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Each paper presented shall be commented on by a discussant. For our conclusions the chairs are asked to summarise the results of each session. We suggest to use the following guiding questions to organise both the discussion and the summary of the conclusions.

Both - discussants and chairs – are therefore asked to make use of the following form.

	In which respect does the approach raise innovative questions about the European Public Sphere?  

· Taking the assumption that a Europeanisation of national publics can be considered sufficient to provide for the function publics as loci of opinion formation and accountability fulfil in democracies as a starting point, my project aims to complement our understanding of how the debates in the national contexts are structured. 

· Proceeding from the assumption that newspapers are conditioned by national cultures and identities, Europe and the nation state need to be seen as entangled discourses. These meanings can only be understood in the framework of identity politics, i.e. the underlying polity ideas. Among the research questions are the following: Which function has “Europe” and the integration project assumed in the national media discourses? How is it connoted? Can we speak of a politicised debate comparable to those at the national level?



	Why was this perspective chosen?

· A constructive examination of the EU’s communicative space(s) has to take place at the level of national discourses. Purely quantitative investigations of the synchronisation of news agendas – while shedding light on the “density” of Europeanised communication around certain issues - do not say much about the hermeneutical dimension, the prevailing images of the EU and the factors shaping them.



	Which methods (and case-selections) are being used – may be used additionally / alternatively?

· In terms of the methods employed, the social-constructivist approach and the object of inquiry render a discourse-analytical approach adequate. The communicative event under study is the newspaper coverage of an important event within the “future of Europe”-debate in the UK and Germany: Joschka Fischer’s speech at Humboldt University (2000). It constitutes an ideal case study as it allows to trace the media coverage along central, identity-related themes (e.g. the issue of sovereignty, a written constitution, or federalism).
· However, in the long run this discursive analytical approach has to be complemented by an investigation into the idiosyncratic qualities of the (interrelating) systems of political communication and news production, the interplay of which makes up mass mediated political communication. What is the relative influence of deeper variables such as self-identities, editorial structures, ownership, the political culture at large etc.?


	To which new findings about the European Public Sphere does the approach lead?

· National political identities seem to have caused quite stable predispositions towards the EU in the press in the two countries under study. In both cases, EU-news are politicised mainly through national interpretative frameworks. In the UK they are translated into domestic patterns of political conflict. In the German press, on the other hand, the integration-consensus only seems to allow for a low degree of politicisation and controversy.
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