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Abstract 

This study applied the war and peace journalism framework to examine how four 

international news agencies framed their news coverage of the initial stages of the Russia-

Ukraine conflict. A content analysis of 1,062 headlines (N = 1,062) from AP, Reuters, Xinhua, 

and TASS suggested that the four international news agencies were statistically different in 

employing the war and peace journalism framework in their coverage, especially when 

comparing Western to non-Western agencies. Moreover, international news agencies tilted 

towards peace journalism rather than war journalism during the beginning of the Russia-Ukraine 

conflict, with Xinhua being the news organization with the strongest peace journalism framing. 

In contrast, the agency that employed the strongest war journalism framing was TASS. The most 

salient indicators of the peace journalism frame were language-based indicators, including 

avoiding victimizing language, avoiding demonizing language, and avoiding emotive words. 

Meanwhile, reporting the here and now, reactive reporting, and focusing on elite sources were 

the three most prominent indicators of the war journalism frame. Moreover, the study found that 

the dominant tone toward Ukraine and Russia, the two main actors involved in the conflict, was 

neutral. Western agencies tended to employ a negative tone toward Russia and a positive tone 

toward Ukraine.  

Keywords: peace journalism, war journalism, conflict reporting, Russia-Ukraine conflict, 

Russia, Ukraine, international news agencies 
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Chapter 1 - Introduction 

On February 24, 2022, Russian President Vladimir V. Putin ordered Russian armed 

forces to enter the neighboring nation of Ukraine, resulting in a prolonged conflict. The ongoing 

conflict has been predicted to be one of the bloodiest and deadliest conflicts of the past 200 

years, with a dying rate of the involved soldiers being significantly higher than in a typical 

modern war and the overall fatalities increasing day by day (Poast, 2022). The conflict claimed 

at least 441 Ukraine civilians’ lives and displaced more than 10 million people during the early 

phase (Ellerbeck, 2023; Giordano, 2022). 

However, the conflict is not limited to the battlefields. There exist significant differences 

in how different media systems make reference to the conflict, which can be deemed as attempts 

to shape public opinion. Particularly, Russian media, supporting the Russian government, called 

the conflict “a special military operation in Ukraine” with the sole purposes to “denazify and 

demilitarize” Ukraine (TASS, 2022a). On the other hand, media organizations in Ukraine and 

Western countries referred to the event as Russia’s invasion of Ukraine and condemned Russia’s 

operations in its neighboring country (Reuters, 2022a). For maintaining objectivity, this study 

will refer to the situation as the Russia-Ukraine conflict or the conflict in Ukraine.  

The conflict between Russia and Ukraine has received more public attention than any 

other recent wars (Gharib, 2022). Through several news sources, including traditional 

newspapers, television, radio, online news sites, social networking sites, etc., individuals around 

the world have been following the conflict (Newman et al., 2022). Based on the gatekeeping 

theory, intense coverage of the Russia-Ukraine conflict is to be expected. Indeed, according to 

Galtung and Ruge’s (1965) study about news values, the Russia-Ukraine conflict is worth media 
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attention, as it meets several of the criteria for newsworthiness, such as conflict, unexpectedness, 

negativity, and concentration on elite nations, among others.  

When the media are covering a conflict, they have a propensity to support one side of the 

conflict, support military actions, use discourse that praises the military defeats, and provide little 

historical information or context to their stories (Katiambo, 2019; Knightley, 2000). This concept 

is named war journalism, in which advocating for violence is seen as a solution to the conflict 

(Galtung, 1990). The opposite notion of war journalism is peace journalism, and both are types 

of issue-specific framing (Fahmy & Eakin, 2014; Lee, 2010). Known practices of peace 

journalism include focusing on informing the public about the root causes of the conflict, 

centering on the people and humanity side, using non-violent language, and giving voice to all 

involved parties (Ciftcioglu & Shaw, 2021; Demarest & Langer, 2021; Galtung, 2003). Previous 

scholars deemed peace journalism as a tool to foster a more peaceful approach to war and 

conflict coverage, a solutions-journalism approach that has been favored by modern journalists 

(Maslog et al., 2006).   

There has been scholarly research on the topic, most of which employs content analysis 

to examine how different media organizations frame conflicts as war or peace journalism (Ersoy, 

2016; García-Perdomo et al., 2022; Maslog et al., 2006). Additionally, the literature also 

recommends investigating the same frame sets, i.e., the war and peace journalism sets of frames, 

to better understanding framing theory’s implications in a broader context (Borah, 2011). Based 

on the validity of the research approach, this study aims to analyze whether war or peace 

journalism is applied in the coverage of the Russia-Ukraine conflict, one of the most recent wars 

(and ongoing as of this writing). International news agencies are of particular interest in the 

investigation. Although many news organizations have recruited foreign correspondents to cover 



   

 

3 

international news (Cozma, 2021; Otto & Meyer, 2012), the practice’s expense has led many 

other news organizations to rely on international news agencies for their foreign coverage 

(Segev, 2021). Consequently, the news content of international news agencies provides a good 

opportunity to investigate war and peace journalism practices, as their coverage has been one of 

the most influential sources of global information, impacting many national and regional news 

organizations (Alleyne & Wagner, 1993; Boyd-Barrett, 1980).  

By comparing how Western and non-Western international news agencies presented the 

Russia-Ukraine conflict to the public, this study provides theoretical contribution to war and 

peace journalism research. Furthermore, this study answers the question of whether international 

news agencies employ peace journalism to advocate for peace during a conflict period, tests the 

applicability of peace journalism in different global media systems, and investigates how specific 

characteristics of media systems can impact war and peace journalism practices.  
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Chapter 2 - Literature Review 

 Framing theory 

The framing theory was first enunciated by Goffman (1974) based on the sociology 

notion that by interpreting life experiences in certain frames, which enables individuals “to 

locate, perceive, identify, and label a seemingly infinite number” of information pieces (p.21), 

they develop a personal perception of different issues, or more generally, the world. Similarly, 

journalists implement the process in their work of selecting information and turning it into 

complete products with certain news frames (Camaj, 2010). In other words, the media use news 

frames to first provide context to daily events, and second, to advance certain interpretations for 

those occurrences by highlighting specific aspects of one issue while omitting others (Chong & 

Druckman, 2007; Gandy Jr, 2001). The media also offer an implicit and explicit presentation of 

the reasons and the solutions to a given problem (Kitzinger, 2007). More specifically, Entman 

(1993) defined the term “framing” and its function from the communication perspective by 

stating: “To frame is to select some aspects of a perceived reality and make them more salient in 

a communicating text, in such a way as to promote a particular problem definition, causal 

interpretation, moral evaluation and/or treatment recommendation for the item described” (p.52). 

News frames are constructed via the processes of selection, emphasis, and exclusion (Gitlin, 

1980; Ryan et al., 2001).  

Literature on media framing has identified two approaches to framing studies, including 

the inductive and deductive approaches (Matthes, 2009). While the inductive approach is 

considered more objective because it aims to identify all the possible frames and does not pre-

specify specific news frames, the deductive approach predefines certain frames and applies the 

framework to examine the news content (Matthes, 2009; Semetko & Valkenburg, 2000; Vreese, 
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2005). Based on the empirical findings from previous studies, there are two sets of frames to 

study news content, including generic frames (Semetko & Valkenburg, 2000; Vreese et al., 

2001) and issue-specific frames (Entman, 1993; Terkildsen & Schnell, 1997). Based on news 

values, journalistic conventions, and norms, Semetko and Valkenburg (2000) listed five generic 

news frames that can be used to study different coverage topics: “conflict, human interest, 

attribution of responsibility, morality and economic consequences” (Vreese, 2005, p.56). Other 

particular coverage topics require frames that are only applicable to them, known as issue-

specific frames, for example, women’s movement (Terkildsen & Schnell, 1997), a flight crash’s 

investigation (Durham, 1998), a refugee crisis (Vincze et al., 2021). Conflict coverage also lends 

itself well to issue-specific framing, namely peace or war journalism (Galtung, 1986). 

