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Abstract

Climate Citizens’ Assemblies (CCAs) have become a valuable tool for directly 
involving citizens in addressing the pressing challenges posed by the climate crisis. 
Central to their legitimacy is their capacity to engage a broad audience with the 
complexities of participatory and environmental politics. In this respect, the media 
plays a crucial role in influencing whether and how CCAs are portrayed. Recognizing 
a lack of research connecting media and (C)CAs, this study aims to advance the 
research agenda through a case study of the Luxembourgish Klima Biergerrot (KBR). 
Analysing 120 media pieces, we aim to better understand which factors influence 
both the volume and framing of a CCA in media discourse. Our findings are three-fold. 
First, coverage tends to be more extensive and positive when the media focuses on 
the CCA’s outcomes rather than procedural aspects. Second, media outlets with 
left-leaning ideologies tend to provide more extensive coverage but frame the CCA 
more negatively compared to right-leaning counterparts. Third, while the gender of 
journalists does not affect the extent of the coverage, it influences the framing: 
women journalists tend to present CCAs more positively. This research underscores 
the role of the media in communicating CCAs and climate action.

Keywords: media coverage, media framing, Maxi-public communication, Climate 
Citizens‘ Assemblies (CCAs), Luxembourgish Klima-Biergerrot (KBR).

1	 Introduction

Climate change has risen to the forefront of global concerns, with its far-reaching 
impacts necessitating urgent and collective action. In this era of environmental 
crisis, traditional modes of decision-making are often said to fall short of adequately 
addressing the complexities of climate-related issues (Willis et al., 2022). In 
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response, Climate Citizens’ Assemblies (CCAs), a format of deliberative mini-publics 
focusing on climate policy, have emerged at all levels of governance as innovative, 
participatory instruments designed to bridge the gap between expert knowledge, 
public opinion and policy action. CCAs serve as critical platforms of participatory 
democracy, bringing together a randomly selected representative group of 
individuals to engage in informed discussions and generate recommendations on 
climate policies. In recent years, the rise of citizens’ assemblies to address climate 
change has been remarkable, resulting in a global proliferation of CCAs across 
various levels of governance.

However, since these assemblies typically involve only a small fraction of the 
population, it is crucial to connect their outcomes and significance with the broader 
society effectively. This is where the role of media becomes indispensable. As 
society’s primary information source, media is a powerful tool for disseminating 
knowledge about various topics. Notably, by disseminating CCA outcomes beyond 
their immediate participants, the media contributes to raising awareness of CCAS 
and the climate crisis (Lage et al., 2023). This dissemination is essential because, 
despite widespread opposition to stringent climate mitigation policies (Fairbrother, 
2022), public acceptance may increase when these decisions stem from citizen-led 
policy recommendations. Additionally, media visibility can exert pressure on 
decision-makers to implement CCA outcomes (Junius, 2023). Put differently, as 
the concept of CAs has gained traction in addressing pressing societal challenges, 
including climate change, the framing of CCAs in media coverage has become 
increasingly significant.

Media thus serves as a critical intermediary, influencing how these deliberative 
processes are portrayed, perceived and, ultimately, integrated into the broader 
discourse on climate action. More precisely, the media holds significant power by 
determining whether a story is newsworthy, and how it is framed. Indeed, through 
framing, media heavily shapes how we view the world, how we interact with the 
news topic, and even determining our (in)actions (Bennet & Etman, 2001, 
Scheuffele, 1999). In this regard, framing dictates how CCAs are reported: positive, 
balanced coverage can portray assemblies as vital contributors to climate action, 
bolstering the assembly’s legitimacy and influencing policymakers to consider its 
recommendations seriously (Delap, 2001; Capstick et al., 2020). Hence, framing 
CCAs in media coverage has substantial implications for how CCAs are portrayed, 
as well as the effectiveness and impact of these deliberative processes.

However, research on the interplay between CCAs and their framing in media 
coverage is relatively scarce. We therefore aim to fill that gap by exploring the 
nuances of media coverage and its framing of CCAs. To that end, this article 
critically examines how the media reported on the Luxembourgish climate citizens’ 
assembly, the Klima-Biergerrot (KBR). Taking place in 2022, the KBR provides an 
interesting case to compare media coverage across outlets and examine variation. 
Through an analysis of 120 media pieces, we aim to answer the question: What 
factors influence the media coverage and framing of CCAs? Our findings are divided 
into two parts: first, we explore the volume of coverage, focusing on the visibility 
and timing of articles about the KBR. Second, we delve into the framing of this 
coverage, examining the articles’ tone. That is, we analyze whether journalists 
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portrayed the processes neutrally, positively, negatively or in a balanced manner. 
Overall, our study seeks to elucidate the factors behind the variation in both the 
quantity and content of media coverage of the KBR. To achieve this, we consider 
the characteristics of the CCA (process versus outcome), the media’s ideological 
orientation and the journalist’s gender.

2	 Theoretical Framework: Media and (C)CAs

Like many other policy fields, environmental policymaking has been affected by 
the deliberative turn. Over the last two decades, established democracies have 
increasingly implemented deliberative instruments like mini-publics in which a 
randomly selected body of citizens learn, deliberate and come to decisions on a 
matter of public interest. Interestingly, they have particularly been used to cope 
with environmental issues (Paulis et al., 2020), a domain where current 
governments seem to fail to respond effectively (Willis et al., 2022). The most 
recent and visible developments in this direction are the spread of citizenss’ 
assemblies on climate, with well-documented examples in Ireland, France, the UK, 
and many other EU countries.

Although many deliberative theorists have acknowledged the democratic 
importance of transmission and communicative mechanisms to connect formal 
and informal spheres of deliberation (Chambers, 2009; Chambers & Costain, 2006; 
Habermas, 1996), we know little about the media coverage of these deliberative 
instruments. Indeed, research on deliberation and media studies have long been 
separate fields of inquiry. More precisely, the literature on deliberative processes 
was mainly interested in visibility and publicity. That is, attracting media attention 
to processes such as mini-publics (Escobar & Elstub 2017; Karpowitz & Raphael 
2014; Pomatto 2019; Rinke et al., 2013). With the systemic approach, deliberative 
processes and media studies were brought closer. Most scholars agree that 
deliberation as a societal-wide process requires a deeper understanding. 
Consequently, a deliberative system cannot exist without an enlarged public sphere 
(Dryzek & Hendriks, 2012; Habermas, 1996; Mansbridge et al., 2012; Neblo, 2015; 
Niemeyer, 2014; Parkinson, 2012; Thompson, 2008; Warren, 2007). Within the 
framework of deliberative systems, media then assumes a crucial role (Maia, 2018). 
Yet, the relationship between media coverage, its drivers, and (C)CAs remains 
largely unexplored.

Reports evaluating CCAs in France, the UK and Austria show that these 
deliberative events receive attention from traditional media (Buzogany et al., 2022; 
Elstub et al., 2011). The reports also indicate that media coverage increases and 
becomes more positive after the final report is publicly released and delivered to 
the commissioning bodies (Buzogany et al., 2022; Elstub et al., 2021; Elstub et al., 
2022). LeDuc (2011) analysed how three major Canadian newspapers covered the 
2006 Ontario Citizens’ Assembly. His findings suggest some negative bias in the 
coverage, undermining the public legitimacy of the process. Rinke et al. (2013) 
examined print media coverage of the Australian Citizens’ Parliament, focusing on 
the number of articles, tone and perspectives. They found that although the overall 
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tone of the press coverage was positive with frequent connection to demands for 
more citizen participation, the process and recommendations received limited 
coverage. More recently, McGovern and Thorne (2021) focused on the Irish 
Citizens’ Assembly to examine its impact on climate reporting in the Irish media. 
They found that the media coverage of the Irish CCA was predominantly positive, 
although frequently superficial and lacking in detail regarding the deliberative 
process.

Following Pomatto (2019), media logic plays a vital role in determining news 
coverage. This logic revolves around the concept of newsworthiness and the 
favouritism towards events that can maximise readership and audience 
engagement. Fournier et al. (2011) argued that citizens’ assemblies lack core 
elements that attract media attention, such as conflict and polarisation. The media 
may selectively emphasise parts of deliberative processes that are most newsworthy, 
neglecting what went well or the process itself. For instance, Parkinson (2006) 
illustrated how TV channels polarised and dramatised discussions among 
participants in a deliberative poll.

