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IX   
Annex 

IX.1. Stimulus material ‘Frame Effects’ 

Frame conditions: 
[1][2] Economy 
[3][4] Identity 
[5][6] Mixed 

Valence conditions: 
[1][3] Positive 
[2][4] Negative 
[5][6] Ambivalent 

Issue condition: Euro 
[1] Business hails plans for Estonian accession to Euro-zone  
[2] Estonian industry against accession to Euro-zone  
[3] Estonians hail plans to join Euro-zone earlier than planned  
[4] Estonians against giving up their currency for the Euro  
[5][6] Estonia intends to join Euro-zone earlier than expected 
Tallinn (cba). Seven year after its creation, Estonia might become the 13th EU 

country to adopt the euro as its national currency. Prime Minister Andrus Ansip 
announced yesterday that the government considers joining the Euro-zone earlier than 
planned: ―In the current situation, we believe that to tie Estonia closer into the European 
economic sphere, the next logical step is to adopt the common currency. We are 
definitely ready for it.‖ With [3][4][5][6] only 1.3 Million people [5][6] and [1][2][5][6] a GDP 
of € 19.8 bln., Estonia would become one of the smallest countries within the currency 
space. 

[1] Its close trade relations with other EU members, first of all Finland, lead experts to expect an 
additional boost from joining early. Particularly the Estonian Chamber of Commerce and the Association 
of Small and Medium Enterprises (EVEA) are enthusiastic: “Estonia‟s capacities for export are 
anything but exhausted”, said EVEA president Riivo Sinijärv.  

[2] Estonia‟s industry, however, remains sceptical. For them, joining the common currency first of all 
means higher competition pressure. Numerous jobs, mainly in production, are at stake. “If we don‟t 
protect our domestic producers, many enterprises will have to close down”, warns Tarmo Kriis of the 
Estonian Employers Confederation (ETTK).  

[3] Marking the last step of Estonia‟s long journey from its soviet past back into the European 
family, public support for the euro is high. Indrek Treufeldt, journalist at the Estonian Television, 
summarized that feeling: “Paying with the same coin as all Europeans is like the physical proof that we 
are no longer the poor Easterners– we are first class Europeans.”  

[4] Estonia‟s situation as post-communist country, however, also raises opposition to the government 
plans. Two out of three Estonians oppose giving up the Estonian Crown after only 16 years of 
independence. “We are such a small country, we must hold on to those things that make us Estonian,” 
said opposition leader Edgar Savisaar.  

[5] Its close trade relations with other EU members, first of all Finland, lead experts to expect an 
additional boost from joining early. However, two out of three Estonians oppose giving up the Estonian 
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Crown. “We will have to convince them that adopting the euro does not take away our Estonian identity, 
but can generate real economic benefits,” said Finance minister Ivari Padar.  

[6] Marking the last step of Estonia‟s long journey from its soviet past back into the European 
family, public support for the euro is high. However, according to Estonia‟s industry, numerous jobs are at 
stake, due to increased competition pressure. “The euro will accelerate several economic changes, which are 
necessary if we want to become a truly European Estonia” said Finance minister Ivari Padar. 

Although the final decisions are still pending, the current government holds sufficient 
majorities to get approval from the parliament. Green light from the EU Commission is 
expected before March. 

Issue condition: Enlargement 
[1] Business hails plans for Croatian accession to EU 
[2] Croatian industry against earlier accession to EU 
[3] Croatians hail plans to join European Union in 2009 
[4] Croatians against joining European Union in 2009 
[5][6] Croatia aims at joining EU earlier than expected 
Zagreb (cba). Five years after the big bang enlargement of 2004, Croatia might 

become the 28th country to join the European Union. Prime minister Ivo Sanader 
announced yesterday that the government is pushing towards accession one year earlier 
than planned: ―In the current situation, we believe the time has come to tie Croatia closer 
to the European Union, to become a full member. We are definitely ready for it.‖ With 
[3][4][5][6] only 4.5 Million people [5][6] and [1][2][5][6] a GDP of € 50.5 bln., Croatia would 
become one of the smallest countries in the EU. 

[1] Its close economic relations with other EU members, first of all Austria, lead experts to expect an 
additional boost from joining early. Particularly the Croatian Chamber of Commerce and the Association 
of Small and Medium Enterprises (HUP) are enthusiastic: “Croatia‟s capacities for export are anything 
but exhausted”, said HUP chairman Alen Zepec.  

[2] Croatia‟s industry, however, remains sceptical. For them, joining the European Union first of all 
means higher competition pressure. Numerous jobs, mainly in production, are at stake. “If we don‟t 
protect our domestic producers, many enterprises will have to close down”, warns Emil Tedeschi of the 
Croatian Employers Association.  

[3] Marking the end of Croatia‟s long journey from its war-torn Yugoslav past back into the 
European family, public support for accession is high. Zeljko Korpar, journalist at the Croatian 
Television, summarized that feeling: “Joining the European Union is like the physical proof that we are 
no longer the poor Balkans– we are first class Europeans.”  

[4] Croatia‟s situation as a former Yugoslav republic, however, also raises opposition to the 
government plans. Two out of three Croatians oppose giving up full sovereignty after only 18 years of 
independence. “Not long ago we have been fighting to gain our independence. We must hold on to those 
things that make us Croatian,” said opposition leader Ivica Racan.  

[5] Its close economic relations with other EU members, first of all Austria, lead experts to expect an 
additional boost from joining early. However, two out of three Croatians oppose giving up full sovereignty. 
“We will have to convince them that joining the EU does not take away our Croatian identity, but can 
generate real economic benefits,” said Foreign minister Kolinda Grabar-Kitarović.  

[6] Marking the end of Croatia‟s long journey from its war-torn Yugoslav past back into the 
European family, public support for EU accession is high. However, according to Croatia‟s industry, 
numerous jobs are at stake, due to increased competition pressure. “The accession will accelerate several 
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economic changes, which are necessary if we want to become a truly European Croatia” said Foreign 
minister Kolinda Grabar-Kitarović. 

Although the final decisions are still pending, the current government holds sufficient 
majorities to get approval from the parliament. Green light from the EU Commission is 
expected before March. 

[Stimulus material translated from original Dutch by the author]  
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IX.2. Coding Guidelines ‘Frame Effects’ 

Topic Coding & Domain Composition 
Topics are created by grouping uses of the same word stems as well as synonyms and 

paraphrasing expressions. Topics are grouped into domains according to the procedure 

described in chapter IV.3. Symbols +/○/– denote positive, neutral and negative base 
valence, respectively. 

Definitional Information (Enlargement) [Coded ‘European Union’ in Euro Conditions] 

Accession Countries ○ 
Balkans ○ 
Big ○ 

Croatia ○ 
Enlargement ○ 
Central Eastern Europe ○ 

Poland ○ 

Definitional Information (Euro) [Coded ‘Economy’ in Enlargement Conditions] 
Cent Coins ○ 
Conversion ○ 
ECB ○ 

Euro ○ 
Eurozone ○ 
Gold ○ 

Money ○ 
National Coins ○ 
One Money ○ 

Economy 
Agriculture ○ 
Cheap + 
Competition ○ 
Currency Exchange ○ 
Economy ○ 

Expensive – 
Finance ○ 
Inflation – 
Purchasing Power ○ 
Rich + 

Salary ○ 
Shopping ○ 
Strong Currency + 
Taxes ○ 
Value of Money ○ 

Trade 
Against Dollar ○ 
Costs in Int. Economy – 
Dollar ○ 
Economic Power + 

EMU Transition Phase ○ 
Exchange Rate ○ 
Non-Euro Countries ○ 
Simplified Trade + 

Single Market ○ 
Subsidies ○ 
Trade ○ 
Trade Block + 

Mobility / Personal Economy 
Borders ○ 
Cheap Labour – 
Job Loss – 
Open Borders + 

Polish Labourers – 
Simplification + 
Simplified Travelling + 
Social Protection ○ 

Travel ○ 
Work ○ 
Work Abroad ○ 

Identity / Culture 
Community + 
Cosmopolitanism ○ 
Cultural Enrichment + 
Culture ○ 
Diversity ○ 
English Language ○ 

EU Identity + 
Globalization ○ 
Identity ○ 
Immigration ○ 
Integration Foreigners ○ 
Islam – 

Nationalism – 
Surrender – 
Surrender Identity – 
Together + 
Uniformity – 
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European Union 
Brussels ○ 
Bureaucracy – 
Constitution ○ 
Criteria ○ 
Deepening ○ 
EU Countries ○ 

EU Institutions ○ 
EU Integration ○ 
EU Politicians ○ 
EU Symbols ○ 
Europe ○ 
Europeans ○ 

Limits of Enlargement ○ 
Referendum ○ 
Treaties ○ 
Turkey ○ 

Democracy / Evaluations of EU Politics 
Corruption – 
Democracy + 
Internationalism ○ 
Long Time ○ 

Profiteers – 
Rich Countries ○ 
Speed of Integration ○ 
Too Big – 

Top Down Policy – 
Transparency + 

Power / Domestic Politics / The Netherlands 
Cooperation + 
Crime – 
Decision Making ○ 
Defense ○ 
Dispute/Disagreement ○ 
Dutch Politicians ○ 
Environment ○ 
Foreign Power Blocks ○ 

Government ○ 
Guilder ○ 
Legislation ○ 
Minister Zalm ○ 
Netherlands ○ 
Politics ○ 
Poverty – 
Power ○ 

Power Block + 
Power Block vs. Others ○ 
Queen Beatrix ○ 
Security ○ 
Sovereignty ○ 
Surrender Power – 
Veto ○ 

Values / Evaluations 
Bad – 
Bad For Us – 
Change ○ 
Complex ○ 
Difficulties ○ 
Discontent – 
Disinterest – 
Equality + 
Freedom + 
Getting Used To It ○ 

Good + 
Good For Us + 
Help Others + 
Human Rights + 
Imperialism – 
Important + 
Impossible – 
Inequality – 
Liberalism ○ 
Openness + 

Peace + 
Progress + 
Public Concern – 
Regrets – 
Stability + 
Unclear ○ 
Unity + 
Worries – 
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Valence Coding 
Valence is assigned to an association based on the denotative/connotative valence of 

the topic itself (base valence) and explicit modifications wherever present.  The base 
valence is determined on the topic level (see below). 

Base Valence  Modification  Valence Code 
–  negative × –  negative → 1  very negative 
–  negative × ○  neutral/none → 2  negative 
○  neutral × –  negative → 2  negative 
+  positive × –  negative → 3  not positive 
○  neutral × ○  neutral/none → 4  neutral 
–  negative × +  positive → 5  not negative 
○  neutral × +  positive → 6  positive 
+  positive × ○  neutral/none → 6  positive 
+  positive × +  positive → 7  very positive 
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IX.3. Re-estimated ANCOVA ‘Frame Effects’ 

Table IX.3.1: ANCOVA predicting mean association valence from experimental conditions, with 
covariates 

Source 
Sum of 
Squares df 

Mean 
Square F Sig. 

Corrected Model a 267.536 15 17.836 8.610 0.000 

      

Intercept 648.240 1 648.240 312.946 0.000 

Covariates      

   eu identity 136.077 1 136.077 65.693 0.000 

   issue involvement 12.901 1 12.901 6.228 0.013 

   political interest 5.430 1 5.430 2.621 0.106 

   need for cognition 16.046 1 16.046 7.746 0.005 

Main Factors      

   framing condition 2.654 1 2.654 1.281 0.258 

   valence condition 8.273 1 8.273 3.994 0.046 

   issue condition 1.623 1 1.623 0.784 0.376 

Interaction Factors      

   framing ∙ valence 17.288 1 17.288 8.346 0.004 

   valence ∙ issue 12.956 1 12.956 6.255 0.012 

   framing ∙ issue 2.961 1 2.961 1.429 0.232 

   framing ∙ valence ∙ issue 1.951 1 1.951 0.942 0.332 

      

Error 6249.455 3017 2.071   

Total 62306.000 3033    

      

Corrected Total 6516.991 3032    

Notes: a R Squared = .041 (Adjusted R Squared = .036)  
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IX.4. Sample composition ‘Frames in Communication’  
The media sample has been composed by searching the Lexis Nexis database 

(respectively, the full text archive of Metro) for the joint occurrence of ‗EU‘ or 
‗Europese‘/‘Europees‘ with either of the search terms ‗Grondwet‘, ‗Constitutie‘, 
‗Konstitutie‘, or ‗Referendum‘, or the occurrence of the term ‗Grondwetsreferendum‘. 