Analyzing the media’s production of frames is beneficial in understanding how the media 

create messages that influence the public’s attitude and perception (Borah, 2011). Particularly in 

the case of war and conflict, specific frames adopted by the reporters can impact how the public 

perceive the causes of the war, each party of the war, and the progression of the war (Roman et 

al., 2017). As the practices of war and peace journalism are to embed certain frames within the 

media coverage, the framing theory is applicable to the examination of the two concepts of war 

coverage (Fahmy & Eakin, 2014; Ha et al., 2022). 

 War and peace journalism 

Peace journalism was developed as a countertype of journalism to war journalism by 

Johann Galtung, a well-known scholar in the field of peace studies. War and peace journalism 

are seen as two competing frames when a war or a conflict is reported on by the media (Galtung, 

1986, 1998). Galtung (2003) compared peace journalism and war journalism to a good reporter 

in covering health issues. In his comparison, a reporter employing peace journalism is akin to a 



   

 

6 

health reporter highlighting how the patient would overcome the disease and how medical cures 

would assist the process, and how to prevent the disease by particular measures. In lieu of 

describing how violent the war between the human body and medical disease would be, a good 

health reporter would choose to report the battle objectively.  

Generally, there are four main differences between war and peace journalism (Galtung, 

1998, 2003). First, while peace journalism presents news in the win-win orientation, provides 

historical and cultural contexts to the conflict, gives voices to all parties, chooses a proactive 

approach of preventing before the conflict occurs, humanizes of all sides, focuses on violence’s 

invisible effects; the violence-orientated of war journalism gives attention to zero-sum 

orientation, presents only the conflict’s real-time data, focuses on the dominating side, gives 

voice to one side that the media choses to support, considers the other side as the problem, 

dehumanizes of the other side, waits for the conflict’s occurrence to cover, and emphasizes the 

visible damages of the conflict. Second, in contrast to war journalism, which Galtung (2003) 

describes as propaganda-oriented, focusing on hiding one side’s falsehoods and exposing the 

other side’s lies, peace journalism, with the characteristic of being truth-oriented, enables 

journalists to reveal lies and untruths from all sides. Therefore, peace journalism may serve as a 

framework for the media to avoid propaganda reporting, which allows their audience to generate 

their own views on conflict based on facts and knowledge (Lynch, 2006). Third, peace 

journalism lists all individuals who suffer from the conflict, denounces all wrongdoers, and 

highlights people as peace makers. Oppositely, war journalism emphasizes the dominating side’s 

sufferings, focuses on males, elite peace makers, and condemns the other side’s wrongdoers. 

Fourth, while peace journalism is solution-orientated, war journalism pursues victory-orientated. 

Notably, although the indicators for war and peace journalism vary, the dual nature of the two 
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types of journalism measurement permits one news story to incorporate both war and peace 

frames.  

Following Galtung (1998)’s first classification of war and peace journalism, there have 

been efforts to conceptualize the two kinds of journalism and how to practice the peace one. The 

core idea behind peace journalism is about which way journalists will choose to cover war and 

conflict that has a direct impact on the society’s ability to envision and attempt to pursue 

peaceful resolutions to the specific war and conflict (McGoldrick & Lynch, 2006). Furthermore, 

when it comes to the establishment of international norms and the improvement of professional 

ethical standards when covering violent conflicts, peace journalism is regarded as a crucial 

contribution (Nohrstedt & Ottosen, 2015). Given the significance of the mediator role of the 

media, Galtung (1986) advocated for the employment of peace journalism. The media has the 

ability to shape public opinion because it shapes conflict images, and individuals tend to behave 

in accordance with these images rather than reality. Moreover, peace journalism, according to 

Galtung (1986), is a way of increasing pressure on the journalists and the profession so that they 

“better live up to our demands and expectations” (p.11). Regarding transferring the theoretical 

concept into action, McGoldrick and Lynch (2006) suggested seventeen peace journalism 

practices for journalists to follow. Based on the central tenets of peace journalism, Howard 

(2009) proposed a training course for journalists named conflict-sensitive reporting, which 

include detailed training segments for avoiding stereotypes and narrow viewpoints on the 

conflict’s causes and developments while maintaining other journalistic standards, such as 

accuracy, fairness and balance, and responsible conduct. Examining six elements impacting 

conflict coverage, Bläsi (2004) concluded that more recommendations for implementing peace 
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journalism were needed to improve its practice under varied political, historical, cultural, and 

geographical conditions as well as different structures and procedures of news corporations. 

Although numerous scholars, including Lynch (2006), Keeble et al. (2010), McGoldrick 

and Lynch (2006), have endorsed the peace journalism concept, its underlying assumptions have 

also been challenged. Loyn (2003) criticized Galtung’s work in peace journalism as a 

misunderstanding of journalistic responsibility and standards, which can lead  journalists to 

“compromising their integrity and confusing their role” when covering conflicts (p.2). He argued 

that objectivity is the only goal journalists should pursue; hence, journalists report news as what 

is happening without adding interpretation or imagination. Taking a more constructive 

perspective, Hanitzsch (2004) argued that although journalists may influence public opinion, the 

problem of not fulfilling their peace responsibility ties with the society and the culture rather 

than with the journalists. By practicing peace journalism, journalists take on a role that 

traditionally falls within the responsibility of government and other institutions. He thus 

advocated that the journalists should expose the reporting conditions and have a critical 

perspective on sources to attain more transparency and reflexivity. Additionally, Tenenboim-

Weinblatt et al. (2016) proposed a new framework to analyze conflict news stories, addressing 

the dualistic approach of the peace journalism model by treating news stories as narratives and 

focusing on the context of each conflict or war, to address the specific issue when analyzing 

conflict news stories. However, due to the complexity of its coding scheme, the framework was 

only extensively tested in three Middle Eastern conflicts and the Israel media. Nevertheless, 

researchers have found a positive attitude towards peace journalism among journalists in various 

countries. Journalists subscribe more to the tenets of peace journalism than to war journalism, 
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and they have considered reporting based on peace journalism as a tool to promote peace 

(Adegbola & Zhang, 2022; Prager & Hameleers, 2021; Rodny-Gumede, 2016). 

Although there are still opposing views towards applying peace journalism when 

covering a war or a conflict, there is a general consensus that relying on peace journalism with an 

emphasis on journalistic principles will benefit the quality of reporting as a “suitable alternative 

to contemporary journalistic practices” (Irvan, 2006, p.34). Especially in the context of the 

Russia-Ukraine conflict, peace journalism can be a complement to traditional journalism, as long 

as it maintains its dedication to both the quality requirements of journalistic reporting and the de-

escalation and peace perspective (Schäfers, 2021). 

 Framing a war 

There has been academic investigation into how journalists frame a war or a conflict, 

influencing the public’s perspective, based on war or peace journalism. As mentioned in the 

introduction chapter, the majority of related investigations have employed a quantitative 

approach of content analysis to examine the news content. Based on the analysis of three peace 

processes, Wolsfeld’s (2004) posited that although the media’s role in peace-making and peace-

keeping could significantly be impacted by the variations in the political and media environment, 

the news media have a tendency to use war journalism because of the fundamental contradiction 

between news values and the nature of a peace process. Wolsfeld (2004) claimed that the default 

operation mode of the news media is “to cover tension, conflict, and violence” (p.156).  

In an examination of media coverage of the incident of Turkish and Syrian jet planes 

being hit by Turkey’s and Syria’s armies in 2012 and 2014, Ersoy (2016) discovered that Turkish 

journalists were heavily influenced by ownership structure, political pressure, regulations, 

mainstream news values and market conditions, and thus tended to use war journalism frames of 
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blaming and directing suspicions towards the other side. The Star, a Malaysian daily newspaper 

with the largest circulation in the country, relied on war journalism to report the South China Sea 

Dispute with the top three strongest indicators were elite-oriented, differences-oriented, and 

focusing on here and now (Fong & Koon, 2019). Despite a neutral valence toward China, The 

Star lacked background information when covering the dispute. Two leading Western media 

organizations, namely the New York Times and the Washington Post, were found to be more 

tilted toward war journalism, with the most frequent frame being ‘here and now,’ when covering 

the Pakistan-India conflict during the peak time from January 2001 to December 2002 (Siraj, 

2008). 