Based on previous findings, we find media coverage intensifies and becomes 
more positive once the final reports of CCAs are made public. Additionally, media 
logic emphasises newsworthiness, prioritising events that maximise readership 
and audience engagement. Therefore, we anticipate that the media will favour 
covering the outcomes of CCAs more extensively and positively than the procedural 
aspects.

Hypothesis 1: Media coverage of a CCA will be more extensive and positive regarding the 
outcomes than procedural aspects.

Aiming to explain the disparity in media attention towards (C)CAs and democratic 
innovations in general, researchers propose various suggestions. One line  suggests 
that design elements play a crucial role. This can include the allocation of (financial) 
resources for a media and public information strategy (Leduc, 2011; Elstub et al., 
2021) or having a dedicated spokesperson (Fournier et al., 2011). The entity that 
initiates the deliberative process is also believed to have a significant impact on 
media coverage, with processes commissioned by governments having a higher 
likelihood of press coverage than those initiated by civil society. Some authors have 
also mentioned the potential impact of specific structural traits. For example, 
Pomatto (2019) suggested that political culture and system could play a role. Other 
authors similarly argue that political sponsorship can introduce a partisan bias 
(Leduc, 2009; Boswell et al., 2013; Carson, 2013).

As per Rinke (2016), media outlets may display bias in their reporting by either 
supporting or undermining the credibility of these assemblies based on their 
editorial stance. Political parallelism refers to a pattern in which certain media 
systematically echoes the views and agenda of political groups (Albuquerque, 
2013), reflecting the alignment of newspapers along the lines of different 
ideological, political and cultural views (Mancini, 2015). While the “political 
tendencies of European newspapers are fuzzier today than they were a generation 
ago” (Hallin & Mancini, 2004, 27), studies suggest that coverage in Western Europe 
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can still significantly differ depending on the political orientation of the media 
outlet (Paksoy, 2013; Kaiser & Kleinen-von Königslöw, 2016; van der Pas et al., 
2017; Grassmuck & Thomass, 2023). Research focused on Luxembourg has also 
stressed media-party connections (Lamour, 2023; Kies & Lukasic, 2023 ). Despite 
a decline in formal partisan affiliations over the past decade alongside stricter 
media regulations, political biases continue to influence Luxembourg citizens’ 
perceptions of media neutrality (Kies, 2024). Moreover, among journalists, there 
persists a perception that editorial stances often reflect the historical political 
leanings of their respective outlets.1 This emphasises that media coverage is likely 
to be influenced by the political alignment and associated ideologies of specific 
media groups.

Kostelka and Rovny (2019) point out that left-wing movements and parties, as 
advocates for greater equality, have historically shown a stronger inclination 
towards participatory practices and instruments. Moreover, left-wing politicians 
and parties are more supportive of implementing participatory processes than 
their right-wing counterparts (Rangoni et al., 2021; Gherghina et al., 2022), as are 
leftist citizens (Paulis & Rangoni, 2023). Furthermore, left-wing parties typically 
prioritise post-materialist issues, such as environmental concerns. For instance, 
the Green Party has long been the foremost advocate for addressing climate change 
and more participatory, citizen-led forms of democracy (Van Haute, 2018). In 
other words, the fight against climate change is more salient to left-wing parties 
(Farstad, 2018; Schwörer, 2024) and voters (Chan & Tam, 2023; Fisher et al., 
2022).

The above theoretical findings underscore that media outlets often align with 
political ideologies, influencing their editorial lines and, hence, their coverage and 
framing of certain issues. For example, left-leaning media provides more extensive 
coverage of climate change compared to conservative media (Bohr, 2020). Given 
these insights, we hypothesise that left-leaning media outlets will cover climate 
citizens’ assemblies more extensively and positively than right-leaning media 
outlets, reflecting the prioritisation of environmental issues and citizen 
participation.

Hypothesis 2: Media outlets with a historical left-leaning orientation will provide more 
extensive and positive coverage of CCAs compared to those historically leaning right.

In addition to media logic and – historical – political parallelism, there are numerous 
variables that shape journalistic reporting. These include economic pressures 
(McManus, 1994; Cook 1998), organizational structures within newsrooms 
(Altmeppen, 200;, Sigelman, 1973), genres of journalism (Jaakkola, 2018), and the 
journalists’ profiles (Patterson & Donsbach, 1996; Weaver, 1998). Their profiles 
encompass their political beliefs, opinions, and various demographic factors among 
which gender has received considerable attention in the literature. Gender 
encompasses socially defined roles for individuals who identify as men, women, 
and those who do not adhere to this binary classification.2 

While discourse on women’s representation in the news early revealed 
government their underrepresentation and portrayal in stereotypical gender roles 

Dit artikel uit Politics of the Low Countries is gepubliceerd door Boom bestuurskunde en is bestemd voor anonieme bezoeker



Politics of the Low Countries 2024 (6) 1
doi: 10.5553/PLC/.000073

6

Emilien Paulis, Lisa Verhasselt & Raphaël Kies

(Tuchman et al., 1978), the inclusion of women’s voices in news coverage remains 
a significant topic in academic research on journalism (Armstrong, 2004; Fröhlich 
2007; Baitinger, 2015; Kian et al., 2011; Niemi & Pitkänen, 2016; Carter et al., 
2019; Sjøvaag & Pedersen, 2019; Klaas & Boukes, 2020; Van der Pas & Aaldering, 
2020). A specific strand of research delves into the differences in content and tone 
by gender (Sunoo 1994; Peiser, 2000). The Global Media Monitoring Project 
investigates the types of stories that men and women reporters typically cover, 
revealing that women are most commonly assigned stories related to science and 
health, but the least likely to cover politics (Macharia, 2015). These findings 
underscore that men tend to cover hard news topics such as politics and economics, 
while women are more likely to write about soft news topics related to society, 
culture, and feminine issues (Craft & Wanta 2004; Poindexter & Harp, 2008; 
Armstrong et al., 2012; North, 2014; Sjøvaag & Pedersen, 2019; Tomasic & 
Gottfried, 2023). Similarly, Rodny-Gumed’s (2015) study reveals that while women 
and men frequently cover similar beats and stories, they tend to prioritise different 
story angles and articulate their societal roles in distinct ways, women being 
particularly more balanced in their portrayal of women athletes and politicians, for 
instance (Kian & Hardin 2009; Kim & Yoon 2009). 

Because journalism research has long underscored that gender has an impact 
on coverage, we assume that it might affect the coverage of CCAs. Indeed, public 
opinion research on CAs indicates that women generally exhibit greater support 
for citizen-led policy instruments (Talukder & Pilet, 2021), and are more actively 
involved when participating in mini-publics (Harris et al., 2020). Women also tend 
to hold more positive attitudes towards CAs than men. Additionally, studies by the 
UNDP have demonstrated that women are disproportionately affected by climate 
change and, therefore, play a crucial role as advocates in combatting it (Baumwoll 
et al., 2016). Psychological research further suggests that women demonstrate a 
higher level of concern for environmental issues and engage in more conservation 
efforts than men (Descrochers et al., 2019). They also exhibit less skepticism 
towards climate change (Whitmarsh, 2011; Tranter & Booth, 2015) and generally 
hold more positive environmental attitudes. Therefore, given the observed 
differences in media coverage between men and women journalists, and considering 
that women generally hold more positive views on climate change and environmental 
issues, we hypothesise that women journalists will cover CCAs more extensively 
and frame them more positively.

Hypothesis 3: Women journalists, compared to men, will provide more extensive coverage 
and frame CCAs more positively.

