
UvA-DARE is a service provided by the library of the University of Amsterdam (https://dare.uva.nl)

UvA-DARE (Digital Academic Repository)

Why European tv news matters : a cross-nationally comparative analysis of tv
news about the European Union and its effects

Peter, J.

Publication date
2003

Link to publication

Citation for published version (APA):
Peter, J. (2003). Why European tv news matters : a cross-nationally comparative analysis of
tv news about the European Union and its effects. [Thesis, fully internal, Universiteit van
Amsterdam].

General rights
It is not permitted to download or to forward/distribute the text or part of it without the consent of the author(s)
and/or copyright holder(s), other than for strictly personal, individual use, unless the work is under an open
content license (like Creative Commons).

Disclaimer/Complaints regulations
If you believe that digital publication of certain material infringes any of your rights or (privacy) interests, please
let the Library know, stating your reasons. In case of a legitimate complaint, the Library will make the material
inaccessible and/or remove it from the website. Please Ask the Library: https://uba.uva.nl/en/contact, or a letter
to: Library of the University of Amsterdam, Secretariat, Singel 425, 1012 WP Amsterdam, The Netherlands. You
will be contacted as soon as possible.

Download date:24 May 2023

https://dare.uva.nl/personal/pure/en/publications/why-european-tv-news-matters--a-crossnationally-comparative-analysis-of-tv-news-about-the-european-union-and-its-effects(cc4fee1a-9246-4df6-bff9-97220b17ffdc).html


7 
The impact of EU coverage on fears about European integration depends 

on a country's size and wealth 

Until the 1970s, there seemed to be evidence both from practical experience and academic 
research that citizens of the then European Community provided a what has been called 
'permissive consensus' for European integration (see especially Lindberg & Scheingold, 1970; 
also: Hallstein, 1972; Slater, 1982). Citizens appeared to agree quietly with decisions of 
national elites about further European integration. Since then, a number of referenda in 
various member countries have revealed considerable public opposition against pivotal steps 
of further European integration. Research has paid attention to the fading of permissive 
consensus and turned to investigations of the influences on public support for the EU (for 
review, see Gabel, 1998a). However, if one observes more recent key EU events such as EU 
summits, there seems to be a striking new component to public support for or public 
opposition to European integration. Citizens no longer wait for referenda or European 
elections to express their dissatisfaction with EU politics, but demonstrate their opinions 
publicly. Most of this public demonstration of dissatisfaction with EU politics may be limited 
to radical groups usually located at the fringes of the political spectrum as the clashes around 
the summits in Nice and Gothenburg have shown. Nevertheless, this publicly voiced protest 
may indicate deeply rooted doubts or even fears about further integration that are not 
sufficiently considered when talking about public support for further integration or the lack 
thereof. What is more, such doubts or fears may not be confined to radical protest groups but, 
in less radical form, may be widespread among large parts of the population. As research has 
started to investigate the antecedents of general public support for European integration after 
public opposition to the EU had been voiced in referenda, it might now be an appropriate time 
to start focusing on people's doubts and fears about the EU. This is the general goal of this 
chapter. 

Fears about further European integration may be related to economic, political, and 
cultural issues. These fears are largely rooted in the character of the European enterprise 
itself, which aims at uniting economically, politically, and culturally diverse countries 
formerly hostile to one another. Just because of such differences, for example people from 
more wealthy countries may fear that they finance less wealthy countries. Citizens from less 
powerful countries may be afraid of being dominated by powerful countries. Inhabitants of 
smaller countries may be concerned about their national identity and culture in an ever closer 
and more powerful European "super state". However, if the media are central to creating a 
European identity as some argue (Diaz-Nosty, 1997), then the question arises as to whether 
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the media may also diminish or increase fears about European integration. As the second and 
third chapter and the relatively limited television coverage of the EU have shown, it is 
unlikely that the media create the type of hype that would lead to irrational panic among the 
population (see for interesting examples of media hypes and irrational behavior: Cantril, 
Gaudet & Hertzog, 1940; Kepplinger & Roth, 1978). Nevertheless, it is possible that the tone 
towards the EU or its depiction as successful or unsuccessful may enhance or reduce fears 
about European integration. For instance, if the performance of the EU is generally depicted 
as unsuccessful, fears in richer countries about financing the EU may not be reduced. As this 
and the aforementioned example show, many fears about European integration are linked to 
country characteristics, such as a country's wealth, size, or political power. In the preceding 
chapters, I have demonstrated the importance of cross-level interactions for establishing 
effects of EU coverage on opinions about the EU. As a consequence, the tone of EU coverage 
and performance depictions of the EU will be related to country characteristics in order to 
study potential media effects on fears about European integration. This is the specific goal of 
this chapter. 

This chapter, then, continues the basic approach to identifying media effects by cross-
level interactions, which has been demonstrated in the preceding chapters. Moreover, this 
chapter tries to shift the focus of EU research from the classic dependent variables such as 
support for the EU and for European integration to a grossly neglected phenomenon -
people's fears about European integration. People's fears about European integration may be 
of equal importance to the future of the European project as their opinions about it. And if 
such fears can be linked to television coverage, at least a first step has been taken in the 
direction of explaining them. 

