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Abstract
This article examines how major EU-wide media discursively framed European 
integration in terms of prevalent actors, narratives and policy areas in the context of 
the Russian invasion of Ukraine. Based on the combination of theoretical insights 
from discursive institutionalism and the grand theories of European integration, the 
article performs a qualitative analysis of textual content in six of the most influ-
ential EU-wide media sources as of 2023, taking the form of a competitive theory 
testing. Challenging the established literature on EU-related national media cover-
age, it finds that, consistently with discursive neo-functionalism, the Russian mili-
tary aggression of Ukraine has led to the discursive empowerment of EU suprana-
tional actors, most notably the European Commission, and to an increased salience 
of more European integration and transnational solidarity narratives. This has hap-
pened despite the fact that the conflict was mainly framed as falling within the realm 
of intergovernmental policy areas, such as energy policy, security and defence.

Keywords European integration · EU-wide media · Russian invasion · Discursive 
institutionalism · Grand theories

Introduction

On February 24, 2022, following heightened tensions due to a sudden escalation 
in its military build-up, Russia initiated a full-scale invasion of Ukraine, usher-
ing in an ongoing global crisis. The European Union (EU) found itself at a cru-
cial juncture, facing an unparalleled challenge to its longstanding commitment to 
peace and regional stability. European leaders swiftly interpreted the Ukrainian 
crisis as necessitating a collective EU response rather than individual national 
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countermeasures. Government representatives affirmed EU support for the inde-
pendence, sovereignty, and territorial integrity of Ukraine, emphasizing that ’the 
European Council will remain seized of the matter’ (European Council 2022a).

The Russian war in Ukraine adds up to the ‘polycrisis’ the EU has gone 
through over the last decade (Zeitlin 2016), raising widespread academic inter-
est in the field of EU studies. Scholarly research has started addressing questions 
about the implications of the conflict for European integration at large (Anghel 
and Jones 2022; Genschel 2022) as well as for specific policy areas (Anghel 
and Dzankić, 2023; Genschel et  al. 2023), governance methods (Meissner and 
Graziani 2023) and institutional actors (Håkansson 2024). However, so far, lit-
tle attention has been paid to how EU-wide media framed the crisis in terms of 
prevalent actors, narratives and policies in the EU’s own response to it. This is 
all the more relevant as, in times of emergency and uncertainty, media framing 
plays a key role by placing the contesting political actors—including EU insti-
tutions, national governments and the civil society—in front of a wider public 
(Statham and Trenz 2013). To this effect, EU media coverage is consequential: it 
discursively empowers some actors, issues and narratives at the expense of oth-
ers, with the potential to alter their balance of power or relative salience (Oleart 
and Gheyle 2022). This resonates well with discursive institutionalist theorising, 
which identifies ‘communicative discourse’—that is, the process through which 
ideas or frames are conveyed to the mass public—as a fundamental power-distrib-
uting instrument (Schmidt 2008).

The literature on media coverage of EU issues has focussed on how national 
media outlets framed the EU’s response to the different instances of the polycrisis. 
Investigating who will benefit from media-based communicative discourse, these 
works conclude that national media logic tends to emphasise the role of intergov-
ernmental executive actors at the EU level and domestic governments at the national 
level, as well as the salience of intergovernmentalist narratives. In his seminal study 
on the Europeanisation of the public sphere, Koopmans shows that ‘the only actors 
that are systematically overrepresented [in the media] are government and execu-
tive actors’ (2007, 199). Similarly, analysing evidence from the Euro crisis (2009), 
the refugee crisis (2015) and Brexit (2016) in six European countries, de Wilde 
finds that ‘media coverage favors member state governments’ and ‘continuously 
reconstructs the image that the EU is an intergovernmental organization, with the 
European Council as the most important political body’ (2019, pp. 1203 and 1208). 
Finally, focusing on Dutch and Spanish media during the COVID-19 pandemic, 
Oleart and Gheyle (2022) largely corroborate this finding, showing the prevalence of 
EU intergovernmental institutions and national executives over other types of actors.

Consistently with such an intergovernmental representation of EU politics, these 
studies single out ‘intergovernmental conflict’ and ‘national interests’ as the pre-
vailing narratives in national media outputs. At the same time, however, they also 
hint that the nature of a given policy area may affect the type of actors and narra-
tives that are emphasised in media discourse. To this effect, while intergovernmental 
policy areas—such as security and defence—come with a discursive empowerment 
of intergovernmental institutions (like the European Council) as well as of national 
governments, EU supranational policy areas—like trade or competition policy—will 
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be associated with a discursive prevalence of supranational actors, like the European 
Commission and the European Parliament (Koopmans 2007).

This article contributes to the existing literature on media coverage of the EU in 
three respects. First, it shifts the level of analysis from national to EU-wide media. 
The recent proliferation of EU-wide media outlets, coupled with the decade-long 
emergence of multiple EU crises common to most if not all member states, has 
indeed favoured the emergence of a European public sphere in which issues of com-
mon relevance are increasingly framed in a European rather than a national context 
(Dutceac Segesten and Bossetta 2019). This Europeanised public sphere—involving 
elite media, mass media as well as social media—constitutes one of the main arenas 
in which the politicisation of European integration takes place. Whether that leads to 
the consolidation of a sense of European identity or ‘Europeanness’, the strengthen-
ing of EU legitimacy in the eyes of citizens and the long-term pursuit of suprana-
tional integration rests to a large extent on who is discursively empowered by EU 
media coverage and which narratives come to prevail (Risse 2015; see also Rauh 
and Parizek 2024). To this effect, the article investigates communicative discourse 
in six of the most influential EU-wide media sources as of 2023 (see Sect. “Methods 
and data” below). Second, the article focuses on the Russian invasion of Ukraine 
as the latest instance of the EU polycrisis. Following on from empirical research 
on previous crises, it analyses how the major EU-wide media discursively framed 
the Russian-Ukrainian conflict in terms of prevalent actors, narratives and policy 
areas. Thus, it not only contributes to contextualising the current conflict within the 
continuum of EU crises, but it offers empirical insights to compare and contrast the 
discursive construction of the EU’s response to such crises and its impact on policy-
making dynamics at the EU level as well as on European integration at large (see for 
instance Rauh and Parizek 2024).

Finally, this article challenges the existing literature’s main findings. Draw-
ing on an original discursive neo-functionalist framework, it shows that the Rus-
sian military aggression of Ukraine has led to the discursive empowerment of EU 
supranational actors (especially the European Commission, but also the European 
Parliament) and to an increased salience of neo-functionalist narratives (e.g. more 
European integration and transnational solidarity) as opposed to intergovernmen-
tal actors (i.e. the European Council and the Council) and narratives (e.g. national 
interests and moral hazard). What is more, this has happened despite the fact that the 
conflict was mainly framed as falling within the realm of intergovernmental policy 
areas (i.e. energy, security and defence policy), which provide intergovernmental 
institutions with a greater control over the decision-making process. Interestingly, 
the European Commission was by far the most discursively empowered actor in the 
EU’s response to the war, which may point to its increasing ability to exercise forms 
of supranational entrepreneurship in policy fields in which it traditionally held a 
weak position (Capati 2023; Håkansson 2024).

The remainder of the article is structured as follows. Section “Theoretical frame-
work: discursive institutionalism meets grand theories” elaborates the theoretical 
framework and derives a set of research hypotheses based on the combination of dis-
cursive institutionalism and grand theories. Section “Methods and data” illustrates 
the methodological approach and the data. Section “Results" presents the results of 
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the empirical analysis. The final section summarises the main findings, draws impli-
cations for future research and concludes.

Theoretical framework: discursive institutionalism meets grand 
theories

In order to derive empirically testable research hypotheses on how EU-wide media 
discursively constructed the Russian-Ukrainian crisis in terms of prevalent actors 
and narratives, the article combines insights from the tradition of discursive insti-
tutionalism (Schmidt 2008, 2010) and the grand theories of European integration 
(Hooghe and Marks 2019). Discursive institutionalism (DI) conceptualises dis-
course as ‘the interactive process of conveying ideas’ (Schmidt 2008, p. 303), which 
can take the form of frames, narratives and collective representations. In particular, 
narratives provide specific accounts of events, including crises, by highlighting their 
nature, plausible causes, the actors addressing them and potential outcomes. Along 
these lines, crises do not just occur; they are discursively constructed by powerful 
agents to be crises of a certain type which necessitate a certain type of institutional 
or policy response (Capoccia 2015; see more recently Capati 2024). DI draws a 
fundamental differentiation between ‘coordinative discourse’, taking place among 
political leaders in the restricted circles of policymaking, and ‘communicative dis-
course’, which is directed to the general public instead (Schmidt 2010). As such, 
communicative discourse often involves the media as an intermediary, channelling 
frames towards the so-called informed publics (Rein and Schön, 1994). While medi-
atised discourse might incorporate journalists’ reporting biases, it has the advantage 
of reaching a wide audience, with the potential to influence public opinion and polit-
ical action alike (Ferrera et al. 2021).