Television Subsample 
 

 

phase V 
Campaign 

  

 
from 

till 
01.04.2005 1.06.2005 

N
ew

s public NOS Journaal broadcasts 22 

private RTL4 Nieuws broadcasts 22 

T
al

k
 S

h
. 

public 
NOVA / Den Haag vandaag broadcasts 23 

Buitenhof broadcasts 10 

private Barend & van Dorp broadcasts 4 

  Total broadcasts 81 

Political Campaign Subsample 

 
 

phases IV & V 
(Pre-)Campaign 

  
 

from 
till 

01.01.2005 1.06.2005 

Y
es

 C
am

p
 

Insti-
tutions 

European Union documents 1 

Government documents 12 

P
ar

ti
es

 

CDA documents 2 

VVD documents 50 

D66 documents 5 

PvdA documents 45 

GroenLinks documents 53 

N
o

 C
am

p
 

NGO Comité Grondwet Nee documents 24 

P
ar

ti
es

 

SP documents 41 

ChristenUnie documents 28 

SGP documents 1 

LPF documents 3 

Groep Wilders documents 4 

  Total documents 281 
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Print Subsample 
 

  
phase I 

Introduction 
phase II 
Conflict 

phase III 
Negotiation 

phase IV 
Precampaign 

phase V 
Campaign 

phase VI 
Postcampaign 

phase VII 
Control 

Total 

 
  

from 
till 

01.06.2003 
31.10.2003 

01.11.2003 
31.12.2003 

01.01.2004 
31.12.2004 

01.01.2005 
31.03.2005 

01.04.2005 
01.06.2005 

02.06.2005 
31.07.2006 

01.08.2005 
12.05.2006  

   days 153 61 366 90 62 60 286 1078 

B
ro

ad
sh

ee
ts

 

De 
Volkskrant 

articles 66 54 154 80 304 173 200 1031 

articles/day 0.43 0.89 0.42 0.89 4.90 2.88 0.70 0.96 

NRC 
Handelsblad 

articles 128 108 270 140 384 210 232 1472 

articles/day 0.84 1.77 0.74 1.56 6.19 3.50 0.81 1.37 

Trouw 
articles 74 51 131 51 230 135 100 772 

articles/day 0.48 0.84 0.36 0.57 3.71 2.25 0.35 0.72 

P
o

p
u
la

r Algemeen 
Dagblad 

articles 28 19 31 26 159 72 23 358 

articles/day 0.18 0.31 0.08 0.29 2.56 1.20 0.08 0.33 

De Telegraaf 
articles 36 27 109 35 165 92 65 529 

articles/day 0.24 0.44 0.30 0.39 2.66 1.53 0.23 0.49 

F
re e Metro 

articles 
unavailable unavailable 

2 5 107 25 5 144 

articles/day 0.01 0.06 1.73 0.42 0.02 0.13 

R
eg

io
n

al
 Brabants 

Dagblad 

articles 24 14 55 41 210 97 46 487 

articles/day 0.16 0.23 0.15 0.46 3.39 1.62 0.16 0.45 

Dagblad van 
het Noorden 

articles 26 26 69 45 217 117 41 541 

articles/day 0.17 0.43 0.19 0.50 3.50 1.95 0.14 0.50 

 
Total 

articles 382 299 821 423 1776 921 712 5334 

 articles/day 2.50 4.90 2.24 4.70 28.65 15.35 2.49 4.95 
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IX.5. Coding guidelines ‘Frames in Communication’  
The total coding process rests on four lists of coding instructions: The main concept 

code list, a list identifying a wide range of speakers within the texts, and two auxiliary 
code lists. The first of these auxiliary lists (‗TAGS‘) identifies a number of tags saved 
alongside the coded articles, broadcast transcripts and documents that provide meta-
information about the respective texts. There are nine kinds of meta-data stored: Each 
article is identified by an unique ID Number, its Source and Date. Beyond that, many 
texts possess specific headlines, subheadings, datelines, bylines, and highlighted lead. The 
main text is introduced following the tag ‗body‘. The second list (‗SOURCES‘) serves to 
identify which of the specific sources within the total sample a text belongs to. It contains 
the identifications of the 8 ∙ 7 = 56 outlet-phase-combinations used in the newspaper 
subsample, as well as the 18 campaign and television sources. 

The speaker list (‗AUTHORS‘) contains 684 public actors, including both individual 
people and institutional actors: Among the individuals, all members of the Dutch 
bicameral parliament, all Dutch EU Parliamentarians and the members of the 
government cabinets are identified; moreover, prominent international political leaders 
(the heads of state, of government, and the foreign ministers in all EU and G8 states), all 
members of the EU Commission, as well as the heads of the United Nations and NATO 
are listed. Beside these, also the respective political bodies (parties, parliamentrary groups, 
parliaments, international organizations) were coded. Finally, the Dutch opposition and 
coalition, as well as the considered states were included as collective actors, as well. The 
main code list, finally, contains all coded concepts that were derived as laid out in chapter 

V.3. The code list also includes the entire author code list. All authors and concepts were 
identified by a range of search terms disambiguated by the presence or absence of further 
search terms within a specified distance of 2, 5, 10, 20, or 30 words. The entire lists can 
be obtained from the author, but remain subject to restrictions in reproduction and use. 

 

Sample text to be coded 

NUMBER:   531007 

SOURCE:   Regering 

DATE:     1 March, 2005 

HEADLINE: Ayaan Hirsi Ali zegt ‘ja’ tegen de Europese Grondwet. 

BODY: 

AYAAN HIRSI ALI (VVD) xxquote 'Een ja tegen de grondwet is nee 

tegen vrouwenhandel xxcomma nee tegen terrorisme xxcomma nee 

tegen armoede xxdot Daarom stem ik ja voor de grondwet xxdot' 

xxbreak NL   EU xxbreak GRONDWETEU xxdotNL xxbreak Ayaan Hirsi 

Ali zegd 'ja' tegen de Europese Grondwet xxdot Wat doet u 

xxquestion xxbreak  xxbreak 

NUMBER:   531008 

SOURCE:   Regering 

ː ː ː 

  



COMMUNICATION, CONTEXTUALIZATION, & COGNITION 

179 

 

Step 1: Coding document properties from header 

List in use: TAGS, SOURCES 

 Each article begins with the tag NUMBER:, followed by three spaces and a unique 
article id number. there are a number of other tags that may occur. tag values always 
stand between the colon and three spaces on the left (:   ) and a line break on the right. 
the list of tags is concluded by the BODY: tag which introduces the article content. 
everything between BODY: and the next NUMBER: tag or the document end is 
content of the article. 

 search for "[TAG]:   *xxbreak" 

Tag Status format conclude 
by 

save as 

NUMBER: required ###### line break it is 

SOURCE: required outlet or party 
in clear name 

line break identify 
according to 
source list 

DATE: NP,TV 
required 
PC optional 

Month ##, 
#### OR 
##.##.#### 

line break transform into 
unified format 

HEADLINE: optional string line break it is 

SUBHEAD: optional string line break it is 

DATELINE: NP optional string line break it is 

BYLINE: NP optional string line break it is 

HIGHLIGHT: NP optional string line break it is 

BODY: required nonstop text 
without line 
breaks 

line break 
‗NUMBER:
‘OR end. 

do not 
process yet 

NP: Newspaper Subsample; TV: Television Subsample; PC: Political Campaign Subsample 
 
 

Data file 
tag value 

NUMBER: 531007 

SOURCE: GOVT 

DATE: 01.03.05 

HEADLINE: Ayaan Hirsi Ali zegt ‘ja’ tegen de Europese Grondwet. 

SUBHEAD: . 

DATELINE: . 

BYLINE: . 

HIGHLIGHT: . 

BODY: 
 

AYAAN HIRSI ALI (VVD) xxquote ‘Een ja […] xxquestion xxbreak 
xxbreak 
ː                     ː                        ː 
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Step 2: Coding quoted authors 

list in use: AUTHORS 

 search for "xxbreak * xxquote * xxbreak" 
 Within the article texts, search for strings between xxbreak (or a real line break such as 

the one introducing the BODY) and the subsequent xxbreak which contain xxquote; 
the part of the string between the first xxbreak (or real line break at the beginning of 
the BODY) and xxquote contains the author of a statement; this author should be 
identified using the authors list. if multiple authors apply (e.g., the person and the 
party), the author on the lowest level of the hierarchy should be selected (i.e., the 
person). if no author can be found, the author "OTHER" applied. subsequently, this 
author should be saved as another property (AUTHOR:) of the string between 
xxquote and the second xxbreak. Once this has happened, everything between the 
first xxbreak (or real line break)  and the xxquote, including the xxquote, should be 
deleted. 
 

Data file 
word ID word NUMBER SOURCE DATE … AUTHOR 

1000000001 AYAAN 531007 GOVT 01.03.05 … . 

1000000002 HIRSI 531007 GOVT 01.03.05 … . 

1000000003 ALI 531007 GOVT 01.03.05 … . 

1000000004 VVD 531007 GOVT 01.03.05 … . 

1000000005 xxquote 531007 GOVT 01.03.05 … . 

1000000006 Een 531007 GOVT 01.03.05 … 703250 

1000000007 ja 531007 GOVT 01.03.05 … 703250 

1000000008 tegen 531007 GOVT 01.03.05 … 703250 

1000000009 de 531007 GOVT 01.03.05 … 703250 

1000000010 grondwet 531007 GOVT 01.03.05 … 703250 

Step 3: Concept recognition 

list in use: CONCEPTS 

 Run concept list over article and identify all concepts. the context unit is shifting 
(relative distance as disambiguation measures) but delimited by article boundaries (the 
first word considered is the one following the BODY:<line break>, and the last one is 
the one preceding NUMBER: or the document end). Coding unit is the word. 

 Run concept list also over the contents of the HEADLINE:, DATELINE:, 
BYLINE:, SUBHEAD: and HIGHLIGHT: tags, using the tag content and the 
following additional text as context units: 

HEADLINE: SUBHEAD, HIGHLIGHT, first 30 words of the text 
DATELINE: HEADLINE, SUBHEAD, HIGHLIGHT, first 30 words of the text 
BYLINE: none 
SUBHEAD: HEADLINE, HIGHLIGHT, first 30 words of the text 
HIGHLIGHT: HEADLINE, SUBHEAD, first 30 words of the text 
 Within the HEADLINE:, DATELINE:, BYLINE:, SUBHEAD: and HIGHLIGHT: 

tags, save only the list of recognized concepts. 
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Data file 
word ID word … HEADLINE … AUTHOR CONCEPT 

1000000018 Daarom … 703250 101470 101473 
100532 210100  

… 703250 . 

1000000019 stem … 703250 101470 101473 
100532 210100  

… 703250 101470 
101473 

1000000020 ik … 703250 101470 101473 
100532 210100  

… 703250 320050 

100000021 ja … 703250 101470 101473 
100532 210100  

… 703250 400320 

… … … … … … … 

100000044 doet … 703250 101470 101473 
100532 210100  

… . . 

100000045 u … 703250 101470 101473 
100532 210100  

… . 320100 

Step 4: Coding subheadings 

 search for "xxsubhead * xxbreak" 
 Within the article texts, search for strings beginning with xxsubhead through the next 

xxbreak. create a new property (SUBHEAD2:) with value equal to the list of concepts 
recognized between  xxsubhead and xxbreak. apply this property to all text following 
the string until the next following xxsubhead, or the article end. 

Data file 
word ID word NUMBER … CONCEPT SUBHEAD2 … 

2598201422 grondwet 531002 … 230100 . … 

2598201423 xxquestion 531002 … 100007 . … 

2598201424 xxbreak 531002 … 100005 . … 

2598201425 xxbullet 531002 … 100003 260100 230100 100007 … 

2598201426 Om 531002 … . 260100 230100 100007 … 

2598201427 de 531002 … . 260100 230100 100007 … 

2598201428 vrede 531002 … 100990 260100 230100 100007 … 

… … … … … … … 

2598201457 xxsubhead 531002 … 100002 . … 

2598201458 Nederland 531002 … 240370 . … 

Step 5: Coding bullet point lists 

 search for "xxbullet * xxbreak" 
 Mark string between xxbullet and xxbreak; check if xxbreak is followed by another 

xxbullet, and if so, repeat until xxbreak is not followed by another xxbullet any more. 
 Find last string "xxbreak * xxbreak" preceding the "xxbullet * xxbreak" strings, and 

copy list of concepts coded therein into a new property (BULLET:) that is assigned to 
each "xxbullet * xxbreak" string 

 Insert 30 filler words "xxx" before and after the whole list of "xxbullet * xxbreak" 
strings. 
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 Repeat for next occurrence of "xxbullet * xxbreak" in the article until no more are 
found. 