Taking the same approach based on Galtung’s (1986, 1998) classification of peace and 

war journalism, Lee and Maslog (2005) conducted a content analysis of 1,338 stories from ten 

Asian newspapers, which revealed that the war journalism frame dominated all the newspapers’ 

coverage. Specifically, war journalism’s three most salient indicators included here and now, 

elite-oriented approach, and the dichotomy of good and bad, whereas the avoidance of 

demonizing language, the non-partisan approach, and the multiparty-oriented approach were 

most salient among the peace journalism’s indicators. Among peace journalism quantitative 

analyses, Fahmy and Neumann’s (2012) study was the first analysis to apply the visual 

quantitative analysis of news photographs in the AP, Reuters, and AFP/Getty Images coverage of 

the Gaza War from 2008-2009. News photographs provided by Reuters and AFP/Getty Images 

focused more on the war than on peace-related figures and actions, whereas AP covered fewer 

war-related circumstances and more peace-related actions and individuals. 

An analysis on peace journalism adoption in nonmilitary conflicts and different media 

systems found that when covering the US-China trade conflict, US media were more likely to 
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employ war journalism and less likely to employ peace journalism than Chinese media (Ha et al., 

2020). Lichtenstein et al. (2019) conducted qualitative research to analyze Ukraine-crisis-related 

content of 10 German and 10 Russian television political talk shows. The results indicated talk 

shows in both countries presented the coverage of the situation in Ukraine and international 

tensions between Russia and the West in either peace journalism frames or destructive frames.  

The tone of media content in conflict coverage has also been researched. Haigh (2014) 

found that when covering the Afghanistan war, U.S. media tended to adopt a neutral tone during 

the initial stages of the war, but the coverage tone became more negative as the war protracted. 

Dimitrova and Strömbäck (2005) conducted a study examining the news tone that elite 

newspapers in Sweden and the U.S. adopted in their coverage of the 2003 Iraq War. The findings 

revealed that the majority of news stories in both countries were dominated by a neutral tone; 

however, the Swedish newspaper tilted more towards negative tone than the U.S. newspaper. 

Overall, the literature indicates lack of consistency in how media in both Western and 

non-Western countries tend to cover conflicts, as some favor a war journalism lens (see García-

Perdomo, 2022; Lee et al., 2006; Lee & Maslog, 2015; Zaheer, 2020), while others engage in 

peace journalism framing (such as in the cases of Ha et al., 2020 and Maslog et al, 2006). These 

conflicting findings are one of the reasons the present study employs exploratory research 

questions rather than formulate predictive hypotheses. As one of the news agencies under 

scrutiny is located in one of the combatant nations in the Ukraine-Russia conflict (namely, 

Russia’s TASS agency), it’s possible the tone and framing of its news coverage will differ from 

those of organizations operating in nations not directly involved. 
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 International news agencies 

News agencies are the oldest electronic media organizations, which date back to 1835 

when the first world new agency was established (Rantanen & Boyd-Barrett, 2004; Rantanen & 

Kelly, 2021). The larger scope of international operations and general activities distinguish 

international news agencies from regional and national news agencies, as the latter usually focus 

on a small number of geographic areas (Boyd-Barrett, 1980). Further, in reporting international 

events, news agencies’ reach and influence outweighs local news organizations (Welbers et al., 

2018). 

Arguably, international news agencies are the most important international information 

sources as they fulfill an indispensable role in both collecting news from most countries and 

territories and distributing regional and international news content to a myriad number of 

audiences (Boyd-Barrett, 1980; Rampal, 1995). Another reason explaining why international 

news agencies are indispensable is the limited resources that national and local news 

organizations have to assign foreign correspondents to cover international events, forcing them 

to depend on international news agencies as the main sources of foreign news (Camaj, 2010). 

Indeed, according to Boyd-Barrett (1980), only a few news organizations from Western countries 

possess sufficient means and resources to establish bureaus and designate correspondents 

internationally, thereby being dependent on the news services provided by international news 

agencies. Hence, the significance of international news agencies in the distribution of current 

affairs news cannot be understated, though there are only a few of them worldwide (Rantanen & 

Boyd-Barrett, 2004).  

Thanks to the aforementioned function of distributing foreign news, international news 

agencies have influenced their clients’ judgments regarding news and news practices, as well as 
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played a significant role in being the world’s media agenda shapers, particularly in exercising an 

intermedia agenda-setting role across the media systems around the world (Breed, 1955; Camaj, 

2010). For instance, Haynes (1984) discovered that the existence of international news agencies 

is one of the factors leading to a similarity of foreign news’ topic selection. The findings of a 

study by Camaj (2010) were also in favor of the perspective supporting the global similarity of 

global news coverage. 

There are “Big Seven” international news agencies nowadays, including AFP, Anadolu, 

AP, EFE, Reuters, TASS, and Xinhua, which have dominated the global information flow due to 

their available resources, independence from governments, strict editorial traditions, wide 

coverage, and high-quality products with relatively high reliability (Boyd-Barrett, 1980; 

Rantanen & Kelly, 2021).  

Four international news agencies were of particular interest in this investigation, namely 

Reuters, AP, Xinhua, and TASS.  

Reuters is a Canada-based private enterprise owned by Thomson Reuters Corporation 

with 200 locations worldwide (Reuters, 2022d). Since 1851, Reuters has claimed to deliver more 

than 2,000,000 unique news stories, 1,500,000 news alerts, 129,000 video stories, 814,000 

pictures and images, and 100 investigative reports annually, with more than 2,000 customers in 

128 countries (Reuters, 2022c). According to Boyd-Barrett (1980), in its long history of 

operating as an independent news agency, Reuters has remained free from state interference due 

to the agency’s limited involvement in disseminating local news; nevertheless, the agency did 

serve as a propaganda tool for foreign nations during and between global conflicts. A study by 

Watanabe (2017b) discovered an unexpected finding that Reuters, a Western agency, 

disseminated Russian narratives during the 2014 Ukraine crisis in its reporting, which were 
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republished by multiple online news sites, such as Yahoo News and Huffington Post, revealing 

the weakness of the current system of international news distribution. In covering war or conflict, 

Reuters staff attempted to remain objective by following the consensus, which was reached 

between its headquarters and offices, on language and terms usage (Goodman & Boudana, 

2019). 

AP, a non-profit news agency with headquarters located in New York (U.S.), has 248 

news bureaus, 9 regional editing hubs in 99 countries (Swartz & Pruitt, 2019). AP reported that 

in 2019, the agency produced 2,000 stories, 3,000 photos, 200 news and sports videos, and 50 

live videos across 5 live channels per day (Swartz & Pruitt, 2019). The connection between AP 

and the U.S. has been established through its owners and clients, and the agency’s leadership has 

expressed mutual interests with the government (Boyd-Barrett, 1980; Watanabe, 2017b). In 

comparison to other international news agencies when covering a war or conflict, AP is found to 

adopt a peace journalism approach, which has the potential to facilitate peace by prioritizing 

non-elite sources, international negotiations and meetings over focusing on the two conflict 

parties (Fahmy & Neumann, 2012). 