The application of discursive institutionalist insights to grand integration theo-
ries leads up to three theoretical perspectives through which to raise expectations 
on the framing of European integration in EU-wide media: discursive neo-func-
tionalism, discursive new intergovernmentalism and discursive post-functionalism. 
Discursive neo-functionalism (DNF) builds on the neo-functionalist argument 
that European integration is the rational solution to problems exogenous in nature 
and trans-national in scope (Haas 2004). The concept of crisis itself is thus cen-
tral to neo-functionalist theorising. Indeed, neo-functionalists understand crises as 
a booster of the scale and scope of regional integration. The very notion of crisis 
is linked to the ‘spillover’ mechanism on which neo-functionalism relies to explain 
punctuated advancements in European integration (Niemann 2021). In a path-
dependence logic, newly established institutions in response to a given crisis are 
supposed to produce self-reinforcing mechanisms which are inherently difficult to 
alter. Path-dependence favours a dynamic of institutional reproduction, the reversal 
of which is associated with high costs (Pierson 1996).

Neo-functionalist scholars expect crises to expose the mismatch between the 
EU’s policy requirements (function) and its current institutional architecture (form) 
in a given policy area. Such a mismatch gives rise to societal pressures (most nota-
bly from firms and business groups) to increase the sectoral scope of European 
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integration. As positive feedback mechanisms come into play, integration in one 
policy area is in turn expected to produce externalities that spill over into adjacent 
policy areas, leading to mutual trust and community-building efforts. To this effect, 
crises act as a trigger for functional pressures towards deeper integration and the 
emergence of trans-national solidarity sentiments. The ensuing economic, social 
and political interdependence fosters the creation and strengthening of suprana-
tional institutions—like the European Commission or the European Parliament—
with authority beyond that of individual member states. While supranational entre-
preneurship in response to crisis-driven integration may initially come with some 
degree of counter-mobilisation at the national level, ‘mass publics would [ulti-
mately] be aroused to protect the acquis communautaire against the resistance of 
entrenched national political elites’ (Schmitter 2009, p. 211). As it happens, neo-
functionalism resonates well with Jean Monnet’s famous statement that ‘Europe will 
be forged in crises, and will be the sum of the solutions adopted for those crises’.

DNF also draws insights from the ‘new supranationalism’ literature (Bauer and 
Becker 2014; Dehousse 2016), which contends that even after the post-Maastricht 
rise of intergovernmental institutions and national executives as the new centre of 
EU politics, supranational actors—including the European Commission, the Euro-
pean Central Bank (ECB) and the so-called de novo bodies—managed to preserve 
and even expand their policy formulation and implementation powers through the 
exercise of ideational entrepreneurship and discursive persuasion (Schmidt 2024). 
For instance, many of the institutional innovations adopted following the Eurozone 
crisis, such as the European Semester or the Banking Union, stemmed from the 
ideational leadership of the European Commission and the ECB, resulting in their 
increased control over national macro-economic and financial policies (Bauer and 
Becker 2014). To this effect, contrary to the traditional supranationalists’ focus on 
the pursuit of hard power, the new supranationalists emphasised actors’ discursive 
abilities and ideational endeavours (Schmidt 2024). As a result, DNF posits that, 
especially in times of crisis, the actors and narratives emphasised by neo-function-
alism and new supranationalism will be those empowered by EU-based media dis-
course (de Wilde 2019). The article thus raises the following discursive neo-func-
tionalist hypotheses:

[DNF-1]: EU-wide media emphasise the salience of EU supranational actors 
and/or societal actors following the Russian invasion of Ukraine.
[DNF-2]: EU-wide media emphasise the salience of increased European inte-
gration and/or trans-national solidarity narratives following the Russian inva-
sion of Ukraine.

Compared to DNF, discursive new intergovernmentalism (DNI) shifts the focus 
of attention from supranational institutions and societal interests to member state 
governments, who are identified as the main drivers of regional integration. To this 
effect, DNI draws on the new intergovernmentalist argument that, since the Treaty 
of Maastricht, European integration has not been pursued through supranational 
policymaking or the so-called Community method, but rather through the volun-
tary coordination of member state governments within the main EU intergovern-
mental institutions, notably the European Council, bringing together member states’ 
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Heads of State and government, and the various Council configurations, comprised 
of the line ministers (Bickerton et al. 2015). In particular, following new intergov-
ernmentalist theorising, the European Council—as the intergovernmental institution 
par excellence—has evolved into the EU’s new ‘centre of political gravity’ (Puetter 
2012, p. 161), providing the institutionalised framework in which top political lead-
ers seek to advance their national interests and strike policy compromises through 
unanimity-based negotiations. Against this backdrop, traditional supranational insti-
tutions such as the European Commission and the European Parliament, which are 
generally associated with the pursuit of an ‘ever closer union’, are instead expected 
to act as either implementing or consultative bodies at the service of member state 
governments (Bickerton et al. 2015). EU governments are thus seen as delegating 
authority to supranational institutions—most notably the Commission—to facili-
tate collective action by providing complete information to the parties, overseeing 
the respect of intergovernmental agreements, and appeasing moral hazard concerns 
(Kassim and Menon 2003).

In addition, crisis situations are characterised by a sense of urgency that requires 
swift political action at the highest level. In such situations, institutionalised deci-
sion-making procedures tend to give way to intergovernmental executive bodies as 
the key policymaking actors. As former Commission President Jean-Claude Juncker 
admitted with reference to the management of the Eurozone crisis, ‘at the height of 
the crisis, far-reaching decisions had often to be taken in a rush, sometimes over-
night. In several cases, intergovernmental solutions were chosen to speed up deci-
sions or overcome opposition’ (2015, p. 17). Intergovernmental summits between 
government leaders offer the perfect institutional context for off-the-record conver-
sations and small working group negotiations, whose informal character exempts 
policymakers from rigid accountability as well as publicity constraints. According 
to White, the explosion of critical exogenous events thus fosters what he defines the 
‘hour of the executive’ (2019, p. 27).

Incidentally, the new intergovernmentalists maintain that the policymaking pro-
cess within the European Council and the Council ultimately revolves around the 
exercise of ideational and discursive power, as member state government representa-
tives strive to reach political compromises in the framework of consensus-seeking 
and deliberative practices (Bickerton et al. 2015; Schmidt 2024). In doing so, while 
most of the new intergovernmentalists have distanced themselves from both ‘old’ 
realist and liberal intergovernmentalists, with their respective focus on intergov-
ernmental hard-bargaining aimed at the promotion of national political or socio-
economic interests, others have integrated insights from these previous literatures, 
acknowledging that intergovernmental negotiations take place in the context of 
structural power asymmetries which may witness the pre-eminence of some actors’ 
discursive endeavours over others’ (Fabbrini 2016).

DNI predicts that the new intergovernmentalists’ focus on intergovernmen-
tal institutions and member state governments, as well as on national interests and 
moral hazard considerations, is not only reflected but even exacerbated by EU-based 
media coverage. As they feature well-known political leaders, national govern-
ments and meetings between government representatives in intergovernmental fora 
lend themselves to media logic and mediatised discourse better than supranational 
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institutions, which are often perceived as distant and technocratic (de Wilde 2019). 
As a result, national interest and moral hazard narratives tend to prevail. For this 
reason, the article puts forward the following discursive new intergovernmentalist 
hypotheses:

[DNI-1]: EU-wide media emphasise the salience of EU intergovernmental 
actors and/or national governments following the Russian invasion of Ukraine.
[DNI-2]: EU-wide media emphasise the salience of national interest and/or 
moral hazard narratives following the Russian invasion of Ukraine.1

Finally, discursive post-functionalism (DPF) is more sceptical about the pros-
pects of European integration as well as about the role of either supranational insti-
tutions or member state governments to push it forward in the long run (Wendler 
and Hurrelmann 2022). The post-functionalist literature highlights how, as the scope 
of European integration increases, the integration process becomes politicised at the 
national level (Hooghe and Marks 2019). To this effect, the relation between crises 
and European integration is conceived in terms of a trade-off whereby crisis-driven 
politicisation constraints the integration process, increasing the scope for domes-
tic contestation of EU-related issues. That is allegedly because, since the Maas-
tricht Treaty resulted in the Europeanisation of policies traditionally at the heart of 
national sovereignty (Genschel and Jachtenfuchs 2014), European integration has 
shifted from a context of ‘permissive consensus’, characterised by depoliticization 
and elite-based closed-door agreements, to one of ‘constraining dissensus’ (Hooghe 
and Marks 2009), where the nature of EU decision-making processes becomes a 
matter of domestic political debate beyond a restricted circle of government offi-
cials, hence involving national parliaments, parties and the mass public.