7.1 Who is afraid of Europe? 

As far as fears about European integration are concerned, existing research provides little 
guidance. Monographs on the empirical study of public opinion about the EU do not devote a 
single chapter to the issue (e.g., Reif & Inglehart, 1991; Niedermayer & Sinnot, 1995). Only 
few studies deal with related issues such as perceptions of the EU as threat to cultural and 
national identity (Deflem & Pampel, 1996; McLaren, 2002). This may derive from the fact 
that questions on fears about European integration have been included in Eurobarometer 
surveys only since 1995. Another reason may be that research in political science or political 
communication typically does not deal with fears, but rather with unfavorable or favorable 
opinions about political and economic developments. In non-psychological research, the study 
of fear phenomena rather belongs to the stream of research that deals with media 
entertainment (e.g., Cantor, 1994). Obviously, when watching a news story about the EU, 
people are highly unlikely to show typical physical fear reactions such as a higher heart beat 
or sweaty hands. Nor will they shiver when they hear the word European integration. 
Nevertheless, as people may worry about the effects of particular political decisions at the 
national level (e.g., reforms of the health or pension system, social welfare cuts), they may be 
disturbed by decisions and developments at the European level. How do people living in a 
country of five million citizens react when they hear that countries with 50 million or more 
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inhabitants want their numeric power to be adequately represented in decision processes? 
What does it mean to people from wealthy countries if the EU is to expand to include 
countries whose gross domestic product per head is only a fraction of theirs? What does it 
mean to people whose culture is shared by less than 10 million people if, in the long run, more 
than 100 million people are to be integrated in the EU? 

These questions have two things in common. First, they are unpleasant to raise and to 
contemplate, and, second, the outcome of the development they center upon - European 
integration - is not fully controllable. If one accepts that fears evolve around (potentially) 
unpleasant and uncontrollable developments, then one may conclude that something as fear 
about European integration may indeed exist. Note that this sort of fear is neither as concrete 
as specific fears about, for example, snakes or spiders nor as diffuse as different forms of 
anxiety. Fear, in this chapter, refers to people being disturbed by what they perceive as 
potentially unpleasant outcomes of European integration that are uncontrollable for them. The 
fact that people cannot control European integration derives on the one hand from limited 
possibilities of democratic control and participation in EU decision-making. On the other 
hand, people's fears may be a result of the sheer dimension of European integration. This 
process takes place at a remote supra-national level, eventually seeks to unite an entire 
continent and 470 million people previously divided by two World Wars and the subsequent 
clash of ideologies in the Cold War. 

As already mentioned, fears about European integration can center upon economic, 
political, and cultural issues. Economically, there have been widespread discussions about the 
imbalance in the EU between wealthy and less wealthy countries (Kreile, 1999). The basic 
concern has been that richer countries financially only contribute to the EU while they do not 
receive anything material in return. With the prospect of the relatively weak Central and 
Eastern European economies being integrated in the EU, this concern may manifest itself as a 
fear that richer countries will have to pay even more for poorer countries. Politically, 
European decision-making with the occasional right to veto as protection of smaller countries 
has been criticized as being inefficient (Kreile, 1999; Wessels, 1999). In the face of the 
reform of decision processes in the EU and the enlargement of the EU with big Central 
European countries such as Poland, citizens in smaller countries may fear that they and their 
countries lose power in the EU. Culturally, the EU has tried to protect the rights of regional 
minorities and their identity (Hofmann, 1999). But citizens from smaller countries may also 
feel that an ever closer and ever bigger EU threatens their national culture. Even if it is 
questionable whether there is a new wave of nationalism in Europe (Brubaker, 1996), the 
more recent success of nationalist parties in various European countries may point to the fact 
that some people fear their national identity to be undermined by European integration. 

Although, as already outlined, these three fears may partly result from the structure of 
the EU, it is unclear whether television coverage reduces or enhances the fears. As has been 
shown in Chapters 5 and 6, the tone of coverage and performance depictions of the EU may 
affect support for the EU. Do they influence the three fears above? Given the complete lack of 
research in this area, I start with two basic assumptions based on the lessons learned from the 
preceding chapters. First, both the tone of coverage towards the EU and the depicted 
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performance of the EU will not affect the citizens in the various countries and their fears 
equally. Rather, because the three aforementioned fears are linked to specific country 
characteristics, the effect of the two features of coverage will be conditional on these specific 
country characteristics. Second, though they may be logically related, tone of coverage and 
performance depictions may have a different impact upon the three fears. As demonstrated in 
the fifth chapter, under certain conditions, people may adjust to the tone of coverage in their 
support for the EU. Conversely, people opposed, under special conditions, depictions of the 
EU's performance in their support for the EU (see Chapter 6). This generally suggests that, 
under certain conditions, a positive tone towards the EU might reduce fears about European 
integration while, under different conditions, a depiction of the EU as successful might 
increase such fears. 

Based on these two assumptions about the basic effect pattern, the following 
expectations can be specified. The fear that rich countries finance the EU and have to pay 
more for other countries in the wake of further European integration is related to a country's 
wealth. Assuming that this fear is more pronounced in richer countries, a more positive tone 
towards the EU can be expected to reduce this fear. The extent to which a positive tone 
reduces the fear will be most pronounced in the richest countries. However, at lower levels of 
national wealth, the tone of coverage will hardly influence this fear. The rationale for 
expecting this pattern primarily comes from the findings in Chapter 5 where the tone of 
coverage and its effect on support for European integration were in the same direction. For 
EU citizens, the tone of coverage seems to be the most general cue about whether the EU is a 
good or a bad thing and citizens adjust their opinions accordingly. Because the tone of 
coverage provides these general cues, one may also presume that it pacifies citizens from rich 
countries and their fear of financing the EU. If the EU is generally something positive and 
generally works well, then richer countries do not have to be afraid of financing the EU. 