Data file 
word ID word NUMBER … CONCEPT BULLET … 

2598201422 grondwet 531002 … 230100 . … 

2598201423 xxquestion 531002 … 100007 . … 

2598201424 xxbreak 531002 … 100005 . … 

2598201425 xxbullet 531002 … 100003 . … 

2598201426 Om 531002 … . 260100 230100 100007 … 

2598201427 de 531002 … . 260100 230100 100007 … 

2598201428 vrede 531002 … 100990 260100 230100 100007 … 

… … … … … … … 

2598201443 xxbullet 531002 … 100003  … 

2598201444 Om 531002 … . 260100 230100 100007  

2598201445 te 531002 … . 260100 230100 100007  

2598201446 zorgen 531002 … 280160 260100 230100 100007 … 

Step 6: Cleanup 

 Whenever a recognized concept is followed by the same recognized concept again 
without some other concept recognized between the two occurrences, treat the whole 
string from the first to the second occurrence as one word 

 The same applies if a concept coded word is preceded or succeeded, with nothing 
coded in between, by a word coded with multiple concepts one of which is the single 
coded concept; in that case, treat the string as one word and apply the codes applied 
to the multiply coded word. 

 The same applies also if two multiply coded words succeed each other, with nothing 
coded in between, and the coded concepts are identical or one set of coded concepts 
is included in the other set 

 If two multiply coded words succeed each other which share one or more concepts, 
but each contain idiosyncratic concept codes as well, do not collapse anything. 
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Data file   

 

Data file   

word ID word CONCEPT word ID word CONCEPT 

1000000006 Een 400320 1000000006 Een ja 400320 

1000000007 ja 400320 

1000000008 tegen . 1000000008 tegen . 

… … … … … … 

2598201458 Nederland 240370 2598201458 Nederland 
blijft 
Nederland 

210200 
240370 2598201459 blijft . 

2598201460 Nederland 210200 
240370 

… … … … … … 

6782290718 example1 100520 
104521 
405281 

6782290718 example1 100520 
104521 
405281 

6782290718 en . 6782290718 en . 

6782290718 example2 100520 
304562 
405281 

6782290718 example2 100520 
304562 
405281 

Step 7: Simple co-occurrences 

 For each concept, code as co-occurrence every instance in which another concept 
occurs within a distance of # words of each occurrence of the concept in the text (i.e., 
100001 xxx xxx xxx 100002 xxx xxx xxx 100001 would be coded as two co-
occurrences between 100001 and 100002). Eliminate again all auto-co-occurrences. 

Step 8: Enhanced context co-occurrence 

 For each concept within the text, code as co-occurring all concepts listed in the 
BULLET: and SUBHEAD2: properties, and all concepts identified within the 
HEADLINE:, DATELINE:, BYLINE:, SUBHEAD: and HIGHLIGHT: tags; 
eliminate all auto-co-occurrences. 

Step 9: Author-content-link 

 Code as co-occurring for each concept occurrence the source identified on article level 
as well as the author identified, if applicable, as quoted in step 2. 

Step 10: Summarize and save 

 Summarize all co-occurrences on article base such that each article is represented by 
its ID, a number of article level properties (the tags coded in step 1), and a co-
occurrence matrix. 
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Data file 
NUMBER SOURCE DATE … # # # # # # # # # # # # # # # 

531002 GOVT 01.03.05 … 

0 2 0 4 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 

2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

4 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 3 

1 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 2 

0 0 0 1 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 

1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 3 2 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 

… … … … .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 
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IX.6. Frame list ‘Frames in Communication’ 

Volkspartij voor Vrijheid en Democratie (VVD, People’s party for Freedom and Democracy, right-liberal) 

Identities in Strong 
Liberal Europe 

Distribution of 
Competences in 
Europe 

Resolve Dis-
agreements 
& Combat 
Crime 

European 
Free Trade 

Relevance of 
EU Policy 
Fields 

Enlargement 
Spreads 
Human 
Rights 

    

1. Treaties 
Supersede National 
Law: 
constitution, 
overrule, treaties 
2. Dutch Identity in 
Strong Liberal EU: 
control, Dutch 
constitution, VVD, 
Jozias van Aartsen, 
voting Yes, 
economy, liberal, 
power, EU 
Constitution, 
exploitation, pro, 
efficiency, EU 
identity, protecting, 
Netherlands, 
national identity, 
superstate, 
surrender, Dutch 
identity, arguments 
3. Low Interest in 
Europe: 
Europe, raise 
interest, convince, 
Spain, Dutch, 
unclear, clear 

1. Institutional 
Setup: 
competences, 
democratic, 
decisions, EU 
Parliament, EU 
Council, 
participation in EU 
policies, EU, Nice 
Treaty 
2. Unpopular EU 
Policies: 
agriculture, 
European level, EU 
countries, national 
constitutions, 
Turkey, MEPs, 
Jules Maaten, 
union, Yes voting 
countries, voting 
No 
3. Uneven 
Influence: 
influence, national 
level, big EU 
countries, citizens, 
EU legislation, 
status quo 

chance, 
conflict, 
justice & 
interior, 
crime, 
reality, 
cooperation, 
police, 
developmen
t, threat 

autonomy, 
EU 
Commission 
trade, open, 
social state, 
Stability 
Pact, EU 
Commissio-
ner 

immigration, 
asylum, 
relevance, 
interest, 
work, Dutch 
Guilder, 
simplify 

accession, 
new EU 
members, 
human 
rights, short 
term, 
conditions 

    Dutch Liberties 
& Yes Camp 

 National Vetoes 
Less Important 

 CDA, PvdA & 
Turnout 

 Distrust in 
Government  

 Hope for French 
Referendum 

 Try to Form an 
Opinion 

 Never Again the 
Wars of the Past 

 Parliamentary or 
Popular 
Ratification 
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GroenLinks (GL, Green Left, green-alternative) 

Economic 
Integration & 
Welfare 

Invalid Contra 
Arguments & No 
Superstate 

More 
Transpa-rency 
in EU 
Decisions 

Eurosceptic 
& Big 
Countries‘ 
Interests 

Protect Social 
& Human 
Rights 

No Camp 
Doubts 
Advantages 

Cooperation 
& Balance 
Necessary 

No Camp 
Threat 

  

1. Incoherent Rules 
for World Economy 
& Poverty: 
combat, EU, 
constitution, 
convince, labour, 
Dutch identity, trade, 
goal, different 
legislation, poverty, 
Dutch constitution, 
negative, world 
economic powers, 
poor countries, 
important 
2. Summary of 
Current EU 
Legislation: 
constitutional rules, 
summary, EU 
legislation, EU 
countries, union 

1. No Superstate: 
competences, 
national 
constitutions, 
superstate, false 
2. Arguments Against 
the  Constitution 
Invalid: 
agriculture, reform, 
reality, referendum, 
EU constitution, bad, 
contra, voting No, 
discontent, invalid 
reasons, Turkey, 
price rises, voting 
Yes, arguments 
3. Liberalization: 
equality, liberalization 

intransparent 
politics, less, 
decisions, 
European 
level, EU 
Council, 
more, EU 
Commission, 
EU 
Parliament, 
control, 
national level 

Influence, No 
camp, 
national 
preferences, 
big EU 
countries, 
eurosceptic 
countries, 
interest, 
Netherlands, 
other 
countries, 
relevance 

compromise, 
migrants, 
human rights, 
protection, 
antidiscrimi-
nation, social 
state, asylum 

treaties, 
Comité 
Grondwet 
Nee, Joost 
Eigendijk, 
doubts, pro, 
Yes camp, 
possible 

cooperation, 
policy fields, 
power, peace, 
balance, 
necessary, 
Europe, war 

threat, NGL, 
Geert 
Wilders, SP, 
Jan 
Marijnissen 

  No Military in 
Iraq 

 Developed 
Countries‘ 
Energy Waste 

 Borders & 
Problems 

 Foreign Policy, 
Development & 
Security 

 Nationally 
Bounded 
Prosecution 

 Domestic Health 
& Education 
Policy 

ChristenUnie (CU, Christian Union, Christian social conservative) 

Loss of Influence in 
Superstate EU 

Discontent in French 
Referendum 

Christian 
Heritage in 
EU 
Constitution 

Everyone Un-
derestimates 
Referendum 

Preservation 
of Cultural 
Diversity 

Better Control 
of EU 
Subsidiarity 

Competences 
in Another 
Europe 

Cross Border 
Crime & 
Security 

  

1. Loss of 
Democratic 
Influence: 
costs, democratic, 

Follow, goal, opinion 
poll, French 
referendum result, 
campaign material, 

combat, 
national 
preferences, 
EU 

membership, 
EU 
parliament, 
referendum, 

culture, denial, 
diversity, 
future, EU 
identity, 

control, 
decisions, 
European 
level, EU 

another 
Europe, 
competences, 
EU countries, 

borders, open, 
crime, 
security, 
development 

  Rich EU 
Countries 

 Constitution 
Too Far 
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EU, loss of 
influence, surrender, 
Netherlands, small 
countries, Turkey  
2. Domestic Policy 
Fields: 
education, health, 
policy fields 
3. Loss of Identity: 
decision procedures, 
loss of identity, 
Dutch liberties, 
typical, threat, 
superstate 

contra, discontent, 
bad, job loss, Yes 
camp, vote No, 
citizens, CU, Dutch 
constitution, 
irrelevant, worries, 
foolish, social state, 
No camp, Dutch 
identity, distrust 

legislation, 
EU 
constitution, 
Christianity, 
SGP, SP, 
fundamental 
rights, good, 
government 

underestima-
tion, long 
term, 
everyone, Jan 
Peter 
Balkenende, 
Politics, 
campaign 

national 
identity, 
unclear, 
relevance, 
interest, pro, 
clear 

Parliament, 
subsidiarity, 
more 

legitimacy, 
usually 

 
 

Reaching 

Socialistische Partij (SP, Socialist Party, neo-marxist) 
Defective European 
vs. National 
Democracy 

Constitution 
Militarizes EU & 
Netherlands 

French & 
Dutch 
Referenda 

Christian 
Conservative 
Influence 

Differences in 
National 
Legislations 

Social State & 
Labour 
Relations 

Big Countries‘ 
Preferences 

   

1. Democratic EU 
Parliament? 
citizens, impossible, 
arguments, 
competences, 
democratic, EU 
parliament, power, 
Belgium 
2. National 
Democracy: 
decisions, 
contradictory, SP, 
national 
parliamentary 
democracy, short 
term, Ronald van 
Raak, European 
level, national level, 

1. EU Better Without 
Army: 
army, duty, NATO, 
EU, EU legislation, 
before, better 
2. Threats Posed by 
EU Constitution & 
Minister Donner 
Europe, threat, EU 
Constitution, 
Netherlands, Harry 
van Bommel, war, 
Piet Hein Donner, 
referendum failure, 
superstate, Dutch 
constitution, contra, 
Jan Marijnissen 

controversy, 
referendum, 
French 
referendum, 
French result, 
Dutch 
politics, 
confidence, 
EU politics, 
Dutch people, 
parliament, 
turnout, 
impact, Dutch 
identity, 
elections, 
problem 

influence, 
Christianity, 
knowledge, 
clear, opinion 
polls, CDA, 
unclear, 
justice& 
interior 

agriculture, 
different 
legislation, 
national 
constitutions, 
new EU 
members, 
goal, 
negotiate, 
more 
 

economy, 
social state, 
labour, human 
rights, 
women, policy 
fields 

national 
preferences, 
Jacques 
Chirac, 
France, 
Germany 
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MEPs, discontent, 
EU commission, EU 
countries, pro 

NRC Handelsblad (Highbrow Newspaper), phase I (Introduction) 

Diversity of Interests 
Among the Peoples 
of Europe 

Parties Debate Pros 
& Cons of 
Referendum 
Expectations 

Economic 
Threat & 
Welfare 

Immigration 
Across Open 
Borders 

Intergovern-
mental 
Coordination 

New & 
Future 
Member 
States 

Countries 
Outside the 
Eurozone 

Dutch 
Liberality 

  

1. Diversity of  
Interests in Europe: 
accession, Hungary, 
diversity, Europe, F 
Bolkestein, P 
Fortuyn, we, EU 
commissioner, 
power, EU countries, 
EU, god, surrender 
influence, 
Christianity, Poland, 
A Kwasniewski, L 
Kaczynski, Iraq, 
national preferences, 
Germany, France 
2. The Will of the 
People: decide, 
democratic, EU 
people, no one, 
impact, rules, citizens 
3. Periphery: unite, 
worries, self, you, 
convention, EU 
commission, small 
countries, 
Netherlands 

1. Pros & Cons of 
the Expected Yes 
Vote: poll, vote Yes, 
referendum, VVD, 
SP, Dutch 
constitution, EU 
constitution, pro, 
contra 
2. Other Involved 
Parties: parliament, 
GroenLinks, LPF, 
CDA, PvdA, D66 
3. Periphery: 
disinterest, 
government, doubts 
& distrust, No camp, 
campaign, Yes camp, 
threat, vote No, 
turnout, Dutch, 
ChristenUnie, SGP 

economy, L 
Brinkhorst, 
Ministry of 
Economic 
Affairs, too 
late, social 
state, 
employees, 
work, 
job/economic 
loss, reform 

borders, open, 
security, 
national level, 
immigration, 
EU level, 
simplify, 
police, 
asylum, veto, 
justice, 
migrants 