In conclusion, journalistic reporting is a complex field influenced by a myriad of 
factors, as shown above. Indeed, Harcup (2009) claims that “journalism is not 
produced in a vacuum” (p. 17). In this article, we consider three variables: the 
characteristics of the CCA (process versus outcome), the media’s ideological 
orientation, and the journalist’s gender.
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3	 Data and Methods

3.1	 The Klima-Biergerrot (KBR)
To examine the hypotheses mentioned above, we focus on the Luxembourgish 
Klima-Biergerrot and its media coverage within Luxembourg. Commissioned by 
the Luxembourg Government,3 the KBR was composed of a representative sample 
of 100 citizens working or living in Luxembourg. With the help of professional 
facilitators and a wide range of experts, they were tasked with discussing 
Luxembourg’s current commitments as regards combating climate change and 
providing recommendations regarding potential additional measures or proposals 
for climate policy. The KBR started in January  2022 and concluded in 
September 2022, with the participants delivering and presenting their final report 
and 56 recommendations to the government and the media.

The KBR presents an interesting topic for analysing media coverage of a CCA. 
Studying how the KBR is framed helps to understand how the assembly and its 
recommendations are portrayed, offering insights into how media influences 
public understanding of climate change and willingness to support or participate 
in climate initiatives. Specifically to Luxembourg, the KBR marks the first 
occurrence of a CCA of such scale at the national level (Paulis et al., 2024). Analysing 
its media coverage highlights how novel democratic processes are presented to the 
public, potentially influencing public perception and acceptance of such 
mechanisms. Despite ownership concentration, Luxembourg’s media landscape is 
expansive compared to potential demand (Kies & Lukasic, 2023), fuelled by the 
Grand Duchy’s internationalisation and linguistic diversification (Lamour, 2023). 
This diversity of media outlets and audience demographics positions the KBR as an 
intriguing case study for CCA research, providing various avenues for visibility and 
audience engagement. Overall, the KBR offers a rich context for exploring media 
framing of climate citizens’s assemblies, providing valuable lessons for climate 
communication, public engagement and participatory democracy.

3.2	 Data
We monitored the media coverage of KBR over almost two years: from the Prime 
Minister’s initial announcement in October 2021 to September 2023, six months 
after the government provided a formal update on the implementation of the 
recommendations. We considered all national mass media (including print, online, 
TV and radio), which provided KBR-related content that could be accessed 
retroactively on their websites. We compiled these materials into a dataset, in 
which each entry corresponds to a specific media piece covering the Luxembourg 
CCA. Considering Luxembourg’s multilingual nature, we translated all titles and 
content into English. Additionally, we manually stored various raw information, 
such as publishing date, media outlet and journalist’s name, as well as systematically 
coded several variables on the content of each media piece (see Appendix 1, Table 
A for further details). To minimise personal bias, particularly concerning subjective 
assessment, we combined a strategy of collective, consensus coding of the media 
pieces with a procedure of intercoder reliability, where two authors later individually 
recoded a random selection of the collective media pieces, ending up with an 
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acceptable rate of 84% of agreement with the initial coding on average (see 
Appendix 2).

3.3	 Variables and Analytical Strategy
Our analysis of the media coverage of KBR involves examining the variations in 
two aspects. The first dependent variable we consider is the quantity of media 
attention, which involves assessing the extent of coverage. This is done by gauging 
how often KBR is mentioned in Luxembourgish media to get a general idea of the 
number of press articles mentioning the KBR over the studied period. We identified 
and gathered 120 media pieces that directly referenced the KBR from 18 different 
national outlets (see Appendix  6 for the full list of articles). This indicates a 
relatively high level of interest in KBR within Luxembourgish media.4

The second dependent variable we are examining is the content of media 
coverage. More precisely, we scrutinise the media’s framing of the KBR. For this 
study, we define framing as the strategic positioning of reported events within a 
particular perspective (Scheufele, 1999; Pérez, 2017). Accordingly, framing 
categorises how information is presented: positive, negative, neutral, or balanced. 
Positive framing highlights favourable aspects, outcomes, or interpretations to 
emphasise achievements or positive developments. Conversely, negative framing 
draws attention to unfavourable aspects, problems, or criticisms associated with 
the KBR. Neutral framing presents information objectively, without value 
judgment, focusing on factual accuracy. Balanced framing integrates both positive 
and negative elements to provide a comprehensive view that acknowledges diverse 
perspectives or facets of the KBR. These framing strategies are pivotal in influencing 
public perception and understanding, as they determine which aspects of a story 
receive emphasis or are downplayed in media coverage. Thus, each piece is coded as 
follows: neutral is coded as 0, negative as 1, positive as 2, and balanced as 3.5

To test our expectations, we rely on three independent variables. The first 
variable, ‘Focus,’ is categorical and indicates whether the piece focuses solely on the 
procedural aspects of the CCA (coded as 0), the outcomes (coded as 1), or both 
simultaneously (coded as 2). The second variable, ‘Political leaning’ (H2), is 
categorical and indicates the ideological stance of the outlet publishing the piece. 
Media aligned with socialist, green or communist parties are coded as left-wing 
(coded as 0), those associated with conservative or economically liberal ideologies 
as right-wing (coded as 1), and independent media are categorised separately 
(coded as 2). To support this coding, we detailed the specificities of the Luxembourg 
media landscape (see Appendix  4) and traced the proximity of media groups to 
political parties (summarised in Appendix 4, Table A). The third variable, ‘Gender’ 
(H3), indicates the gender of the journalist reporting on the CCA (women coded as 
0, men as 1, and 2 assigned to pieces where gender is unknown).

In our analysis, we examined variations in volume and content by presenting 
descriptive and bivariate results across the relevant independent variables. We 
supplemented these findings with qualitative insights into the dynamics between 
the KBR and media coverage. This approach offers a comprehensive understanding 
of both the quantity and evolution of coverage surrounding the CCA. Additionally, 
we conducted a multinomial regression analysis to explore whether our independent 
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variables could explain variations in the probability of media pieces engaging with 
argumentative coverage and presenting a positive framing of the CCA. This allowed 
us to determine the extent to which our findings align with the descriptive 
observations, thus providing a more robust understanding of the factors driving 
variations in the quality of media coverage of a CCA. Given the potential variance 
in the number of media pieces across outlets, we clustered the standard errors of 
our model based on the names of the outlets. This approach ensures a more accurate 
estimation of the model parameters and enhances the reliability of our results. To 
get sense of the effect sizes, the regression table (Appendix  5, Table A) reports 
relative risk ratios.

4	 Analysis

4.1	 H1 – Characteristics of CCA: Procedural Aspects and Outcomes
Figure 1 provides an overview of the media pieces related to KBR and when they 
were published. The graph shows a pattern consistent with previous studies, with 
significant peaks in coverage at the beginning of the process (January 2022) and 
especially at its end – specifically when the final report was presented to the 
government (September  2022) and when it was debated in parliament 
(October  2022). In between these peaks, KBR managed to maintain visibility 
despite having a minimal communication strategy (Paulis et al., 2024). Additionally, 
there was some coverage of the KBR when the draft NECP was first presented 
(April  2023) and when the government provided its official response, detailing 
whether and how each recommendation was integrated into the climate policy.

Figure 1	 The evolution of the KBR’s media coverage

The descriptive statistics in Table 1 show that the majority of media pieces were 
neutral (41.7%). This trend aligns with observations from other CCAs, suggesting 
that journalists prioritise maintaining neutrality and impartiality, especially on 
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critical and contentious topics like climate change. This approach helps cater to a 
diverse audience with varying perspectives on climate issues, avoiding the risk of 
alienating certain segments of the public and maintaining their credibility by not 
appearing to advocate for a specific agenda. Among the remaining pieces, 20% 
reported solely negative perspectives, while 28.8% reported positive perspectives.

Aligning with our expectations, 43.3% of the analysed media pieces focused 
exclusively on the (expected) outcomes of the KBR, without delving into the 
process. In contrast, 20% concentrated solely on the procedural dimension, 
completely omitting discussion of the outcomes. The remaining 36.7% addressed 
both aspects concurrently. Our findings thus support the first part of H1: media 
coverage of a CCA’s outcomes is more extensive compared to its coverage of 
procedural aspects.