While EU-related discussions among political leaders were mainly driven by eco-
nomic interests before the Maastricht juncture, the mass-politics arena (including 
elections, party competition and parliamentary representation) produces conflicts 
that are also based on identity concerns (Hooghe and Marks 2009). This owes much 
to the fact that the integration process has come to include a political dimension that 
is perceived as threatening national sovereignty and longstanding national identities. 
Post-functionalism thus places the nation state at the core of integration dynamics, 
but emphasises actors empowered by mass politics, shifting the focus away from 
national governments towards national parliaments and parties. As politicisation is, 
in turn, expected to promote identity-based claims and forms of contestation, the 
mobilisation of national identity becomes a formidable constraint on the integration 
process. Contrary to any emerging European or EU-based identity, national identity 
is deeply rooted in citizens’ ‘way of life’ and it likely remains what they ascribe 
most importance to (Koopmans 2007).

1 In this article, moral hazard is conceived as a situation in which an actor has an incentive to increase 
its exposure to an economic, political or military risk because they do not bear the full cost of that risk. 
To this effect, moral hazard lies primarily with agency and ideas as strategic resources available to actors 
to influence others in achieving their aims (Pierret & Howarth 2023; see also note 5 below on how moral 
hazard was coded in the article).
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As the discursive post-functionalism literature has suggested, the ability of 
national political actors to politicise European integration depends to a large extent 
on how EU-related issues are framed in the public debate (Wendler and Hurrelmann 
2022). Politicisation thus assumes a discursive character, resulting from national 
policymakers’ claims about controversial aspects of the integration process as well 
as from the public resonance of such claims. Depending on the discursive fram-
ing of EU politics, politicisation may have effects on EU policymaking beyond the 
traditional post-functionalist ‘constraining dissensus’, including the possibility of 
‘unconstraining’ or even ‘empowering’ dissensus (Hurrelmann and Wendler 2023; 
Oleart 2021). In this respect, DPF identifies the mass media as the primary locus 
where the EU-related politicisation process unfolds, providing national parliaments 
and parties—as the expected drivers of politicisation—with a platform to reach wide 
audiences (de Wilde 2014). In their communication about Europe, parliaments and 
party members cater to a national public with a specific political culture and national 
identity. Media coverage is thus expected to empower national parliaments and par-
ties as the preeminent frame of reference for EU politics in times of crisis and to 
favour discussions of European integration that revolve around issues of national 
identity. Accordingly, the following discursive post-functionalist hypotheses are 
raised for empirical testing:

[DPF-1]: EU-wide media emphasise the salience of national parliaments and/
or national parties following the Russian invasion of Ukraine.
[DPF-2]: EU-wide media emphasise the salience of national identity narra-
tives following the Russian invasion of Ukraine.

Methods and data

This article performs a qualitative content analysis aimed at competitive theory 
testing with the assistance of the software NVivo. Such a competitive theory test-
ing effort involves the examination of empirical data to assess the relative explana-
tory power of a set of theories based on expectations deduced from each of them 
and explicated in the form of research hypotheses (Blatter and Haverland 2012). To 
this effect, research hypotheses derived from theories at a given level of abstraction 
single out one or more observable implications or propositions at lower levels of 
abstraction that the empirical analysis seeks to find evidence of. The empirical anal-
ysis thus leads to the confirmation or falsification of the research hypotheses, allow-
ing for a competitive testing of the theories they stemmed from. Specifically, this 
article derived six research hypotheses, entailing observable implications in terms 
of prevailing actors and narratives in the context of the Russian invasion of Ukraine, 
from three theories—DNF, DNI and DPF—explaining crisis framing in EU-based 
media discourse. Qualitative content analysis is used ‘for systematically describing 
the meaning of qualitative material by classifying data as instances of the catego-
ries of a coding frame’ (Schreier 2012, p. 1). It thus allows for the interpretation 
of textual data by ‘reading’ it deductively through the lenses of a pre-established 
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theoretical or analytical framework, and consists in a set of systematic methodologi-
cal steps that ensure the validity and reliability of results.

First, we elaborated a theory-driven codebook that serves as the structured frame-
work of rules governing the interpretation of data. The codebook includes codes, 
hierarchically organised in main categories and sub-categories; definitions for all 
main categories and sub-categories of codes; and coding examples, or excerpts of 
data coded to the main categories and sub-categories. Based on our set of research 
hypotheses, we defined the type of actors (EU actors, national actors and societal 
actors), the narratives and the policies associated with the EU’s response to the Rus-
sian invasion of Ukraine for the coding process (see Table 1 in Appendix A to this 
article). Second, using the electronic depository of newspapers Factiva, we col-
lected and manually coded textual content (title and main text) from 45 articles for 
each one of six among the major EU-wide media outlets as of 2023, i.e. Euractiv, 
Euronews, Financial Times, Politico, Reuters, and The Economist, for a total of 270 
documents and 2353 coding references.2 By EU-wide media, the article refers to 
news outlets that, contrary to national media, have all of the following character-
istics: (a) they are written in English; (b) they can boast a readership that extends 
beyond national boundaries; and (c) they regularly cover EU affairs. Consistently 
with this, the selected news sources are written in English, have a broad EU-wide 
readership and are considered as either ‘fairly influential’ or ‘very influential’ for 
EU decision-makers based on insider access, level of expertise and the quality of 
information about EU politics. For this reason, these are generally thought of as 
‘European wide’ or ‘transnational elite’ media, can be assumed to be crucial ‘fram-
ers’ of EU-related issues and able to influence communicative discourse in other 
EU-wide news sources (Nitoiu 2015). To this effect, for instance, while the Finan-
cial Times and The Economist are UK-based news sources and often report through 
a national perspective, their coverage usually transcends domestic boundaries, cater-
ing for a European as well as a global audience. In addition, the Financial Times 
is considered within the ‘Brussels Bubble’ as the only truly ‘European newspaper’, 
standing out for EU policymakers in terms of prestige and reliability (Raeymaeckers 
et al. 2007).3

The qualitative content analysis in this article takes the form of a ‘frame analy-
sis’ (Goffman 1974). Frames can be operationalised as the organising ideas shap-
ing ‘shared perceptions in society concerning public matters by emphasising cer-
tain aspects of social reality while excluding others’ (Ojala and Harjuniemi 2016, 
p. 3). Frames are thus connotations of events that are selected and made salient in 
a communicating text. As such, they contribute to defining problems—explicating 
their nature or the dimensions of reality they touch upon—making judgements on 
agents and their activities as well as suggesting remedies. Along these lines, the task 
of framing involves ‘making a piece of information more noticeable, meaningful 

2 Most influential EU-wide media sources as of October 2023. Source: EU Media Poll-BCW Belgium. 
https:// www. bcw- global. com/ newsr oom/ belgi um/ eu- media- poll- 23- polit ico- just- beats- the- econo mist- in- 
tight- fight- to- the- top.
3 The Financial Times also features a ‘European Edition’ tailored to readers in Europe, which covers 
daily news about the EU.

https://www.bcw-global.com/newsroom/belgium/eu-media-poll-23-politico-just-beats-the-economist-in-tight-fight-to-the-top
https://www.bcw-global.com/newsroom/belgium/eu-media-poll-23-politico-just-beats-the-economist-in-tight-fight-to-the-top
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or memorable to audiences’ (Entman 1993, p. 53). Consequently, media framing is 
here understood as the media’s ability to advance ‘an array of symbols, images and 
arguments through an underlying organising idea that suggests what is at stake on 
the issue’ (Gamson 2004, p. 245). To this effect, the frame analysis was performed 
to identify the relevant frames in the selected newspaper articles with respect to the 
definition of the problem (for instance, which policy areas were most affected by the 
Russian invasion of Ukraine), judgements on agents and their activities (for instance, 
whether policymakers acted according to solidarity concerns or national interests) 
and suggested remedies (for instance, whether the conflict demanded supranational 
entrepreneurship or intergovernmental coordination).