Xinhua, the New China News Agency, has been operating as a state-controlled agency 

(Horvit, 2006). Especially on sensitive topics, Chinese news outlets are instructed to exclusively 

republish or disseminate Xinhua’s coverage (Keck & Tiezzi, 2015). Nevertheless, Xinhua has 

attempted to improve its quality and has significantly increased its amount of daily news while 

also striving to increase its credibility and unbiasedness (Chen 1996; Faison, 1996). Through an 

analysis of Xinhua’s reports on the Ukraine crisis in 2014, Keck and Tiezzi (2015) found that 

overall, the tone of Xinhua’s news articles was fairly neutral, conveying various involved 

parties’ voices, while the agency’s opinion-based commentary and news analysis articles tilted 
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more towards supporting Russia and opposing Western actors. Moreover, one noteworthy feature 

of Xinhua is that although the news agency practices censorship on domestic matters, Xinhua’s 

bias decreases when the news is unrelated to China (Fish, 2010). However, the strong political 

ties between China and Russia have led to Chinese media’s attention, particularly Xinhua, the 

official spokesperson for the Chinese Communist Party, being drawn to the protracted conflict 

between Russia and Ukraine. In order to resolve the dilemma between the strategic relationship 

with Russia and China’s own principles of fiercely opposing to separatist movements, believing 

in sovereignty, and refraining from meddling in the internal affairs of other countries, China has 

chosen to support Russia but to be less than enthusiastic in doing so, which in general, China has 

endeavored to reduce its involvement in the crisis, while continuously advocating for “dialogue 

and peaceful resolution” (Keck & Tiezzi, 2015, p.165). And this perspective has also influenced 

Xinhua in its coverage of the conflict.  

TASS, a non-Western news agency, that originates in Russia, is considered a counter-

voice to the West (Rantanen & Vartanova, 1995). As the official news agency of the Russia 

Federation, which is owned and administered by the government, TASS has had unique access to 

official information. Although TASS still be considered the major voice of the Russian 

government, the agency is “expected to operate in an objective and professional manner” 

(Rantanen & Vartanova, 1995, p.214), and reforms in the late 1980s “meant a new role for 

TASS, more approaching that of the Western agencies” (Alleyne & Wagner, 1993, p.41). 

However, as a state-owned news organization, how TASS report and cover international events 

may be influenced by the Russian government’s political ideology, especially when Russia is a 

direct actor involved in this specific conflict (Gehlbach & Sonin, 2014). 
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Overall, previous studies have revealed that Western international news agencies heavily 

concentrated on reporting violence and conflict and lacked coverage of other news topics from 

developing countries (Kirat & Weaver, 1985; Lee et al., 2006). Moreover, they point to 

differences between Western news agencies and non-Western news agencies in the framing of 

international news, especially conflict and war news, in part as a reflection of national bias 

(Bardhan, 2001; Camaj, 2010; Horvit, 2006; Zeng et al., 2015; Watanabe, 2017b). The present 

thesis sets out to compare how Western and non-Western news agencies framed the Russia-

Ukraine conflict and what indicators of peace and war journalism they relied on. 
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Chapter 3 - Research questions and hypotheses 

Based on the theoretical framework and the literature review, the study proposes the 

following research questions and one hypothesis. 

RQ1a: What is the dominant frame – war or peace journalism – of the four international 

news agencies’ headlines when covering the Russia-Ukraine conflict? 

RQ1b: How do the four international news agencies differ in the dominant frame – war or 

peace journalism – when covering the Russia-Ukraine conflict? 

RQ1c: How do Western and non-Western international news agencies differ in the 

dominant frame – war or peace journalism – when covering the Russia-Ukraine conflict? 

RQ2a: What are the salient indicators supporting the war and peace journalism frames 

across the four agencies? 

RQ2b: How do the four international news agencies differ in their use of salient 

indicators supporting the war and peace journalism frames when covering the Russia-Ukraine 

conflict? 

RQ2c: How do Western and non-Western international news agencies differ in their use 

of salient indicators supporting the war and peace journalism frames when covering the Russia-

Ukraine conflict? 

RQ3: How do the four international news agencies differ a) in number of peace 

journalism indicators they use and b) in number of war journalism indicators they use when 

covering the Russia-Ukraine conflict? 
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H1: Western international news agencies will use more peace journalism indicators in 

their headlines in comparison to non-Western international news agencies’ headlines when 

covering the Russia-Ukraine conflict. 

RQ4: What is the dominant tone a) towards Russia and b) towards Ukraine used by 

Western and non-Western international news agencies in their headlines when covering the 

Russia-Ukraine conflict? 
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Chapter 4 - Method 

This study adopted the quantitative approach, which allowed “greater precision in 

reporting results” (Wimmer & Dominick, 2013, p.49), to identify the overall frame – war or 

peace journalism – in the news content of four international news agencies, including Reuters, 

AP, Xinhua, and TASS. Among the selected four international news agencies, Reuters and AP 

are Western-based agencies (Boyd-Barrett, 1980), while Xinhua, a China-based agency, and 

TASS, a Russia-based agency, are considered non-Western international news agencies. Along 

with being among the “Big Seven” international news agencies around the world (Rantanen & 

Kelly, 2021, p.359), Reuters, AP, Xinhua, and TASS were selected because collecting their 

English news versions was more easily achievable than doing so with the three remaining 

agencies, including EFE, AFP, and Anadolu. 

 Sampling method 

News stories from Reuters, AP, TASS, and Xinhua are the target population for the 

content analysis, and the unit of analysis is the individual news headline. The examination of 

news headlines was based on three major considerations. Firstly, when approaching a news story, 

the readers see the headline first; in some cases, they only read the headline instead of reading 

the whole story (Gabielkov et al., 2016; Liu et al., 2019), which can influence how they perceive 

the following news content (Tankard Jr, 2001). As noted by Groshek and Clough Groshek 

(2013), Pan and Kosicki (1993), and Yang (2003), the analysis of news headlines is pertinent due 

to their ability to capture the audience’s attention and enable the first interpretations of the whole 

news stories. Secondly, according to Pan and Kosicki (1993), the news headline is “the most 

powerful framing device” in news writing following the syntactical structure (p.59). Thirdly, an 

additional rationale for utilizing news headlines in this content analysis is that it has been 
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employed in prior research to examine the war and peace journalism framework (Ersoy, 2016), 

as well as media framing (Ebrahim, 2022; Liu et al., 2019).  

An online keyword search using Google search engine with “Ukraine” over one-month 

period, from February 22, 2022, to March 22, 2022, i.e., the first month of the Russia-Ukraine 

conflict, was conducted on the websites of four international news agencies. The specific conflict 

began on February 24, 2022, when Vladimir Putin, Russian president, launched the so-called 

“special military operation” and Moscow started to mobilize its forces across Ukraine (Zinets & 

Vasovic, 2022). The sample of the study was collected two days before the official start date of 

the conflict in order to provide an opportunity for the inquiry to identify whether four 

international news agencies employed one indicator of peace journalism frame, which is 

proactive reporting, i.e., anticipating and reporting the conflict long before it actually occurred. 

According to Dunaway and Graber (2022), the media play different roles at specific times 

in a crisis situation. Particularly, there are three stages of a crisis situation’s media coverage that 

correspond with the media’s roles. In order to lessen the public’s uncertainty and anxiety, the 

media would disseminate up-to-date and factual information about what has happened during the 

initial stage. In the second phase, the media would identify root causes and develop strategies to 

mitigate the crisis's effects, and in the third phase, they would present information on the 

problem from a long-term perspective. Nonetheless, Ungar (1998) noted that the media may 

switch framing strategies from providing frightening information to a soothing approach, thus 

the three phases are not always strictly adhered to. Therefore, the current study focuses on 

analyzing the news stories during the initial stages of the Russia-Ukraine conflict in order to 

identify whether four international news agencies adopted the peace journalism, which would 

provide a soothing, reassuring approach to the public during the particular time frame. 
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After duplicated and irrelevant news stories were removed from the sample, the 

remaining stories were data used for the content analysis. Eventually, a total of 1,062 news 

stories were used in this study as follows: 

Western international news agencies: Reuters (296), AP (294) 

Non-Western international news agencies: Xinhua (178), TASS (294) 

 Data collection 

Based on the classification of Galtung (1986, 1998), the study constructed the initial 

codebook of 13 indicators of war journalism and 13 peace journalism indicators. Many other 

researchers also employed similar tactics in studying war and peace journalism, demonstrating 

the high reliability of the approach (García-Perdomo et al., 2022; Ha et al., 2020; Lacasse & 