As argued in Chapter 6, performance depictions of the EU provide outcome-oriented 
cues of the functioning of the EU in terms of pragmatic achievements and are thus more 
focused than cues derived from the tone of coverage. Bearing this and the findings of Chapter 
6 in mind, the influence of performance depictions on fears may differ from the effects of the 
tone of coverage. More specifically, I expect that, in richer countries, more favorable 
depictions of the performance of the EU will boost the fear about more wealthy countries 
financing the EU. In less wealthy countries, this effect will be the opposite. More favorable 
depictions of the EU's record will lead to a diminished concern about richer countries 
financing the EU. As shown in the sixth chapter, the depiction of the EU as successful does 
not necessarily result in more favorable opinions about the EU, but might, under certain 
conditions, be associated with the notion of an ever bigger Europe and ever bigger inherent 
problems. Assuming that this basic mechanism also applies to fears about European 
integration, citizens from more wealthy countries may consequently regard success of the EU 
as a potential indication that, from their point of view, an inherent problem of the EU - i.e., 
richer countries financing the EU - becomes more pressing. Being less concerned with this 
problem, citizens from less wealthy countries may consider success of the EU as evidence of 
the fact that inherent problems such as the financing of the EU are alleviated, too. If 
performance depictions of the EU become negative, this pattern turns around, with citizens 
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from wealthy countries being less worried and citizens from less wealthy countries being 
more worried. Technically speaking, I expect two interaction effects - first, between the 
wealth of a country and the tone towards the EU and, second, between the wealth of a country 
and performance depictions of the EU. 

The two fears that European integration might lead to a loss of power for smaller 
member states and that it might harm national cultures are connected with the size of a 
country. For both fears, I expect an effect pattern similar to the one outlined in the preceding 
two paragraphs. As greater wealth defined greater concern with respect to richer countries 
financing the EU, smaller countries are associated with greater levels of the two fears just 
mentioned. Assuming, then, that the two fears are more pronounced in smaller countries, a 
more positive tone of coverage will reduce the two fears in such countries as a more negative 
tone will augment the two fears. With increasing country sizes, the tone of coverage will 
hardly affect the fears of a loss of power and identity because such fears can be presumed to 
be less pronounced in bigger countries. These expectations are again based upon the 
assumption that the tone of coverage provides citizens with general cues about the EU being a 
good or bad thing, which subsequently quiets fears. 

With respect to performance depictions of the EU, I expect that, in small countries, 
both the fear about small countries losing power and the fear about losing one's own culture 
will increase with more favorable depictions of the EU's record. Depictions of success (which, 
to emphasize this again, refer to pragmatic achievements of everyday politics and not to the 
realization of visionary ideas) may convey to citizens of smaller countries the impression that 
their interests are ignored. They may simply feel overwhelmed by a dominant European super 
state that, on top of it all, is even successful. This expectation of a negative effect of coverage 
in smaller countries also implies that the pattern turns around as performance depictions 
become negative. In this case, citizens from smaller countries may no longer see their power 
and identity being threatened by a European super-state and will consequently be less worried 
about a loss of power and identity. Citizens from bigger countries can generally be assumed 
neither to be prone to the fear about small countries losing power nor to be inclined to the fear 
about losing one's own identity. As a result, performance depictions of the EU will hardly 
influence them. Technically speaking, I expect an interaction effect between country size and 
both the tone towards the EU and performance depictions of the EU on the fears about power 
and identity loss. 

7.2 Method 

Sample and measures 

The data sources and much of the modeling in this chapter is identical to the study presented 
in the sixth chapter where they have been described in detail. In summary, the study was 
conducted in five countries: Denmark, France, Germany, the Netherlands. United Kingdom. It 
draws, per country on a content analysis of the main evening news bulletin of the most widely 
watched public-broadcasting and commercial channel (for further information, see Table B3 
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in Technical Appendix B). These content data are combined with survey data from 
Eurobarometer 54.1. From the five countries, those people were selected who (a) were 
interviewed between Dec 5 and Dec 15 and who (b) watch TV news everyday. This resulted 
in a sample size of 789 respondents. 

For the following reasons, the five countries form an appropriate sample for the 
questions at hand. It is desirable to keep constant potentially influential factors such as the 
media system and reporting styles (see for further information, Siune & Hulten, 1998; 
Heinderyckx, 1993). The five countries also differ markedly in the contextual variables 
expected to moderate the influence of television coverage. Although none of the five 
countries is a poor country, there are notable differences in the gross-domestic product per 
head ranging from 21,400 US Dollar per head in France to 30,000 US Dollar per head in 
Denmark. In terms of their country size two smaller countries - Denmark (5.3 million 
inhabitants) and the Netherlands (15.9) - meet three bigger countries - the UK (59.8), France 
(58.9), and Germany (82.2) (Figures refer to 2000 and are based on OECD, 2002. See also 
Table B4 in Technical Appendix B). 