To ensure an accurate representation of the relevant frames, rather than coding 
the general discursive theme of the articles based on their title and lead (e.g. Oleart 
and Gheyle 2022), we used individual paragraphs as coding units. This means that 
one article could include multiple and even competing frames about actors, narra-
tives and policies in the EU’s response to the Russian aggression of Ukraine when 
these emerged in separate paragraphs of an article’s text. The selected newspaper 
articles covered one full year from the launch of the Russian military invasion of 
Ukraine on 24 February 2022 to 24 February 2023. This time frame encompasses 
the elaboration and adoption of all major EU policy measures in response to the war, 
including sanctions against Russia, arms delivery to Ukraine, the launch of acces-
sion negotiations with Kiev and the welcoming of Ukrainian refugees fleeing the 
conflict into the Union’s territory (European Council 2022b). Therefore, issue fram-
ing by the media in this period was particularly consequential as it contributed to the 
consolidation of a dominant interpretation of the crisis which relevant actors at the 
EU and national level could leverage to warrant those policy measures.

To retrieve the relevant material, we adopted the following Boolean search string 
syntax:

[Russia OR Putin OR Ukraine] AND [EU OR Europe OR European Union] 
AND la = en

The number of articles we retrieved was too large for a manual coding effort. 
Between 2022 and 2023, Euronews alone published 2830 pieces including our 
search terms. Similarly to previous qualitative research (Wonka et al. 2023), we thus 
drew a random sample of the material by year-month to ensure a balanced coverage 
of each month in our 1-year time frame.

The following section presents and discusses the results of the content analysis.

Results

Before testing our research hypotheses, the content analysis immediately offers valu-
able descriptive insights into how the Russian invasion of Ukraine was framed as an 
EU crisis in terms of policy areas. Most of the selected EU-wide media emphasised 
its nature as either an energy policy or a security and defence policy crisis, with 307 
and 247 total coding references, respectively (Fig. 1).
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Both security and defence under the CFSP/CSDP and energy policy are largely 
intergovernmental policy areas. In CFSP/CSDP, the adoption of legislative acts 
as per the supranational Community method is excluded, and decisions are taken 
in the form of actions or positions through the voluntary coordination of member 
state government representatives within the European Council and the Council of 
the EU (hereinafter, Council), in cooperation with the High Representative of the 
Union for Foreign Affairs and Security Policy (HR/VP) (Art. 25 and 26 TEU; see 
also Fabbrini 2015). Along the same lines, while some areas of EU energy policy 
have become a shared competence between the EU and the member states with the 
Lisbon Treaty, ‘each member state [maintains] the right to decide the conditions for 
exploiting its own energy resources, choose between different energy sources and 
decide the general structure of its energy supply’ (Art. 194 TFEU). In both these 
policy fields, the role of the European Commission and the European Parliament 
remains thus secondary to that of EU intergovernmental bodies and member state 
governments (Bocquillon and Maltby 2020).

Following energy and security, the Russian-Ukrainian conflict was also fre-
quently associated with enlargement policy (89 coding references) and economic 
and budgetary policy (83), both intergovernmental areas too, whereas supranational 
competences such as trade, monetary policy and agriculture were not as salient, with 
73, 24 and 23 coding references, respectively. To this effect, EU-wide media down-
played the narrative about the economic costs stemming from the imposition of 
EU trade barriers with Russia, including references that ‘an embargo would plunge 
Europe into recession without doing much to hurt Vladimir Putin and his war effort’ 
(The Economist 2022a), and emphasised instead the necessity of doubling down 
on sanctions against the Russian aggressor for preserving security in Europe, for 
instance pointing that ‘to prepare the Continent for a military threat, some mem-
bers of the European Parliament are pushing for a much faster increase in [defence] 
spending’ (Politico 2022a). Overall, this contributed to the media framing of the 
EU’s response to the Russian war in Ukraine mainly as requiring policy action in the 
field of intergovernmental coordination.

The results of the content analysis are thus to be assessed against this backdrop. 
As Fig. 2 illustrates, all selected EU-wide media except The Economist emphasised 
EU actors over national and societal actors in the EU’s response to the Ukrainian 
crisis.

In some newspapers, like Politico, Euractiv and Euronews, EU actors displayed 
about twice or more as much salience as national and societal actors combined, with 
coding density of 72.0%, 64.8% and 60.9%, respectively. In others, like the Finan-
cial Times, the gap was less pronounced but still apparent. The exception of The 
Economist, which emphasised the salience of national actors (56.8%) more than EU 
actors (17.8%) and societal actors (25.4%), is consistent with findings from previous 
research highlighting limitations in the Europeanisation of media discourse in the 
UK (Dutceac Segesten and Bossetta 2019). Overall, out of 1,041 total coding refer-
ences to the types of actors involved in the EU’s response to the Russian invasion 
of Ukraine, EU actors counted 582, national actors 342 and societal actors 117 (see 
Table 2 and Figure 6 in Appendix A to this article). In terms of comparative the-
ory testing, while this finding challenges the explanatory power of DPF, disputing 
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DPF-1 due to its emphasis on actors at the national level, it is in principle consistent 
with both DNF and DNI, which posit the empowerment by EU-based media dis-
course of different types of EU actors, that is supranational and intergovernmental 
actors, respectively.

To this effect, disaggregated data at the level of EU actors allow for a more cogent 
testing. As Fig. 3 shows, supranational actors were more emphasised than intergov-
ernmental actors in EU-related media discourse about the Russian-Ukrainian war.

The European Commission was by far the most referenced EU institution in all 
selected EU outlets, ranging from a minimum of 54.6% of coding references in The 
Economist to the overwhelming 78.4% in Reuters. As a consequence, the European 
Commission was the only EU actor to be present in mediatised discourse follow-
ing the Russian invasion of Ukraine in association with all policy areas, with the 
reasonable exception of monetary policy (see Table 3 in Appendix A to this arti-
cle). Following the European Commission, the European Parliament was the most 
emphasised EU body by Euractiv, Euronews and Politico; the European Central 
Bank (ECB) by The Economist; and the Council by the Financial Times. The Euro-
pean Parliament scored second in average percentage points of coding references 
for EU actors across selected EU-wide media at 14.5%, followed by the Council at 
7.3%, the European Council at 7.0%, the ECB at 6.3%, the HR/VP at 2.7% and the 
European External Action Service (EEAS) at 0.5% (see Figure 7 in Appendix A to 
this article).

Overall, salience-wise, supranational actors (including the European Commis-
sion, the European Parliament and the ECB) dominated intergovernmental institu-
tions (comprising the European Council, the Council and the EEAS) in mediatised 
discourse related to the Ukrainian crisis. This is even more interesting, if not sur-
prising, as the Russian invasion of Ukraine was mainly framed as falling within the 
realm of intergovernmental policymaking (see above), which arguably provided 
DNI with a comparative explanatory advantage with respect to DNF. Nonetheless, 
in light of our findings, DNF ultimately appears to have a better explanatory power 
with respect to the framing of actors by EU-wide media than DNI, as the empirical 
analysis supports DNF-1 and rejects DNI-1. In particular, the staggering salience of 
the European Commission in EU-related media discourse on the Ukrainian crisis is 
consistent with recent research showing that, while the supranational executive has 
traditionally held a weak position in the field of CSFP/CSDP, it was able to increase 
its decision-making ambitions after the war started and assumed a greater geopoliti-
cal role, for instance by steering the adoption of sanctions against Russia (Håkans-
son 2024).

As for national actors, national governments turned out to be the most salient in 
all selected EU-wide media, with a total of 322 coding references. National govern-
ments were associated with all policy areas in the context of the Russian aggression 
of Ukraine, including once with monetary policy (‘on the second day of a summit 
in Brussels, the leaders of the 27 nations will place the blame for a spike in infla-
tion and sagging growth across the globe squarely on Russia’s invasion of Ukraine 
that began four months ago to the day’ [Reuters, 2022a]). National parties and par-
liaments lagged far behind, totalling 19 and 6 coding references, respectively (see 
Fig. 4).
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National parties were mostly discussed in relation to democracy promotion 
(‘Fidesz in Hungary and the Law and Justice party in Poland have been repeat-
edly dragged to the courts by Brussels over reforms they have undertaken curtail-
ing the independence of the judiciary’ [Euronews 2022a]), whereas national parlia-
ments were mentioned with respect to enlargement policy or external relations more 
broadly, as in:

France tabled a last-ditch proposal at a summit in Brussels last week in which 
it called upon Skopje to incorporate some of Bulgaria’s demands (to recognise 
its Bulgarian minority and significant Bulgarian historical and cultural ties). 
The Bulgarian parliament approved the proposal but North Macedonia has yet 
to agree to it, after criticising Paris for not having taken its interests sufficiently 
into account (Financial Times 2022a).