The media’s extensive coverage of the KBR’s outcomes, rather than its 
procedural aspects, can be attributed to several factors rooted in Pomatto’s (2019) 
media logic, which prioritises newsworthiness and events that maximise readership 
and audience engagement. First, outcomes often carry significant political and 
societal implications, influencing public opinion and policy agendas. Media 
coverage of these outcomes can shape discourse and debate on climate issues, 
heightening their importance in public and political spheres. Additionally, given 
Luxembourg’s high per capita greenhouse gas emissions, media attention naturally 
gravitates toward the environmental implications of the CCA’s recommendations. 
Second, the public generally shows greater interest in concrete outcomes and their 
potential impacts rather than the procedural intricacies of decision-making 
processes. Media outlets cater to this preference by focusing on what the assembly 
proposes or achieves in addressing climate change. Third, outcomes are more 
straightforward to explain and understand compared to procedural details such as 
recruitment methods or deliberation processes. Media coverage tends to simplify 
complex topics for broader audience comprehension, leading to an emphasis on 
outcomes over procedures.
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In summary, these factors likely collectively contributed to the media’s prioritisation 
of covering the KBR’s outcomes, reflecting broader trends in media practice and 
audience preferences. However, the focus on outcomes over processes raises 
significant questions about the media’s role in enhancing public awareness and 
understanding of how CCAs function. This understanding is yet crucial for the 
perceived legitimacy of CAs in public opinion (Pow et al., 2021), especially given 
that such policy instruments are still relatively unfamiliar.

Having validated the first part of H1, we now shift focus to framing. Figure 2 
highlights that media pieces concentrating solely on outcomes were slightly more 
positive (25%) compared to those centred on procedural aspects alone (20%). 
These findings are reinforced by the regression results (Appendix  5), indicating 
that media pieces exclusively addressing outcomes are significantly more likely to 
fall into all categories except negative, in contrast to those solely focused on 
procedural aspects. The second part of H1 is thus also supported by our findings: 
media coverage of a CCA is more positive regarding the outcomes compared to the 
procedural aspects.

Figure 2	 The argumentation in KBR’s media coverage according to the focus

Media framing of a CCA’s outcomes tends to be more positive (or in any case, less 
negative) compared to its procedural aspects due to several factors rooted in media 
logic, as discussed by Pomatto (2019). Because outcomes often represent concrete 
decisions, recommendations or impacts that can capture public interest and 
influence policy discussions, the media may tend to frame them in a more positive, 
neutral or balanced light. On the other hand, procedural aspects, which involve 
logistical details, deliberative processes and administrative procedures, may receive 
less attention unless they involve controversies or significant disruptions that 
align with traditional news values of conflict or drama. Put differently, as 
underscored by Fournier et al. (2011), the selective emphasis on newsworthy 
elements can contribute to the observed difference in how media cover outcomes 
versus procedural aspects of citizen’s assemblies.

Indeed, mainly the procedural aspects evoked criticism (see Appendix 3 for some 
examples). The daily newspaper Le Quotidien serves as a prime instance of how 
media logic significantly influences the coverage of CCAs. The newspaper published 
several negative articles with sensationalist headlines like “Strong criticisms 

Dit artikel uit Politics of the Low Countries is gepubliceerd door Boom bestuurskunde en is bestemd voor anonieme bezoeker



From Deliberation to Headlines

Politics of the Low Countries 2024 (6) 1
doi: 10.5553/PLC/.000073

13

against the Klima Biergerrot” (16  January  2022); “The Klima Biergerrot starts 
under a fire of criticisms” (29 January 2022); “Disappointed citizens, the debate 
postponed” (15  June  2022); and “Klima Biergerrot: a painstaking job, 7 days a 
week” (13 July 2022). These articles explicitly criticised various procedural aspects 
of the KBR, such as its schedule, agenda, design, operational framework and 
selection of experts. The coverage, and particularly framing, prompted the 
conservative opposition party (CSV) to raise parliamentary questions on these 
procedural aspects, underscoring the influence and power of media. In response, 
KBR members felt compelled to issue an open letter to clarify that the newspaper’s 
portrayal did not represent the majority opinion within the assembly.

In Figure 2, it is evident that the media coverage of the KBR’s results was less 
negative. Le Quotidien exemplifies how when focusing on outcomes the negative 
narrative diminishes. Following the release of the final report, the outlet featured 
articles that were more positively framed, highlighting specific recommendations 
or the broader use of participatory processes: “Klima Biergerrot: crafts need to be 
valued” (20  September  2022); “Klima Biergerrot wants to make teleworking a 
norm” (21 September 2022); and “Do even more participation” (23 March 2023). 
The large share of neutral coverage post-process can be explained by the fact that 
the media mainly engaged in fact-based reporting of the recommendations. 
Additionally, the increase in balanced coverage is linked to the integration of 
certain KBR recommendations into policies and legislation. Overall, our findings 
illustrate how media framing can vary significantly depending on whether the 
focus is on the procedural aspects or on the outcomes of a climate citizen’s assembly, 
reflecting different perspectives, priorities and public interest dynamics in media 
reporting.

Hence, our findings confirm our initial hypothesis: media coverage of a CCA is 
more extensive and positive when focusing on outcomes compared to procedural 
aspects. In broader terms, we conclude that media coverage of the outcomes of a 
CCA is not only more positive but also more neutral, characterised by factual 
reporting and balanced, suggesting a nuanced portrayal that acknowledges both 
the strengths and limitations of the outcomes.

4.2	 H2 – Characteristics of Media Outlet: Political Leaning
Regarding the second hypothesis and a potential ideology-based bias in the CCA’s 
coverage, Table 1 shows that 36.5% of the KBR’s media coverage appeared in 
outlets historically associated with left-wing parties and movements. In contrast, 
a smaller proportion of the CCA’s coverage (27.5%) was provided by right-leaning 
outlets. The remaining 35.8% of the coverage came from outlets without a clear 
political identity.6 These findings suggest that left-leaning media may be more 
inclined to cover the KBR, possibly due to a greater alignment with environmental 
and participatory democracy issues, which are often central to left-wing political 
agendas. The smaller proportion of coverage in right-leaning outlets may reflect 
differing priorities or skepticism about the effectiveness and importance of citizen 
assemblies and climate action, common within right-leaning ideologies. Overall, 
these findings suggest that there is a noticeable ideological bias in the media 
coverage of the CCA, with left-leaning outlets providing more extensive coverage. 
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The first part of our second hypothesis is thus supported: media outlets with a – 
historical – left-leaning orientation provide more extensive coverage of CCAs, 
compared to those historically leaning right.

Having established that left-leaning media outlets do indeed cover CCAs more 
extensively, we now turn to the issue of framing. Contrary to our expectations, 
Figure 3 reveals that left-leaning media outlets had the highest proportion of 
negative coverage on the CCA. Additionally, they featured fewer pieces with an 
entirely positive line of argumentation compared to right-leaning outlets. This 
finding is further confirmed by the multivariate analysis, which shows that 
right-wing media pieces had significantly higher odds of adopting a positive 
framing over a negative one. The second part of our hypothesis can thus not be 
confirmed: media outlets with a historical left-leaning orientation will not provide 
more positive coverage of CCAs compared to those historically leaning right.

Figure 3	 The argumentation in the KBR’s media coverage according to the 
outlets’ political alignment

Left-leaning media outlets might report more negatively on CCAs for several 
reasons. Left-leaning media and their audience often have high expectations for 
democratic and participatory processes, leading to criticism if the CCA does not 
meet these expectations. Additionally, these outlets tend to support progressive 
and transformative action on climate issues, expressing disappointment or 
skepticism if a CCA is perceived as not proposing radical solutions. Left-leaning 
media also emphasises the need for systemic change to address environmental 
issues and, hence, scrutinises the implementation and potential impact of the 
CCA’s recommendations, questioning whether they will lead to meaningful change 
or merely serve as token gestures. For instance, even after the government 
presented new climate policy measures inspired by the KBR, left-wing journals 
questioned whether these measures were ambitious enough to address the urgency 
of climate change or if they were just a strategy to delay mitigation action and shift 
the burden onto citizens.

In addition, left-leaning media tends to align with critiques from environmental 
and social justice groups, which often hold stringent views on climate action, which 
can also contribute to negative coverage if the CCA is seen as insufficient in 
addressing the urgency and scale of the climate crisis. Indeed, both Le Quotidien 
and Woxx echoed early criticisms from civil society organisations, which were 
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concerned about potential government hijacking of the process and the 
marginalisation of their role in climate policymaking. In summary, negative 
reporting from left-leaning media on CCAs is likely to stem from their higher 
expectations, critical stance towards these processes and their recommendations, 
and alignment with advocacy groups.