Finland, EU 
Council, 
Ministry of 
Foreign 
Affairs, D de 
Villepen, 
French 
foreign 
minister 

Cyprus, 
future, 
Turkey, Malta, 
Bulgaria, 
Romania, new 
member states 

currencies, 
euro, Swedish, 
British, 
Danish, UK, 
T Blair 

Dutch 
identity, 
liberal, JP 
Balkenende, 
W Bos, M 
Verhagen, 
opposition 

  History of EU 
Politics 

 Polish Concern 
With Catholic 
Church 

 Minority Policy 
in Hungary 

 German-Polish 
Disagreements 

 Cooperation 
Within NATO 

 Charter of 
Fundamental 
Rights 

NRC Handelsblad (Highbrow Newspaper), phase V (Campaign) 
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Dutch Referendum 
Campaign 

EU Level 
Interference With 
National Policy & 
Preferences 

French & UK 
Referenda 

US Anti-
Terror Policy 

EU Member 
States 

Price Rises 
Due to the 
Euro 

Christianity & 
ChristenUnie 

Balkan 
Enlargement 

  

1. Pro & Con 
Arguments: another 
referendum, 
referendum, Dutch 
constitution, EU 
constitution, contra, 
pro, vote Yes, vote 
No, government, 
citizens, information, 
Dutch, qualified 
majority voting, 
constitutional rules, 
arguments 
2. Camps & Parties: 
No camp, Yes camp, 
campaign, VVD, J 
van Aartsen, PvdA, 
CDA, GroenLinks, 
SP, LPF, M Herben 
3. Periphery: 
cynicism, better, 
opinion poll, invalid 
reason, result, 
turnout, positive, M 
Verhagen, D66, B 
Dittrich, relevance, 
Dutch identity, 
Netherlands, We, No 
countries, short term, 
too late,  J Borrell, 
Comité Grondwet 
Nee, internet, doubts 

1. EU Superstate: 
another Europe, 
decisions, EU level, 
Europe, superstate, 
EU, EU countries, 
EU legislation 
2. Periphery: national 
constitutions, 
national preferences, 
Yes countries, legal 
incoherence, EU 
commissioner, status 
quo, democratic, 
national level, other 
countries, simple 
majority voting, veto, 
power block, EU 
Commission, open, 
agriculture, union 
3. EU Ban on Drugs: 
borders, controversial 
Dutch legislation, 
drugs, combat, 
cooperation, threat, 
crime, police 
 

elections, UK, 
British, T 
Blair, French 
referendum, 
UK 
referendum, 
French result, 
French, 
France, 
Jacques 
Chirac, JP 
Raffarin, D de 
Villepen, 
uncertainty, 
Luxemburg, 
JC Juncker, G 
Fini 

conflicting 
interests 
(dispute), 
discontent, 
worries, USA, 
T van Gogh, 
Islam, 
Afghanistan, 
GW Bush 

Italy, Spain, 
Greece, EU 
Parliament, 
Lithuania, 
Austria, 
Hungary, 
good 

currencies, 
euro, guilder, 
Eurozone, 
cheaper, more 
expensive 

power, 
Christianity, 
ChristenUnie, 
A Rouvoet, 
religion, 
church 

accession, 
Bulgaria, 
Croatia, 
Romania, new 
member 
states, Turkey 

  German & 
Russian 
Politicians 

 Zalm: Costs of 
Europe 

 Foreign Affairs 

 Contradictory 
Arguments 

 International 
Security & 
Military 
Engagements 

 Human & 
Democratic 
Rights 
Protection 

 Subsidiarity in 
Education 

 Big vs. Small 
Countries 
Balance 

 Poland & Jewish 
History 

 World 
Economic 
Powers & Poor 
Countries 

 Czech Politicians 

 Economy & 
Work Relations 

 Job Loss & EU 
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& distrust, online 
voting advisers 
4. Radicals‘ 
Campaigns: Pim 
Fortuyn, flyers, G 
Wilders, media 

NOS Journaal (News Show, Public Television) 
Various News on the 
Constitutional 
Referenda 

Marijnissen: Turkish 
Accession & No 
More Legal Drugs 

No Camp: 
Loss of 
Influence 

VVD Admits 
Euro Caused 
Price Rises 

EU Efforts to 
Enforce EU 
Laws 

Loss of Dutch 
Identity 

Balkenende: 
Yes Result 
Expected 

Bos: Better 
Social 
Protection 

  

1. Constitutional 
Referenda: 
constitution, Europe, 
French referendum, 
referendum, Dutch 
constitution, EU 
constitution 
2. Periphery: French 
result, contra, 
French, citizens, vote 
No, follow, result, 
turnout, Dutch, 
Netherlands, we, 
referendum failure, 
referendum, possible, 
doubts & distrust, 
self, vote Yes, pro, 
parliament, good, 
you, France, hope, 
EU, they 

accession, arguments, 
turkey, J Marijnissen, 
controversial Dutch 
legislation, drugs 

surrender 
influence, No 
camp, 
campaigm, G 
Wilders, D66 

Euro, Guilder, 
VVD, false, 
more 
expensive 

combat, 
crime, veto, 
EU level, EU 
legislation 

surrender, 
Dutch 
identity, big 
countries, 
other 
countries 

opinion poll, 
positive, JP 
Balkenende, 
clear 

social state, 
PvdA, better, 
W Bos 

  Parliamentary 
Ratification in 
Germany 

Barend & van Dorp (Talk Show, Private Television) 

Rouvoet: Less 
Bureaucracy, Less 
Superstate 

GroenLinks: 
Redistribution of 
Competences 

Spanish & 
Dutch 
Cultures 
Incompatible  

EU Politics & 
the French 
Result 

Buitenweg: 
Democratic 
Influence 

Expected 
Referendum 
Results 

Cross-border 
Crime & 
Immigration 

Discontent 
with 
Expensive 
Euro 
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bureaucracy, 
constitution, social 
state, A Rouvoet, 
simplify, big 
countries, 
ChristenUnie, 
necessary, hope, 
influence, Yes 
countries, No 
countries, superstate 

competences, EU 
level, EU, EU 
legislation, national 
level, EU Parliament, 
before, GroenLinks 

culture, Spain, 
national 
preferences, 
Spanish, 
Dutch 
identity, 
diversity, 
problem 

conflicting 
interests, 
French result, 
NGL, 
Europe, EU 
politicians, 
politics 

decide, 
parliament, 
surrender, 
citizens, K 
Buitenweg 

referendum, 
result, we, 
VVD, expect 

borders, 
crime, 
combat, 
asylum, 
compare 

Euro, Guilder, 
discontent, 
cheaper 

  Zalm: Jobs! 

 SP Worried 
About War 

 International 
Politics 

 What Should 
One Vote? 
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IX.7. Agreement patterns ‘Frames in Communication’ 

Table IX.7.1: Unique and common associations in the political discourse of ChristenUnie (CU), 
GroenLinks (GL), SP & VVD (VV) 

 VV total 
 

unique total two nets total three nets total 
 

GL total 

all lines 1064 
 

3843 349 51 
 

799 
clusters only 432 

 
1428 55 5 

 
384 

 

        VV only SP ∩ VV 

 

GL ∩ VV 

 

CU ∩ GL GL only 

all lines 835 77 31 33 654 
clusters only 395 12 8 9 354 
 

 

 

CU ∩ GL ∩ VV 

 

GL ∩ SP ∩ VV 

 

 all lines 

 
7 18 

 clusters only 

 
0 2 

  

 

CU ∩ VV 

 

ALL 

 

GL ∩ SP 

 

all lines 66 11 38 
clusters only 12 1 9 
 

 

 

CU ∩ SP ∩ VV 

 

CU ∩ GL ∩ SP 

 

 all lines 

 
19 7 

 clusters only 

 
2 1 

  CU only 
 

 

CU ∩ SP 

 

 
SP only 

all lines 1370 
 

104 
 

984 
clusters only 376 

 
5 

 
303 

 

        CU total 
  

total lines 
  

SP total 

all lines 1617 
  

4254 
  

1258 
clusters only 406 

  
1489 

  
335 
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Table IX.7.2: Unique and common associations in the journalistic discourse of Barend & van Dorp 
(BD), NOS Journaal (NJ), and NRC Handelsblad phases I (N1) & V (N5) 

 BD total 
 

unique total two nets total three nets total 
 

NJ total 

all lines 347 
 

6109 653 119 
 

686 
clusters only 172 

 
1984 179 40 

 
288 

 

        BD only N5 ∩ BD 

 

NJ ∩ BD 

 

N1 ∩ NJ NJ only 

all lines 241 46 2 26 406 
clusters only 143 15 3 11 184 
 

 

 

N1 ∩ NJ ∩ BD 

 

NJ ∩ N5 ∩ BD 

 

 all lines 

 
0 10 

 clusters only 

 
0 5 

  

 

N1 ∩ BD 

 

ALL 

 

NJ ∩ N5 

 

all lines 18 15 133 
clusters only 3 1 51 
 

 

 

N1 ∩ N5 ∩ BD 

 

N1 ∩ NJ ∩ N5 

 

 all lines 

 
15 94 

 clusters only 

 
2 33 

  N1 only 

  

N1 ∩ N5 

 

 
N5 only 

all lines 2265 428 
 

3197 
clusters only 582 96 

 
1075 

 

        N1 total 
  

total lines 
  

N5 total 

all lines 2861 
  

6896 
  

3938 
clusters only 728 

  
2204 

  
1278 
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IX.8. Moderator guidelines ‘Frames in Cognition’ 

Discussion rationale 
The discussion is split into one ‗and also‘-part, and one ‗I see that differently‘-part. As 

will be clear from the outline below, the first part serves mainly the purpose of listing 
everything that comes to mind, and putting it on the map. This part follows rules similar 
to brainstorming: Every idea is good, so criticism is only allowed in form that adds to the 
existing range of ideas (‗I don‘t think that‘s the main point, but there is also X and Y‘). 
Active moderation should be largely limited to situations where the discussion gets stuck 
or runs off track. In the second part, the concepts‘ alignment on the map is discussed, 
probing criticism, seeking qualification and differentiating between more and less relevant 
concepts. 

This should also be reflected in the style of discussion: other ideas, in the first part, 
need not relate to the previous ones, and may be appropriately introduced as ‗and also, I 
find that…‘. In the second part, on the contrary, reference to the currently discussed 
concept is crucial. Instead of additionality, the rule here is competition. Not every idea is 
as good as the others, so the task is to compete with arguments and see how much 
thought there is behind introduced concepts. Note, however, that this competition is a 
means, not an ends. It serves to encourage participants to justify, elaborate, and take 
stands. By no means should ideas be ‗outcompeted‘ and silenced. The prototypical 
introduction of a new thought is ‗I see that differently, …‘ 

Due to the small number of groups, and the nature of research, it appears advisable to 
have all groups conducted by the same moderator. This way, comparability can be 
increased, and the building familiarity of the moderator with peoples‘ responses to the 
outlined questions can be utilized. Also, it reduces preparation efforts for the moderator. 

Data gathering rationale 
The purpose of the focus group, including pretest, is to elicit sense-making and 

association patterns respondents have developed to understand the draft EU 
Constitution. The discussion moves from spontaneous (Pretest) and uncued (Q1-2), over 
dimensionally cued (effects, reasons, Q3-4), personally tied (Q5-6), politically relevant 
(Q7-9) and projective (Q10-11) questions towards systematic probing (phase II). The 
underlying idea for phase I is to explore thinking in as many directions as possible, thus 
including personal and inferential thinking-back items, counterfactual reasoning, forward-
looking projection and normative grounding beside the items assessing current ideas and 
attitudes. Thus, the cognitive network providing the understanding of the European 
constitutional process shall be sketched. In the second phase, the research interest 
concerns how much and what these concepts contribute to this understanding, and how 
these contributions interact with other concepts considered relevant. Thus, the suggested 
ten starting items for phase II do not represent assumedly most relevant concepts, but a 
selection that is distributed such that most things that are considered by respondents 
should be accessible from these (e.g., ‗Business‘ is expected to render ‗Growth‘ 
‗Globalization‘, ‗Employment‘ and the notions of neoliberal vs. social policy options 
accessible as well). 
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Guidelines for discussion phase I 
The first phase of the group discussion is largely unstructured, relying on associations 

and thoughts provided by the participants. The group is asked to discuss first the 
European Constitution (EC), what it ‗is‘, what it was good for, why it was created, what 
their personal attitude towards it comes from, why it was rejected, and what should 
happen now (see questions below). Using associations that the participants took down in 
the pre-test should be encouraged. This discussion should be as free as possible, with 
minimum interventions by the facilitator. Clarification of statements can be sought, 
insisting should be avoided. The purpose of this stage is to derive as many concepts as 
possible, which the participants consider relevant to the understanding of the EC. The 
information required concerns primarily the meaning of associated concepts, and the 
quality of their links to the EC. Beyond this, linkages between these concepts are of 
interest. In this stage, no deep examination of concepts takes place; instead it serves to 
sketch the overall cognitive map(s) within which the Constitution is located. 