This finding further disconfirms DPF as, not only were national actors shown to 
be less salient than EU actors in media discourse over the Ukrainian crisis across 
selected newspapers (see above), but national parties and parliaments played a much 
smaller role than national governments in the media framing of the EU’s response 
to the crisis. As it stands, DPF-1 thus lacks any empirical support. At the level of 
national actors, DNI finds instead empirical evidence, but its explanatory power 
is qualified by the smaller salience that national actors (and thus, national govern-
ments) have with respect to EU actors and supranational institutions in particular.4 
As a result, in terms of actors framing, our competitive theory testing comes to the 
following conclusion:

In terms of narratives, ‘more EU integration’ and ‘solidarity’ were largely 
prevalent in EU-related media discourse concerning the Russian-Ukrainian con-
flict across policy areas (see Fig. 5), with 107 and 79 coding references each. The 
‘more EU integration’ narrative was particularly driven by discourse on enlarge-
ment policy, with such references as ‘Ukraine has been granted official European 
Union candidate status, after being endorsed by the bloc’s 27 leaders during a 
summit in Brussels’, or ‘"We owe this to the Ukrainian people. They’re fighting 
for our values," said French President Emmanuel Macron, adding the decision 
sends a "strong signal" to the Kremlin’ (Euronews 2022b). This narrative was also 
often associated with security and defence policy, including frequent references 
to the need to move from unanimity to majority voting in an ‘area in which it is 
particularly important that we speak with one voice’ (Financial Times 2022b), as 
well as with economic and budgetary policy, for instance through mentions to an 
increase in the EU’s own resources or to the extension in time and scale of EU 
joint borrowing capabilities ‘in light of the war in Ukraine’ (Euractiv 2022).

In addition to defence and the economy, ‘solidarity’ featured heavily in migra-
tion and asylum policy discourse, as in the following excerpts:

DNF − 1 > DNI − 1 > DPF − 1

4 National actors featured 32.9% of the coding references for types of actors across selected EU media, 
compared to 55.9% of EU actors and 11.2% of societal actors (see Table 2 in Appendix A).
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Speakers on a migration panel at the World Economic Forum have said the 
European Union’s response to the arrival of millions of Ukrainian refugees 
was a stellar example of solidarity—but it also served as a reminder of the 
need for an overhaul of the bloc’s migration policy (Euronews 2022c).
The EU’s borders, which have gradually closed to most refugees since a big 
influx from Syria and Afghanistan in 2015-16, are opening up for Ukrain-
ians. Poland, already home to nearly 1.5m Ukrainians—some displaced by 
Russia’s earlier aggression in the Donbas—will provide “every refugee from 
Ukraine” with shelter and assistance, says Mariusz Kamiński, the country’s 
interior minister. Romania is prepared to accommodate up to 500,000 (The 
Economist, 2022b).

National interest, moral hazard and national identity narratives did not feature 
much in the EU-wide media’s framing of the Russian invasion of Ukraine, total-
ling 21, 10 and 4 coding references, respectively. However, national interests were 
prevalent in EU-related media discourse on trade policy, with statements such as 
‘strengthening exemptions for Russian fertilizer and food exports won’t make as 
much difference in Africa as Western European governments—motivated more 
by self interest than altruism—claim’ (Politico 2022b). At the same time, while 
enlargement policy mainly fuelled further EU integration narratives, it also some-
what lent itself to national identity interpretations, such as:

Neighboring EU members Greece and Bulgaria long obstructed the For-
mer Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia’s candidacy for the EU and NATO 
to demand that it change its name and accept Sofia’s narrative about its own 
history and its Bulgarian minority (Politico 2022c).

Finally, moral hazard was mostly associated with discourse on security and 
defence policy as well as energy policy, both not surprisingly having a largely 
intergovernmental character. For instance, on 24 June 2022, Reuters reported that 
‘some member states have resisted deeper sanctions, particularly Hungary, whose 
prime minister, Viktor Orban, cultivates closer ties with the Kremlin than others 
in the bloc’ (Reuters, 2022b).5 However, moral hazard narratives’ salience in EU-
based media discourse over the Ukrainian crisis remained very limited overall. 
‘More EU integration’ and ‘solidarity’ were the first and second most salient nar-
ratives in all selected EU newspapers. Along with ‘national interests’, these nar-
ratives featured at least one coding reference across all selected outlets; ‘national 
identity’ was present in Euractiv, Politico and The Economist, whereas ‘moral 
hazard’ in Reuters only (see Figure 8 in Appendix A to this article).

These findings confirm DNF-2, which posits the EU-wide media’s empowerment 
of increased European integration and transnational solidarity narratives following 

5 This excerpt was coded to ‘moral hazard’ rather than ‘national interest’ because EU sanctions were 
adopted to ‘thwart Russia’s ability to continue its aggression’ against Ukraine (Council of the EU 2024), 
and it is arguably not in the Hungarian government’s interests to let Putin drag its war efforts on. It thus 
seems more reasonable to suggest that Viktor Orban prioritized its economic ties with Moscow under the 
assumption that, in case of Ukrainian defeat, he would be able to rely on NATO or the EU’s CFSP/CSDP 
as a collective defence insurance mechanism (see also Pierret and Howarth 2023, p. 4).
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the Russian invasion of Ukraine, and confirms DNF’s larger explanatory power vis-
à-vis DNI and DPF, with their focus on national interests and moral hazard (DNI-2) 
and national identity narratives (DPF-2), respectively. Similarly to our results con-
cerning actors framing, our competitive theory testing with respect to EU-related 
media narratives concludes as follows:

Conclusion

This article has examined the EU-wide media framing of European integration 
in terms of prevalent actors, narratives and policies in the context of the Rus-
sian invasion of Ukraine. To this effect, the article has analysed communica-
tive discourse in six of the most influential EU-wide media sources as of 2023. 
Through the combination of theoretical insights from discursive institutionalism 
and the grand theories of European integration, it has come up with three dis-
tinct theoretical perspectives—i.e. discursive neo-functionalism, discursive new 
intergovernmentalism and discursive post-functionalism—each with a set of two 
research hypotheses on the actors and narratives empowered in EU news coverage 
in times of crisis. The article has thus carried out a qualitative analysis of tex-
tual content in selected newspapers, taking the form of a competitive theory test-
ing. The article has shown that, consistently with discursive neo-functionalism, 
the Russian military aggression of Ukraine has led to the discursive empower-
ment of EU supranational actors, most notably the European Commission, and to 
an increased salience of more European integration and transnational solidarity 
narratives. Interestingly, this has happened despite the fact that the conflict was 
mainly framed as falling within the realm of intergovernmental policy areas (i.e. 
energy policy as well as security and defence policy), which provided discursive 
new intergovernmentalism with a comparative explanatory advantage.

DNF − 2 > DNI − 2 > DPF − 2

Fig. 1  Total number of coding references for policy area by EU-wide media
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The article makes both a theoretical and an empirical contribution. Theoreti-
cally, it builds on recent attempts at integrating discursive analytical tools into 
European integration theorising while challenging their accounts of media dis-
course on EU issues. The article finds that, in the case of EU-based media cover-
age of the Russian invasion of Ukraine, discursive neo-functionalism has a better 
explanatory power than discursive new intergovernmentalism, and that discursive 

Fig. 2  Percentage of coding density for type of actors by EU-wide media

Fig. 3  Percentage of coding references for EU institution by EU-wide media
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post-functionalism lags far behind the other two in terms of explanatory capacity. 
This holds true for theoretical expectations at the level of both actors and nar-
ratives. Further research is thus needed to establish the conditions under which 
each theoretical perspective has the potential to prevail, and whether the outbreak 
of large-scale exogenous shocks has any bearing on that determination.

