2 1,6 

EU identity 21,1 18,1 

Schengen identity 1,1 1,0 

When analysing the collective identity in the text, it was necessary to consider the 

discursive character of the commentary and the context, in which the we-reference was 

made. Indeed, identification with the EU community scored relatively high in both 

countries (in Austria 21,1 % and in Germany 18,1 %), compared to identification with 

Europe or Schengen. Examples could be found in commentaries from Der Standard: 

“why cannot we Europeans manage the refugee crisis” (ST_1_190), “we Europeans 

need to recognize, that” (ST_12_167), from Die Presse: “the boat is full, but we sit in it, 

too” (PR_5_009), from Der Tagesspiegel: “We are aware that we have something to 

lose and that it is worthwhile to fight for Europe’s great project of peace and freedom.” 

                                                 

 

18 All articles which were coded for the previous indicator were also checked for collective we-references. 

Articles, which did not contain any claims with collective identities were excluded. Overall number of 

articles which qualified for this indicator was 95 for Austria and 193 for Germany. These numbers then 

served as a basis for calculating the percentage, displayed in Table 6. Each percentage listed in Table 6 is 

calculated separately from this base. They are not summing up to 100%.  
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(TA_4_006), “Are we Europeans possibly the biggest risk to the survival of Europe, as 

we know it?” (TA_10_110), and also from Die Welt: “Do we Europeans really want to 

put up with this unfair situation?” (W_5_020). It was clear from the context, that by we 

Europeans – wir Europäer, it was meant exclusively Europeans belonging to the EU. 

This trend supports the conclusion, which was made based on the data regarding strong 

horizontal Europeanization: Despite the importance of non-EU member countries, and 

despite the high level of their visibility in the media, collective feelings towards the EU 

are much stronger. The EU formed a community of people, with who one can identify 

oneself. It is not the geographical proximity or cultural heritage, but the community 

formed through common laws and institutions, which we consider as “us”. In one 

article, we – as citizens of the EU – are even defined against Turkey: “we could not 

afford a member country as Turkey in the current state” (W_8_038). 

However, in order to answer the last, but not least important research question regarding 

Europeanization of national identity, also absolute frequencies along with percentages 

needed to be considered. Even though the level of Europeanization of national identities 

towards EU collective identity is in Austria 21,1 % and in Germany 18,1 %, what is 

higher than in other previous studies, the answer to this research question is negative. 

The seemingly positive findings, applied only when we compared the formation of EU 

identity with pan-European or Schengen identity. Contrary, when we looked at the high 

number of nationally related we-references, the EU scored poorly. In both countries, 

national collective identity was found in almost 80 % of all applicable commentaries. In 

Germany, high level of national identity was connected to Merkel’s Wir schaffen das!, 

which was cited not only in German media, but also in Austrian (ST_1_193, 

ST_10_117, ST_1_180, TA_10_110, W_9_073, TA_4_261). Moreover, from all 950 

studied articles, from which 288 involved we-references to a collective identity, only 45 

articles contained we-references to the EU. This is very low number to make 

generalizable conclusions about any emerging EU collective identity. 

As outlined earlier, it was expected that due to the refugee crisis, EU identity would be 

strengthened as a result of formed groups of “us” Europeans and “them” migrants, 

refugees. Even though the EU identity did reach relatively high level compared with 

European or Schengen identity, its causal relationship to defining Europeans against 

incoming migrants could not be confirmed. There were only very few such references. 
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Moreover, explicitly were mentioned only in two articles where the Europeans were set 

against refugees, quoting: “simplified worldview: they and we” (TA_1_190) and “if we 

shut them up, we block our wallets” (W_7_027), and one article in which Germans 

were defined against refugees: “The immigrants will have to change – and so will we,” 

(W_8_051). 

Last remark concerns the similar outcomes in Austrian and German press for the 

collective identity. The fact that not only the trend but also the level of Europeanization 

was for this indicator almost the same in both countries, was surprising. One exception 

was score for European identity, which was in Austrian press twice as higher as in 

German press. Though, considering that both numbers were very low, the difference 

between them was negligible for the purpose of this diploma thesis. Nevertheless, given 

that Germany scored substantially less for all other indicators, such as vertical and 

horizontal Europeanization, lower score for identity would be expected, too. This 

indicated that if only articles containing either vertical or horizontal Europeanization 

were counted, Germany scored higher then Austria by the EU identity by 10 % on 

average. However, this positive result in Germany is relative and only applies in 

comparison to Austria within this debate. It cannot be generalised due to insufficient 

number of articles with positive outcomes. Further and more comprehensive research on 

collective identities would be needed in order to determine the cause of this 

phenomenon. 
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Conclusion and discussion 

The main aim of this diploma thesis was to study the impact of recent immigration 

crisis on the process of Europeanization of national public sphere, and to determine, 

whether there is a tendency towards Europeanization of public spheres in Austria and 

Germany, and if it is the case, closely examine the forms and specific characteristics of 

this process. 