Participants can be encouraged to follow trains of thought (e.g., explaining how in 
their mind EC is caused by A, which again depends on B and C and was related to D), 
but this should not go too much into detail. Also, discussants are welcome to disagree on 
whether or not, and how concepts are related, however, this should not be discussed any 
further but postponed to phase II. As a rule, disagreement is fine as long as it leads to the 
introduction of other ideas (‗I think, it‘s not so much A but B.‘), and should be 
postponed if it contests an idea‘s validity itself (‗I think that is just not true.‘) Where 
concepts remain unclear, the moderator should seek clarification, but not elaboration. 
Generally, insisting should be unnecessary. 

Under all circumstances, it should be avoided that the discussion gets stuck circling 
around one concept. The latest when information becomes redundant, the moderator 
should pick up other previously mentioned but not yet explored concepts, or, if 
appropriate, move on to the next question. It is fine, however, if the discussion returns to 
one concept, indicating a new link that wasn‘t discussed before. 

The questions for this phase are arranged such that participants are likely to tap one or 
another of these in the natural course of discussion. Logically, they build three clusters: 
One concerning the understanding and sense-making of the project, one touching upon 
the formation of an attitude towards it, and one focussing the understanding and 
evaluation of the political happenings in and since the referendum. Should the group 
jump between questions within one cluster, or discuss the next one first before returning 
to the former, that is no problem at all as long as all aspects are covered. Premature 
jumps between the clusters, however, should be cut off, except when the former is 
sufficiently covered and can be abandoned. Aside these limitations, spontaneous 
manoeuvring between questions of one cluster is preferred to prompted transitions. 

During the discussion, the moderator fills in cards with concepts raised in the 
discussion. These should be kept close to participants‘ wordings. Asking participants for 
suggestions (‗How would you summarize this idea in a few words?‘) can be used to focus 
contributions, if necessary. The cards will be used to structure the second phase of the 
discussion. 
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Guidelines for discussion phase II 
The second phase of the discussion is much more structured than the first, 

investigating what connections people do make beyond spontaneous association. Based 
on a pre-selected range of cards, those concepts, which came up in phase one, are 
replaced by the cards worded in the participants‘ words. Subsequently, the group is asked 
to arrange the cards in a relation map, grouping closely related issues and drawing lines 
for relevant links. For practical reasons, I would suggest to start with a selection of ten 
cards to be displayed, which are arranged first, in an order suggested by the group; 
subsequently, cards would be added one by one (random order), including the possibility 
to put a card aside for a moment and place the next one(s) first. 

During this, the participants are asked to justify suggested positionings, and to 
elaborate on the quality and the relevance of the perceived links. Clarification should be 
sought where it is not provided through the group interaction. Participants should be 
actively engaged to state their opinion on suggested positionings, and prompted for 
disagreement or unease. 

In this discussion, the facilitator is free to suggest other positionings of concepts and 
elicit comments as to why the suggestion is seen as appropriate or not. Most relevantly, 
the moderator should probe whether participants accord with claims for social reasons 
(yielding to perceived superior knowledge, need for harmony, indifference) without 
understanding them or considering them relevant. The option to disagree with a card‘s 
positioning on the basis of not seeing its relevance should be explicitly kept open. If the 
participants agree that something should not be part of the map, removal of a card is 
possible. Both for agreed positionings and agreed removals, dissenters should be noted. 
Dissent must be treated as perfectly acceptable. 

Participants are encouraged to discuss disagreements, but under the constraint that the 
whole group should be involved. Debates between two opponents should be opened up, 
by asking other participants for their opinions. It is not intended to come to an 
agreement, so redundant discussions should be terminated, just noting that an issue 
remains controversial. The value of these discussions is that participants reveal their 
reasoning, not that they arrive at any consensual conclusion. Also, more interesting than 
which side prevails is how to see what understanding is shared, and what is not. 

The danger most important to avoid in this phase is a monopolization of the 
discussion by the more outspoken (or knowledgeable) participants. It is okay (and 
unsurprising) if for some issues some discussants have more to add than others, but if 
this pattern persists across issues, these participants should be silenced. Aside the active 
involvement of passive participants, the moderator can in such cases also stress that the 
group discussion is not about knowledge, but about diversity in perceptions. Therefore, 
more elaborate and founded perceptions are by no means privileged over crude and 
attitude-based ones. 

Focus group questions phase I 

Introductory comment 
As you may have guessed from the questionnaire, I would like to hear your opinions 

about several issues concerning the European Constitution, on which you had a vote one 
year ago. In that respect, I am interested in your personal views: What you think, what 
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you believe, also if you don‘t really know a lot about it. So this is not primarily about what 
you recall or know about the whole debate, but about what of all that made sense to you. 
Please do feel free do discuss whatever comes to mind from my questions! 

Cluster 1: Sense-making 
 If you had to explain this to someone who never heard of it, what would you say was 

this draft European constitution all about? 
 Were there particular questions or confusions for yourself about the draft 

constitution? What were they about? 
 What do you think would have been the main effects if this draft constitution had 

been adopted? 
 [If the issue doesn‟t come up itself, please insert: ‗It was also often said that the draft 

constitution would have made Europe more democratic, that is, given more influence 
to the people…‘] 

 Could you think of what intentions different actors pursued in this constitutional 
process? What actors? 

Cluster 2: Attitude formation 
 Was there anything in this draft constitution that might have touched things that are 

important to you personally? What? How so? 
 Thinking back to when you were asked to cast a vote in the referendum, what reasons 

were important for making up your mind? 

Cluster 3: Political opinion 
 In your opinion, what were the reasons that led to the failure of the constitutional 

referendum here in the Netherlands? 
 [Leave out if really necessary] What are, in your opinion, the consequences of this Dutch 

‗No‘ in the referendum? Do you have any personal feelings concerning this outcome? 
 Do you think that this referendum, rejecting the draft constitution, changed anything 

in how much influence ordinary people have on European politics? 
 [Leave out if necessary] This summer, the European heads of governments will discuss 

how to proceed with regard to the European constitutional process. Could you 
speculate a bit about what might be the possible future developments? 

 [Leave out if necessary] What do you think should be done next? 
Underlined words are key words in the question. While in most cases they are 

obvious, in some cases they are not (note, for instance, that in Q4 ‗different‘ is more 
important than ‗actors‘ – the latter are being followed up upon only in the second part). 

Focus group questions phase II 

Introductory question 
 Now, I have collected a number of issues that you and other people have said to be 

related to the European Constitution. How would you group and arrange them on a 
map? You can also draw lines and arrows if you want to indicate that something is 
related.  Also, if you feel that something is not really relevant here, we can dismiss 
cards. 
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Concepts to be arranged 

Bureaucracy 
Member states 
Business 
European Parliament 
Civil society 
Elites 
Superstate 
Harmonization 
EU trading block 
Common voice in the 

world 
Security policy 
Enlargement 
Fortress Europe 
Social policy 

Employment 
Economic growth 
Globalization 
Legal necessity 
Practical considerations 
Legitimacy 
Transparency 
Democratic Europe 
European citizens 
National identity 
National democracy 
Efficiency of decision 

making 
Unify treaties 
Conflicts 

Visions of Europe 
European vs. national 

interests 
Domestic politics 
Symbolic policy 
Least common 

denominator 
Negotiated compromise 
One side prevails 
Impulse for integration 
Cement current state 
Political manifesto 
Fundamental rights 

protection 
No change 

The items in bold face are those suggested as ten starting concepts. The list is 
arranged in a logical structure which derives from the analysis of answers in the pilot run; 
the implied categories are: ‗Actors & Interest bearers‘ (1-6), ‗Teleologies & Political 
projects‘ (7-14/15), ‗Pressures & Necessities‘ (15/16-19/20), ‗Legitimacy & Democratic 
support‘ (20-24/25), ‗Institutional & Structural imperatives‘ (25/26-27), ‗Interests‘ (28-
30/31), ‗Off-topic influences‘ (31-32), ‗Qualities & Outcomes‘ (33-40). 

Note that this list is only a guideline. Concepts arising from the group discussion 
should generally substitute similar or identical concepts from the list. The list mainly 
serves to ensure that a certain range of concepts is touched regardless of the discussion 
outcomes from the first phase. 

The cards discussed are not limited by this list. This depends entirely on the group 
process. Concepts considered irrelevant, or such that can be unequivocally placed, 
without any need for discussion perceived by the group, can be treated quite briefly. 
However, every concept that is retained on the relation map should be at least briefly 
discussed so the reason why it is arranged this way is made explicit. This also serves to 
probe whether there is really full agreement, or whether just the placement is 
uncontroversial, the substance or link remaining subject to debate. 
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IX.9. Coding guidelines ‘Frames in Cognition’ 
Coding does not serve quantitative analysis, it functions as a step to formalize text into 

proposition structures. Therefore, it is important that coding is exhaustive and 
semantically sensitive, while it is unimportant how many different categories there are, as 
long as their boundaries can be defined. What is coded is semantic concepts. This 
requires that not only can different formulations can be coded into the same category, but 
also the same words may be coded differently depending on their meaning, which derives 
also from the context. All coding takes place within a context of 50 words before and 
after the coded paragraph, but the context should only be used as background 
information to resolve references or indeterminacies in the coded concepts. The codes 
are developed in vivo, so they emerge as their content occurs. If something new occurs, it 
becomes a new code. The codes do not need to form any kind of tree or systematic 
structure. The key criterion is that with the coded concepts and named arrows between 
them, one can fully represent the original semantic content of a statement. Thus, every 
semantically required concept in every statement must be coded one way or another. 
However, to reduce irrelevant information, the following formalizations apply before 
coding: 
 Ignore all statements by the moderator, but transfer elements of these statements into 

the coded replies, if necessary (e.g., in elliptic responses, or where moderator 
statements are referenced explicitly) 

 Ignore passages that only serve as qualifiers or rhetorical formulae (e.g., ‗I think‘, 
‗actually‘, ‗have the feeling that‘) 

 Reduce wordiness: not fast = slow, unless there is reason to keep the negation form; 
reasons may be that there is no unique reduction, if the focus lies on negating one 
quality, without  implying the opposite (e.g., ‗not negative‘ is not the same as 
‗positive‘) 

 Ignore passages which are off topic, concerning the interview situation, or other 
things not made relevant to the EU Constitution. If in doubt, the relevant criterion for 
relevance is whether a participant claims it is relevant, either explicitly, or by 
conversational implication. 

 Reduce all coded statements to their propositional structure, i.e., formalize into 
concepts and relations using the syntactic information as input, but not retaining 
syntax beyond semantic relations. 

 Code only required parts of the propositions made. To test this, try what happens to 
the meaning of a formulation if you delete elements. If the meaning changes the 
concept must be coded. If the meaning remains, or the change affects only off-topic 
information, then it should not be coded. E.g., in the sentence ‗the EU gives you the 
possibility to live in any member state‘, the concept ‗to live‘ matters; in the sentence 
‗it‘s advantageous for the people who live in the Netherlands‘, it can be eliminated 
without changing the core meaning. Perform test after reducing to propositional level, 
to avoid counting concepts as relevant which are only syntactically, but not 
semantically necessary. 

 Treat indirect, figurative, ironic, idiomatic, referential or elliptic statements according 
to what they mean, not what they say, e.g., ‗The information on TV was always, the 
Constitution is good for you, so vote yes and shut up‘, code Information, Tv, 
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biased, pro, Vote Yes, Not Taken Seriously. ‗Waterhoofd‘ does not require 
any codes as ‗water‘, but can be replaced with ‗bureaucracy, negative connotation‘ 
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IX.10. Codebook ‘Frames in Cognition’ 

 Code Name Code Description and Coding Rules Word root 
required? 