Empirically, while the literature claims that national media logic tends to 
emphasise the salience of intergovernmental actors at the EU level, executive 

Fig. 4  Total number of coding references for type of national actors by EU-wide media

Fig. 5  Total number of coding references for narrative across policy areas
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actors at the national level as well as national interest narratives in times of cri-
sis, this article finds that EU-related media discourse in the context of the Rus-
sian military aggression of Ukraine has empowered EU supranational institu-
tions at the expense of intergovernmental bodies and national actors, in addition 
to emphasising further EU integration and transnational solidarity frames. This 
finding may imply that there is still a significant disconnect between the Euro-
pean and the national public sphere when it comes to EU news coverage, each of 
which frames European integration along different lines. Incidentally, the arti-
cle also shows that the character of a given policy area as either supranational 
or intergovernmental does not, in and of itself, determine the type of actors or 
the narratives that are empowered in EU-related media discourse. This may well 
point to the rapid blurring of boundaries between the EU’s supranational and 
intergovernmental regimes and to the emergence of an open-ended, experimental-
ist mode of governance, as suggested by part of the literature (see Schmidt 2024; 
Zeitlin 2016). Further work should thus assess the scope of these findings against 
crisis events touching upon diverse policy fields and decision-making systems.

Appendix

See Figs. 6, 7, 8 and Tables 1, 2 and 3.
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Fig. 6  Total number of coding references for type of actors by EU-wide media

Fig. 7  Average percentage of coding references for EU actor across EU-wide media

Fig. 8  Total number of coding references for narrative across EU-wide media
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Table 2  Total number of coding 
references for type of actors by 
EU-wide media

EU actors National actors Societal actors Total

Euractiv 142 58 19 219
Euronews 109 49 21 179
Financial times 91 86 18 195
Politico 170 44 22 236
Reuters 49 38 7 94
The economist 21 67 30 118
Total 582 342 117 1041



The discursive framing of European integration in EU‑wide…

Ta
bl

e 
3 

 T
ot

al
 n

um
be

r o
f c

od
in

g 
re

fe
re

nc
es

 fo
r E

U
 a

ct
or

 b
y 

po
lic

y 
ar

ea

A
gr

i-
cu

ltu
re

 
po

lic
y

A
sy

lu
m

 
po

lic
y

D
em

oc
ra

cy
 

pr
om

ot
io

n
Ec

on
om

ic
 

an
d 

bu
dg

et
ar

y 
po

lic
y

En
er

gy
 p

ol
ic

y
En

la
rg

e-
m

en
t 

po
lic

y

H
ea

lth
 p

ol
ic

y
In

du
s-

tri
al

 
po

lic
y

M
on

-
et

ar
y 

po
lic

y

Se
cu

-
rit

y 
an

d 
de

fe
nc

e

Tr
ad

e 
po

lic
y

Eu
ro

pe
an

 C
om

m
is

si
on

28
5

19
45

10
7

15
2

34
0

56
21

C
ou

nc
il

5
0

1
2

14
5

0
1

1
9

0
EC

B
0

0
0

0
2

0
0

0
18

0
0

EE
A

S
0

0
0

0
0

0
0

0
0

3
0

Eu
ro

pe
an

 c
ou

nc
il

0
0

0
8

13
8

0
2

0
13

1
Eu

ro
pe

an
 p

ar
lia

m
en

t
2

0
17

0
18

3
0

2
0

3
1

H
ig

h 
re

pr
es

en
ta

tiv
e

0
0

1
1

2
0

0
0

0
16

0



 A. Capati 

Acknowledgements An earlier version of this manuscript was presented in the framework of the Young 
Researchers’ Seminar Series of Luiss University’s Department of Political Science. The author is grateful 
to Thomas Christiansen and Flavia Lucenti for their helpful comments on that and subsequent occasions.

Funding Open access funding provided by Luiss University within the CRUI-CARE Agreement. This 
work was supported by REGROUP (Rebuilding Governance and Resilience out of the Pandemic), a 
 Horizon Europe’s project under Grant 101060825.

Declaration 

Competing interest The authors report there are no competing interests to declare.

Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License, 
which permits use, sharing, adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or format, as long 
as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the Creative 
Commons licence, and indicate if changes were made. The images or other third party material in this 
article are included in the article’s Creative Commons licence, unless indicated otherwise in a credit line 
to the material. If material is not included in the article’s Creative Commons licence and your intended 
use is not permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain permis-
sion directly from the copyright holder. To view a copy of this licence, visit http://creativecommons.org/
licenses/by/4.0/.

References

Anghel, V., and J. Dzankić. 2023. Wartime EU: Consequences of the Russia – Ukraine War on the 
Enlargement Process. Journal of European Integration 45 (3): 487–501.

Anghel, V., and E. Jones. 2022. Failing Forward in Eastern Enlargement: Problem Solving Through Prob-
lem Making. Journal of European Public Policy 29 (7): 1092–1111.

Bauer, M.W., and S. Becker. 2014. The unexpected winner of the crisis: The European commission’s 
strengthened role in economic governance. Journal of European Integration 36 (3): 213–229. 

Bickerton, C.J., D. Hodson, and U. Puetter. 2015. The New Intergovernmentalism: States and Suprana-
tional Actors in the Post-Maastricht Era. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Blatter, J., and M. Haverland. 2012. Designing Case Studies: Explanatory Approaches in Small-N 
Research. New York: Palgrave Macmillan.

Bocquillon, P., and T. Maltby. 2020. EU Energy Policy Integration as Embedded Intergovernmentalism: 
The Case of Energy Union Governance. Journal of European Integration 42 (1): 39–57.

Capati, A. 2023. Collective Policy Learning in EU Financial Assistance: Insights from the Euro Crisis 
and Covid-19. Politics and Governance 11 (4): 40–51.

Capati, A. 2024. The COVID-19 Pandemic and Institutional Change in the EU’s Financial Assistance 
Regime: The Governance of the Recovery and Resilience Facility (RRF). Journal of European Inte-
gration 46 (3): 341–363.

Capoccia, G. 2015. Critical Junctures and Institutional Change. In Advances in Comparative-Historical 
Analysis, ed. J. Mahoney and K. Thelen, 147–179. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Council of the EU. 2024. EU sanctions against Russia explained. https:// www. consi lium. europa. eu/ en/ 
polic ies/ sanct ions/ restr ictive- measu res- again st- russia- over- ukrai ne/ sanct ions- again st- russia- expla 
ined/.

Dehousse, R. 2016. Why has EU macroeconomic governance become more supranational? Journal of 
European Integration 38 (5): 617–631. 

De Wilde, P. 2014. The Operating Logics of National Parliaments and Mass Media in the Politicisation of 
Europe. Journal of Legislative Studies 20 (1): 46–61.

De Wilde, P. 2019. Media Logic and Grand Theories of European Integration. Journal of European Pub-
lic Policy 26 (8): 1193–1212.

Dutceac Segesten, A., and M. Bossetta. 2019. Can Euroscepticism Contribute to a European Public 
Sphere? The Europeanization of Media Discourses on Euroscepticism across Six Countries. Journal 
of Common Market Studies 57 (5): 1051–1070.

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://www.consilium.europa.eu/en/policies/sanctions/restrictive-measures-against-russia-over-ukraine/sanctions-against-russia-explained/
https://www.consilium.europa.eu/en/policies/sanctions/restrictive-measures-against-russia-over-ukraine/sanctions-against-russia-explained/
https://www.consilium.europa.eu/en/policies/sanctions/restrictive-measures-against-russia-over-ukraine/sanctions-against-russia-explained/


The discursive framing of European integration in EU‑wide…

The Economist. 2022a. Europe Should Levy a High Tariff on Russian Energy. 30 April. https:// www. 
econo mist. com/ leade rs/ 2022/ 04/ 30/ europe- should- levy-a- high- tariff- on- russi an- energy.

Entman, R. 1993. Framing: Toward a Clarification of a Fractured Paradigm. Journal of Communication 
43 (4): 51–58.

Euractiv. 2022. Industrial Policy: Will the EU Have the Money to Finance its Ambitions? 24 March. 
https:// www. eurac tiv. com/ secti on/ econo my- jobs/ news/ indus trial- policy- will- the- eu- have- the- 
money- to- finan ce- its- ambit ions/.

Euronews. 2022a. Member States can Leave the EU, but Can the Bloc Kick One 
of Them Out? 8 April. https:// www. euron ews. com/ my- europe/ 2022/ 04/ 08/ 
member- states- can- leave- the- eu- but- can- the- bloc- kick- one- of- them- out.

Euronews. 2022b. Approved! EU Countries Endorse Ukraine and Moldova as Official Candidates to Join 
Bloc. 23 June. https:// www. euron ews. com/ my- europe/ 2022/ 06/ 23/ appro ved- eu- count ries- endor se- 
ukrai ne- and- moldo va- as- offic ial- candi dates- to- join- bloc.

Euronews. 2022c. EU Commission deputy: Response to Ukraine refugees showed ’Europe at its best’. 
24 May. https:// www. euron ews. com/ 2022/ 05/ 24/ eu- commi ssion- deputy- respo nse- to- ukrai ne- refug 
ees- was- europe- at- its- best.