Based on the qualitative content analysis of discursive articles on migration crisis from 

selected newspapers from both countries within a period of one year (May 2015 till 

April 2016), it can be concluded that a general trend of vertical and horizontal 

Europeanization was recognised in both national public spheres. Moreover, this analysis 

implies that the trend is increasing, as the share of Europeanized articles recorded 

during this research scored higher than in other studies from previous years, conducted 

in these countries. Average level of Europeanization of public sphere recorded for this 

research in Austria was 56 %, compared to average level of Europeanization of 7,6 % 

(Brantner et al. 2005), or compared to 23,5 % of articles referring to EU institutions and 

23,8 % of articles discussing other European countries (Königslöw 2012). In Germany 

was recorded 40 % average level of Europeanization, what is also higher than e.g. 33 % 

of Europeanized forms of claims-making (Koopmans and Erbe 2003), or 14,7 % 

Europeanized coverage (Meijers 2013), and higher than vertical Europeanization of 

17,4 % and horizontal Europeanization 27,6 % recorded by Köngislöw (2012).   

Detailed examination of the process of Europeanization in Austria and Germany 

supports following claims. Firstly, the density of weak horizontal Europeanization is 

generally higher than of strong horizontal Europeanization in both countries. Meaning 

that the supply of pure information on issues and events from other countries is bigger 

than coverage of positions and opinions of other European countries, which could add 

up to a common EU discourse. Such feature of public sphere in the process of 

Europeanization points out that the communication deficit is lowering, but without 

affecting the democratic deficit, as the national discourse still prevails. However, thanks 

to the detailed division of Europeanization into three types according to political 

spheres, one exception from the above claim was discovered. Austria showed slightly 

higher strong horizontal EU-ization than weak horizontal EU-ization. As this research 
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did not analyse any causal linkages, further elaboration on this issue would be needed, 

in order to admittedly determine the cause. Nevertheless, extensive coverage of issues 

from Germany in Austrian press is supposed to be the reason of the high level of strong 

horizontal EU-ization. Austrian press discussed in great detail events from Germany 

and interpreted their problems, opinions, or approach. 43 % of all articles had direct 

references to Germany or its politicians, in contrast with only 9 % of references to 

Austria in German press. Austrian commentaries were occupied with Germany’s 

situation, its inner-political developments, Merkel’s further steps in solving the crisis, 

and also her negotiations (e.g. ST_9_075, ST_3_238, ST_2_227, ST_1_197, ST_1_198, 

ST_1_201). Secondly, only a slight hint of emerging collective EU identity was 

documented. National identity remains dominant in both countries, and in Germany 

even strengthened by Merkel’s approach to refugee crisis and her well-known quote Wir 

schaffen das!. Her approach and particularly this sentence spurred German collective 

identity within this public debate, instead of enhancing European identity across borders 

and solidarity among member states. Thirdly, Austria scored substantially higher by all 

analysed indicators. This contradicts the trend from previous studies, in which Germany 

was said to be more open to other European countries than Austria (Sifft et al. 2007, 

Köngislöw 2012). It also questioned the findings of Pfetsch et al. (2008), that the longer 

a country is EU member, the more likely it is to have fully Europeanized public debate. 

Obviously, this does not hold for the cases studied in this diploma thesis, hence, further 

research on the causal link between period of membership and level of Europeanization 

would be essential to get valid comparison and compelling evidence. 

Explaining the country differences is rather difficult, because the collected statistical 

data for this content analysis cannot conclusively indicate any causal relationship. 

Though, several assumptions can be inferred, thanks to comparison of arguments from 

other similar studies. Sifft et al. (2007: 149) argues, that: “The media predominately pay 

attention to EU policies when they hit home and their domestic consequences are at 

issue.” This could explain Austria’s high share of vertical Europeanization, as it was 

more affected by EU’s migration policies, than Germany. German government 

introduced their own policy known as Willkommenskultur. Therefore, the steps taken by 

the EU officials towards migrants had only marginal effect on the domestic situation. 

Moreover, EU’s legal complaint about Austria’s imposed daily quotas for migrants 

(Baczynska, Bartunek, and Macdonald 2016) added to already increased attention of 
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national media towards Brussels. Similar reasoning is applicable for the levels of 

horizontal Europeanization. Situation in Austria as a transit country, was more affected 

by the events happening in other countries and by actions which were taken by its 

neighbours. German Willkommenskultur caused more self-centred coverage, with focus 

on the domestic issues and policies, once the migrants entered the country. Moreover, as 

their Willkommenskultur had substantial impact also on other member states, but 

German press did not sufficiently reflect on the problems caused in other countries, and 

stayed self-centred, shows rather negative trend for the process of Europeanization. 