The linkage of survey and content analysis data at the individual level of analysis 
along with the selection of a particular group of respondents has two advantages and one 
disadvantage. With some certainty, one can track which news content a particular respondent 
has watched on the day(s) before he/she was interviewed. Moreover, as shown in section 
6.2.2.1, exposure, processing, and retention of media content can be modeled in line with 
results from cognitive psychology as accumulated declining effects. The disadvantage may be 
that the sub-sample with its 789 cases deviates, in the worst case considerably and 
meaningfully, from the excluded sample with its 6,092 cases. Therefore, it was checked 
whether values of the various fears in the sub-sample substantively deviated from the values 
of the fears in the excluded sample. As argued in section 6.2.1, the focus is less on the 
significance of the differences than on the substantive meaning of the differences. With 
sample sizes of more than 6,000 cases, even small differences will become statistically 
significant. As Table B7 in Technical Appendix B shows, there was not much difference 
between the two samples with respect to the two fears that European integration might lead to 
bigger countries financing the EU and to a loss of national culture and identity. Respondents 
in the excluded sample were significantly less afraid that smaller countries might lose power 
in the wake of European integration. However, the difference was only six percentage points 
so that it appears reasonable to state that the two samples did not differ to an extent which 
would have rendered an analysis of the two goals of this chapter impossible. 

Measures - dependent and independent variables 

The three fears mentioned above were measured with the question "Some people may have 
fears about the building of Europe, the European Union. Here is a list of things which some 
people say they are afraid of. For each one, please tell me if you - personally - are currently 
afraid of it, or not?" The wording of the fears was: "A loss of power for smaller Member 
States", "Richer countries paying more for the others", and "The loss of our national identity 
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and culture". The response categories were 1 (currently afraid of it) and 2 (not currently 

afraid of it). They were inversely coded and assigned the values zero and one so that fearful 

respondents were coded as 1. Don't know answers were excluded from the analysis because 

their meaning is hard to interpret. 

The tone of coverage was operationalized as the difference between positive and 

negative evaluations of the EU and has been described in detail in section 3.2.1. To assess the 

depiction of the performance of the EU, the difference between the degree of success depicted 

in an EU news story and the degree of failure was computed (for further information, see also 

section 3.2.1). These computations were done for each of the 11 days in the period of 

investigation and each country separately. As described in section 6.2.2.1, the two content 

measures were first weighted by the prominence of the particular story and subsequently 

modeled in terms of accumulated declining effects. The computation procedures and the 

decay factor were identical to what has been outlined in detail in section 6.2.2.1. Note that 

also the basic assumptions remain the same. First, it is assumed that both positive and 

negative evaluations of the EU and favorable and unfavorable depictions of the EU neutralize 

each other not only in a particular story, but also across stories and across time. Second, the 

accumulated declining effects model does not only apply to the amount of stories about 

particular issues (as in Watt et al., 1993), but also to substantive information with a potentially 

positive or negative loading, such as evaluations or performance depictions. Across time, 

positive information loses positivity and negative information loses negativity. 

As measure of the wealth of a country, the gross domestic product per head was used 

(in 1,000 US dollar). This measure has also been employed in previous research on the EU 

(e.g., Eichenberg & Dalton, 1993). The measure of the size of a country was straightforward 

(in 1,000,000 inhabitants). Because the fear of a loss of power for smaller EU states refers to 

power distributions within the EU, I did not use the size of a country as contextual variable, 

but the number of seats in the European Parliament. The number of seats is a translation of the 

size of a country, but may more directly tackle power distributions within the EU. 

Measures - control variables 

Given the lack of research on the issue, nearly the same control variables were employed as in 

the preceding chapter. This is based upon the assumption that fears about further integration 

may to some extent be related to support for the EU. Thus, the set of control variables 

encompassed gender, age, education, occupational situation, class partisanship, exposure to 

newspaper and radio news, interpersonal political communication, and cognitive mobilization. 

Because, in answering, respondents may align their fears of European integration with their 

general support for European integration, the model controls for support for European 

integration. The rationale for doing so is that research has shown that citizens' opinions about 

the EU may not only lack a sound foundation (e.g., Anderson, 1998; Janssen, 1991), but are 

also susceptible to external cues, for example from the questionnaire (Saris, 1997). 
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Weighting of data, treatment of missing cases and hierarchical data structures 

The weighting procedure was identical to the one described in section 6.2.3. Whenever 

missing cases occurred in control variables, they were replaced either by mean substitution 

(for metric variables), were coded to middle categories (for nominal or ordinal variables) or 

the most frequent category (for dichotomous variables). Generally, there were only a few 

missing cases across the variables. As outlined in section 6.2.3, for the simple lack of 

sufficient data power (789 cases, 5 contextual units), the hierarchical data structure cannot be 

modeled with multi-level models. Therefore, the correction of the standard error is done with 

the 'sandwich' estimator of the standard error (Huber, 1967; White, 1980). 

Interaction effects in logistic regression 

Because the dependent variables in this chapter are dichotomies, logistic regression models 

will be estimated. The more complex interpretation of the findings of logistic regression may 

especially apply to interaction effects. Section A5 in Technical Appendix A outlines how 

interaction effects are modeled in logistic regressions and how they can be interpreted. 

Moreover, the post hoc probing of interaction effects is explained. The metric variables 

involved in the interaction were centered around their mean following a suggestion by Jaccard 

(2001) for logistic regressions. 

7.3 Results - Who is afraid of Europe? 

The reasoning in section 7.2 was based on certain common-sense assumptions - that more 

wealthy countries would be more afraid of richer countries financing the EU and that smaller 

countries would worry more about smaller countries losing political power and, more 

generally, about a loss of national identity. Before turning to the core analyses, it is therefore 

useful to check whether these assumptions were correct by having a look at the distribution of 

the dependent variables. 