Forster, 2012; Maslog et al., 2006). Two major criteria within the thirteen indicators of each type 

of journalism were adopted from Maslog et al. (2006) and Ha et al. (2020). However, as the 

Russia-Ukraine conflict has not ended yet, one indicator of continuing to report the conflict’s 

aftermath or stopping after the peace treaty is signed was eliminated. As a result, the approach-

based criteria included 9 indicators, and the language-based criteria included 3 indicators, as 

follows: 

 Peace journalism indicators 

1. Win-win orientation: the conflict has many goals and issues with an emphasis on 

solution-oriented 

2. Reporting on both visible (number of deaths and injuries, property damage) and 

invisible effects of war (psychological and emotional damage, societal and cultural damages) 
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3. Proactive reporting: anticipating the conflict 

4. Focusing on non-elite sources: utilizing normal people as actors and information 

sources 

5. Reporting the agreement areas that might lead to the conflict’s solution 

6. Reporting the conflict’s causes and consequences  

7. Avoiding labeling good and bad actors in conflict 

8. Multi-party orientation: giving voice to many parties in conflict 

9. Non-partisan: not advocating for any sides in conflict 

10. Avoiding victimizing language: reporting on what has been done and what could 

be done 

11. Avoiding demonizing language: using more precise descriptions, names, titles 

that people give themselves 

12. Avoiding emotive words: using objective and moderate wording; not 

exaggerating 

 War journalism indicators 

1. Zero-sum orientation: the conflict has only one goal: to win 

2. Reporting mainly on the visible effects of war: number of deaths and injuries, 

property damage 

3. Reactive: waiting for the conflict to occur or about to occur before starting 

reporting 
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4. Focusing on elite sources: leaders and elite people are reported as main actors and 

information sources 

5. Reporting the differences that lead to the conflict 

6. Reporting the here and now: present events and happenings 

7. Dichotomizing good and bad actors in conflict 

8. Two-party orientation: one party wins and, one party loses in conflict 

9. Partisan: advocating for one side in conflict 

10. Using victimizing language, for example, devastated, pathetic, tragic, etc. 

11. Using demonizing language, for example, vicious, cruel, inhuman, extremist, etc. 

12. Using emotive words, for example, genocide, assassination, massacre, etc. 

The coders coded whether each news headline employed war journalism or peace 

journalism framing based on the above twenty-four indicators. One (1) was coded for war 

journalism, two (2) was coded for peace journalism, and three (3) was coded if the headline did 

not demonstrate either peace or war journalism. The specific indicator used to support peace or 

war journalism in each news story’s headline was also recorded.  

A news story headline was labeled as employing peace journalism framing when the 

number of peace journalism indicators outweighed the number of war journalism indicators. 

Likewise, a news story headline was labeled as employing war journalism if the number of war 

journalism indicators outweighed the number of war journalism indicators. 
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 News tone 

To examine headline valence toward the two parties in the conflict (Russia and Ukraine), 

the coders coded tone as follows: positive (focusing on positive or favorable aspects), negative 

(focusing on negative aspects), and neutral (focusing on both positive and negative aspects). The 

analysis of news tones towards Russia and Ukraine used by international news agencies during 

the initial stages of the Russia-Ukraine conflict provided an understanding of the position of each 

news agency in the conflict. For example, AP and Reuters might have adopted a positive tone 

towards Ukraine and a negative tone towards Russia due to their support for Ukraine, which 

followed the political affiliation of the Western governments, which have clearly backed Ukraine 

in the crisis (Baczynska & Renshaw, 2022). On the other hand, Xinhua and TASS, two non-

Western international news agencies, might use a positive tone towards Russia and a negative 

tone towards Ukraine, which was in alignment with their states’ position on the conflict. 

 Intercoder reliability 

Two coders, including the researcher and another graduate student, coded the sample to 

enhance the reliability and validity of the results after the coding scheme and rules were 

developed and unified. Krippendorff's α was used to check the intercoder reliability on 

approximately 10% of the whole sample, with 30 news stories randomly selected from AP, 28 

news stories randomly selected from Xinhua, 28 news stories randomly selected from TASS, and 

31 news stories randomly selected from Reuters. The intercoder coefficients (Krippendorff's α) 

demonstrated high reliability. Regarding peace journalism indicators, the intercoder coefficients 

were 0.965 for win-win orientation, 0.742 for reporting both visible and invisible effects of the 

conflict, 0.792 for proactive reporting, 1 for focusing on non-elite sources, 0.8 for reporting the 

agreement areas that might lead to the conflict’s solution, 0.844 for reporting the conflict’s 
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causes and consequences, 0.88 for avoiding labeling good and bad actors in the conflict, 0.861 

for multi-party orientation, 0.915 for non-partisan, 1 for avoiding victimizing language, 0.929 for 

avoiding demonizing language, and 0.905 for avoiding emotive words. 

In terms of war journalism indicators, the intercoder coefficients were 0.885 for zero-sum 

orientation, 0.944 for reporting only visible effects of the conflict, 0.966 for reactive reporting, 

0.888 for focusing on elite sources, 0.919 for focusing on the differences that lead to the conflict, 

0.858 for reporting the here and now, 0.875 for dichotomizing good and bad actors in the 

conflict, 0.932 for two-party orientation, 1 for partisan and using victimizing language, 0.825 for 

using demonizing language, and 0.909 for using emotive words. Regarding tones, the intercoder 

coefficients were 0.909 for tone towards Russia and 0.877 for tone towards Ukraine.  
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Chapter 5 - Results 

This section reports the results of the descriptive and statistical analyses that were 

conducted to answer the study’s research questions and test its hypothesis.  

RQ1a asked what the dominant frame was – war or peace journalism – in the headlines 

of the four international news agencies when covering the Russia-Ukraine conflict. 

Among the total sample of 1,062 news headlines from the four international news 

agencies, 742 headlines (69.87%) employed the peace journalism frame, 240 headlines (22.6%) 

were framed as war journalism, and the remaining 80 headlines (7.53%) were neutral (Table 1). 

Peace journalism was the dominant frame of the four international news agencies when covering 

the Russia-Ukraine conflict. The number of peace journalism headlines of the examined 

international news agencies was approximately three times more than that of war journalism 

headlines and roughly nine times more than that of neutral ones. 

Table 1 Distribution of peace journalism and war journalism across the total sample 

Frame Frequency Percentage 

Peace journalism  742  69.87 %  

War journalism  240  22.6 %  

Neutral  80  7.53 %  

Total  1062  100 %  

 

RQ1b asked the four international news agencies differed in the dominant frame – war or 

peace journalism – when covering the Russia-Ukraine conflict. 



   

 

27 

To answer RQ1b, a Chi-square test was conducted to examine the difference between the 

four international news agencies, specifically, AP, Reuters, Xinhua, and TASS, and their use of 

the dominant frame, which is peace and war journalism, when covering the Russia-Ukraine 

conflict. There was a statistically significant association between them, χ2 (6) = 62.237, p < .001, 

Cramer's V = 0.171 with a small effect size. 

Table 2. Distribution of peace journalism and war journalism across four international 

news agencies 

Frame 

International 

news agency 

Peace 

journalism 

War journalism Neutral Total 

AP 188 (63.51%) 72 (24.32%) 36 (12.16%) 296 (100%) 

Reuters 220 (74.83%) 52 (17.68%) 22 (7.48%) 294 (100%) 

Xinhua 156 (87.64%) 17 (9.55%) 5 (2.80%) 178 (100%) 

TASS 178 (60.54%) 99 (33.67%) 17 (5.78%) 294 (100%) 

 

The percentage of headlines framed as peace journalism of each of the four international 

news agencies accounted for the majority of the number of headlines each agency had. The 

strongest peace journalism framing was in the coverage by Xinhua, followed by Reuters, AP, 

and TASS. As many as 88% of Xinhua’s headlines were framed as peace journalism, while the 

percentage of peace journalism headlines from Reuters, AP, and TASS, was 74.83%, 63.51%, 

and 60.54%, respectively (Table 2). 