To conclude, it was argued throughout this diploma thesis, that the migration crisis 

could trigger deeper Europeanization of public spheres. Undoubtedly, very high density 

of articles with references to the EU and European countries was recorded in Austria 

and Germany. Not only have the results proven so far, that the visibility of Europe has 

generally increased when compared with other studies, but they have also showed that 

the strong horizontal Europeanization has reached a high level, too. Such positive 

conclusions, however, need to be interpreted together with the partial results. The 

normative conditions of Europeanization of public sphere for the EU imply, that in 

order to decrease the democratic deficit in the future, a common European discourse 

and identity are necessary. The developments of Europeanization of national public 

sphere have overcome a superficial coverage of issues from other European countries, 

and moved towards more discursive nature. Though, such discourse and identity have 

not fully developed, yet. Moreover, predominance of articles with value 1 and not 2 

suggests, that despite the frequent references to EU level and other European countries, 

citizens do not receive sufficient comprehensive information, what gives a lot of space 

for the national framing and blaming. Lastly, the condition of collective EU identity for 

a fully Europeanized national public spheres (Eriksen 2005) is far from being fulfilled. 

Generally, the nation state remains to be the main identification point for collective 

identity. Unless this changes, full deep Europeanization with European discourse will 

hardly ever occur. 

Despite this being said, if the trend of transformation of national public spheres, which 

was recorded during this research, continues, it can lessen the EU’s democratic deficit 

as understood in this work. The EU as an institutionalized community came up better 
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off than whole Europe as a community, in regard of discursive coverage of problems, 

opinions or approaches, thus creating promising ground for the future. 

Further research on these matters is indispensable, in order to draw more concrete 

generalizable conclusions for the whole Europe. This particular research was conducted 

in the most favourable environment to find signs of Europeanization. The representative 

sample for this analysis was limited to two selected countries, to a sample of quality 

newspapers, only one public debate and political area was taken into account, and a 

short period of one year was selected. Though, more overwhelming research would not 

be feasible for this type of work. Moreover, as these results called into question the 

argument about influence of membership period on the level of Europeanization 

(Pfetsch et al. 2008), but also indicated that Europeanization is strong in those areas, 

where the EU gains more competences (Koopmans and Erbe 2003), more 

comprehensive research should be done in the future, applying also inferential statistics 

to confirm or refute those causal relationships. It would be worth examining, whether 

the process is similar in other EU member states, in various public debates, and in other 

types of mass media, such as tabloid or regional newspapers. 
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Summary 

This thesis uses qualitative content analysis to explore, whether there is a general trend 

of Europeanization of national public spheres in two selected EU member states 

(Austria and Germany), and if it is the case, closely examine the forms and specific 

characteristics of this process and its implications for democratic deficit. Opinion 

articles covering the public debate on immigration crisis were analysed from four 

quality newspapers with different political affiliation (Die Presse and Der Standard 

from Austria, Die Welt and Der Tagesspiegel from Germany).  

In a nutshell, Europeanization of public sphere is understood in this diploma thesis as a 

relative process of media’s increased attention to Europe, its countries, and EU politics. 

I looked for signs of two forms of Europeanization, which are generally acknowledged 

in the academic sphere. The first one is vertical Europeanization, which above all, is 

demonstrated by visibility and greater coverage of EU institutions, policies, or actors, in 

national public sphere. The second one, horizontal Europeanization, represents 

coverage of events beyond national borders. It looks at the openness of the national 

public sphere towards other European countries’ affairs, opinions, problems, or 

approaches. 

It was concluded, that there is an increasing trend of Europeanization of national public 

spheres in Austria and Germany. However, a greater supply of pure information on 

issues and events from other countries was recorded than the coverage of positions and 

opinions of other European countries. Moreover, only a slight hint of emerging 

collective EU identity was documented. The national identity remains dominant in both 

countries. Despite this being said, the EU as an institutionalized community came up 

better off than whole Europe as a community. If the trend of transformation of national 

public spheres, which was recorded during this research, continues, it can lessen the 

EU’s democratic deficit as understood in this work. 
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Appendix no. 2: Horizontal Europeanization and collective identity within third 

political sphere: Schengen-ization (table) 

Form of 

Europeanization 
Weak horizontal Strong horizontal Collective identity 

Operationalized by 

Simple coverage of 

events/issues in another 

Schengen country/s. 

Addressing other 

Schengen country/s 

opinions, views, 

problems, reasoning, 

their position, solutions, 

approach, etc. 

Article contains 

Schengen discourse 

when there are explicit 

“we-references”, 

references as “us” 

Europeans (meaning the 

Schengen countries), 

“our solution”, “our 

problem”. 

Positive findings with  

value 2 

It is the core 

event/issue of the 

article. 

It represents the main 

idea of the article, it is 

the core thought, content 

which the article aims to 

deliver, the main matter 

with which the article 

deals. 

Only those discursive 

references are used, 

there is no reference to 

“we”, “us”, “our” 

representing exclusively 

national identity. 

Positive findings with  

value 1 

The article deals 

principally with 

other/domestic 

events/issues, but there 

are also mentioned on 

side, as a secondary 

information, events 

from another Schengen 

country. 

Other/domestic opinions, 

views, etc. are the core 

of the article, and other 

Schengen country’s 

opinions, views, etc. are 

mentioned on side, as 

secondary position. 

Those references to 

collective Schengen 

identity are mixed with 

those to national 

collective identity. 