Figure 7.1 reveals some unexpected results.89 The population of the most wealthy 

country (by the GDP/head standard) - Denmark - was the least afraid of richer countries 

financing the EU, while in the "less" wealthy countries this fear was more pronounced. 

Smaller countries did turn out to be the most worried about potential power losses. 

Nevertheless, there was also a considerable proportion of people in France and the UK, thus 

bigger countries, that was afraid of a power loss for smaller countries. Finally, inhabitants of 

two big countries, France and the UK, turned out to be the most worried about a loss of their 

national identity and culture. The three remaining countries - the biggest European one, 

Germany, and two smaller ones, Denmark and the Netherlands - did not differ much in their 

For consistency reasons, the analyses presented in Figure 7.1 are based on the sub-sample described above 
although percentages may be problematic in the case of the French (n = 47) and the British sample (n = 29). 
However, the findings do not substantively deviate from the overall sample, with two notable exceptions. The 
fear of a power loss for smaller states was nine percentage points higher in the original German sample and the 
fear of an identity loss was 14 percentage points lower in the original French sample. However, the deviations do 
not affect the general pattern. 
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fear of losing national identity and culture. This check of the assumptions suggests that the 

key component of the effect analyses, the cross-level interactions, may ultimately look 

different than originally expected. 

As to the fear of richer countries paying more for others, I expected that a more 

positive tone towards the EU would reduce this fear in richer countries while it would hardly 

have any impact in less wealthy countries. Conversely, with respect to performance depictions 

of the EU, I expected that more favorable performance depictions of the EU would boost this 

fear in richer countries, while they would reduce this fear in less wealthy countries. Table 7.1 

shows that there was indeed a significant interaction between a country's wealth and the tone 

of coverage. However, no significant interaction emerged in the case of performance 

depictions (Table 7.2). What does the interaction between wealth and tone of coverage mean? 

In order to answer the question, four different values were computed: the simple slopes at the 

five different values of national wealth, the pertinent standard errors (to obtain the z-value and 

thus the significance), the odds ratio of each simple slope, and the percentage change in the 

odds for a one-unit change in the focal independent variable (for presentation and 

interpretation of results of logistic regressions, see Pampel, 2000). The findings can be seen in 

Table 7.3. 
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Table 7,1: Interaction effects of tone towards the EU and various country characteristics on 
fears about European integration 

Control variables 
Female 
Age 
Education 
Self employed 
Lower status employees 
Higher status employees 
Newspaper exposure 
Radio exposure 
Political talk 
Cognitive mobilization 
Left-right position 
Support EU integration 

Key variables 
Tone 
GDP/head 
Seats EP 
Country size 

Interactions 
Tone X 
GDP/head 
Tone X 
Seats EP 
Tone X 
Country size 

Constant 
log likelihood 
Pseudo R Square 

Richer countries 
paying more for 

others 
(n = 734) 

-.043 (.239) 
-.009 (.012) 
-.047 (.282) 
.192 (.738) 

-.594 (.533) 
-.725 (.582) 
.150 (.123) 

-.163 (.122) 
-.024(.129) 
.123 (.070) 
.138 (.031) 

-.202 (.079)* 

-.036 (.016)* 
-.157 (.021)*** 

-.026 (.008)** 

1.244 
-449.936 

.09 

Loss of power for 
smaller states 

(n = 729) 

.164 (.226) 

.016 (.007)* 
-.115 (.119) 
-.053 (.364) 
-.028(361) 
.031 (.361) 
.034 (.098) 
.114 (.161) 

-.068 (.219) 
.062 (.209) 

-.003 (.080) 
-.217 (.120) 

.181 (.045)*** 

-.012 (.006)* 

007 (.001)*** 

-.378 
-425.667 

.16 

Loss of national 
identity and culture 

(n = 755) 

.409 (.175) 

.006 (.011) 
-.152 (.132) 
-.236 (.485) 
-.231 (.416) 
-.739 (.580) 
-.032 (.054) 
.068 (.153) 
.183 (.233) 
.138 (.158) 
.073 (.043) 

-.254 (.059)*** 

.104 (.040)** 

.015 (.006)* 

.004 (.001)*** 

-.170 
-461.847 

.11 
*p< .05 ;**p< .01 ;***p< .001 
Note. Cell entries are unstandardized logistic regression coefficients. Robust standard errors in brackets. 
Data sources: EB 54.1. Content analysis EU coverage during routine and summit periods 
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characteristics on fears about European integration 

Control variables 
Female 
Age 
Education 
Self employed 
Lower status employees 
Higher status employees 
Newspaper exposure 
Radio exposure 
Political talk 
Cognitive mobilization 
Left-right position 
Support EU integration 

Kev variables 
Performance depiction 
GDP/head 
Seats EP 
Country size 

Interactions 

Performance X 
GDP/head 
Performance X 
Seats EP 
Performance X 
Country size 

Constant 
log likelihood 
Pseudo R Square 

Richer countries 
paying more for 

others 
(n = 734) 

-.032 (.248) 
-.008 (.012) 
-.075 (.283) 
.189 (.739) 

-.559 (.537) 
-.648 (.592) 
.154 (.120) 

-.163 (.127) 
-.043 (.140) 
.144 (.066)* 
.142 (.031)*** 

-.207 (.138)** 

-.034 (.027) 
-.204 (.020)*** 

-.003 (.003) 

