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Appendix A

Overview of the
operationalizations
In line with the parallel research design (see section 1.3) the effects of a similar set of
variables on the selection were investigated in the study with political journalists (see
chapter 3) and politicians (see chapter 4). The table below gives an overview of the
operationalizations of variables in the two studies. The according effects are reported in
chapter 5, in particular in Table 5.2 which gives an overview of effects.

Table A.1: Overview of the operationalizations applied in the studies of the selection by
journalists and politicians

Selection by journalists
Variable Operationalization

Sender Politician’s political power Party leader – ordinary MP
Party’s political power Government – opposition party

Message Political relevance Relevant [7] to not relevant [1] issue
Conflict Government criticism – none
Unexpectedness Party’s not owned – owned issue
Magnitude of political action Law proposal – question

Receiver Journalistic experience In years
Political distinace to party Absolute distance
Reporting beat Print – broadcast beat

Selection by politicians
Sender Reputation outlet Quality – popular
Message Negativity Negative – positive development

Conflict Responsibility to politics – not
Investigative reporting Investigative – government report

Receiver Parliamentary experience In years
Political relevance Relevant [7] to not relevant [1] issue
Issue specialization Parliamentary committee membership
Party issue ownership Party’s owned – not owned issue
Party’s political power Government – opposition party
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Appendix B

Documentation of the study of
journalists’ selection
B.1 Surveys
B.1.1 Swiss journalist survey
The following figures present screen shots from the online survey administered with
Swiss political journalists (desktop version) using Qualtrics. For operationalizations of
the fictional party press releases see the methodological section of the respective chapter
(subsection 3.3.1).
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B.1. Surveys

B.1.2 Dutch journalist survey

The following figures present screen shots from the online survey administered with
Dutch political journalists (desktop version) using Qualtrics. For operationalizations of
the fictional party press releases see the methodological section of the respective chapter
(subsection 3.3.1).

150



B.1. Surveys

151



B.1. Surveys

152



B.1. Surveys

153



B.1. Surveys

154



B.1. Surveys

155



B.1. Surveys

156



B.1. Surveys

157



B.1. Surveys

158



B.2. Detailed results

B.2 Detailed results
This section presents the detailed results of the hierarchical linear regression models of
the studies on selection of party press releases by Swiss and Dutch journalists separately.
A discussion of these results can be found in chapter 3. Results are presented according
to the levels in the hierarchical regression models and groups of variables on each level
as well as interaction effects are added step-wise.
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Table B.1: Detailed results Swiss journalist study, step-wise linear hierarchical regression
Model 1 CH Model 2 CH Model 3 CH Model 4 CH Model 5 CH

Fixed effects
Constant 3.18*** 2.24*** 3.29*** 3.41*** 3.32***

(0.15) (0.32) (0.60) (0.60) (0.61)
Experimental manipulations (level 1)
Political leader 0.03 0.04 0.04 0.05

(0.10) (0.10) (0.10) (0.10)
Government party 0.02 -0.003 -0.004 -0.11

(0.12) (0.12) (0.12) (0.18)
Unexpectedness 0.60*** 0.64*** 0.64*** 0.64***

(0.12) (0.12) (0.12) (0.12)
Conflict -0.02 -0.01 -0.01 0.14

(0.10) (0.10) (0.10) (0.22)
Magnitude 0.30** 0.30** 0.30** 0.31**

(0.10) (0.10) (0.10) (0.10)
Respondent variables (level 2)
Relevance 0.11** 0.11** 0.11**

(0.04) (0.04) (0.04)
Political distance -0.07* -0.06* -0.07*

(0.03) (0.03) (0.03)
Experience in years -0.03# -0.02 -0.02

(0.02) (0.02) (0.02)
Gender -0.52 -0.40 -0.42

(0.33) (0.33) (0.33)
Media outlet (level 3) – reference print daily
Print weekly -0.56 -0.55