Negative findings 

with 

value 0 

Article covers only 

other/domestic 

events/issues. 

There are no references 

to other Schengen 

country’s opinions, 

views, etc. 

The article contains only 

references to national 

collective identity, or no 

Schengen identity. 

Non-valid article with 

value X 
---- --- 

No references to 

collective identity at 

all. 
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Appendix no. 3: Horizontal Europeanization and collective identity within second 

political sphere: EU-ization (table) 

Form of 

Europeanization: 
Weak horizontal Strong horizontal Collective identity 

Operationalized by 

Simple coverage of 

events/issues in other 

EU member states. 

Addressing other EU 

member states’ opinions, 

views, problems, 

reasoning, their position, 

solutions, approach, etc. 

Article contains 

European discourse 

when there are explicit 

“we-references”, 

references as “us” 

Europeans (meaning the 

EU), “our solution”, 

“our problem”. 

Positive findings with  

value 2 

It is the core event/issue 

of the article. 

It represents the main 

idea of the article, it is 

the core thought, content 

which the article aims to 

deliver, the main matter 

with which the article 

deals. 

Only those discursive 

references are used, 

there is no reference to 

“we”, “us”, “our” 

representing exclusively 

national identity. 

Positive findings with  

value 1 

The article deals 

principally with 

other/domestic 

events/issues, but there 

are also mentioned on 

side, as a secondary 

information, events 

from other EU member 

states. 

Other/domestic opinions, 

views, etc. are the core 

of the article, and other 

EU member states’ 

opinions, views, etc. are 

mentioned on side, as 

secondary position. 

Those references to 

collective EU identity 

are mixed with those to 

national collective 

identity. 

Negative findings 

with 

value 0 

Article covers only 

other/domestic 

events/issues. 

There are no references 

to other EU member 

states’ opinions, views, 

etc. 

The article contains only 

references to national 

collective identity, or no 

EU identity. 

Non-valid article 

with value X 
---- --- 

No references to 

collective identity at 

all. 
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Appendix no. 4: Horizontal Europeanization and collective identity within first political 

sphere: pan-Europeanization (the EU + EEA + candidates or potential candidates) 

(table) 

Form of 

Europeanization 
Weak horizontal Strong horizontal Collective identity 

Operationalized by 

Simple coverage of 

events/issues in 

another European state. 

Addressing other 

European country’s 

opinions, views, 

problems, reasoning, 

their position, 

solutions, approach, 

etc. 

Article contains 

pan-European 

discourse when there 

are explicit “we-

references”, references 

as “us” Europeans, “our 

solution”, “our 

problem”. 

Positive findings with  

value 2 

It is the core 

event/issue of the 

article. 

It represents the main 

idea of the article, it is 

the core thought, 

content which the 

article aims to deliver, 

the main matter with 

which the article deals. 

Only those discursive 

references are used, 

there is no reference to 

“we”, “us”, “our” 

representing 

exclusively national 

identity. 

Positive findings with  

value 1 

The article deals 

principally with 

domestic events, but 

there are also 

mentioned on side, as a 

secondary information, 

events/issues from 

another European 

country. 

Domestic opinions, 

views, etc. are the core 

of the article, and other 

European country’s 

opinions, views, etc. 

are mentioned on side, 

as secondary position. 

Those references to 

collective 

pan-European identity 

are mixed with those to 

national collective 

identity. 

Negative findings 

with 

value 0 

Article covers only 

domestic events/issues. 

There are no references 

to other European 

country’s opinions, 

views, etc. 

The article contains 

only references to 

national collective 

identity, or no 

pan-European identity. 

Non-valid article with 

value X 
---- --- 

No references to 

collective identity at 

all. 
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Appendix no. 5: Overall levels of Europeanization of public sphere in Austria (Der 

Standard and Die Presse) and in Germany (Die Welt and Der Tagesspiegel) in % (table) 

 

Austria Germany 

Vertical Europeanization 49,1 36,1 

Weak horizontal Europeanization:   

            Pan-Europeanization 65,6 54,0 

            EU-ization 38,2 27,8 

            Schengen-ization 33,1 19,0 

Strong horizontal Europeanization:   

            Pan-Europeanization 53,4 29,1 

            EU-ization 42,0 19,7 

            Schengen-ization 34,9 11,7 
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Appendix no. 6: Scores of weak horizontal Europeanization in quality newspapers from 

Austria (Der Standard and Die Presse) and Germany (Die Welt and Der Tagesspiegel) 

(table) 

Weak horizontal Europeanization 
Austria 

(in %19) 

Germany 

(in %20) 

Pan-Europeanization  

Articles with value 2 and 1 

Articles with value 2 = primary topic 

 

65,6 

37,7 

 

54,0 

21,2 

EU-ization 

Articles with value 2 and 1 

Articles with value 2 = primary topic 

 

38,2 

19,1 

 

27,8 

10,2 

Schengen-ization 

Articles with value 2 and 1 

Articles with value 2 = primary topic 

 

33,1 

16,3 

 

19,0 

5,9 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                                                 

 