 E: Explicit word root 
C: E or Circumscriptions 

A: Abstract/not 
required 

 

FREE CODES 
Controversy Controversy within the group, if explicitly marked; code if 

participants explicitly state they do not agree with an 
introduced statement; 

A 

Accept EU Constitution would, or could have been accepted; the 
opposite of Result 

A 

Accession of  (past or future) new EU members; code also for 
Enlargement 

A 

Achievement  E 
Adapt Changes in the EU Constitution and EU Constitution, 

including those allowing deviations between MSs, in order to 
meet criticisms or to make it more palatable 

A 

Again In the future, expectancy of repetition of events or behaviour C 
Agriculture Including Farming, Fishing etc.; code also for Farmers, 

Agricultural Enterprises, Agricultural Products, etc. 
C 

Army  E 
Arrogance Including implicit reference to Arrogance and behaviour 

evaluated as arrogant; do not code if the stress is on not 
admitting citizens into decision making (Behind Closed 
Doors) 

A 

Autonomy Also Independence, Self-determination, Sovereignty A 
Behind Closed 
Doors 

Some political process, with specific focus on citizens‘ 
possibilities to participate, feel involved and obtain 
information. 

A 

Blame Blaming Netherlands for (being so stupid and) calling a 
Referendum 

A 

Borders Internal Borders within EU E 
Bourgeoisie Elites, Rich individuals, Upper (Middle) Class and well-off 

professionals, as a social group 
C 

Bureaucracy Also circumscriptions (Paper work, Water head, etc.) C 
Cities In opposition to rural/other areas E 
Combat Combat problems or prevent their emergence (terrorism, 

crime, migration, etc.) 
A 

Compare Explicit comparison, looking at other cases and explaining 
implications by drawing parallels; also explicit mentioning 

A 

Comply (actual and future) Member States complying with EU rules A 
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Compromise Explicit, and circumscriptions (make mutual concessions, …) E 

Conflicting 
Interests 

Between Countries, Groups and the Public; code whenever it 
is explicitly mentioned that one side wants something and 
another doesn‘t; do also code if the conflict concerns 
opinions on something do not code if  factual information is 
meant (Contradictory);  

A 

Constitution As generic concept, a Constitution; if concrete constitutions 
are meant, code National Constitutions, Dutch 
Constitution, EU Constitution 

E 

Constitutional 
Rules 

Basic legal rules, main lines, fundamental law in general; if 
human rights protection is mentioned, code Human 
Rights 

A 

Continues All thoughts indicating that the EU Constitution might, or 
will, still come in the future, further attempts will be made, or 
people are still being busy with making it come into force 
somehow 

A 

Control  E 
Convince Someone being able or unable to convince someone else C 
Cooperation States working together/making rules together/negotiating 

and agreeing on rules with the stress on ‗together‘. If the 
stress is on deciding, code Decide 

C 

Costs Paying money for something, or causing costs;  including  
EU membership contributions and the distribution of it  

E 

Crime and criminals E 
Currencies General references to national currencies such as those 

before EMU, and those still existing; code only if it is not 
important which concrete cases are meant; code relevant 
cases separately 

E 

Decide States coming to joint decisions/agreeing on rules with the 
stress on ‗deciding‘. If the stress is on working together, code 
Cooperation; if it is on trading/negotiating, code 
Negotiate 

A 

Democratic References to things being/becoming democratic, 
Democracy, and the principle of majority decisions 

E 

Deny & Admit In the sense of acknowledging and not acknowledging facts; 
by third actors, not Self 

E 

Diversity Differences between (European) cultures and nations, also 
lacking commonalities, or being described as stubborn and 
resistant to integrate, or diversity as a theme itself 

C 

Economy And economic; including specific kinds of business or 
enterprise, unless it appears as interest group Interest 
Groups 

A 

Education Code both if someone specific (including Self) is 
characterized by her education, or if Education is mentioned 
in general 

E 
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Efficiency Faster, more efficient performance of political, 
administrative, or economic institutions 

C 

Elections  E 
Energy And electricity; code whenever word root appears E 
Environment Nature, Environment, and Environmental Policy, including 

related NGOs 
E 

EU Identity Also Common Identity E 
Euro Also Common currency and other circumscriptions; code 

also for the Euro introduction/EMU process 
E 

Europe All references to the EU or Europe, as political or 
geographical entity, undifferentiated; do not code if the 
reference stresses the belonging together of Europe or 
European nations/cultures (Union), or the coming 
together of these (Unite); 

E 

Everyday Life  E 
Exchange 
Currencies 

Exchange Currencies, or other forms of 
withdrawing/obtaining foreign currencies, including those 
currencies that necessitate exchange for Eurozone travellers 

C 

Exploit One actor taking advantage of another‘s wealth or other 
resources; requires intentionality, just benefiting from 
someone else does not suffice; code regardless of 
connotation/evaluation 

A 

Failed The EU Constitution and the Referendum; code if the stress 
is on the Referendum result terminating, or potentially 
terminating, the EU Constitution, or political ambitions 
linked to it; if the stress is on the Result itself, code Result 

A 

First Referendum All thoughts stressing that the Constitutional Referendum 
has been the first chance for the Dutch to cast their vote 
directly on the European Integration Process, and that 
before they might have wanted, but not gotten their say, so 
they carried that over to the Constitutional Referendum; 
code only if the link to the Referendum is made, complaining 
about no influence before does not suffice alone 

A 

Follow As opposed to lead C 
Freedom Travel Freedom of Travelling, Settlement and Labour in the EU, as 

principle and practise 
C 

Goal Intentions/Goals pursued with the EU Constitution; code 
also if the existence of differing or conflicting goals is 
mentioned; also code for inquiries (Why? What did they want 
to achieve? etc.) 

C 

Gratitude  E 
Hide People trying to distract from their own problems C 
History The History of Europe and European (Founding) States E 
Human Rights Fundamental rights and Human rights E 
Identity Personal and collective, but unspecified; also national 

cultures, nationalisms, traditions; code named cases 
C 
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separately (EU Identity, Dutch Identity); Attention! The 
personal Identity of a Dutch person need not be Dutch 
identity, so code Identity for ‗my identity‘, and the Dutch 
identity only for ‗my identity as a Dutch‘, or ‗the Identity of 
the Dutch‘, etc. 

Ignore The outcome of the Dutch Referendum being ignored A 
Immigration Unnamed, impersonal foreigners coming or being invited to 

come to Netherlands; also code for the history of ethnic 
groups‘ immigration in the Netherlands 

A 

Impact Individuals‘ personal influence on political decisions; any 
level 

A 

Influence Countries‘ or political institutions‘ influence on political 
decisions; any level 

A 

International 
Politics 

In general, not confined to EU context C 

Interpretation Of the Referendum Result C 
Interest Groups Actors described as having a commercial interest in the 

ratification of the EU constitution 
A 

Just Punishment Also specific reactions expected in reaction to the failed 
referendum perceived as just punishment of those 
responsible for the failure, especially the government 

E
  

Laws National laws or rules which are affected by the EU 
Constitution, should be protected from it, or represent in 
other ways national rules which are made relevant to the 
Constitution 

A 

Leave EU The notion of countries leaving the EU E 
Legal 
Incoherence 

Different rules/laws applying in different places, with the 
stress on legal incoherence; if the stress is more on different 
(legitimate) ways of dealing with things, code Diversity or 
National Preferences; may also be between regions 

A 

Liberalization And Privatization and Globalization as abstract processes E 
Minorities Minorities within the EU countries, referred to by that term 

or in contrast to the majority population, including specific 
examples of minority populations 

E 

Minority Vote The yes voters in the Dutch Referendum, if the Result is 
being discussed 

A 

Missed Chance The failed Referendum as a missed chance to proceed in 
European integration, towards a Constitution or something 
else 

C 

Mix European nationalities mixing and exchanging, towards a 
cosmopolitan European people; also code for the parallel of 
national Euro coins mixing 

A 

National 
Constitutions 

Single or several existing national constitutions, unnamed or 
such that the individual cases are not important 

E 

National Level The national political level as the place where decisions are, 
could be, or ought to be made; code only in contexts where 

A 



COMMUNICATION, CONTEXTUALIZATION, & COGNITION 

205 

 

other levels are raised or implied, i.e., do not code just 
because Den Haag or the Dutch government are named as 
actors, unless the level is stressed explicitly, or these are 
contrasted with regional or European level actors 

National 
Preferences 

Countries/Nations‘ idiosyncratic interests or preferences in 
doing things; do not code if the stress is on Conflicting 
Interests, Diversity; do code National Preferences and not 
Conflicting Interests if it is other countries‘ (potential) desire 
to do things differently from how it is currently done in the 
Netherlands 

A 

Nothing Pertaining to the consequences of the Referendum and/or 
the (potential) consequences had the Constitution been 
adopted; code both if it is mentioned that these had no 
consequences, and if it is stressed that there is no 
information about (suspected) consequences; code also for 
complaints that since the referendum the topic has vanished 
from information channels; if the absence of consequences is 
attached to individual voting rather than to the overall result, 
code Impact 

A 

Overrule European rules, or foreign interests, overruling, replacing or 
constraining Dutch laws or constitutional rules 

A 

Panic Political reactions to the referendum result, indicating 
consternation/panic, but not indicating any lesson learnt, or 
a way that lies still ahead (Wake Up) 

E 

Parents  E 
Participate Countries‘ participation in the European Union, both as 

actively contributing to furthering Integration, and as taking 
part in EU policies such as EMU or others 

C 

Policy Fields Unspecified areas of policy; code also if ‗else‘ is contrasted 
with named policy fields, implying all other policy fields 

C 

Politics And unspecified politicians, unless named or attached to the 
European level (EU Politicians) 

E 

Poll Calls upon citizens to cast their vote, not confined to the 
Referendum or elections, but more general e.g. as a way of 
citizens‘political participation; code only if the collective act 
of voting is meant, not the individual vote (Vote); double 
code with Referendum if the Referendum is named only as 
one peculiar occasion to cast votes 

A 

Power Political and economic Power in a global context; code also if 
this is merely circumscribed, e.g., as the EU striving to speak 
with one voice vis-à-vis other powers, or gaining level 
standing (balance) with other world powers 

C 

Problem  E 
Protect & 
Defend  

National or regional laws, rules, peculiarities, against 
detrimental European influence, or against being overruled 
via Europe.  

A 
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Push Through Political decisions being carried out/pushed through without 
asking the people for their opinion, including the 
intention/strategy to do so; code if the stress is on the 
pushing of the political initiative, rather than the keeping 
people out (Behind Closed Doors) 

C 

Raise Interests (the need to/attempts to/chances to) generate higher 
popular interest and involvement in EU politics; do not code 
if only lacking interest is mentioned (Disinterest) 

C 

Reality Explicit stress on something being a fact, or reality; also code 
if counterfactual reasoning occurs 

A 

Referendum The EU Constitutional Referendum E 
Regional All references to things taking place on a sub-national level, 

or in specific geographical sub-national regions 
C 

Registration Domestic bureaucracy in everyday life, such as registration of 
working places, etc. 

C 

Relevance The EU‘s general relevance for oneself, a group, the people, 
a country, or else; code only if mentioned in abstract, named 
impacts code separately 

C 

Result The actual outcome of the Dutch Referendum; also code if 
circumscribed as collective vote (we have said no), but do 
not code if the stress is on the individual votes (Vote); do 
not code either if the stress is on the results‘ consequence of 
failing the EU constitution or political ambitions linked with 
it (Failed) 

C 

Ripe & Ready The member states or people being ripe or ready for another 
step in European Unification, which can be the EU 
Constitution (past or in a possible second attempt), or other 
aspects; code also if people‘s getting used to/accommodated 
with European policies, and thereby becoming supportive 
for further integration, is mentioned 

C 

Rules European rules or laws applying in all member countries A 
Search All kinds of information seeking behaviour and efforts to 

find out things 
A 

Security Including police and institutions of the judiciary branch A 
Simplify All kinds of references to things that have become, or could 

become, simpler thanks to European political developments; 
code also if it is stressed what is now possible, if the 
implication is that things have become simpler; (‗I can…‘ 
may suffice) 

A 

Social State Welfare State and everything the word root social E 
Something at 
least 

The notion that, despite not being perfect, the EU 
Constitution could have provided some progress at least (in 
general) 

E 

Standstill On the European level; a situation characterized by no or 
very slow further integration 

A 

Status Quo Characterizations of legal or political provisions that are A 
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already in force, and therefore represent no change caused by 
the EU Constitution; ‗w/that is already there‘ suffices 

Subsidies  E 
Summary The notion of bringing existing legal or political documents 

together into one more coherent/transparent/condensed 
document, (without necessarily adding much new content) 

A 

Surrender To lose something valued to European 
Integration/Harmonization, or the loss of relevance of 
something thanks to Europe; do not code if the loss is the 
money for the membership contribution 

A 

Too Far The notion that something in European political 
developments goes too far, that Europe makes decisions of 
attempts steps that people are not Ripe for, or one 
personally rejects 

C 

Trade Also the exchange of goods across borders, and other 
circumscriptions 

C 

Transparency Of European Politics; general references to gaining more 
insights into European political processes, and these 
becoming more comprehensible; requires that the object that 
becomes clearer is the process itself, and not only the 
information about it 

A 

Try Future Attempts to do anything with the European 
Constitution, with the stress on attempting/trying 