(0.37) (0.37)
Broadcaster -0.49 -0.489

(0.36) (0.36)
Other -0.71 -0.71

(0.48) (0.48)
Interaction effect
Government sender x conflict 0.21

(0.26)
Random effects

Journalist level 1.25 1.26 1.22 1.19 1.19
Press release level 1.22 1.18 1.17 1.16 1.16
AIC 1904 1883 1874 1874 1875
BIC 1917 1918 1926 1938 1944

Note. N = 533 from 84 Swiss political journalists. Answer to question “Would you create a news report based
on this press release?” Unstandardized effects, standard errors in parentheses.
a For operationalization of message effects see subsection 3.3.1.
#p < .10. *p < .05. **p < .01. ***p < .001.
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Table B.2: Detailed results Dutch journalist study, step-wise linear hierarchical regression
1 NL Model 2 NL Model 3 NL Model 4 NL Model 5 NL

Fixed effects
Constant 4.02*** 3.55*** 2.91*** 3.07*** 2.98***

(0.13) (0.28) (0.61) (0.62) (0.59)
Experimental manipulations (level 1)
Political leader -0.18 -0.17 -0.17 -0.17

(0.14) (0.14) (0.14) (0.14)
Government party 1.03*** 0.98*** 0.99*** 1.08***

(0.14) (0.15) (0.15) (0.21)
Unexpectedness 0.39* 0.35* 0.36* 0.36*

(0.17) (0.17) (0.17) (0.16)
Conflict -0.03 -0.05 -0.06 0.05

(0.14) (0.14) (0.14) (0.21)
Magnitude 0.38** 0.40** 0.40** 0.39**

(0.14) (0.14) (0.14) (0.14)
Respondent variables (level 2)
Relevance 0.17*** 0.17*** 0.17***

(0.05) (0.05) (0.05)
Political distance -0.03 -0.03 -0.03

(0.05) (0.05) (0.05)
Experience in years -0.002 0.002 0.003

(0.01) (0.01) (0.01)
Gender -0.05 -0.04 -0.05

(0.33) (0.33) (0.33)
Media outlet (level 3) – reference: print daily
Print weekly -0.67# -0.67#

(0.40) (0.40)
Broadcaster -0.39 -0.39

(0.30) (0.29)
Other 0.04 0.04

(0.38) (0.38)
Interaction effect
Government sender x conflict -.21

(0.30)
Random effects

Journalist level .82 .86 .82 .79 .78
Press release level 1.59 1.47 1.45 1.45 1.45
AIC 1688 1639 1634 1636 1638
BIC 1700 1672 1683 1697 1703

Note. N = 429 from 67 Dutch political journalists. Answer to question “Would you create a news report based
on this press release?” Unstandardized effects, standard errors in parentheses.
a For operationalization of message effects see subsection 3.3.1.
#p < .10. *p < .05. **p < .01. ***p < .001.
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Appendix C

Documentation of the study of
politicians’ selection
C.1 Surveys

C.1.1 Swiss politician survey

The following figures present screen shots from the online survey administered with
Swiss members of the Lower House (Nationalrat) (desktop version) using Qualtrics. For
operationalizations of the fictional party press releases see the methodological section of
the respective chapter (see subsection 4.3.1).
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C.1. Surveys

C.1.2 Dutch politician survey

The following figures present screen shots from the online survey administered with Dutch
members of the Lower House (Tweede Kamer) (desktop version) using Qualtrics. For
operationalizations of the fictional party press releases see the methodological section of
the respective chapter (see subsection 4.3.1).