19 100 % = 393 coded articles – each percentage listed in the Table 4 for Austria is calculated separately 

from this base, hence they are not summing up to 100 %. 
20 100 % = 557 coded articles – each percentage listed in the Table 4 for Germany is calculated separately 

from this base, hence they are not summing up to 100 %. 
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Appendix no. 7: Scores for strong horizontal Europeanization in Austrian (Der 

Standard and Die Press) and German (Die Welt and Der Tagesspiegel) quality 

newspapers in % (table) 

Strong horizontal Europeanization Austria Germany 

Pan-Europeanization 

Articles with value 2 and 1 

Articles with value 2 = primary topic 

 

53,4 

28,0 

 

29,1 

13,1 

Composition of pan-Europeanization   

      EU-28 only (EU-ization) 

      Articles with value 2 and 1 

      Articles with value 2 = primary topic 

 

42,0 

21,6 

 

19,7 

8,8 

       Schengen countries only* 

       Articles with value 2 and 1 

       Articles with value 2 = primary topic 

 

1,5 

0,5 

 

1 

0,5 

       Other European countries** 

       Articles with value 2 and 1 

       Articles with value 2 = primary topic  

 

9,9 

5,9 

 

8,4 

3,8 

*Part of Schengen-ization. Article must contain also direct references to non-EU Schengen country. 

**Article must contain direct references besides EU-28 to at least one other EEA member, candidate or 

potential candidate country. 

 

Appendix no. 8: Collective identities in Austrian (Der Standard and Die Presse) and 

German (Die Welt and Der Tagesspiegel) quality newspapers in % (table) 

“WE-references” to Austria Germany 

National identity 75,8 79,3 

Pan-European identity 3,2 1,6 

EU identity 21,1 18,1 

Schengen identity 1,1 1,0 
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Title 

Impact of the immigration crisis on the European public debate: Europeanization of the 

national public spheres in Austria and Germany 

Topic Selection 

This proposed research design is for a diploma thesis, which will deal with the 

impact of the immigration crisis on the Europeanization of the national public spheres. 

This project outlines the main features of theoretical concepts and methodological 

approaches, which will be used in the actual diploma thesis. Still, in the final diploma 

thesis might occur some minor deviations from this proposed project due to self-

reflection and the ‘conversation’ between the empirical data and theoretical framework. 

As Maurits Meijers points out in his paper on Europeanization, it can be expected 

that “the Europeanization of national public spheres might augment considerably when 

Europe’s societies are confronted with a common crisis demanding contentious 

decisions”. This is precisely the case of the immigration crisis, which hit the European 

continent. The current European immigration crisis can be dated back to the year 2014. 

A rapidly rising number of refugees and migrants from Middle East and African 

continent travelled across the Mediterranean Sea or through Southeast Europe, to seek 

asylum in European countries. The rapid increase in the numbers of asylum seekers and 

illegal migrants forced the EU and national leaders to act and find a solution. These 

events started a lively public debate in all member states.  

The process of Europeanization of public spheres is not a new concept and has 

already been studied by several authors, such as Maurits Meijers (2013), Cornelia 

Brantner et al. (2006), Erik Eriksen (2005), or Ruud Koopmans and Jessica Erbe (2003). 

Despite the different points of view, various approaches and methods, which were used 

in their papers, they all come to a conclusion that – to a certain extent – the process of 

Europeanization of national public spheres does exist. The research of Cornelia Branter 

et al. was focused on the Austrian public sphere. They analyzed the coverage of EU 

affairs in the national television news platform (ORF-ZIB). Their results confirm the 

trend towards Europeanization and support the claims that “Europeanization mainly 

occurs as conflict induced”. The analysis of the public spheres in Netherlands and 

Germany by Maurits Meijers (2013) also supports the fact that the Europeanization of 
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these two national public spheres occurs and is further increasing with the euro-crisis. 

This said, this research will complement the already existing academic literature on 

Europeanization of national public spheres. Furthermore, it will help to better understand 

the broader influence of the current immigration crisis on European societies, national 

public spheres and in the end on the European identity. 

Research question 

The main aim of this research is to study the process of Europeanization of 

national public spheres in two specific member states of the EU – Republic of Austria 

and Federal Republic of Germany – and to understand the role of the European 

immigration crisis in this process. As it was already mentioned above, the researchers 

who are dealing with this topic have assumed that such process as Europeanization does 

exist. Though, the literature on this issue is far from complex and exhaustive. This 

diploma thesis and its research questions will be put into the context of the previous 

studies and will look at the process from a different perspective, thus will complement 

the current debate on Europeanization. The main research question is: 

Is there a general trend of Europeanization of national public spheres in 

Austria and Germany? 

Theoretical debate and the key concepts 

In order to proceed in this research, I will outline the ground theoretical concepts, 

which I will bear in mind throughout the whole process of writing the diploma thesis. 