To that end, our findings partially support the second hypothesis: media 
outlets with a historical left-leaning orientation indeed provide more extensive 
coverage of CCAs compared to those historically leaning right; however, they do 
not frame them more positively. In fact, left-leaning media provided significantly 
more negative coverage of the KBR. Additionally, we observed that ‘neutral’ media 
outlets (i.e. those without political affiliation), namely, the public service media in 
Luxembourg, published the most neutral and balanced articles. This highlights 
how neutral media contributes to less politically biased coverage of democratic 
innovations like CCAs, in contrast to commercial media (Pomatto, 2019).

4.3	 H3 – Characteristics of Journalist: Gender
Our third hypothesis explores how journalists’ gender influences their framing of a 
CCA. Out of the 120 media pieces we analysed, 26.7% were authored by women, 
while men accounted for 56.7% of the coverage. The remaining pieces were either 
unsigned or attributed to larger journalistic teams where individual authorship 
was not specified (see Table 1). Census data indicate that approximately 30% of 
press cardholders in Luxembourg are women.7 The proportion of media coverage 
by women journalists then roughly aligns with their representation in the field. 
Accordingly, the data suggest that women journalists made a substantial 
contribution, accounting for a quarter of the analysed media pieces. However, 
given this data, we cannot confirm the first part of our hypothesis: women 
journalists, compared to men journalists, do not provide more extensive coverage 
of CCAs.

Regarding the framing of media coverage, the bivariate analysis (see Figure 4) 
indicates that media pieces adopting a strictly positive argumentation in the 
coverage of the KBR were slightly more prevalent when authored by women 
compared to men. This difference appears also statistically significant in the 
multivariate analysis. In essence, our findings suggest that women were more 
inclined than men to present a strictly positive viewpoint or to frame the KBR 
neutrally in their reporting. Conversely, men tended to be more critical in their 
coverage of CCAs. This observation fits the literature that women and men take 
different story angles. Moreover, it is consistent with individual-level studies on 
public opinion, which indicate that women generally exhibit a more positive 
attitude toward the use of citizens’ participation and issues related to environmental 
challenges. The second part of H3 can thus be confirmed by our data: women 
journalists, compared to men journalists, tend to frame CCAs more positively.
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Figure 4	 The argumentation in the KBR’s media coverage according to 
journalists’ gender

Overall, while women journalists made a significant contribution to the coverage 
of CCAs, there was a higher proportion of men-authored pieces. Women journalists 
exhibit a slightly higher inclination toward neutrality, while men journalists tend 
to lean slightly more toward balanced framing. Although men journalists show a 
slightly higher propensity to frame their coverage negatively, women journalists 
are more likely to present a positive perspective in their coverage of the KBR. These 
findings suggest that while gender does influence the framing of coverage, it does 
not necessarily impact the extent of coverage itself. In other words, our findings 
only partially support H3: while women journalists, compared to men, do not 
provide more extensive coverage, they do tend to frame CCAs more positively.

5	 Conclusion

Acknowledging the critical role of the media as a mediator between the ‘mini’ and 
the ‘maxi’ public, shaping and informing public discourse on CCAs, this study 
presents a pioneering quantitative analysis of media coverage of CCAs. Based on 
limited research and theoretical insights, we formulated three original hypotheses 
to elucidate variations in the quantity and framing of media attention given to 
CCAs. We tested these hypotheses in the framework of the Luxembourg CCA, 
namely the Klima-Biergerrot. Preliminarily, our study reveals that despite being the 
country’s first CCA of this size on the national level, and the media and public’s 
unfamiliarity with such a unique policymaking process, the KBR garnered 
significant attention from the Luxembourgish media. This robust media coverage 
is indicative of the CCA’s potential impact on public opinion and policymaking, 
underscoring the media’s fulfilling role. In fact, the media played an important role 
in ensuring that a significant share of the residing Luxembourgish population was 
informed about the KBR (Paulis et al., 2024). Moreover, we also found that the 
media framing went in all directions – neutral, positive, negative and balanced – 
thereby feeding a healthy, diversified and legitimate debate in the Luxembourg 
public sphere.

More interestingly, our objective was to uncover factors influencing both the 
extent and tone of media coverage of CCAs, revealing biases in quantity and 
framing. First, confirming our hypothesis (H1), media coverage of the KBR tended 
to be more extensive and positive when focusing on outcomes compared to 
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procedural aspects. This emphasis aligns with Pomatto’s (2019) media logic, 
prioritising newsworthiness and audience engagement by highlighting concrete 
impacts and recommendations. Secondly, while we found support for the first part 
of H2 – left-leaning media outlets indeed provide more extensive coverage of CCAs 
– they do not necessarily frame them more positively. In fact, our analysis shows 
that left-leaning media often portray CCAs more negatively, reflecting higher 
expectations, critical stances toward processes and recommendations, and 
alignment with advocacy groups. Conversely, neutral media outlets, particularly 
public service media in Luxembourg, published the most balanced articles, 
contributing to less politically biased coverage (Pomatto, 2019). Third, our findings 
provide partial support for H3: despite a significant contribution from women 
journalists to CCA coverage, a higher proportion of men-authored pieces was 
observed. However, men journalists tended to frame their coverage more negatively, 
whereas women journalists leaned toward presenting a more positive perspective 
on the KBR. This discrepancy may stem from differences in environmental and 
participation perspectives, workplace dynamics, and personal beliefs.

In conclusion, our examination of the KBR’s media coverage provides valuable 
insights into the influence and power of media in communicating about CCAs and 
thereby informing the public as well as shaping the public discourse. Yet, our study 
only focuses on one CCA – the KBR. Moving forward, systematic, comparative 
research is needed to generalise these findings. Incorporating qualitative, 
experimental and survey approaches will further illuminate the discursive 
dynamics and causal links between media exposure, public opinion and policy 
outcomes. By advancing this research agenda, we aim to contribute meaningfully 
to understanding how CCAs are portrayed and perceived in the media, informing 
future deliberative practices and environmental policymaking.

Notes

1 ‘Les journeaux de parti, c’est fini’ – Lëtzbuerger Journal, 2023: https://journal.lu/fr/les-
journaux-de-parti-cest-fini.

2 The representation and involvement of nonbinary genders in media remain under-re-
searched areas that warrant further investigation beyond the scope of this article.

3 Three governmental bodies commissioned the initiative: the Ministry of State under 
Prime Minister Xavier Bettel, the Ministry of Environment, Climate and Sustainable 
Development led by Minister Joëlle Welfring, and the Ministry of Energy and Urban 
Planning overseen by Minister Claude Turmes.

4 For example, the Austrian CCA was featured in ±500 media pieces, despite the media 
market size being 18 times larger than that of Luxembourg.

5 See Appendix 3 for a summary and examples.
6 For a more detailed overview of the newspapers and their respective ideologies that 

reported on the KBR, please refer to Appendix 4.
7	 https://www.press.lu/journalistes/liste-des-journalistes/.

Dit artikel uit Politics of the Low Countries is gepubliceerd door Boom bestuurskunde en is bestemd voor anonieme bezoeker

https://journal.lu/fr/les-journaux-de-parti-cest-fini
https://journal.lu/fr/les-journaux-de-parti-cest-fini
https://www.press.lu/journalistes/liste-des-journalistes/


Politics of the Low Countries 2024 (6) 1
doi: 10.5553/PLC/.000073

18

Emilien Paulis, Lisa Verhasselt & Raphaël Kies

References

de Albuquerque, A. (2013). Media/Politics Connections: Beyond Political Parallelism. 
Media, Culture & Society, 35(6), 742-758. https://doi.
org/10.1177/0163443713491302.

Altmeppen, K. D. (2008). The Structure of News Production: The Organizational Approach 
to Journalism Research. In M. Löffelholz & D. Weaver (Eds). Global Journalism 
Research: Theories, Methods, Findings, Future (pp. 52-64). New York: Blackwell.

Armstrong, C. L. (2004). The influence of reporter gender on source selection in newspaper 
stories. Journalism & Mass Communication Quarterly, 81, 139-154.