1.142 
-449.202 

.09 

Loss of power for 
smaller states 

(n = 729) 

.131 (.251) 

.016 (.004)*** 
-.155(422) 
.076 (.228) 
.033 (.395) 
.103 (.084) 
.037 (.083) 
.090(469) 
.006 (.235) 
.047 (.221) 
.002 (.078) 

-.224 (.091)* 

.189 (.059)** 

-.017 (.007)* 

.004 (.001)** 

-.540 
-434.657 

.14 

Loss of national 
identity and culture 

(n = 755) 

.400(472)* 

.006 (.012) 
-.175(446) 
-466 (.533) 
-.217 (.429) 
-.748 (.556) 
-.033 (.059) 
.067(456) 
.256 (.247) 
.132(459) 
.069 (.041) 

-.259 (.065)*** 

436 (.030)*** 

.010 (.004)* 

.004 (.001)*** 

-.397 
-458.536 

42 
*p< .05 ;**p< .01 ;***p< .001 
Note. Cell entries are unstandardized logistic regression coefficients. Robust standard errors in brackets. 
Data sources: EB 54.1, Content analysis EU coverage during routine and summit periods 
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Table 7.3: Specific influence of tone towards the EU and performance depictions as 
conditional on various country characteristics 

Richer countries paying more for others (DV) 

Tone 

Simple slope 
Standard error 
Odds ratio 
(Odds ratio-1)* 

Loss of power 

Tone 

Simple slope 
Standard error 
Odds ratio 
(Odds ratio-1)* 

Performance 
depiction 

Simple slope 
Standard error 
Odds ratio 
(Odds ratio-1)* 

100 

-2.8 
.035 
.026 

1.036 
3.601 

GDP/Head in 1,000 USS (centered) 
-1.5 
.002 
.019 

1.002 
.210 

for smaller states (DV) 

100 

100 

-48 
-.139 
.078 
.870 

-12.975 

-48 
.007 
.038 

1.007 
.682 

Seats 
-33 

-.039 
.065 
.962 

-3.833 

Seats 
-33 

.064 

.038 
1.066 
6.588 

-1 -0.3 
-.011 -.029 
.017 .016 
.989 .972 

-1.064 -2.821 

in EP (centered) 
22 23 

I/*)1! * * * 'X 'X A * * * 

.047 .047 
1.387 1.396 

38.711 39.638 

in EP (centered) 
22 23 
07^##* 977#** 

.080 .081 
1.314 1.319 

31.364 31.864 

5.8 
-.185*** 
.050 
.831* 

-16.871 

35 
.414*** 
.053 

1.513 
51.255 

35 
.322*** 
.093 

1.380 
38.016 

Loss of national identity and culture (DV) 

Tone 
-39.1 

Country size (centered) 
-28.5 14.5 15.4 

* p < . 0 5 ; **p< .01 ; ***p<.001 
Note. Cell entries are simple slopes. Standard errors in brackets. 
Data sources: EB 54, Content analysis EU coverage during routine and summit periods 

37. 
Simple slope 
Standard error 
Odds ratio 
(Odds ratio-1)* 

Performance 
depiction 

Simple slope 
Standard error 
Odds ratio 
(Odds ratio-1)* 

100 

100 

-.039 
.041 
.962 

-3.812 

-39.1 
-.005 
.015 
.995 

-.455 

.000 

.032 
1.000 
.035 

Country 
-28.5 
.034* 
.015 

1.034 
3.417 

.159** 

.057 
1.173 

17.287 

.163*** 

.058 
1.177 

17.678 

size (centered) 
14.5 
.188*** 
.040 

1.207 
2.732 

15.4 
.192*** 
.041 

1.211 
21.123 

.246*** 

.089 
1.278 

27.846 

37.8 
.272*** 
.057 

1.313 
31.295 
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In the section of Table 7.3 titled "Richer countries paying more for others", the simple 
slopes at the five different values of national wealth can be found. Note that values of national 
wealth are centered around the mean. A first inspection shows that the slopes turn from 
positive to negative as the countries become richer. However, only one of the slopes passes 
conventional levels of significance. Put differently, only at the highest value of national 
wealth was there a significant influence of the tone of coverage on people's fear about richer 
countries financing the EU. Because the simple slope refers to the dependent variable as 
logged odds and because logged odds are not readily accessible, the regression coefficients 
are transformed into odds ratios. This also entails the transformation of the dependent variable 
into odds, which are much easier to interpret. Thus, for the significant odds ratio of .83, this 
means that the odds of being afraid of rich countries financing the EU reduced by a multiple 
of .83 with a one-unit increase of the tone of coverage. Because the odds ratio can easily be 
expressed as percentage change, one can also say that the odds of having this fear reduced by 
16.9% with a one-unit change of the tone of coverage. Less technically (but also somewhat 
less precisely) put, in the wealthiest country, more positive coverage of the EU led people to 
be less afraid of the fact that rich countries might finance the EU. In less wealthy countries, no 
such influence was obtained. 