The general approach to the European integration, which can be a point of departure for 

the theoretical framework, is social constructivism. A very nice and rich discussion 

about this approach can be found in the book of Antje Wiener and Thomas Diez (2010) 

European Integration Theory. The emergence of a Europeanization of national public 

spheres is a social construction par excellence. It only exists insofar as participants in 

the debate discuss European issues of common concern thereby creating a transnational 

community of communication. 

For a deeper understanding of social constructivists’ perspective  on European 

integration, I will discuss the ideas from the books of T. Risse (2009) We the European 

Peoples? Identity, Public Sphere, and European Democracy; and U. Sedelmeier (2005) 
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Constructing the Path to Eastern Enlargement: The Uneven Policy Impact of EU 

Identity. The key concepts, which stem from social constructivism, and which are most 

important to this research are Europeanization of national public spheres, national 

public sphere, transnational public sphere, and lastly the identity and the formation of 

European identity. To begin with the core idea of this research, I would like to 

characterize and delimit the concept of public sphere. 

Public sphere can be defined as a sphere of public actions, affiliations, and 

relations beyond the state and the market, where citizens as relatively free and equal 

members of society and its polity use many, independent, and partly rival associations 

and media to learn, discuss, organize collective action, and bargain. Usually the public 

sphere is within national “borders”, due to language, political processes, economic and 

social issues, common historical heritage, which concern only the citizens of that 

particular nation. With the emergence of EU, the national public spheres are said to be 

gradually Europeanized, as the European issues became shared among all of the citizens 

of the EU member states. 

European public sphere is a space of communication between citizens and 

political actors for discussion on matters of common European interests. There are 

identified three types of actors in the public debate, which can be studied – decision 

makers (political institutions, political actors, public authorities), the addressees of 

decisions (the general public, citizens) and lastly the media. The modern mass media 

serve as an arena for the “communicative intermediation” between the decision makers 

and the addressees of decisions. Therefore, by focusing on mass media, this research 

should be able to catch the Europeanization on the intermediation level. Koopmand and 

Statham (2010, p.4) also write that: “Media performance is central to any debate about a 

European public sphere, since media actors are entrusted with making the European 

level visible and accessible to citizens.” 

Europeanization can be understood firstly as a formation of a “pan European 

public sphere”, which would mean emergence of a common European media system, 

and secondly as a temporal process, through which the national public spheres would be 

Europeanized. Even though these two concepts are not mutually exclusive, this paper 

will focus on and deal with the second approach, as it said to be more probable that this 

process exists. 
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The definition of Europeanization of public spheres, introduced by Koopmans and 

Erbe (2003), is widely recognized by many scholars, such as Cornelia Brantner et al. 

(2005), Maurits Meijers (2013), or Christopher Bärenreuter et. al. (2009). Therefore, I 

will also use this theoretical approach, to be able to compare my findings. According to 

Koopmans and Erbe (2003), Europeanization refers to the extent to which European 

affairs are becoming visible and salient in the national public spheres of European 

countries. In time, content in the mass media may become less focused on the nation-

state context and will include an increasing European perspective. They distinct 

between „vertical“ and “horizontal” Europeanization. The first one is operationalized by 

finding communicative linkages between the national and the European level (bottom-

up or top-down) in the media and the second is finding communicative linkages 

between different member states. This can be either weak – the media in one country 

cover debates and contestation in another member state, or strong – actors from one 

country explicitly address, or refer to actors or policies in another member state. 

There are several in-depth empirical studies, focusing on the transnational public 

sphere, and the Europeanization of national public spheres such as Fossum and 

Schlessinger (2007), Checkel and Katzenstein (2009), Eriksen (2004, 2005), Pfetsch et. 

al. (2008), Aubin (2014), Follesdal (2014), or Fraser (2007). The ideas of these 

respected scholars will be reflected in the diploma thesis, and will be used for the 

theoretical background and a starting point for the actual research. Among others, the 

book of Ruud Koopmand and Paul Statham (2010) The Making of a European Public 

Sphere: Media Discourse and Political Contention offers a very fundamental 

information and framework for this kind of research. 

Further, a crucial concept for this research is identity. Bärenreuter et al. (2009) in 

an article called An Overview of Research on the European Public Sphere point out that 

one indicator of the Europeanization of national public spheres is also the formation of 

European identity. I will discuss this argument and analyze the discourse of European 

identity in the national media. The Europeanization of identity can be operationalized 

by differentiating EU coverage by the title of the section in which European issues are 

presented in the media (domestic pages, foreign pages, Europe pages) and/or by 

analyzing the use of “we” (as a European or national “we”, respectively by 

reconstructing the relationship between these two “we”). Within the debate on the 
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immigration crisis, formation of European identity, would mean that the references in 

the articles are, for example, made to our joint solution, meaning solution of the 

member states of the EU, not solution forced from “Brussels”. 

As it was explained earlier, there are two types of Europeanization – vertical and 

horizontal. This analysis will focus on horizontal Europeanization – specifically on the 

weak and strong horizontal Europeanization in the national newspapers and magazines. 

If we expect that the Europeanization does occur (this is the core of the main research 

question), we can further ask two partial research questions, which will complement the 

main RQ: 

Which form of horizontal Europeanization does in the Austrian and German 

public spheres occur? 