Armstrong, C. L., Boyle, M. P., & McLeod, D. M. (2012). A global trend: How news coverage 
of protests reinforces gender stereotypes. Journalism Studies, 13(4), 633-648.

Bächtiger, A., & Wegmann, A. (2013). Scaling Up Deliberation. In S. Elstub & P. McLaverty 
(Eds.), Deliberative Democracy: Issues and Cases (pp. 118-35). Edinburgh: Edinburgh 
University Press.

Baitinger, G. (2015). Meet the press or meet the men? Examining women’s presence in 
American news media. Political Research Quarterly, 68(3), 579-592.

Baumwoll, J., Carrington, D., Verana, C., Keo, K., Kim, S., Olofinskaya, N., Sadasivam, B., 
Towle, A., & Villar, Y. (2016). Overview of Linkages between Gender and Climate Change. 
United Nations Development Programme.

Bennet, L. and Etman, R. (2001). Mediated Democracy: Communications in the Future of 
Democracy. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Bohr, J. (2020). Reporting on Climate Change: A Computational Analysis of U.S. 
Newspapers and Sources of Bias, 1997-2017. Global Environmental Change, 61, 
102038. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2020.102038.

Boswell, J., Hendriks, C., & Ercan, S. (2016). Message Received? Examining Transmission 
in Deliberative Systems. Critical Policy Studies, 10(3), 263-283. https://doi.org/10.108
0/19460171.2016.1188712.

Buzogany, A., Ehs, J. P., & Scherhaufer, P. (2022). Evaluation Report of the Austrian Climate 
Citizens’ Assembly: Assessment of Input, Process, and Output. In FER Discussion Paper, 
1. Universität für Bodenkultur (BOKU), Institut für Wald-, Umwelt- und 
Ressourcenpolitik.

Carson, L. (2013). ‘How Not to Introduce Deliberative Democracy: The 2010 Citizens’ 
Assembly on Climate Change Proposal’, In L. Carson, J. Gastil, J. Hartz-Karp, & R. 
Lubensky (Eds.), The Australian Citizens’ Parliament and the Future of Deliberative 
Democracy (pp. 274-288). The Pennsylvania State University Press.

Chambers, S. (2009). Rhetoric and the Public Sphere: Has Deliberative Democracy 
Abandoned Mass Democracy? Political Theory, 37, 323-50. https://doi.
org/10.1177/0090591709332336.

Carter, C., Steiner, L., & Allan, S. (2019). Journalism, gender and power. Routledge.
Cook, T. E. (1998). Governing With the News: the News Media as a Political Institution. 

Chicago: Chicago University Press.
Craft, S., & Wanta, W. (2004). Women in the newsroom: Influences of female editors and 

reporters on the news agenda. Journalism & Mass Communication Quarterly, 81(1), 
124-138.

Chambers, S., & Costain, A. (2006). Deliberation, Democracy, and the Media. Rowman & 
Littlefield.

Chan, H.-W., & Tam, K.-P. (2023). Political Divide in Climate Change Opinions Is Stronger 
in Some Countries and Some U.S. States than Others: Testing the Self-expression 

Dit artikel uit Politics of the Low Countries is gepubliceerd door Boom bestuurskunde en is bestemd voor anonieme bezoeker

https://doi.org/10.1177/0163443713491302
https://doi.org/10.1177/0163443713491302
http://https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2020.102038
http://https://doi.org/10.1080/19460171.2016.1188712
http://https://doi.org/10.1080/19460171.2016.1188712
https://doi.org/10.1177/0090591709332336
https://doi.org/10.1177/0090591709332336


From Deliberation to Headlines

Politics of the Low Countries 2024 (6) 1
doi: 10.5553/PLC/.000073

19

Hypothesis and the Fossil Fuel Reliance Hypothesis. Journal of Environmental 
Psychology, 87, 101992. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvp.2023.101992.

Capstick, S., Demski, C., Cherry, C., Verfuerth, C., and Steentjes, K. (2020). Climate 
Change Citizens’Assemblies. CAST Briefing Paper 03.

Delap C (2001) Citizens’ juries: reflections on the UK experience. PLA Notes 40. Available 
at: http://pubs.iied.org/pdfs/G01929.pdf.

Desrochers, J. E., Albert, G., Milfont, T., Kelly, B., & Arnocky, S. (2019). Does Personality 
Mediate the Relationship Between Sex and Environmentalism? Personality and 
Individual Differences, 147, 204-213. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2019.04.026.

Devaney, L., Torney, D., Brereton, P., and Coleman, M. (2020). Ireland’s citizens’ assembly 
on climate change: lessons for deliberative public engagement and communication. 
Environmental Communication, 14(2): 141-146.

Dryzek, J. S., & Hendriks, C. (2012). Fostering Deliberation in the Forum and Beyond. In F. 
Fischer & H. Gottweis (Eds.), The Argumentative Turn Revisited: Public Policy as 
Communicative Practice (pp. 31-57). Duke University Press.

Easteal, P., Bartels, L., Nelson, N., & Holland, K. (2015). How are women who kill portrayed 
in newspaper media? Connections with social values and the legal system. Women’s 
Studies International Forum, 51, 31-41.

Escobar, O., and Elstub, S. (2017). Form of mini-publics: An introduction to deliberative 
innovations in democratic practice. New Democracy: Research and Development, Note 4.

Elstub, S., Farrell, D., Carrick, J., & Mockler, P. (2021). Evaluation of Climate Assembly UK. 
Newcastle University.

Fairbrother, M. (2022). Public Opinion about Climate Policies: A Review and Call for More 
Studies of What People Want. PLOS Climate, 1(5), e0000030. https://doi.org/10.1371/
journal.pclm.0000030.

Farstad, F. M. (2018). What Explains Variation in Parties’ Climate Change Salience? Party 
Politics, 24(6), 698-707. https://doi.org/10.1177/1354068817693473.

Fisher, S., Kenny, J., Poortinga, W., Böhm, G., & Steg, L. (2022). The Politicisation of 
Climate Change Attitudes in Europe. Electoral Studies, 79, 102499. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.electstud.2022.102499.

Foucault, M. (1972). The archaeology of knowledge. London, UK: Tavistock.
Fournier, P., van der Kolk, H., Carty, K., Blais, A., & Rose, J. (2011). When Citizens Decide: 

Lessons from Citizen Assemblies on Electoral Reform. Oxford: Oxford University Press.
Fröhlich, R. (2007). Three steps forward and two steps back? Women journalists in the 

western world between progress, standstill, and retreat. Women in Mass 
Communication, 3, 161–176.

Gherghina, S., Close, C., & Carman, C. (2022). Parliamentarians’ Support for Direct and 
Deliberative Democracy in Europe: An Account of Individual-level Determinants. 
Comparative Politics, 55(2), 219-238. https://doi.org/10.5129/001041523X16559281
347210.

Giddens, A. (1984). The constitution of society: Outline of the theory of structuration. 
Cambridge, UK: Polity Press.

Grassmuck, V., & Thomass, B. (2023) The Media in Northwestern Europe in the Last Three 
Decades. In S. Papathanassopoulos & A. Miconi (Eds.), The Media Systems in Europe 
(pp. 69-97). Springer.

Habermas, J. (1996). Between Facts and Norms: Contributions to a Discourse Theory of Law 
and Democracy. Cambridge, MA: MIT Press.

Habermas, J. (2009). Europe: The Faltering Project, trans. C. Cronin (Cambridge: Polity 
Press).

Dit artikel uit Politics of the Low Countries is gepubliceerd door Boom bestuurskunde en is bestemd voor anonieme bezoeker

http://https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvp.2023.101992
http://pubs.iied.org/pdfs/G01929.pdf
http://https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2019.04.026
http://https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pclm.0000030
http://https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pclm.0000030
http://https://doi.org/10.1177/1354068817693473
http://https://doi.org/10.1016/j.electstud.2022.102499
http://https://doi.org/10.1016/j.electstud.2022.102499
http://https://doi.org/10.5129/001041523X16559281347210
http://https://doi.org/10.5129/001041523X16559281347210


Politics of the Low Countries 2024 (6) 1
doi: 10.5553/PLC/.000073

20

Emilien Paulis, Lisa Verhasselt & Raphaël Kies

Hallin, D., & Mancini, P. (2004). Comparing Media Systems: Three Models of Media and 
Politics. Cambridge University Press.