C 

Turnout  E 
Broken Promises The notion that certain behaviour would contradict what the 

actors have been asserting before 
C 

Uniformity Uniform rules across the EU cutting short national 
peculiarities, or making otherwise no differences between 
countries; must occur in abstract or with a negative or 
negative implication; also code references to vanishing or 
losing one‘s (collective or literal) individuality in the mass; do 
not code if uniformity is mentioned as providing tangible, 
named benefits (Harmonization) 

A 

Union Europe being together, belonging together; code also 
references to the EU which stress its encompassiveness (e.g., 
‗the whole EU‘), or the presence of all constituencies (‗all 
Countries‘) 

A 

Unite Europe coming together, with a stress on the process or the 
Goal; code also all references to European Integration as a 
process, and to the Member States coming together to form 
one Union 

A 

Unity In general and abstract, including references to legal 
harmonization; code unless coded under Uniformity, 
Union, or Unite  

E 

Unprofessionalis
m 

References to people expected to know what they are doing, 
code whether or not they fall short of this expectation; code 

A 
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also if performance, including campaign behaviour is 
characterized as unprofessional 

Veto The ability to block or stop European political 
developments, seen as something desirable 

A 

Vote The individual act of voting, without focus on what the vote 
is cast for; code statements concerning one‘s own (opinion 
on) voting as well as everybody‘s voting, as long as the focus 
is the individual act to turn out and vote; do not code if the 
focus is on what vote is cast (Vote Blank/No/Yes) 

E 

Vote Blank Casting one‘s vote in the EU Referendum but choosing 
neither yes nor no, but a blank or invalid ballot 

E 

Vote No Casting one‘s vote in the EU Referendum choosing No E 
Vote Yes Casting one‘s vote in the EU Referendum choosing Yes E 
Wake Up Political reactions to the Dutch Referendum Result, 

suggesting the realization that something must change / one 
cannot go on as before, but maintaining that there is a way 
ahead; code also if parallels are drawn to other similar events; 
do not code if the stress is on the reaction, but no further 
proceeding is implied (Panic) 

A 

War  E 
Way Statements concerning, in general, the way something is 

done, or the process leading to an outcome (e.g., the process 
of the Euro introduction); code also for inquiries or 
rhetorical questions stressing the process underlying (e.g., 
‗How do you resolve these different interests‘); do not code 
if the stress is explicitly on the existence of different ways to 
proceed (Ways) 

A 

Ways Statements as Way, but stressing explicitly that different 
ways could have been, or could be chosen 

A 

Work All references to jobs, (un)employment, working places and –
conditions in the Netherlands; also code for employees or 
employers; do not code if Cheap Labour or Work 
Abroad applies 

 

World Economic 
Powers 

Powerful Countries, Economies or Regions on a global scale, 
in general; may co-occur with the concrete examples 

 

   

TREE CODES 

DUTCH 
IDENTITY 

Code only explicit occurrences or close circumscriptions 

Controversial 
Dutch Legislation 

References to legislation seen as typically Dutch, which is 
controversial in other countries and thus potentially 
threatened by harmonized EU legislation, e.g., Abortion, 
Drugs, Euthanasia, Gay Marriage, and Antidiscrimination  

C 

Dutch Identity Including references to tokens and symbols of Dutch 
identity, unless coded elsewhere within this tree; Also ‗being 

C 
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a Dutch‘  
Dutch 
Constitution 

 E 

DUTCH 
POLITICS 

 

Dutch Politics In general, including politicians in general, unless specified 
as EU politicians 

C 

Balkenende Jan Peter Balkenende E 
Camp No Parties opposing the ratification of the EU Constitution A 
Camp Yes Parties supporting the ratification of the EU Constitution A 
Fortuyn Comparisons and analogies related to Pim Fortuyn C 
Government The Dutch government; code also if referred to by 

symbolic circumscriptions (e.g., Den Haag if the 
government is meant); code also if the coalition parties are 
mentioned in their role as government parties; also government 
representatives/spokespeople 

C 

Parliament The Dutch Parliament; code also if referred to by its name 
(Second Chamber), function (legislation) or symbolic 
circumscriptions (e.g., Den Haag if the parliament is 
meant); 

C 

Parties Unspecified references to political parties; code also if not 
exclusively Dutch parties are meant 

E 

EU 
CONSTITUTION 

 

EU Constitution The EU Draft Constitution, or the Constitution; do not 
code if the reference is (actual) Constitutions in general 
(National Constitutions), or Constitutions as a kind of 
law/treaty (Constitution) 

C 

Advantage Claimed consequences of the EU Constitution, which are 
qualified as conducive, or positive, either in abstract or for 
some actor; Code also if this consequence is actually not 
one that comes from the Constitution, what matters is what 
the participants state; do not code if it is acknowledged that 
something is not a consequence of the Constitution 

C 

Consequences Claimed consequences and changes induced by the EU 
Constitution 

C 

Content The content/substance of the EU Draft Constitution, in 
general; code also ‗What is in it‘, and other 
circumscriptions; do not code if concrete examples are 
named, code these separately 

A 

Disadvantage Claimed consequences of the EU Constitution, which are 
qualified as not conducive, or negative, either in abstract or 
for some actor; Code also if this consequence is actually not 
one that comes from the Constitution, what matters is what 
the participants state; do not code if it is acknowledged that 

C 
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something is not a consequence of the Constitution 
Text The Draft Constitution as a text or book with pages; code 

also references to specific articles or provisions claimed to 
be read in it/citing the text as source and proof 

A 

EU COUNTRIES Code all EU member states and membership candidates; 
code also if referred to by its nationals, but the collective 
actor is meant (otherwise PEOPLE);  do not code if the 
stress is on all member states (Union)  

EU Countries Unnamed EU Countries (in the sense above, including 
candidates), or references to unspecified countries that 
must be EU Countries due to the logic of the point made; 
Code only if not coded otherwise in this tree, i.e., if none of 
the specified roles applies 

C 

Big Countries referred to as (examples of) a group or type of countries; 
code also for references to (a group or type of) member 
states that is capable by means of its superior power to 
dominate other EU countries; as code also for more general 
remarks about big states, if raised in a European context 

C 

Conservative 
Countries 

referred to as (examples of) a group or type of countries 
which hold conservative, backward or religiously inspired 
preferences in legislation, morality and conduct 

A 

Euro Countries Countries belonging to the EMU C 
Liberal Countries Countries circumscribed as liberal C 
Migration 
Countries 

Countries mentioned with respect to migration, as origins 
or transit countries of migrants 

A 

New Members Countries being referred to as New Member States, and 
Countries in the Accession Procedure 

C 

No Countries Countries being referred to as being opposed to, or having 
voted against the (idea of an) EU Constitution 

C 

Non Euro 
Countries 

Countries referred to as not being part of the EMU; code 
also for countries that are seen as not participating, or 
resisting certain forms of EU integration, both in concrete 
cases and generally 

A 

Other Countries References to examples of ‗other‘ EU Countries, serving as 
a reference for comparison, while the specific case selected 
does not matter/could be replaced without changing the 
argument/statement. 

A 

Poor Countries Countries categorized as poor, or economically 
weak/backward 

C 

Rich Countries Countries characterized as being wealthy, rich, or 
possessing a strong economy 

C 

Small Countries referred to as (examples of) a group or type of countries; 
code also for references to (a group or type of) member 
states that are seen as too small to exert power, or act 
economically in a global market on their own; as code also 

E 
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for more general remarks about small states, if raised in a 
European context; do not code if Netherlands is only 
named ‗small‘, without reference to belonging to a group of 
small countries (small) 

Travel Countries References to countries where, due to the current state of 
European integration, one can (or cannot) travel to, live in, 
or work in easily (yet); code also for references to countries 
as tourist destinations 

A 

Yes Countries Countries being referred to as being supportive of, or 
having voted in favour of the (idea of an) EU Constitution 

C 

Netherlands Code whenever the Netherlands are not referred to as an 
example or case of countries (coded elsewhere in this tree); 
code also for specific places and cities within the 
Netherlands raised as examples of Dutch places; do not 
code for regions within the Netherlands raised as examples 
of minority populations (Minorities) 

E 

EU POLITICS  
EU Commission  E 
EU Parliament  E 
EU Politicians And members of the EU Parliament or Commission; code 

also if referred to by symbolic circumscriptions (e.g., 
Brussels) if EU politicians, not EU politics abstracted from 
individual people (EU Politics), are meant  

C 

EU Politics European politics in general, political things happening in 
Europe; code also if referred to by symbolic 
circumscriptions (e.g., Brussels) if EU politics in general, 
not EU politicians as actors (EU Politicians), is meant; 
code also for references to the European/Federal level of 
decision making as the place where decisions are, could be, 
or ought to be made 

C 

INFO CONTENT  
Arguments Claims about consequences/(dis)advantages of the EU 

Constitution, or other Reasons being advanced for forming 
an opinion or voting one way or another; also code 
inquiries or statements that arguments have been lacking 
(e.g., ‗But why is it good for us, that was not said‘) Code 
also for references to information qualified as lacking, 
having, or needing substance such as Arguments, Proof, 
Exemplification, etc. 

C 

Information All references to information provided or proliferated 
concerning the EU Constitution, the Referendum, and EU 
Politics; includes media coverage, campaign-provided 
information, and also information provided by individuals 
(e.g., ‗politicians should tell us‘); also code demands for 
information, and lack of information; usually comes with 

A 
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QUALITIES code attached 
Rhetoric Information that is not informative, but mainly 

performative; do not code if information is qualified as 
Bad, Unclear etc., but if an actor‘s information 
behaviour in general is meant and characterized as strategic, 
set in-scene and empty 

A 

Symbolic Symbolic politics, or signalling, explicitly E 

INFORMATION 
MEDIA 

 

Campaign References to the Campaign in general; code also if specific 
campaign material is mentioned (e.g., Flyers)  

C 

Media The media in general; Code all media channels as sources of 
information in passive exposure (e.g., news, TV, 
newspapers, radio); do not code of media channels actively 
used to seek information Www 

C 

Www Online sources and the Internet; code also for all media 
channels used for active information searches 

C 

MIND STATES Code only explicit references or close circumscriptions 
Doubt & 
Distrust 

Expressing doubt in information, or in the correctness in 
one‘s own opinion; also code if reservations about one‘s 
opinion are mentioned, such as deciding to vote yes despite 
maintaining criticisms towards the Treaty; code also for 
distrust in politics, politicians, the media, or other 
information providers 

 

Disinterest Expressing lacking interest in, or other priorities than 
politics, EU politics, and the EU Constitutional 
Referendum 

 

Discontent Expressing discontent, being upset, annoyed, etc., with 
something preceding the EU Constitutional Referendum 
(typically, the Government, the Euro, or Information); code 
also general unwillingness to go along with the suggested 
courses 

 

Expect  E 
Hope  E 
Intuition Intuition and Feelings as bases of one‘s opinion or decision; 

code only if the proposition requires the form of ‗feel‘, 
ignore if it could be replaced with ‗think‘ or ‗find‘ (‗I feel I 
am not sufficiently informed‘…) 

C 

Invalid Reason Denying the validity of suggested or mentioned reasons for 
one‘s opinion or decision, or claiming that a reason is not 
relevant, or should not count because the Referendum is 
about something else; code also modest forms (e.g., ‗that‘s 
actually not what it was about, but it mattered nevertheless‘) 

A 

Knowledge One‘s own, or someone else‘s knowledge about or 
understanding of EU politics, the EU Constitution or 

E 
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matters made relevant to it; concerns both factual 
knowledge and one‘s ability to make sense of  these matters 

Opinion People having, forming, or sticking to an opinion about 
something, or sharing their viewpoints; code also 
circumscriptions (e.g., ‗I couldn‘t make that one out‘, ‗I 
knew I would vote No‘) 

A 

Uncertainty Uncertainty of the future, inability to forecast what will 
happen, what consequences will be; always concerns the 
future, and the indeterminacy of it 

A 

Worries One‘s Worries, being afraid, fearing things that could 
happen or are expected to happen; only code personal 
feelings (of oneself, someone else, or the ‗people‘) 

C 

OTHER COUNTRIES  

Far Far Away Other regions of the world, both referring to individual 
countries, regions or continents not coded under this tree 
or EU Countries 

 

USA Including President George Walker Bush E 

PEOPLE Code only if nationals, not countries are meant 
(COUNTRIES) 

Cheap Labour And Cheap Labourers; code also for references to labour 
migrants and their receiving lower payment for work 

E 

EU People In general, or all of them E 
Poor People People categorized as poor C 
Migrants Referring to migrants coming to or settling in the 