173



C.1. Surveys

174



C.1. Surveys

175



C.1. Surveys

176



C.1. Surveys

177



C.1. Surveys

178



C.1. Surveys

179



C.1. Surveys

180



C.2. Detailed results

C.2 Detailed results
This section presents the detailed results of the hierarchical linear regression models
of the studies on selection of news reports by Swiss and Dutch politicians separately.
Discussion of results can be found in chapter 4. Results are presented according to the
levels in the hierarchical regression models and groups of variables on each level as well
as interaction effects are added step-wise.
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Table C.1: Hierarchical regression models of Swiss politicians’ mentioning news reports
at parliamentary party group meetings

Model 1 CH Model 2 CH Model 3 CH Model 4 CH Model 5 CH
Fixed effects

Constant 2.69*** 0.63 -0.069 1.630* 0.766
(0.18) (0.63) (0.71) (0.76) (1.20)

Experimental manipulations (level 1)
Media outlet 0.20 0.25 0.25 0.27

(0.21) (0.21) (0.21) (0.21)
Investigative report 0.24 0.24 0.24 0.24

(0.21) (0.20) (0.20) (0.20)
Party issue ownership 0.44* 0.34# 0.33# 0.330#

(0.20) (0.20) (0.20) (0.20)
Conflict -0.25 -0.18 -0.17 0.06

(0.24) (0.23) (0.23) (0.72)
Negativity 0.54* 0.59** 0.59** 0.52

(0.21) (0.20) (0.20) (0.62)
Respondent variables (level 2)
Tenure in years -0.03 -0.03 -0.03

(0.03) (0.03) (0.03)
Issue specialization 0.58 0.59 0.57

(0.41) (0.40) (0.41)
Political relevance 0.19** 0.19** 0.19**

(0.07) (0.07) (0.07)
Party variables
Coalition party -0.98# -0.94

(0.55) (0.65)
Interaction effects
Coalition party*Responsibility -0.27

(0.77)
Coalition party*Development 0.08

(0.65)
Random effects

Level politician 1.01 1.05 1.09 1.05 1.05
Level media report 1.51 1.43 1.38 1.38 1.37
AIC 782 776 773 772 776
BIC 792 803 809 811 822

Note. N = 198 from 50 Swiss politicians. Answer to question “Would you create a news report based on this
press release?” Unstandardized effects, standard errors in parentheses.
a For operationalization of message effects see subsection 4.3.1.
#p < .10. *p < .05. **p < .01. ***p < .001.
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Table C.2: Hierarchical regression models of Swiss politicians’ taking political action in
reaction to a news report

Model 1 CH Model 2 CH Model 3 CH Model 4 CH Model 5 CH
Fixed effects

Constant 2.52*** -0.04 -0.26 -0.11 0.41
(0.15) (0.58) (0.65) (0.73) (1.09)

Experimental manipulations (level 1)
Media outlet 0.38* 0.42* 0.42* 0.36#

(0.19) (0.19) (0.19) (0.20)
Investigative report -0.16 -0.17 -0.17 -0.18

(0.19) (0.19) (0.19) (0.19)
Party issue ownership 0.50** 0.43* 0.43* 0.45*

(0.19) (0.19) (0.19) (0.19)
Conflict 0.04 0.11 0.11 -0.71

(0.22) (0.22) (0.22) (0.68)
Negativity 0.99*** 1.02*** 1.02*** 0.88

(0.20) (0.19) (0.19) (0.58)
Respondent variables (level 2)
Tenure in years -0.06* -0.06* -0.07**

(0.02) (0.02) (0.02)
Issue specialization 0.39 0.39 0.45

(0.37) (0.37) (0.36)
Political relevance 0.13* 0.13* 0.13*

(0.06) (0.06) (0.06)
Party variables
Coalition party -0.20 -0.49

(0.43) (0.53)
Interaction effects
Coaltion party*Responsibility 0.93

(0.72)
Coalition party*Development 0.15

(0.62)
Random effects

Level politician .72 .79 .73 .73 .73
Level media report 1.50 1.32 1.31 1.31 1.30
AIC 760 733 730 732 734
BIC 770 760 766 771 780

Note. N = 198 from 50 Swiss politicians . Answer to question “Would you create a news report based on this
press release?” Unstandardized effects, standard errors in parentheses.
a For operationalization of message effects see subsection 4.3.1.
#p < .10. *p < .05. **p < .01. ***p < .001.
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Table C.3: Hierarchical regression models of Dutch politicians’ mentioning news reports
at parliamentary party group meetings