Harcup, T. (2009). Journalism: Principles and Practice. UK: Sage.
Harris, C., Farrell, D. M., Suiter, J., & Brennan, M. (2021). Women’s Voices in a Deliberative 

Assembly: An Analysis of Gender Rates of Participation in Ireland’s Convention on the 
Constitution 2012-2014. The British Journal of Politics and International Relations, 
23(1), 175-193. https://doi.org/10.1177/1369148120951021.

Jaakkola, M. (2018). Journalistic Writing and Style. Oxford Research Encyclopedia of 
Communication.

Junius, N. (2023). From Representative to Represented Mini-Publics: How Mini-Publics’ 
Outputs are Shaped by Representation. Political Studies Review, 0(0). https://doi-org.
proxy.bnl.lu/10.1177/14789299231217619

Kaiser, J., & Kleinen-von Königslöw, K. (2019). Partisan Journalism and the Issue Framing 
of the Euro Crisis: Comparing Political Parallelism of German and Spanish Online 
News. Journalism, 20(2), 331-348. https://doi.org/10.1177/1464884916683548.

Kian, E. M., & Hardin, M. (2009). Framing of Sport Coverage Based on the Sex of Sports 
Writers: Female Journalists Counter the Traditional Gendering of Media Coverage. 
International Journal of Sport Communication, 2(2), 185-204.

Kian E. M., Fink J. S., & Hardin, M. (2011) Examining the impact of journalists’ gender in 
online and newspaper tennis articles. Women in Sport and Physical Activity Journal, 
20(2), 3-21.

Kies, R., and Lukasik, S. (2023). Monitoring media pluralism in the digital era – 
Application of the Media Pluralism Monitor in the European Union, Albania, 
Montenegro, the Republic of North Macedonia, Serbia & Turkey in the year 2022 – 
Country report – Luxembourg. Centre for Media Pluralism and Media Freedom 
(CMPF), European University Institute.

Kim, K. H., & Yoon, Y. (2009). The influence of journalists’ gender on newspaper stories 
about women Cabinet members in South Korea. Asian Journal of Communication, 
19(3), 289-301.

Klaas, E., & Boukes, M. (2020). A woman’s got to write what a woman’s got to write: the 
effect of journalist’s gender on the perceived credibility of news articles. Feminist 
Media Studies, 22(3), 571-587.

Kostelka, F., & Rovny, J. (2019). It’s Not the Left: Ideology and Protest Participation in Old 
and New Democracies. Comparative Political Studies, 52(11), 1677-1712. https://doi.
org/10.1177/0010414019830717.

Lage, J., Thema, J., Zell-Ziegler, C., Best, B., Cordroch, L., & Wiese, F. (2023). Citizens Call 
for Sufficiency and Regulation — A Comparison of European Citizen Assemblies and 
National Energy and Climate Plans. Energy Research & Social Science, 104, 103254. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2023.103254.

Lamour, C. (2023). News Media Outlets and Owners. Country Report. Luxembourg. 
Euromedia Ownership Monitor.

Laughey, D. (2007). Key Themes in Media Theory. Berkshire, UK: Open University Press, 
McGraw-Hill.

LeDuc, L. (2011). Electoral Reform and Direct Democracy in Canada: When Citizens 
Become Involved. West European Politics, 34(3), 551-567. https://doi.org/10.1080/014
02382.2011.555983.

Lück, J., Wessler, H., Maia, R., & Wozniak, A. (2018). Journalist-Source Relations and the 
Deliberative System: A Network Performance Approach to Investigating Journalism’s 
Contribution to Facilitating Public Deliberation in a Globalized World. International 
Communication Gazette, 80(6), 509-531. https://doi.org/10.1177/174804851875437.

Dit artikel uit Politics of the Low Countries is gepubliceerd door Boom bestuurskunde en is bestemd voor anonieme bezoeker

http://https://doi.org/10.1177/1369148120951021
https://doi-org.proxy.bnl.lu/10.1177/14789299231217619
https://doi-org.proxy.bnl.lu/10.1177/14789299231217619
http://https://doi.org/10.1177/1464884916683548
http://https://doi.org/10.1177/0010414019830717
http://https://doi.org/10.1177/0010414019830717
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2023.103254
https://doi.org/10.1080/01402382.2011.555983
https://doi.org/10.1080/01402382.2011.555983
http://https://doi.org/10.1177/174804851875437


From Deliberation to Headlines

Politics of the Low Countries 2024 (6) 1
doi: 10.5553/PLC/.000073

21

Macharia, S. (2015). Who makes the news? Global Media Monitoring Project 2015. World 
Association for Christian Communication.

Maia, R. (2018). Deliberative Media. In A. Bächtiger, J. S. Dryzek, J. Mansbridge, & M. 
Warren (Eds.), The Oxford Handbook of Deliberative Democracy (pp. 347-364). Oxford 
University Press.

Mancini, P. (2016). Parallelism, Political. In G. Mazzoleni, K. Barnhurst, K. Ikeda, R. Maia, 
& H. Wessler (Eds.), The International Encyclopedia of Political Communication. John 
Wiley & Sons.

Mansbridge, J. (1999). Everyday Talk in the Deliberative System. In Deliberative Politics: 
Essays on Democracy and Disagreement, ed. S. Macedo (New York: Oxford University 
Press), 211-239.

Mansbridge, J., Bohman, J., Chambers, S., Christiano, T., Fung, A., Parkinson, J., & 
Warren, M. (2012). A Systemic Approach to Deliberative Democracy. In J. Parkinson & 
J. Mansbridge (Eds.), Deliberative Systems: Deliberative Democracy at the Large Scale 
(pp. 1-26). Cambridge University Press.

McManus, J. H. (1994). Market-Driven Journalism: Let the Citizen Beware? Thousand Oaks, 
CA: Sage.

McGovern, R., & Thorne, P. (2021). Citizens Assemble: A Study on the Impact of Climate 
Reporting in the Irish Media ‘Before’, ‘During’ and ‘After’ the Citizens’ Assembly on 
‘How the State can make Ireland a Leader in Tackling Climate Change’. Irish Political 
Studies, 36(2), 214-234. https://doi.org/10.1080/07907184.2020.1811970.

Neblo, M. A. (2015). Deliberative Democracy between Theory and Practice. Cambridge 
University Press.

Niemeyer, S. (2014). Scaling Up Deliberation to Mass Publics: Harnessing Mini-Publics in a 
Deliberative System. In K. Grönlund, A. Bächtinger, & M. Setälä (Eds.), Deliberative 
Mini-Publics: Involving Citizens in the Democratic Process (pp. 177-202). ECPR Press.

Niemi, M. K., & Pitkänen, V. (2016). Gendered use of experts in the media: Analysis of the 
gender gap in Finnish news journalism. Public Understanding of Science, 26(3), 
355-368.

North, L. (2014). The gender of “soft” and “hard” news. Journalism Studies, 17(3), 356-373.
Paksoy, D. A. (2013). Understanding the Influence of Political Parallelism in the British 

Media: A Case Study on Journalists’ View about How Turkey’s EU Bid Is Covered. 
Galatasaray Üniversitesi İletişim Dergisi, 19, 7-22.

Parkinson, J. (2006). Rickety Bridges: Using the Media in Deliberative Democracy. British 
Journal of Political Science, 36(1), 175-183. https://doi.org/10.1017/
S0007123406000093.

Parkinson, J. R. (2012). Democratizing Deliberative Systems. In J. Parkinson & J. 
Mansbridge (Eds.), Deliberative Systems: Deliberative Democracy at the Large Scale 
(pp. 151-172). Cambridge University Press.

Paulis, E., Pilet, J.-B., Panel, S., Vittori, D. and Close, C. The POLITICIZE dataset: an 
inventory of deliberative mini-publics (DMPs) in Europe. European Political Science, 
20(3): 521-542.

Paulis, E. and Rangoni, S. (2023). The Ideological Drivers Behind the Support for Direct 
Democracy among Parties and Voters in Benelux Countries. Politics of the Low Country, 
5(1): 58-89.