With respect to the fear that small countries lose power, it was expected that a more 
positive tone of coverage would diminish this fear in smaller countries while the tone of 
coverage would leave inhabitants of bigger countries unaffected. As to the impact of 
performance depictions, I expected that more favorable depictions would boost the fear in 
smaller countries whereas citizens from bigger countries would be hardly influenced. There 
were significant interactions between both the tone of coverage (Table 7.1) and performance 
depictions (Table 7.2) and the size of a country (operationalized as seats in the European 
Parliament). In the section "Loss of power for smaller states - tone" of Table 7.3, the simple 
slopes at different values of a country's power in the EU (i.e., number of seats) can be seen. 
The increasingly negative slopes at lower country size values seem to indicate that the fear 
was reduced with a more positive tone towards the EU, yet these slopes did not pass 
conventional significance levels. However, contrary to the expectations, people's fear about 
smaller countries losing power intensified with more positive coverage, the bigger the country 
was. This effect was highly significant. Put in the language of logistic regression and odds 
ratios, one can see that, for example, in the second largest country the odds of being afraid of 
smaller countries losing power increased by a multiple of 1.4 (rounded) or by 39.6% with 
each one-unit change of the tone of coverage. In the third largest country, this percentage 
increase was 38.7%. In the biggest country, this increase was 51.3%. Put in simplified form, 
the bigger a country, the more its inhabitants worry about smaller countries losing power if 
the EU is positively evaluated in television news. 

As far as the influence of performance depictions was concerned, a similar pattern 
emerged. The slopes in the section "Loss of power for smaller states - performance 
depictions" of Table 7.3 became larger with greater country sizes, contrary to the 
expectations. However, only at bigger country sizes (operationalized as number of seats in the 
EP), the slopes were significant. In terms of the odds ratios, this means, for example, for the 
third largest country that the odds of worrying about smaller countries losing power increased 
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by a multiple of 1.31 or by 31.4% with performance depictions getting more favorable by one 
unit. For the two bigger countries, the fear increased by a multiple of 1.32 (31.9%) and by a 
multiple of 1.38 (38%). In other words, citizens from bigger countries feel more disturbed 
about smaller countries losing power, the more successfully the EU is portrayed in television 
news. 

The expectations concerning the impact of the tone of coverage and performance 
depictions on the fear of losing national culture and identity were similar to the ones 
concerning the fear about smaller countries losing power. It was expected that, in smaller 
countries, more positive coverage would reduce the fear and more favorable performance 
depictions would boost the fear, while bigger countries would remain largely unaffected. 
Were the findings again contrary to the expectations? There were significant interactions 
between both the tone of coverage (Table 7.1) and performance depictions (Table 7.2) and 
country size. The meaning of the two interactions is clarified, when looking at the "Loss of 
national identity and culture" section of Table 7.3. The pattern is similar to what has been 
described with respect to the fear about smaller countries losing power. With increasing 
country sizes, people worried more about their national culture being threatened, the more 
positive the tone of coverage became. There was indeed a (predicted) negative influence of 
the tone of coverage, yet this effect was not significant. Technically speaking, the tone of 
coverage getting one unit more positive increased the odds of being afraid of losing national 
identity, for example, by a multiple of 1.17 (or by 17.3%) in the third largest country. In the 
biggest country, the tone of coverage getting one unit more positive increased the odds by a 
multiple of 1.28 (or by 27.8%). In other words, as country sizes increase, citizens worry more 
about losing national identity, the more positive the EU is evaluated in television news. 

This pattern also applied to the influence of performance depictions (Table 7.3). The 
influence was not significant in the smallest country. However, as country sizes became 
bigger, so did the influence of performance depictions on citizens fear of losing national 
identity. To give just one example, in the biggest country, performance depictions getting 
more favorable by one unit increased the odds of being afraid of losing national identity by a 
multiple of 1.31 or by 31.3%. More conveniently put, with increasing country sizes, citizens 
are more concerned about losing national identity and power, the more successfully television 
news portrays the EU. 

7.4 Discussion - the not quite expected influence of EU coverage 

This chapter has tackled a new research area and the results were largely contrary to the 
expectations. It was not expected that, with increasing country size, more positive evaluations 
would boost people's fear about smaller countries losing power and about a loss of national 
culture. Nor was it anticipated that that the two fears (originally expected to be more 
pronounced in smaller countries) would increase in bigger countries as both the tone of 
coverage and performance depictions became more favorable. The only finding being halfway 
in line with the expectations was that the fear of richer countries financing the EU reduced as 
the tone of coverage became more positive. However, significant evidence of this was only 
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found in the largest country. Therefore, it seems more pressing to focus on the surprising 
pattern concerning the fear about loss of power and culture. I will first center upon the 
influence of both performance depictions and tone of coverage and will then deal with the 
strikingly worried inhabitants of big countries. 

If rnnPlirQ w i t h finHinüQ f rnm thp t i v t h r h ^ n t p r thaf \j/hnf piti-7^nc thinly mciv Kp in 

contrast with depictions of the EU's performance. In line with this pattern, it was found that 
more favorable performance depictions led people in bigger countries to be more afraid of a 
loss of identity and of smaller countries losing power. Given that performance depictions may 
provide people with cues about the functioning of the EU in terms of its pragmatic 
achievements, citizens may be confronted with the vision of a remote, uncontrollable super
state, which successfully exists somewhere 'up there' between Brussels and Strasbourg, but 
pays little attention to national, regional, local, or even personal needs and worries. Depictions 
of success and progress of an abstract entity may evoke notions of the cold, rational, 
bureaucratic super-state that probably resembles what Orwell and Huxley have described in 
1984 and Brave New World. That said, one should keep in mind that the performance 
depictions of the EU usually had a negative slant (Chapter 3). The above finding also implies 
that less favorable performance depictions are associated with less pronounced fears. 
Ironically, then, the EU may benefit from this negative feature of the coverage. However, 
whether this result extends to different periods of time and all EU countries, needs to be 
further explored. 