European Council. 2022a. European Council conclusions on Russia’ unprovoked and unjustified military 
aggression against Ukraine. https:// www. consi lium. europa. eu/ media/ 54495/ st000 18- en22. pdf.

European Council. 2022b. European Council conclusions on Ukraine, food security, security and defence, 
and energy. https:// www. consi lium. europa. eu/ media/ 56562/ 2022- 05- 30- 31- euco- concl usions. pdf.

Fabbrini, S. 2015. Which European Union? Europe After the Euro Crisis. Cambridge: Cambridge Uni-
versity Press.

Fabbrini, S. 2016. From Consensus to Domination: The Intergovernmental Union in a Crisis Situation. 
Journal of European Integration 38 (5): 587–599.

Ferrera, M., J. Miró, and S. Ronchi. 2021. Walking the Road Together? EU Polity Maintenance During 
the COVID-19 Crisis. West European Politics 44 (5–6): 1329–1352.

Gamson, W.A. 2004. Bystanders, Public Opinion, and the Media. In The Blackwell Companion to Social 
Movements, ed. D.A. Snow, S.A. Soule, and H. Kriesi, 242–261. Oxford: Blackwell Publishing.

Genschel, P. 2022. Bellicist Integration? The War in Ukraine, the European Union and Core State Pow-
ers. Journal of European Public Policy 29 (12): 1885–1900.

Genschel, P., and M. Jachtenfuchs. 2014. Beyond the Regulatory Polity? The European Integration of 
Core State Powers. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Genschel, P., L. Leek, and J. Wens. 2023. War and Integration. The Russian Attack on Ukraine and the 
Institutional Development of the EU. Journal of European Integration 45 (3): 343–360.

Goffman, E. 1974. Frame Analysis: An Essay on the Organization of Experience. New York: Harper.
Haas, E.B. (2004 [1958]). The Uniting of Europe. Political, Social, and Economic Forces, 1950–1957. 

Notre Dame: University of Notre Dame Press.
Håkansson, C. 2024. The Ukrainian War and the Emergence of the European Commission as a Geopoliti-

cal Actor. Journal of European Integration 46 (1): 25–45.
Hooghe, L., and G. Marks. 2009. A Postfunctionalist Theory of European Integration: From Permissive 

Consensus to Constraining Dissensus. British Journal of Political Science 39 (1): 1–23.
Hooghe, L., and G. Marks. 2019. Grand Theories of European Integration in the Twenty-First Century. 

Journal of European Public Policy 26 (8): 1113–1133.
Hurrelmann, A., Wendler, F. 2023. How Does Politicisation Affect the Ratification of Mixed EU Trade 

Agreements? The Case of CETA. Journal of European Public Policy. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1080/ 13501 
763. 2023. 22021 96.

Juncker, J. C. (2015). Completing Europe’s Economic and Monetary Union. European Commission. 
https:// www. ecb. europa. eu/ pub/ pdf/ other/ 5pres ident srepo rt. en. pdf.

Kassim, H., and A. Menon. 2003. The Principal–Agent Approach and the Study of the European Union: 
Promise Unfulfilled? Journal of European Public Policy 10 (1): 121–139.

Koopmans, R. 2007. Who Inhabits the European Public Sphere? Winners and Losers, Supporters and 
Opponents in Europeanised Political Debates. European Journal of Political Research 46 (2): 
183–210.

Meissner, K., and C. Graziani. 2023. The Transformation and Design of EU Restrictive Measures Against 
Russia. Journal of European Integration 45 (3): 377–394.

Niemann, A. 2021. Neofunctionalism. In The Palgrave Handbook of EU Crises, ed. M. Riddervold, J. 
Trondal, and A. Newsome, 115–133. London: Palgrave Macmillan.

https://www.economist.com/leaders/2022/04/30/europe-should-levy-a-high-tariff-on-russian-energy
https://www.economist.com/leaders/2022/04/30/europe-should-levy-a-high-tariff-on-russian-energy
https://www.euractiv.com/section/economy-jobs/news/industrial-policy-will-the-eu-have-the-money-to-finance-its-ambitions/
https://www.euractiv.com/section/economy-jobs/news/industrial-policy-will-the-eu-have-the-money-to-finance-its-ambitions/
https://www.euronews.com/my-europe/2022/04/08/member-states-can-leave-the-eu-but-can-the-bloc-kick-one-of-them-out
https://www.euronews.com/my-europe/2022/04/08/member-states-can-leave-the-eu-but-can-the-bloc-kick-one-of-them-out
https://www.euronews.com/my-europe/2022/06/23/approved-eu-countries-endorse-ukraine-and-moldova-as-official-candidates-to-join-bloc
https://www.euronews.com/my-europe/2022/06/23/approved-eu-countries-endorse-ukraine-and-moldova-as-official-candidates-to-join-bloc
https://www.euronews.com/2022/05/24/eu-commission-deputy-response-to-ukraine-refugees-was-europe-at-its-best
https://www.euronews.com/2022/05/24/eu-commission-deputy-response-to-ukraine-refugees-was-europe-at-its-best
https://www.consilium.europa.eu/media/54495/st00018-en22.pdf
https://www.consilium.europa.eu/media/56562/2022-05-30-31-euco-conclusions.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1080/13501763.2023.2202196
https://doi.org/10.1080/13501763.2023.2202196
https://www.ecb.europa.eu/pub/pdf/other/5presidentsreport.en.pdf


 A. Capati 

Nitoiu, C. 2015. Supporting the EU’s Approach to Climate Change: The Discourse of the Transnational 
Media Within the ‘Brussels Bubble.’ Journal of European Integration 37 (5): 535–552.

Ojala, M., and T. Harjuniemi. 2016. Mediating the German Ideology: Ordoliberal Framing in Euro-
pean Press Coverage of the Eurozone Crisis. Journal of Contemporary European Studies 24 (3): 
414–430.

Oleart, A. 2021. Framing TTIP in Spain, France and the UK: Towards an Empowering Dissensus for 
European Integration. London: Palgrave Macmillan.

Oleart, A., and N. Gheyle. 2022. Executive Gladiators in the European Arena: Discursive Intergovern-
mentalism in the Politicization of the Covid-19 EU Recovery Plan. Journal of European Integration 
44 (8): 1095–1111.

Pierret, L., and D. Howarth. 2023. To Play or Not to Play the ‘Moral Hazard Card’: Germany and the 
European Union’s Response to the Covid-19 Crisis. Journal of European Public Policy. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1080/ 13501 763. 2023. 22705 73.

Pierson, P. 1996. The Path to European Integration: A Historical Institutionalist Analysis. Comparative 
Political Studies 29 (2): 123–163. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1177/ 00104 14096 02900 2001.

Politico. 2022a. Europe’s Roads and Railways Aren’t Fit for a Fight with Russia. 8 April. https:// www. 
polit ico. eu/ artic le/ europe- milit ary- mobil ity- budget- slamm ed- as- almost- nothi ng- to- tackle- russia- 
chall enge/.

Politico. 2022b. EU Agrees to Ease Russia fertilizer Curbs After Row, Angering Ukraine. 15 December. 
https:// www. polit ico. eu/ artic le/ ferti lizer- row- holds- up- eu- latest- russia- ukrai ne- war- sanct ions- packa 
ge- famine- food- suppl ies/.

Politico. 2022c. EU Must Seize the Geopolitical Moment in the Balkans. 14 December. https:// www. polit 
ico. eu/ artic le/ eu- balka ns- acces sion- russia- china- geopo litics/.

Puetter, U. 2012. Europe’s Deliberative Intergovernmentalism: The Role of the Council and European 
Council in EU Economic Governance. Journal of European Public Policy 19 (2): 161–1778.

Raeymaeckers, K., L. Cosijn, and A. Deprez. 2007. Reporting the European Union: An Analysis of the 
Brussels Press Corps and the Mechanism Influencing the News Flow. Journalism Practice 1 (1): 
102–119.

Rauh, C., and M. Parizek. 2024. Converging on Europe? The European Union in Mediatised Debates 
During the COVID-19 and Ukraine Shocks. Journal of European Public Policy. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1080/ 13501 763. 2024. 23448 49.

Rein, M., and D.A. Schön. 1994. Frame Reflection Toward the Resolution of Intractable Policy Contro-
versies. New York: Basic Books.