Model 1 NL Model 2 NL Model 3 NL Model 4 NL Model 5 NL
Fixed effects

Constant 3.69*** -0.60 -2.21* -3.29*** -3.14**
(0.26) (0.80) (0.90) (0.93) (1.02)

Experimental manipulations (level 1)
Media outlet 0.35 0.40 0.40 0.41#

(0.27) (0.25) (0.25) (0.25)
Investigative report 0.21 0.21 0.21 0.22

(0.26) (0.24) (0.24) (0.25)
Party issue ownership 1.25*** 0.77** 0.76** 0.74**

(0.27) (0.28) (0.28) (0.28)
Conflict -0.07 -0.02 -0.03 -0.14

(0.30) (0.29) (0.29) (0.44)
Negativity 1.08*** 1.13*** 1.13*** 1.02**

(0.26) (0.24) (0.24) (0.37)
Respondent variables (level 2)
Tenure in years 0.06 0.12 0.12

(0.08) (0.08) (0.08)
Issue specialization 0.31 0.39 0.38

(0.56) (0.53) (0.53)
Political relevance 0.36*** 0.35*** 0.36***

(0.10) (0.10) (0.10)
Party variable
Coalition party 1.47** 1.34*

(0.47) (0.57)
Interaction effects
Coalition party*Responsibility 0.17

(0.59)
Coalition party*Development 0.18

(0.49)
Random effects

Level politician 1.15 1.23 1.24 1.03 1.04
Level media report 1.75 1.40 1.29 1.29 1.28
AIC 498 468 459 453 456
BIC 506 490 490 486 495

Note. N = 117 from 30 Dutch politicians. Answer to question “Would you create a news report based on this
press release?” Unstandardized effects, standard errors in parentheses.
a For operationalization of message effects see subsection 4.3.1.
#p < .10. *p < .05. **p < .01. ***p < .001.
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Table C.4: Hierarchical regression models of Dutch politicians’ taking political action in
reaction to a news report

Model 1 NL Model 2 NL Model 3 NL Model 4 NL Model 5 NL
Fixed effects

Constant 2.52*** 0.16 -1.01 -0.28 -0.60
(0.25) (0.69) (0.79) (0.85) (0.91)

Experimental manipulations (level 1)
Media outlet 0.17 0.18 0.18 0.16

(0.22) (0.21) (0.21) (0.21)
Investigative report 0.36 0.35# 0.35# 0.24

(0.22) (0.20) (0.20) (0.21)
Party issue ownership 0.49* 0.31 0.33 0.40#

(0.22) (0.24) (0.24) (0.24)
Conflict 0.14 0.06 0.08 0.66#

(0.25) (0.24) (0.24) (0.37)
Negativity 0.54* 0.54** 0.54** 0.78*

(0.22) (0.21) (0.21) (0.31)
Respondent variables (level 2)
Tenure in years 0.14# 0.11 0.11

(0.08) (0.08) (0.08)
Issue specialization 1.18* 1.06* 1.16*

(0.49) (0.48) (0.48)
Political relevance 0.13 0.12 0.10

(0.09) (0.09) (0.09)
Party variable
Coalition party -0.94* -0.49

(0.48) (0.54)
Interaction effects
Coalition party * Responsibility -1.01*

(0.49)
Coalition party * Development -0.38

(0.41)
Random effects

Level politician 1.21 1.23 1.21 1.11 1.10
Level media report 1.28 1.18 1.10 1.10 1.08
AIC 444 440 432 430 430
BIC 453 462 462 463 469

Note. N = 118 from 30 Dutch politicians. Answer to question “Would you create a news report based on this
press release?” Unstandardized effects, standard errors in parentheses.
a For operationalization of message effects see subsection 4.3.1.
#p < .10. *p < .05. **p < .01. ***p < .001.
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