Unlike the results concerning performance depictions, the findings concerning the tone 
of coverage cannot be integrated with outcomes presented earlier in this book. Why does a 
more positive tone evoke fears? First of all, it is important to note that a more positive tone 
does not necessarily boost fears about European integration as the results concerning fears 
about richer countries financing the EU have shown. This suggests that it might be the nature 
of the fear that shapes the influence. Both the fear of losing national culture and the fear of 
small countries losing power evolve around non-economic issues. Bearing in mind that the 
current EU originated as a primarily economic institution and that economic changes are 
probably the most tangible for most EU citizens (e.g., no customs, no border control, new 
currency), one may presume that people have not yet advanced much beyond the Treaty of 
Maastricht. Whereas political and intellectual elites are busy building an ever closer European 
Union, European citizens still live in the European Economic Community. The sometimes 
described horizontal multi-speed Europe across countries has possibly its counterpart in a 
vertical multi-speed Europe across various segments of the population. If the tone in 
television towards the European Union is positive and if people are moreover confronted with 
a potential loss of national power and national culture, this vertical multi-speed Europe with 
its divergent character may come into play. As a consequence, citizens may feel threatened by 
positive evaluations that indicate an ever closer, but also pervasive and octopus-like European 
Union that jeopardizes national power and identity. Again, it should be kept in mind that EU 
coverage usually has a slightly negative slant (see Chapter 3) and that fears are less 
pronounced with less positive coverage. And again, this finding calls for more research. 
However, the pattern of results suggests that media coverage might work differently than one 
would intuitively expect. 
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The second unexpected result was that the just described influence of coverage 
increased with the size of a country. With more positive tone and more favorable performance 
depictions, citizens from bigger and more powerful countries were more afraid than citizens 
from smaller countries that European integration would lead to a loss of national identity and 
to a power loss for smaller countries. At first sight, this finding is paradoxical. Why do the 
citizens from more powerful and bigger countries react more strongly to the coverage and 
why do they worry more? One explanation may refer to what one might call the coping-wiih-
power experience. As psychological research has shown (Lader & Mathews, 1968; Wolpe, 
1958, 1973), fears generally only diminish or disappear, if people learn to cope with fears as a 
result of having mastered fearful situations. Similarly, inhabitants from smaller and less 
powerful countries have continuously been confronted with bigger and more powerful 
countries that may threaten their national power and culture. Smaller countries continuously 
cope with power. Conversely, this experience may be less present in bigger countries (at least 
not to the extent that it is present in smaller countries). In terms of the fear of losing national 
identity and culture, one just has to spend a random evening watching Danish or Dutch 
television and another watching English, French, or German television. It is highly unlikely 
that viewers of English, French, and German television are confronted with any other 
language than the one spoken in the country, with all movies and quotes dubbed. Conversely, 
English is the dominant language in entertainment programs on Danish and Dutch television. 
In other words, citizens from smaller countries may have experienced much more often than 
citizens from bigger countries that national power and culture are not continuously threatened 
by bigger and more powerful countries, which may especially apply to the EU context. 
Citizens from bigger and more powerful countries on the other hand lack this coping-with-
power experience and this may be why they are afraid of losing their national identity and 
worry about small countries potentially losing power. 

As far as effects of television new coverage on fears are concerned, this chapter has 
produced results that may inspire future research. Obviously, the findings call for replication 
in a larger number of countries (especially less wealthy ones) and in a different, more 
extended period of investigation. Both EU and media effect research may benefit from 
including also EU applicant countries in such studies. In these countries, accession to the EU 
is contested (Economist, 2002, October 26b, p. 27) and fears about European integration may 
surface among considerable proportions of the population. When including applicant 
countries in future studies, much of what this chapter could only tentatively point to might 
come to the fore more clearly, namely that evaluations or performance depictions of the EU 
may have contrary effects depending on the specific country context. Given the scope and 
meaning of such findings, this would be an important contribution to research on the EU and 
media effects alike. 

With the enlargement of the EU to Central and Eastern Europe, EU citizens' fears 
about European integration will increase, at least in the beginning. The Economist (2002, 
October 26a, p. 25) called the applicant countries "the second-class compartment" and their 
inhabitants "second-class citizens", and pointed out that the poorest countries entering the EU 
in the past were by far richer than the current applicants. Moreover, the applicant countries 
can neither expect huge sums of money nor a big boost in private investment - EU budgets 
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are already strained and much foreign investment has already arrived. If fears evolve around 
potentially unpleasant and uncontrollable developments as defined in section 7.1, then the 
time is ripe to put fears about European integration along with potential media influences on 
our research agenda. 

7.5. Summary 

This chapter tackled a more emotional aspect of European integration - fears about European 
integration - and related it to evaluations and performance depictions of the EU. Three 
findings emerged: 

1. In the wealthiest country, more positive coverage of the EU led people to be less afraid of 
the fact that rich countries might finance the EU. In less wealthy countries, no such 
influence occurred. 

2. The more positively the EU is evaluated in television news and the bigger a country is, the 
more citizens worry about smaller countries losing power. This pattern also emerged for 
performance depictions of the EU. 

3. The more positively the EU is evaluated in television news and the bigger a country is, the 
more citizens are afraid of losing national identity and culture. A similar pattern obtained 
for performance depictions of the EU. 