In terms of war journalism framing, the strongest framing was found in the coverage by 

TASS, followed by AP, Reuters, and Xinhua. About a third of the TASS headlines (33.67%) 
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used war journalism framing. Meanwhile, AP had a quarter (or 24.32%) war journalism 

headlines, and the number of war journalism headlines of Reuters and Xinhua was 17.68% and 

9.55%, respectively (Table 2).  

RQ1c asked how Western and non-Western international news agencies differ in the 

dominant frame – war or peace journalism – when covering the Russia-Ukraine conflict. 

To answer RQ1c, the researcher categorized Reuters and AP as Western international 

news agencies, Xinhua and TASS as non-Western international news agencies, and conducted a 

Chi-square test to determine the difference between Western and non-Western international news 

agencies and their use of dominant frame when covering the Russia-Ukraine conflict. There was 

a statistically significant association between them, χ2 (2) = 10.87, p = 0.004, Cramer's V = 0.101 

with a small effect size.  

Table 3. Distribution of peace journalism and war journalism across Western and non-

Western international news agencies 

 International news agency  

Frame  Western Non-Western Total 

Peace journalism  
Count  408  334  742  

Expected count  412.22  329.77  742  

% within column  69.15 %  70.76 %  69.86%  

War journalism  
Count  124  116  240  

Expected count  133.33  106.66  240  

% within column  21.01 %  24.57 %  22.59 %  

Neutral  
Count  58  22  80  

Expected count  44.44  35.55  80  

% within column  9.83 %  4.66 %  7.53 %  

Total  
Count  590  472  1062  

Expected count  590  472  1062  

% within column  100 %  100 %  100 %  
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Peace journalism was the dominant frame used by both Western and non-Western 

international news agencies in their coverage of the Russia-Ukraine conflict, and the proportions 

of such framing was similar. About two thirds of headlines (or 69.15%) used peace journalism 

framing among a total of 590 headlines of the Western international news agencies. Meanwhile, 

70.76% of non-Western international news agency headlines employed the peace journalism 

framing (among their total headlines of 472). Regarding war journalism frame, 21.01% of the 

Western international news agency headlines and 24.57% of the non-Western international news 

agency headlines employed the specific frames. In terms of the neutral frame, Western 

international news agencies had more neutral headlines (9.83%) than non-Western international 

news agencies (4.66%) (Table 3). 

RQ2a asked what salient indicators supporting the war and peace journalism frames were 

used across the four agencies. 

Among a total of 5,403 indicators of the peace journalism frame, the three most salient 

indicators were language-based indicators: avoiding victimizing language (1,013, or 18.7%), 

avoiding demonizing language (1,002, or 18.5%), and avoiding emotive words (982, or 18.2%) 

(Table 4). By avoiding victimizing language when covering the Russia-Ukraine conflict, the 

journalists of the four international news agencies did not use words that only told what had been 

done to people, but reported what had been done and could be done by people, and how they had 

been coping with the conflict. Specifically, the international news agencies avoided words such 

as devastated, defenseless, pathetic, tragic, and demoralized in their headlines. The majority of 

examined headlines also refrained from using demonizing language. Instead of giving nicknames 

to actors participating in the conflict, the international news agencies put more precise 

descriptions, names, and titles of them in their headlines. By using objective and moderate words 
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to describe a situation and avoid exaggerating words such as genocide, assassination, massacre, 

etc., the international news agencies avoided using emotive words in their headlines. 

Table 4. Indicators of peace and war journalism among the total sample in order of salience 

Peace journalism indicators Frequency 

Avoiding victimizing language 

Avoiding demonizing language 

Avoiding emotive words 

Non-partisan 

Avoiding labeling good and bad actors in the 

conflict 

Multi-party orientation 

Win-win orientation 

Reporting the conflict’s causes and 

consequences 

Reporting the agreement areas that might lead 

to the conflict’s solution 

Focusing on non-elite sources 

Proactive reporting 

1,013 (18.7%) 

1,002 (18.5%) 

982 (18.2%) 

840 (15.5%) 

708 (13.1%) 

 

389 (7.2%) 

116 (2.1%) 

100 (1.9%) 

 

87 (1.6%) 

 

83 (1.5%) 

69 (1.3%) 

Visible and invisible effects of the conflict 14 (0.3%) 

Total 5,403 (100%) 

  

War journalism indicators Frequency 

Reporting the here and now 

Reactive reporting 

Focusing on elite sources 

Visible effects of the conflict 

Dichotomizing good and bad actors in 

conflict 

Partisan  

Two-party orientation 

823 (23.1%) 

617 (17.3%) 

562 (15.8%) 

300 (8.4%) 

289 (8.1%) 

 

267 (7.5%) 

265 (7.4%) 
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Focusing on the differences that lead to the 

conflict 

Zero-sum orientation 

Using demonizing language 

Using emotive words  

Using victimizing language  

Total  

210 (5.9%) 

 

130 (3.7%) 

46 (1.3%) 

38 (1.2%) 

12 (0.3%) 

3,559 (100%) 

 

Based on the frequency count of 3,559 indicators of the war journalism frame, the three 

most salient indicators were focusing on reporting the here and now (823, or 23.1%), reactive 

reporting (617, or 17.3%), and focusing on elite sources (562, or 15.8%). Focusing on reporting 

the here and now, the international news agencies presented mainly events and happenings at a 

specific time during the conflict, but did not mention or explore the causes and consequences of 

the conflict. For example, TASS reported: “Donetsk People’s Republic forces advance 9 km 

forward; take control of 2 residential areas” (TASS, 2022c). By applying the reactive reporting 

indicator, international news agencies’ journalists waited for the conflict to occur or about to 

occur before starting reporting. Furthermore, the investigated headlines also had a tendency to 

focus on elite actors, i.e., national leaders, politicians, officials, as news sources and main players 

of the conflict while forgetting non-elite actors who also played critical roles in the conflict such 

as civilians. For instance, Reuters reported: “Putin orders Russian forces to "perform 

peacekeeping functions" in eastern Ukraine's breakaway regions” (Reuters, 2022b). 

RQ2b asked how the four international news agencies differed in their use of salient 

indicators supporting the war and peace journalism frames when covering the Russia-Ukraine 

conflict. 
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Among the four international news agencies, Xinhua had the largest percentage of peace 

journalism headlines (87.64%). These headlines were dependent on four major indicators, 

including avoiding victimizing language (178, or 16.7%), avoiding demonizing language (178, 

or 16.7%), avoiding emotive words (178, or 16.7%), and non-partisan orientation (149, or 14%) 

(Table 5).    

Table 5. Indicators of peace and war journalism among the four international news 

agencies 

Peace journalism indicators AP Reuters Xinhua TASS 

Win-win orientation 8 (0.6%) 30 (1.8%) 40 (3.8%) 38 (2.5%) 

Visible and invisible effects 

of the conflict 

10 (0.7%) 3 (0.2%) 1 (0.1%) 0 (0%) 

Proactive reporting 12 (0.8%) 33 (2%) 9 (0.8%) 15 (1%) 

Focusing on non-elite sources 49 (3.4%) 13 (0.8%) 21 (2%) 0 (0%) 

Reporting the agreement areas 

that might lead to the 

conflict’s solution 

4 (0.3%) 21 (1.2%) 34 (3.2%) 28 (1.8%) 

Reporting the conflict’s 

causes and consequences 

12 (0.8%) 59 (3.5%) 27 (2.5%) 2 (0.1%) 

Avoiding labeling good and 

bad actors in the conflict 

179 (12.5%) 256 (15.2%) 154 (14.4%) 272 (18%) 

Multi-party orientation 94 (6.6%) 140 (8.3%) 97 (9.1%) 58 (3.8%) 

Non-partisan 208 (14.5%) 254 (15.1%) 149 (14%) 232 (15.3%) 