Reuters. 2022a. EU Plans for Life Without Russian Gas Amid Inflation Spike. 24 June. https:// www. 
reute rs. com/ world/ europe/ eu- leade rs- debate- econo my- woes- russia- squee zes- gas- suppl ies- 2022- 06- 
24/? taid= 62b56 11b72 40840 001f2 bd11& utm_ campa ign= trueA nthem:+ Trend ing+ Conte nt& utm_ 
medium= trueA nthem & utm_ source= twitt er.

Risse, T. 2015. European Public Spheres: Politics is Back. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.
Schmidt, V.A. 2008. Discursive Institutionalism: The Explanatory Power of Ideas and Discourse. Annual 

Review of Political Science 11: 303–326.
Schmidt, V.A. 2010. Taking Ideas and Discourse Seriously: Explaining Change Through Discursive Insti-

tutionalism as the Fourth ‘New Institutionalism.’ European Political Science Review 2 (1): 1–25.
Schmidt, V.A. 2024. Theorising European Integration: The Four Phases Since Ernst Haas’ Original Con-

tribution. Journal of European Public Policy. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1080/ 13501 763. 2024. 23372 73.
Schmitter, P.C. 2009. On the Way to a post-Functionalist Theory of European Integration. British Journal 

of Political Science 39 (1): 211–215.
Schreier, M. 2012. Qualitative Content Analysis in Practice. London: SAGE.
Statham, P., and H.-J. Trenz. 2013. The Politicization of Europe: Contesting the Constitution in the Mass 

Media. London: Routledge.
The Economist. 2022b. A new refugee crisis has come to Europe. 5 March. https:// www. econo mist. com/ 

europe/ 2022/ 03/ 05/a- new- refug ee- crisis- has- come- to- europe? utm_ medium= cpc. adword. pd& utm_ 
source= googl e& ppcca mpaig nID= 18151 73805 1& ppcad ID= & utm_ campa ign=a. 22bra nd_ pmax& 
utm_ conte nt= conve rsion. direct- respo nse. anony mous& gad_ source= 1& gclid= EAIaI QobCh MI- 
tmS6e z6gwM Ve5Jo CR0de QGxEA AYASA AEgLc MPD_ BwE& gclsrc= aw. ds.

Financial Times. 2022a. What Six Months of French Presidency Meant for the EU. 30 June.
Financial Times. 2022b. EU Speeds Up Energy Market Intervention. 30 August. https:// www. ft. com/ 

conte nt/ 0491a 58d- b72a- 497c- bf11- 3de2a 62e67 7d.

https://doi.org/10.1080/13501763.2023.2270573
https://doi.org/10.1080/13501763.2023.2270573
https://doi.org/10.1177/0010414096029002001
https://www.politico.eu/article/europe-military-mobility-budget-slammed-as-almost-nothing-to-tackle-russia-challenge/
https://www.politico.eu/article/europe-military-mobility-budget-slammed-as-almost-nothing-to-tackle-russia-challenge/
https://www.politico.eu/article/europe-military-mobility-budget-slammed-as-almost-nothing-to-tackle-russia-challenge/
https://www.politico.eu/article/fertilizer-row-holds-up-eu-latest-russia-ukraine-war-sanctions-package-famine-food-supplies/
https://www.politico.eu/article/fertilizer-row-holds-up-eu-latest-russia-ukraine-war-sanctions-package-famine-food-supplies/
https://www.politico.eu/article/eu-balkans-accession-russia-china-geopolitics/
https://www.politico.eu/article/eu-balkans-accession-russia-china-geopolitics/
https://doi.org/10.1080/13501763.2024.2344849
https://doi.org/10.1080/13501763.2024.2344849
https://www.reuters.com/world/europe/eu-leaders-debate-economy-woes-russia-squeezes-gas-supplies-2022-06-24/?taid=62b5611b7240840001f2bd11&utm_campaign=trueAnthem:+Trending+Content&utm_medium=trueAnthem&utm_source=twitter
https://www.reuters.com/world/europe/eu-leaders-debate-economy-woes-russia-squeezes-gas-supplies-2022-06-24/?taid=62b5611b7240840001f2bd11&utm_campaign=trueAnthem:+Trending+Content&utm_medium=trueAnthem&utm_source=twitter
https://www.reuters.com/world/europe/eu-leaders-debate-economy-woes-russia-squeezes-gas-supplies-2022-06-24/?taid=62b5611b7240840001f2bd11&utm_campaign=trueAnthem:+Trending+Content&utm_medium=trueAnthem&utm_source=twitter
https://www.reuters.com/world/europe/eu-leaders-debate-economy-woes-russia-squeezes-gas-supplies-2022-06-24/?taid=62b5611b7240840001f2bd11&utm_campaign=trueAnthem:+Trending+Content&utm_medium=trueAnthem&utm_source=twitter
https://doi.org/10.1080/13501763.2024.2337273
https://www.economist.com/europe/2022/03/05/a-new-refugee-crisis-has-come-to-europe?utm_medium=cpc.adword.pd&utm_source=google&ppccampaignID=18151738051&ppcadID=&utm_campaign=a.22brand_pmax&utm_content=conversion.direct-response.anonymous&gad_source=1&gclid=EAIaIQobChMI-tmS6ez6gwMVe5JoCR0deQGxEAAYASAAEgLcMPD_BwE&gclsrc=aw.ds
https://www.economist.com/europe/2022/03/05/a-new-refugee-crisis-has-come-to-europe?utm_medium=cpc.adword.pd&utm_source=google&ppccampaignID=18151738051&ppcadID=&utm_campaign=a.22brand_pmax&utm_content=conversion.direct-response.anonymous&gad_source=1&gclid=EAIaIQobChMI-tmS6ez6gwMVe5JoCR0deQGxEAAYASAAEgLcMPD_BwE&gclsrc=aw.ds
https://www.economist.com/europe/2022/03/05/a-new-refugee-crisis-has-come-to-europe?utm_medium=cpc.adword.pd&utm_source=google&ppccampaignID=18151738051&ppcadID=&utm_campaign=a.22brand_pmax&utm_content=conversion.direct-response.anonymous&gad_source=1&gclid=EAIaIQobChMI-tmS6ez6gwMVe5JoCR0deQGxEAAYASAAEgLcMPD_BwE&gclsrc=aw.ds
https://www.economist.com/europe/2022/03/05/a-new-refugee-crisis-has-come-to-europe?utm_medium=cpc.adword.pd&utm_source=google&ppccampaignID=18151738051&ppcadID=&utm_campaign=a.22brand_pmax&utm_content=conversion.direct-response.anonymous&gad_source=1&gclid=EAIaIQobChMI-tmS6ez6gwMVe5JoCR0deQGxEAAYASAAEgLcMPD_BwE&gclsrc=aw.ds
https://www.economist.com/europe/2022/03/05/a-new-refugee-crisis-has-come-to-europe?utm_medium=cpc.adword.pd&utm_source=google&ppccampaignID=18151738051&ppcadID=&utm_campaign=a.22brand_pmax&utm_content=conversion.direct-response.anonymous&gad_source=1&gclid=EAIaIQobChMI-tmS6ez6gwMVe5JoCR0deQGxEAAYASAAEgLcMPD_BwE&gclsrc=aw.ds
https://www.ft.com/content/0491a58d-b72a-497c-bf11-3de2a62e677d
https://www.ft.com/content/0491a58d-b72a-497c-bf11-3de2a62e677d


The discursive framing of European integration in EU‑wide…

Wendler, F., and A. Hurrelmann. 2022. Discursive Postfunctionalism: Theorizing the Interface Between 
EU Politicization and Policy-Making. Journal of European Integration 44 (7): 941–959.

White, J. 2019. Politics of Last Resort: Governing by Emergency in the European Union. Oxford: Oxford 
University Press.

Wonka, A., M. Gastinger, and M. Blauberger. 2023. The Domestic Politics of EU Action Against Demo-
cratic Backsliding: Public Debates in Hungarian and Polish Newspapers. Journal of European Pub-
lic Policy. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1080/ 13501 763. 2023. 22792 45.

Zeitlin, J. 2016. EU Experimentalist Governance in Times of Crisis. West European Politics 39 (5): 
1073–1094.

Publisher’s Note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps 
and institutional affiliations.

Andrea Capati is a postdoctoral researcher and adjunct professor in the Department of Political Science 
at Luiss Guido Carli University, Rome.

https://doi.org/10.1080/13501763.2023.2279245

	The discursive framing of European integration in EU-wide media: actors, narratives and policies following the Russian invasion of Ukraine
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Theoretical framework: discursive institutionalism meets grand theories
	Methods and data
	Results
	Conclusion
	Appendix
	Acknowledgements 
	References