Lastly, as it was outlined in the theoretical part, European identity is an integral part of 

the process Europeanization. The current immigration crisis, which hit the European 

continent could be seen as a stimulus for formation of European identity. Therefore, the 

second partial research question will be devoted to this issue: 

Does the Europeanization of national identity occur in the Austrian and 

German public spheres, resulting in a visible European identity? 

Methodology and research strategy 

In order to answer the proposed research questions, this research will employ the 

method and principles of content analysis (CA). This method is well fitted for the 

proposed research due to several reasons. Firstly, most of the previous studies on 

Europeanization use either quantitative or qualitative CA. Even though this research will 

not repeat any of the already existing papers, using CA will enable us to better compare 

and discuss our findings with the rest. Secondly, because this research is based on the 

analysis of texts and aims to find signs of Europeanization in articles from several 

newspapers and magazines, it seems reasonable to use CA. 

CA is usually used to interpret meanings from the content of text data. This is 

precisely what we will be doing. Basically, the goal of CA is to provide knowledge and 

understanding of a given phenomenon, which is being studied. As Devi Prasad (2008, 

p.1) writes: “Content Analysis is described as the scientific study of content of 
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communication. It is the study of the content with reference to the meanings, contexts 

and intentions contained in messages.” The justification of the selected method should 

be clear. It perfectly suits to the goal of this proposed research, and the CA should be a 

great help in answering all the research questions. 

Though, the problem is which type of CA to use. Qualitative or quantitative? Due 

to several constraints and limitations (for example amount of analyzed documents), it 

will be more feasible to use qualitative CA. Qualitative CA goes beyond merely 

counting words and will enable us to capture symbolic meanings. This is desirable 

because some phenomena cannot be inferred solely on the basis of the frequency of used 

words. Also, when Hermann (2008) discusses which type of CA is more suitable for a 

specific research, she suggested to use more qualitative approach when the focus is on 

the “presence or absence of particular themes and targets”. 

This leads us to explain how the above outlined theory will be operationalized and 

how the analysis will be conducted. As indicated in the theoretical part, the horizontal 

Europeanization is defined by communicative linkages between different member states. 

In the texts, we will look for (1) either weak type, which means finding debates and 

contestations from another member state, covered in the studied state, or strong  type, 

meaning that political actors from one country explicitly address, or refer to actors or 

policies in another member state, and (2) for the formation of European identity, which 

will be done through finding references to “we” meaning Europe, “our solution”, or by 

the placement of articles with EU issues in foreign pages, domestic pages or Europe 

pages. 

Last but not least, it is necessary to address the question: What is my unit of 

analysis, and what coding rules and procedures do I plan to employ? The unit of analysis 

will be article. This unit will be coded according to the presence or absence of horizontal 

weak/strong Europeanization (weak = 1, strong = 2, neither = 0). The formation of 

European identity will be coded separately. Due to the limited scope of this paper and a 

qualitative approach to the research, the amount of the actual articles for analysis has to 

be narrowed down. This will be done (1) by choosing only specific type of articles, and 

(2) by restricting the time period. 
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(1) Learning from the previous work that has been done by other scholars such as 

Stefanie Sifft et al. (2007), there will be analyzed only discursive articles focused on 

political issues concerning the immigration crisis, such as columns, commentaries and 

opinions, not the articles which offer only mere information and usually only reproduce 

the actual events. This is also in order to get the perfect picture about the process of 

Europeanization in the selected media. 

(2) The studied period will be limited by two important breaking points in relation 

to the immigration crisis, in order to see the reactions to the immigration crisis and to 

define the role the immigration crisis played in connection to the process of 

Europeanization. The first important event is 13th May 2015, when the European 

Commission published A European Agenda for Migration. With the crisis peaking and 

this Agenda, member states reacted to these events and we might be able to follow their 

responses. The lively public debate concerning immigration crisis was peaking and it 

never really stopped. Nevertheless, for the purpose of this paper, the analyzed period 

has to be bounded. Then, the ending breaking point for us would be the EU migrant deal 

with Turkey in March 2016. To capture the debates fostered by those events, the studied 

period will be from May 2015 to May 2016. 

To access the newspapers and magazines, an online archive will be used. The 

actual texts for analysis will be studied and read over at least twice, according to the 

researcher’s needs. The first reading will help us to identify the thematic analysis and 

discover basic discursive patterns. During the second reading a full in-depth analysis 

will be conducted, employing the method of content analysis, which is outlined in the 

previous section, looking for horizontal Europeanization and construction of a European 

identity. 

Structure of the thesis  

The actual diploma thesis will start with a brief overview of the already existing 

literature on the Europeanization of national public spheres and a discussion of the 

existing work on the public sphere and the making of European identity. This will put 

the actual empirical analysis into the context of existing literature and will help us to 

compare the findings with other results what is highly desirable. 

http://ec.europa.eu/dgs/home-affairs/what-we-do/policies/european-agenda-migration/background-information/docs/communication_on_the_european_agenda_on_migration_en.pdf
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A crucial part of this diploma thesis will be dedicated to the theoretical framework 

for the subsequent original research, and to the principles of CA and to the methodology, 

so that other scholars would be able to scrutinize the actual findings and the whole 

process and research is repeatable. 