Avoiding victimizing 

language 

284 (19.8%) 293 (17.4%) 178 (16.7%) 294 (19.4%) 

Avoiding demonizing 

language 

292 (20.4%) 293 (17.4%) 178 (16.7%) 287 (18.9%) 

Avoiding emotive words 279 (19.6%) 291 (17.1%) 178 (16.7%) 293 (19.2%) 

Total 1,431 

(100%) 

1,686 (100%) 1,066 (100%) 1,519 

(100%) 

War journalism indicators AP Reuters Xinhua TASS 

Zero-sum orientation 13 (1.2%) 42 (4.5%) 10 (2%) 65 (6.1%) 
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Visible effects of the conflict 89 (8.5%) 84 (9%) 62 (12.2%) 65 (6.1%) 

Reactive reporting 208 (19.8%) 158 (16.8%) 108 (21.2%) 143 (13.5%) 

Focusing on elite sources 91 (8.7%) 122 (13%) 87 (17.1%) 262 (24.7%) 

Focusing on the differences 

that lead to the conflict 

84 (8%) 81 (8.6%) 24 (4.7%) 21 (2%) 

Reporting the here and now 242 (23%) 212 (22.6%) 147 (28.9%) 222 (21%) 

Dichotomizing good and bad 

actors in conflict 

109 (10.4%) 82 (8.7%) 26 (5.1%) 72 (6.8%) 

Two-party orientation 105 (10%) 42 (4.5%) 12 (2.4%) 106 (10%) 

Partisan 76 (7.2%) 101 (10.8%) 29 (5.7%) 61 (5.8%) 

Using victimizing language 10 (1%) 2 (0.2%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 

Using demonizing language 7 (0.7%) 4 (0.4%) 3 (0.6%) 32 (3%) 

Using emotive words 17 (1.5%) 9 (0.9%) 1 (0.1%) 11 (1%) 

Total 1,051 

(100%) 

939 (100%) 509 (100%) 1,060 

(100%) 

 

TASS’s coverage of the Russia-Ukraine conflict exhibited the strongest war journalism 

framing, with the support of four major war journalism indicators, including focusing on elite 

sources (262, or 24.7%), focusing on reporting the here and now (222, or 21%), leaning towards 

reactive reporting (143, or 13.5%), and two-party orientation (106, or 10%) (Table 5). The two-

party orientation indicator was detected when headlines implied that one side of the conflict 

should prevail while the other should lose. For instance, TASS published a story with a two-

party orientation indicator: "Russian troops completing defeat of Donbass nationalist battalion — 

defense ministry” (TASS, 2022b). 

RQ2c asked how Western and non-Western international news agencies differed in their 

use of salient indicators supporting the war and peace journalism frames when covering the 

Russia-Ukraine conflict. 
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Both Western and non-Western international news agencies exhibited peace journalism 

framing based on four similar major indicators: avoiding victimizing language, avoiding 

demonizing language, avoiding emotive words, and focusing on a non-partisan orientation. The 

frequency counts of four mentioned peace journalism indicators of Western international news 

agencies were 577 (or 18.5%), 585 (or 18.8%) , 570 (or 18.3%), and 462 (or 14.8%), 

respectively, while those of non-Western international news agencies were 472 (or 18.3%), 465 

(or 18%), 471 (or 17.56%), and 381 (or 14.7%), correspondingly (Table 6). 

Table 6. Indicators of peace and war journalism among Western and non-Western 

international news agencies 

Peace journalism indicators Western 

international news 

agencies 

Non-Western 

international news 

agencies 

Win-win orientation 38 (1.2%) 78 (3%) 

Visible and invisible effects of the conflict 13 (0.4%) 1 (0.04%) 

Proactive reporting 45 (1.4%) 24 (0.9%) 

Focusing on non-elite sources 62 (2%) 21 (0.8%) 

Reporting the agreement areas that might lead 

to the conflict’s solution 

25 (0.8%) 62 (2.4%)  

Reporting the conflict’s causes and 

consequences 

71 (2.3%) 29 (1.8%) 

Avoiding labeling good and bad actors in the 

conflict 

435 (14%) 426 (16.5%) 

Multi-party orientation 234 (7.5%) 155 (6%) 

Non-partisan 462 (14.8%) 381 (14.7%) 

Avoiding victimizing language 577 (18.5%) 472 (18.3%) 

Avoiding demonizing language 585 (18.8%) 465 (18%) 

Avoiding emotive words 570 (18.3%) 471 (17.56%) 

Total 3,117 (100%) 2,585 (100%) 
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War journalism indicators Western 

international news 

agency 

Non-Western 

international news 

agency 

Zero-sum orientation 55 (2.8%) 75 (4.8%) 

Visible effects of the conflict 173 (8.7%) 127 (8.1%) 

Reactive reporting 366 (18.4%) 251 (16%) 

Focusing on elite sources 213 (10.7%) 349 (22.3%) 

Focusing on the differences that lead to the 

conflict 

165 (8.3%) 45 (2.9%) 

Reporting the here and now 454 (22.8%) 369 (23.5%) 

Dichotomizing good and bad actors in 

conflict 

191 (9.6%) 98 (6.2%) 

Two-party orientation 147 (7.4%) 118 (7.5%) 

Partisan 177 (8.9%) 90 (5.7%) 

Using victimizing language 12 (0.6%) 0 (0%) 

Using demonizing language 11 (0.6%) 35 (2.2%) 

Using emotive words 26 (1.2%) 12 (0.8%) 

Total 1,990 (100%) 1,569 (100%) 

 

In terms of war journalism framing, Western international news agencies focused on 

employing four major indicators: focusing on reporting the here and now (454, or 22.8%), 

reactive reporting (366, 18.4%), focusing on elite sources (213, or 10.7%), and dichotomizing 

good and bad actors in conflict (191, or 9.6%) (Table 6). In the Russia-Ukraine conflict context, 

by dichotomizing good and bad actors in conflict, journalists either blamed one side, i.e., Russia 

or Ukraine, or gave moral judgment about any parties involved in the conflict. For example, AP 

reported: “Russia facing sports isolation over invasion of Ukraine” (Dunbar, 2022). Non-

Western international news agencies used four major indicators when they applied the war 

journalism frame, including focusing on reporting the here and now (369, or 23.5%), focusing on 
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elite sources (349, or 22.3%), reactive reporting (251, 16%), and highlighting the conflict’s 

visible effects (127, or 8.1%) (Table 6). Solely reporting the visible effects of the conflict, 

journalists forgot to mention the invisible effects which were recommended by the peace 

journalism framework, such as one headline from Xinhua reported: “Russia-Ukraine conflict 

leads to fall in Indian stock market” (Xinhua, 2022).  

RQ3a asked how the four international news agencies differed in number of peace 

journalism indicators they use when covering the Russia-Ukraine conflict?  

The ANOVA test’s results indicated that there was statistically significant difference 

between the four international news agencies and the number of peace journalism indicators used 

when reporting the Russia-Ukraine conflict, F (3, 1058) = 49.056, p < .001 (Table 7). The data 

was not normally distributed since, according to the Q-Q plot visualization, the plotted points did 

not follow the straight line representing the normal distribution (Figure 1). Also, the equality of 

variances could not be assumed because according to the Levene’s test for equalities of 

variances, F (3, 1058) = 3.503, p = .015; therefore, it should be best to use the Welch test or the 

Kruskal-Wallis test (Table 7 and Table 9). However, since all the tests’ results were statistically 

significant, the choice of test had no bearing on the results. 