Paulis, E., Kies, R. and Verhasselt, L. (2024). Evaluation Report of the Luxembourg Climate 
Citizens’ Assembly (Klimba Biergerrot – KBR). Luxembourg: University of Luxembourg/
PLDP.

Dit artikel uit Politics of the Low Countries is gepubliceerd door Boom bestuurskunde en is bestemd voor anonieme bezoeker

http://https://doi.org/10.1080/07907184.2020.1811970
http://https://doi.org/10.1017/S0007123406000093
http://https://doi.org/10.1017/S0007123406000093


Politics of the Low Countries 2024 (6) 1
doi: 10.5553/PLC/.000073

22

Emilien Paulis, Lisa Verhasselt & Raphaël Kies

Peiser, W. (2000). Setting the journalist agenda: Influences from journalists’ individual 
characteristics and from media factors. Journalism & Mass Communication Quarterly, 
77, 243-257.

Perez, C. D. (2017). News framing and media legitimacy: An exploratory study of the media 
coverage of the refugee crisis in the European Union. Communication & Society, 30(3), 
pp. 169-184.

Poindexter, P., & Harp, D. (2008). The softer side of news. In P. Poindexter, S. Meraz & A. S. 
Weiss (Eds.), Women, men and news: Divided and disconnected in the news media 
landscape (pp. 85–96). London: Routledge.

Pomatto, G. (2019). Journalists: The role of the Media in Democratic Innovation. In S. 
Elstub & O. Escobar (Eds.), Handbook of Democratic Innovation and Governance 
(pp. 269-280). Edward Elgar Publishing.

Pow, J., van Dijk, L., & Marien, S., (2020). It’s Not Just the Taking Part that Counts: ‘Like 
Me’ Perceptions Connect the Wider Public to Minipublic. Journal of Deliberative 
Democracy, 16(2), 43-55. https://doi.org/10.16997/jdd.368.

Rangoni, S., Bedock, C., & Talukder, D. (2021). More Competent Thus More Legitimate? 
MPs’ Discourses on Deliberative Mini-publics. Acta Politica, 58, 531-551. https://doi.
org/10.1057/s41269-021-00209-4.

Rinke, E. M., Knobloch, K. R., Gastil, J., & Carson, L. (2013). Mediated Meta-deliberation: 
Making Sense of the Australian Citizens’ Parliament. In L. Carson, J. Gastil, J. Hartz- 
Karp, & R. Lubensky (Eds.), The Australian Citizens’ Parliament and the Future of 
Deliberative Democracy (pp. 260-273). Pennsylvania State University Press.

Rinke, E. M. (2016). Mediated Deliberation. In G. Mazzoleni, K. Barnhurst, K. Ikeda, R. 
Maia, & H. Wessler (Eds.), The International Encyclopedia of Political Communication 
(pp. 813-826). John Wiley & Sons.

Rodny-Gumede, Y. (2015). Male and female journalists’ perceptions of their power to 
influence news agendas and public discourses. Communication, 41(2), 206–219. 

Rountree, J. and Curato, N. (2023). ‘Citizens' assemblies and the public sphere’, In M. 
Reuchamps, J. Vrydagh & Y. Welp (Eds.), De Gruyter Handbook of Citizens’ Assemblies. 
Berlin: De Gruyter, pp. 73-84.

Schäfer, M. (2015). Climate Change and the Media. In J. Wright (Ed.), International 
Encyclopedia of the Social & Behavioral Sciences. Elsevier.

Scheufele, A.D. (1999). Framing as a Theory of Media Effects. Journal of Communication, 
49(4), pp. 103-22.

Schwörer, J. (2024). Mainstream Parties and Global Warming: What Determines Parties’ 
Engagement in Climate Protection? European Journal of Political Research, 63, 303-325. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/1475-6765.12602.

Sigelman, L. (1973). Reporting the News: An Organizational Analysis. American Journal of 
Sociology, 79, 132-51. 

Sjøvaag, H., & Pedersen, T. A. (2019). Female voices in the news: Structural conditions of 
gender representations in Norwegian newspapers. Journalism & Mass Communication 
Quarterly, 96(1), 215-238.

Sunoo, B. P. (1994). Tapping diversity in America’s newsrooms. Personnel Journal, 73, 
104-111.

Swain, K.A. (2012). Mass Media Roles in Climate Change Mitigation. In W. Chen, J. Seiner, 
T. Suzuki & M. Lackner (eds.), Handbook of Climate Change Mitigation. New-York: 
Springer. 

Talukder, D., & Pilet, J.-B. (2021). Public Support for Deliberative Democracy. A Specific 
Look at the Attitudes of Citizens from Disadvantaged Groups. Innovation: The 

Dit artikel uit Politics of the Low Countries is gepubliceerd door Boom bestuurskunde en is bestemd voor anonieme bezoeker

http://https://doi.org/10.16997/jdd.368
http://https://doi.org/10.1057/s41269-021-00209-4
http://https://doi.org/10.1057/s41269-021-00209-4
https://doi.org/10.1111/1475-6765.12602


From Deliberation to Headlines

Politics of the Low Countries 2024 (6) 1
doi: 10.5553/PLC/.000073

23

European Journal of Social Science Research, 34(5), 656-667. https://doi.org/10.1080/13
511610.2021.1978284.

Thompson, D. F. (2008). Deliberative Democratic Theory and Empirical Political Science. 
Annual Review of Political Science, 11, 497-520. https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.
polisci.11.081306.070555.

Tomasic, E., & Gottfried, J. (2023). U.S. Journalists’ Beats Vary Widely by Gender and Other 
Factors. Pew Research Center.

Tranter, B., & Booth, K. (2015). Skepticism in a Changing Climate: A Cross-national Study. 
Global Environmental Change, 33, 154-164. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
gloenvcha.2015.05.003.

Tuchman, G., Daniels, A. K., & Benet, J. (Eds.) (1978). Hearth and home: Images of women in 
the mass media. New York: Oxford University Press.

van der Pas, D. J., van der Brug, W., & Vliegenthart, R. (2017). Political Parallelism in 
Media and Political Agenda-Setting. Political Communication, 34(4), 491-510. https://
doi.org/10.1080/10584609.2016.1271374.

Van der Pas, D. J., & Aaldering, L. (2020). Gender Differences in Political Media Coverage: 
A Meta-Analysis, Journal of Communication, 70(1), 114-143.

Van Haute, E. (2018). Green Parties in Europe. Routledge.
Warren, M. E. (2007). Institutionalizing Deliberative Democracy. In S. W. Rosenberg (Ed.), 

Deliberation, Participation and Democracy: Can the People Govern? (pp. 272-288). 
Palgrave Macmillan.

Warren, M. and Pearse, H. (2008). Designing Deliberative Democracy: The British Columbia 
Citizens’ Assembly. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Weaver, D. (1998). The Global Journalist: News People Around the World. Cresskill, NJ: 
Hampton.

Willis, R., Curato, N., & Smith, G. (2022). Deliberative Democracy and the Climate Crisis. 
Wiley Interdisciplinary Reviews: Climate Change, 13(2), e759. https://doi.org/10.1002/
wcc.759.

Whitmarsh, L. (2011). Skepticism and Uncertainty about Climate Change: Dimensions, 
Determinants and Change over Time. Global Environmental Change, 21, 690-700. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2011.01.016.

Dit artikel uit Politics of the Low Countries is gepubliceerd door Boom bestuurskunde en is bestemd voor anonieme bezoeker

http://https://doi.org/10.1080/13511610.2021.1978284
http://https://doi.org/10.1080/13511610.2021.1978284
http://https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.polisci.11.081306.070555
http://https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.polisci.11.081306.070555
http://https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2015.05.003
http://https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2015.05.003
http://https://doi.org/10.1080/10584609.2016.1271374
http://https://doi.org/10.1080/10584609.2016.1271374
http://https://doi.org/10.1002/wcc.759
http://https://doi.org/10.1002/wcc.759
http://https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2011.01.016

	PLC-D-24-00006
	Article
	From Deliberation to Headlines: Media Coverage and Framing of the 2022 Luxembourg Climate Citizens’ Assembly (Klima-Biergerrot)
	Emilien Paulis, Lisa Verhasselt & Raphaël Kies
	 