The main focus of this academic work will be the empirical research itself. Firstly, 

the Austrian and German press will be analyzed for presence of the horizontal weak or 

strong Europeanization, and the formation of European identity will be studied, too. 

Each country will be analyzed separately, in order to compare the results. Subsequently, 

a comparison and analysis of the overall findings will be provided. 

Potential problems and challenges 

One of the possible problems, which can occur, when employing qualitative 

content analysis is the empirical overburdening - overloading with texts for the analysis, 

which the researcher would not be able to study. Even though in some methods of 

political science, it is more than necessary to have a huge amount of data for the 

analysis, this is not the case of qualitative approaches. Therefore, I will try to select a 

sufficient amount of sources, so that the research would be feasible within its limited 

and given scope. The accuracy and relevancy of this research are very important, 

therefore it is also desired to carefully select the studied period, and the amount of 

sources. This can be change during the process. 

Source of data, Bibliography 

In the actual empirical research, there will be used two types of sources for the 

analysis of national public spheres in Austria and Germany. These will be carefully 

selected (1) daily newspapers and (2) weekly magazines from these two countries. The 

left-right/conservative-liberal dimension and circulation of the media is considered. 

PRIMARY SOURCES: 

From German daily newspapers I selected the Süddeutsche Zeitung (SZ) and 

Frankfurter Allgemeine Zeitung (FAZ). These are the leading newspapers with 

circulation more than 400.000 copies per day. SZ a FAZ also nicely represent the 

ideological spectrum in German public debate – SZ has center-left/liberal orientation 
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and the FAZ has center-right/conservative orientation. The German weekly magazines 

are represented by the Europe’s biggest and Germany’s most influential – Der Spiegel. 

Its circulation is approximately 1.000.000 copies and is known for its distinctive and 

academic writing style. 

The daily newspapers, chosen from Austria, are Der Standard and Die Presse, for 

the same reasons as the German newspapers. Both are the leading newspapers in 

country with circulation approximately 100.000 copies and represent opposite 

ideologies. I have chosen Profil to represent the weekly magazines in Austria in this 

research. Profil is one of the most important Austria’s news magazines and has a 

circulation of about 100.000 copies. 

This research will use two types of secondary literature as a priority. The first 

group of literature will provide a necessary background and critical reflection on the 

theoretical debate and previous studies of the Europeanization of national public 

spheres. I will use this in order to critically reflect on the findings and support it with 

works of different recognized scholars. I will also use these sources to outline the 

already existing literature and research at the beginning of the thesis. 

The second type of literature will serve as a background for the methodology – 

content analysis. There will be used both books and articles, either which describe the 

theoretical foundations of this approach, or the ones with empirical applications. 

SECONDARY LITERATURE: 

Andreas Follesdal (2014). Democracy, Identity and European Public Spheres: in 

European Public Spheres: Politics is Back, Cambridge University Press. 
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Erik Oddvar Eriksen (2005). An Emerging European Public Sphere. European Journal 

of Social Theory, Vol. 8 No. 3, p.341-363. 



 

 

82 

Erik Oddvar Eriksen (2004). Conceptualizing European Public Sphere: General, 

Segmented and Strong Publics. Paper prepared for the Cidel Conference “One EU – 

Many Publics?. 

France Aubin (2014). Between Public Space(s) and Public Sphere(s): An Assessment of 

Francophone Contributions. Canadian Journal of Communication, Vol. 39, p.89-16.  

Hans-Jörg Trenz (2014). Europeanising the Public Sphere – Meaning, Mechanisms, 

Effects: in Interdisziplinäre Europastudien. 

J.E. Fossum and P. Schlessinger (2007). The European Union and the Public Sphere: A 

Communicative Space in the Making?. London: Routledge. 

Mark B. and Can E. Mutlu (2013). Research Methods in Critical Security Studies: An 

Introduction. London and New York: Routledge. 

Margaret G Hermann (2008) ‘Content analysis’, in Klotz, Audie and Deepa Prakash 

(eds.) Qualitative methods in International Relations: A pluralist guide. New York: 

Palgrave Macmillan: 151-167. 

Nancy Fraser (2007). Transnationalizing the Public Sphere: On the Legitimacy and 

Efficacy of Public Opinion in a Post-Westphalian World. Theory, Culture and Society, 

Vol. 24(4), p.7-30. 

R. Koopmans and P. Statham (2010). The Making of a European Public Sphere: Media 

Discourse and Political Contention. New York: Cambridge University Press. 

Robert D. Benford and David A. Snow (2000). Framing Processes and Social 

Movements: An Overview and Assessment. Annual Review of Sociology, Vol. 26. 

P.611-639. 

T. Checkel and P.J. Katzenstein (2009). European identity. Cambridge: Cambridge 

University Press. 

 