Netherlands 
 

Foreigner Non-EU Foreigner, unspecified C 

QUALITIES  
Bad Bad quality, about information or compromises; code 

attached to information if it is qualified as unreliable, 
imprecise, or literally bad; do not code negative evaluations 
(negative); do not code either if information is explicitly 
judged as bad because of its lack of substance or arguments 
provided (in this case, code Arguments proposition 
structure allows, else substantial) 

C 

Better Better quality, about information; requires at least implicit 
comparison to something bad, or explicit mentioning 

C 

Biased Biased, partial, not balanced, one-sided, propagandistic, 
about information 

A 

Big About parties, not Big Countries E 
Cheaper Code only in reference to living expenses E 
Clear Clear, conclusive, about information C 
Complex Complex, voluminous, difficult to oversee due to 

complexity, about information or the European Draft 
Constitution and it‘s text; code only if the stress is on the 
amount and organization of information, not its quality, 

A 
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accessibility, or presentation 
Continuous Continuous, about information/coverage; code all 

references to a steady, ongoing provision of information 
about European politics and related matters 

A 

Contra Intending, or intended to persuade towards a no-vote, 
about actors or information; code also collective actors‘ 
standpoints if qualified as decided against the EU 
Constitution 

A 

Contradictory Contradictory, about information; code only if conflicting 
factual claims, or conflicting convictions and interpretations 
are meant; do  not code conflicting opinions not referring 
to information provided (Conflicting Interests)  

C 

Dry Dry, unappealing, not well-presented, about information; 
code only if the stress is on the manner in which 
information is presented, not the quality of the information 
itself (Bad) 

C 

False Factually wrong, false, inaccurate, about information; code 
only if a participant explicitly mentions that some 
information was such; do not code if information is merely 
sloppy or allowed misleading conclusions without being 
factually wrong (Bad) 

 

Foolish Foolish, stupid, not smart, childish, ridiculous, about 
behaviour of  politicians; code also characterizations of 
political happenings as a game  

C 

Important Important, about various objects E 
Less Less, about bureaucracy or similar, or about membership 

contributions 
C 

Little Little, insufficient, about information; concerns only the 
amount of accessible information, not its quality; code only 
if the focus is on the little amount of information provided, 
not the little utility (Bad), or informative substance 
(Substantial) within possibly much information 

C 

Minor The role of the EU Constitution (not) being a minor part in 
EU integration 

C 

More More, about various objects; code determined by 
proposition structure, code if required to maintain meaning 
in coded proposition 

C 

More expensive More expensive; code also if ‗more‘ is omitted but implied E 
Necessary Necessary, needed to achieve a desired goal; about the EU 

Constitution, Higher Interest, and some other objects 
E 

Negative Negative, not desirable, about various objects; code only 
explicit subjective evaluations by a participant; do not code 
if something is ‗negative for somebody‘ (Disadvantage); 
do code if the evaluation is general both in the object and the 
affected (e.g., ‗Europe is bad for us‘) 

A 

Open Open, about borders; code also the antonym (closed, about C 
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borders) and metaphorical circumscriptions of both 
Positive Positive, desirable, about various objects; code only explicit 

subjective evaluations by a participant; do not code if 
something is ‗positive for somebody‘ (Advantage); do 
code if the evaluation is general both in the object and the 
affected (e.g., ‗Europe is good for us‘) 

A 

Possible Possible, likely to succeed, work out, or deliver; about the 
feasibility of the EU Constitution and the plans and 
ambitions linked to it; code all references discussing 
expectations about the project‘s likelihood or capability to 
deliver 

A 

Pro Intending, or intended to persuade towards a yes-vote, 
about actors or information; code also collective actors‘ 
standpoints if qualified as decided in favour of the EU 
Constitution 

A 

Relieved Relieved or satisfied with referendum failure, about Self E 
Typical Typical, characteristic, about behaviour E 
Unclear Unclear, inconclusive, about information; code if 

information is criticized as not clear, but it is not further 
specified whether this is because of lacking quality, amount, 
substance, palatability, or structure 
(Bad/Little/Substantial/Dry/Complex); 

C 

Usual Usual, generally expectable, previously known, unsurprising; 
about behaviour; code if something is characterized as 
generally or usually the case, or is depicted as part in a long 
term, easily foreseeable trend 

A 

TIME Code only if important for the proposition meaning 
Before the 
Referendum 

In the run-up to the Referendum; the campaign period; do 
not code if Too brief before the Referendum applies 

C 

Earlier 
unspecified 

Earlier, unspecified C 

Long Term Long term; code also future time references beyond 2 years A 
Now Code only to mark the distinction being made in a 

proposition between now and another time; otherwise it is 
assumed that the time frame is either now, or at the time 
indicated by the interview question 

C 

Short Term Short term; code also future time references within 2 years; 
requires that something novel will happen then; do not 
code if within short time things will return to some state 
that has existed before (Temporary); another attempt to 
get the EU Constitution through is considered novel, unless 
the statement explicitly stresses that the process is only 
‗temporarily‘ halted 

A 

Simultaneous Things occurring at the same time, which is not specified 
further 

A 

Temporary Temporary, returning to some previous state thereafter; C 
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code also for immediate aftermath of the referendum 
Too brief before 
the Referendum 

Before the referendum, but explicitly qualified as too brief 
before this/too late during the campaign period 

C 

UNSPEC. 
ACTORS 

Do not infer / fill in; Code only if actor is required or stressed 

All Or everyone of them, not us; excludes Self and We C 
Everyone Everyone of us, includes Self and We; code also ‗all 

people‘ and the like 
C 

Noone Not Anyone C 
People Also ‗most people‘, ‗many people‘, ‗a majority‘, and other 

circumscriptions of an unknown, but large group of actors 
similar to Self; Code also references to the Dutch in 
which these are referred to as a third actor; references to 
the Dutch where self appears as part of these are coded as 
We; do not code if Everyone applies 

C 

Self Also if self does not appear as an actor in a proposition, but 
is stressed (e.g., ‗for me personally‘) 

C 

They An unknown group of actors unlike Self, but not All E 
We Code also references to the Dutch in which self identifies 

with the group; references to the Dutch where these are 
described as a third actor must be coded as People 

E 

Who  E 
You Another participant in the Interview being directly 

addressed or referred to 
C 
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IX.11. Frame list ‘Frames in Cognition’ 

Cluster Frame 

   
V
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Neighbours 

   
V
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O
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GOV 
Government  
 

Arrogance & pushing through – + + + INF EUR DEM x x 

Balkenende‘s blunders – o o + INF x x 

Distrust & cynicism – – – – FEE  x 

Moral threat – o –   x  

INF 
Information 

Provision: little, bad & too late – o + – GOV PRO UNC x x 

Quality: conflicting & unclear – o + – GOV PAR UNC x x 

Reliability: false – – o + ECO EUR SUR x  

Neutrality: biased – – +  GOV PAR UNC x x 

Guidance: unanimity + – –  PAR x  

EUR 
Euro 

Consequences: more expensive – o – –  x  

Late euro-referendum – – o  DEM GOV x x 

Practical utility + + o  SIM x x 

Loss of identity symbol – + + – SUR  x 

Invalid yet relevant for vote +
– – o + PRO FEE x x 

LAB 
Labour  

Cheap labour migration – o – – FEE x  

Liberalization & retrenchment – o o  FEE ECO  x 

SUR 
Surrender 

Influence & independence – – – – FEE x  

Identity – + + – FEE PAR PRO 
EUR 

 x 

SEC 
Security 

Cooperative security + – o + PRO x  

Immigration & crime – o o – SIM FEE x  

NEC 
Necessity 

Performance of EU + – –  PRO x x 

POS 
Possibility 

Further integration/ 
implementation 

– + – – UNI UNC x  

ENL 
Enlargement 

Influence on acceding 
countries 

+ o – +  x  

POW 
Power 

Unite to gain political power + o – + UNI x  

Unite for global competition + – – + UNI x  

DEM 
Democracy 

Transparency & accountability + o – + PRO x  

Institutional weights + – – + PRO x  

People‘s influence + – –  EUR x x 

BUR 
Bureaucracy 

Hopes for less bureaucracy + – – + PRO x  

Eurocracy & costs – o o + UNI ECO  x 

PRO 
Progress 

Not much change anyway +   + INF UNC x  

Streamlining the status quo +   + DEM x  

Enhanced policy cooperation + + o  NEC SEC x  

The Constitution is… o o – + SUR EUR x x 

PAR 
Party Cues 

Controversy o – –  INF x x 

SP & CU – – –  INF SUR  x 

Unanimity + – –  INF x  
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FEE 
Feelings 

Discontent – – – – INF GOV EUR x x 

Intuition – – – –  x  

Worries – – – – SUR LAB x  

UNC 
Uncertainty 

Doubts – – o – INF POS PRO x  

Risk-averse No-voting – – – –  x  

UND 
Understand 

No knowledge – – o  UNC INF PRO x x 

SIM 
Simplify 

Travel, work, & pay abroad + + o  EUR PRO x x 

Simplify immigration – – – – SEC x  

ECO 
Economy 

Which countries benefit +
– 

+ –  PRO LAB  x 

SOV 
Sovereignty 

Endangered sovereignty – – –    x 

UNI 
United EU 

No United States of Europe – o – – POW POS x x 

A closer union + – – + POW NEC x  

Note: In the Valence column, + indicates positive, – indicates negative valence. In the Complexity and 
Integration columns, +, o, and – indicate high, medium, and low internal frame complexity, and integration 
with other clusters outside the frame. In the Source column, + and – indicate that a theme was used mainly 
by Yes- or No-voters, respectively. The crosses in the last column show whether frames occurred in accounts 
of individual or collective votes. 
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IX.12. Patterns of similarity ‘Frame Acquisition’ 

Figure IX.12.1: Local context structures similar to concept contexts in Yes voters‟ contributions 

 

Notes: Only Jaccard index values of J ≥ 0.15 are shown. Figures in cell are percentages of commonality, cell shades reflect association strength.  
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Figure IX.12.2: Local context structures similar to concept contexts in No voters‟ contributions 

 

Notes: Only Jaccard index values of  J ≥ 0.15 are shown. Figures in cell are percentages of commonality, cell shades reflect association strength.  
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Figure IX.12.3: Local context structures similar to concept contexts in all focus group discussions 
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IX.13. Alternative representation ‘Frames in Cognition’ 

Figure IX.13.1: Focus group discussion networks according to the clustering algorithm of chapter V 
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IX.14. Acronyms used within network representations 
ALGD  Algemeen Dagblad (tabloid newspaper) 
BNVD  Barend & van Dorp (commercial daily television talkshow) 
BRAB  Brabants Dagblad (regional newspaper) 
BUIT  Buitenhof (public weekly television talkshow) 
CDAX  Christendemocratisch Appel (CDA) (Christian democratic party) 
CGWN  Comité Grondwet Nee (Anti-EU-Constitution NGO platform) 
CUXX  ChristenUnie (CU) (Christian Party) 
D66X  Democraten ‘66 (D66) (leftwing liberal party) 
DVHN  Dagblad van het Noorden (regional newspaper) 
EUXX  European Union 
FG1-4  Focus groups 1 (students), 2 (blue collar), 3 (senior citizens) & 4 (white collar) 
GLXX  GroenLinks (GL) (green party) 
GOVT  Government 
HI  Focus group contributions by highly politically interested participants 
LO  Focus group contributions by politically disinterested participants 
LPFX  Lijst Pim Fortuyn (rightwing populist party) 
ME  Focus group contributions by medium politically interested participants 
METR  Metro (free newspaper) 
NO  Focus group contributions by No voters 
NOSJ  NOS Journaal (public television news show) 
NOVA  NOVA / Den Haag vandaag (public daily television talkshow) 
NRCH  NRC Handelsblad (broadsheet newspaper) 
PVDA  Partij van de Arbeid (PvdA) (social democratic party) 
RTLN  RTL4 Nieuws (commercial television news show) 
SGPX  Staatskundig gereformeerde partij (SGP) (Christian party) 
SPXX  Socialistische Partij (SP) (socialist party) 
TELE  Telegraaf (tabloid newspaper) 
TOTAL All focus group contributions 
TROU  Trouw (broadsheet newspaper) 
VLKK  Volkskrant (broadsheet newspaper) 
VVDX   Volkspartij voor Vrijheid en Democratic (VVD) (rightwing liberal party) 
WILD  Groep Wilders (rightwing splinter group, formerly VVD) 
YES  Focus group contributions by Yes voters 
 
Most concept codes have been given self-explanatory names. However, in the codes 
applying to politicians, the following acronyms have been added in front of the surname 
and given name: 
ek…  Eerste Kamerlid (member of the first parliamentary chamber) 
ep…  member of the EU Parliament 
gv…  member of government 
tk…  Tweede Kamerlid (member of the second parliamentary chamber) 
The suffix ―…voorzitter‖ denotes the leaders of the respective parliamentary groups. 
  