Table 7. ANOVA test for peace journalism indicators 

Homogeneity 

Correction 
Cases 

Sum of 

Squares 
df 

Mean 

Square 
F p η² 

None  International news agency  215.269  3.000  71.756  49.056  < .001  0.122  

  Residuals  1547.587  1058.000  1.463        

Welch  International news agency  215.269  3.000  71.756  44.667  < .001  0.122  

  Residuals  1547.587  532.144  2.908        

Note.  Type III Sum of Squares  
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Table 8. Descriptive figures (mean, SD, and N) for peace journalism indicators of four 

international news agencies  

International news agency Mean SD N 

AP  4.834  1.094  296  

Reuters  5.364  1.154  294  

Xinhua  5.854  1.307  178  

TASS  4.602  1.310  294  

 

 

 
Figure 1. Q-Q plot of the peace journalism indicators of four international news agencies 

 

Table 9. Kruskal-Wallis Test 

Factor Statistic df p 

International news agency  131.789  3  < .001  

 

Post hoc comparisons using the Bonferroni test (Table 10) indicated that the average 

number of peace journalism frame indicators of Reuters (M = 5.364, SD = 1.154) was 

significantly higher than that of AP (M = 4.834, SD = 1.094) and TASS (M = 4.602, SD = 1.310) 
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(p < .001). Moreover, the mean of peace journalism indicators Xinhua used (M = 5.854, SD = 

1.307) was also significantly higher than the average number of peace journalism indicators 

employed by AP (M = 4.834, SD = 1.094), Reuters (M = 5.364, SD = 1.154), and TASS (M = 

4.602, SD = 1.310) (p < .001).  

Table 10. Post Hoc Comparisons – International news agencies (Peace journalism 

indicators) 

  Mean Difference SE t ptukey pbonf 

AP  Reuters  -0.529  0.100  -5.317  < .001  < .001  

   Xinhua  -1.019  0.115  -8.887  < .001  < .001  

   TASS  0.232  0.100  2.334  0.091  0.119  

Reuters  Xinhua  -0.490  0.115  -4.266  < .001  < .001  

   TASS  0.762  0.100  7.638  < .001  < .001  

Xinhua  TASS  1.252  0.115  10.899  < .001  < .001  

 

Note.  P-value adjusted for comparing a family of 4 

RQ3b set out to examine how the four international news agencies differed in number of 

war journalism indicators they used when covering the Russia-Ukraine conflict. 

Another ANOVA test was performed to compare the difference in number of war 

journalism indicators that the four international news agencies used when covering the Russia-

Ukraine conflict, F (3, 1058) = 9.030, p < .001 (Table 11). Due to the Q-Q plot visualization 

(Figure 2) and the Levene’s test’s result that F (3, 1058) = 19.992, p = < .001, the data’s normal 

distribution and the equality of variances could not be assumed, so the Welch test or the Kruskal-
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Wallis test should be used (Table 11 and Table 13). However, as the p-values of the three tests 

were statistically significant, the choice of test did not influence the results. 

Table 11. ANOVA test for war journalism indicators 

Homogeneity 

Correction 
Cases 

Sum of 

Squares 
df 

Mean 

Square 
F p η² 

None  International news 

agency 
 81.085  3.000  27.028  9.030  < .001  0.025  

  Residuals  3166.909  1058.000  2.993        

Welch  International news 

agency 
 81.085  3.000  27.028  11.610  < .001  0.025  

  Residuals  3166.909  560.286  5.652        
 

Note.  Type III Sum of Squares 

 

Table 12. Descriptive figures (mean, SD, and N) for war journalism indicators of four 

international news agencies 

 

International news agency Mean SD N 

AP  3.551  1.574  296  

Reuters  3.194  1.884  294  

Xinhua  2.860  1.348  178  

TASS  3.605  1.915  294  
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Figure 2. Q-Q plot of the war journalism indicators of four international news agencies 

 

Table 13. Kruskal-Wallis Test 

Factor Statistic df p 

International news agency  27.212  3  < .001  

 

Post hoc comparisons using the Bonferroni test demonstrated the average number of war 

journalism indicators that TASS employed (M = 3.605, SD = 1.915) was significantly higher 

than that of Reuters (M = 3.194, SD = 1.884) (p = 0.024) and Xinhua (M = 2.86, SD = 1.348) (p 

< .001). The mean of war journalism indicators of AP (M = 3.551, SD = 1.574) was significantly 

higher than Xinhua (M = 2.86, SD = 1.348) (p < .001) (Table 15).  

Table 14. Post Hoc Comparisons – International news agencies (War journalism indicators) 

  Mean Difference SE t ptukey pbonf 

AP  Reuters  0.357  0.142  2.505  0.060  0.074  
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  Mean Difference SE t ptukey pbonf 

   Xinhua  0.691  0.164  4.212  < .001  < .001  

   TASS  -0.055  0.142  -0.384  0.981  1.000  

Reuters  Xinhua  0.334  0.164  2.035  0.176  0.253  

   TASS  -0.412  0.143  -2.884  0.021  0.024  

Xinhua  TASS  -0.746  0.164  -4.540  < .001  < .001  

Note.  P-value adjusted for comparing a family of 4 

H1 predicted that Western news agency headlines will employ more peace journalism 

indicators than their non-Western counterparts. T-test analysis revealed that on average, Western 

international news agencies generally used more peace journalism indicators (M = 5.098) than 

their non-Western counterparts (M = 5.074) (Table 16). However, the p-value was > .05, so the 

results were not statistically significant and the effect size was also very small. Moreover, 

according to the Shapiro-Wilk test of normality’s results with the p-value was < .001, and the 

Levene’s test of equality of variances’ result with the p-value was < .001, the data was not 

normal and equality of variances could not be assumed, so it was best to use the Mann-Whitney 

test. However, the choice of test did not matter the results as all of them were statistically 

insignificant (Table 15). H1 was not supported. 

Table 15. Independent Samples T-Test for peace journalism indicators of Western and non-

Western international news agencies 

 Test Statistic df p 
Location 

Parameter 

SE 

Difference 

Effect 

Size 

Peace 

journalism 

indicators 

 Student  0.303  1060.000  0.762  0.024  0.080  0.019  

  Welch  0.296  890.637  0.767  0.024  0.082  0.019  
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 Test Statistic df p 
Location 

Parameter 

SE 

Difference 

Effect 

Size 

  Mann-

Whitney 
 140573.000    0.782  3.712e-5    0.010  

Note.  For the Student t-test and Welch t-test, effect size is given by Cohen's d. For the Mann-

Whitney test, effect size is given by the rank biserial correlation. 

Note.  For the Student t-test and Welch t-test, location parameter is given by mean difference. 

For the Mann-Whitney test, location parameter is given by the Hodges-Lehmann estimate. 
 

 

Table 16. Descriptive figures (N, mean, SD, and SE) for peace journalism indicators of 

Western and non-Western international news agencies 

 Group N Mean SD SE 

Peace journalism indicators  Western international news agencies  590  5.098  1.154  0.048  

  Non-Western international news agencies  472  5.074  1.441  0.066  

 

RQ4a asked what was the dominant tone towards Russia used by Western and non-

Western international news agencies in their headlines when covering the Russia-Ukraine 

conflict. 

The study conducted a Chi-square test to examine the difference between the Western 

and non-Western international news agencies and their tone towards Russia in their headlines 

when covering the Russia-Ukraine conflict (Table 16). There was a statistically significant 

association between them, χ2 (2) = 103.378, p < .001, Cramer’s V = 0.312 with a small effect 

size. The majority of headlines of both Western (355, or 60.17%) and non-Western (376, or 

79.66%) international news agencies were neutral towards Russia. Western agencies tended to 

employ a negative tone towards Russia (222, or 37.63%) more than non-Western organizations 

(22, or 4.66%). Regarding positive tone towards Russia, while Western agencies had 13 (or 

2.2%) headlines, non-Western agencies had 74 (or 15.68%). 
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Table 17. Distribution of positive, negative, and neutral tones towards Russia across 

Western and non-Western international news agencies 

 International news agency  

Tone towards Russia  Western Non-Western Total 

Positive  
Count  13  74  87  

Expected count  48.333  38.667  87  

% within column  2.2 %  15.68 %  8.19 %  

Negative  
Count  222  22  244  

Expected count  135.556  108.444  244  

% within column  37.63 %  4.66 %  22.98 %  

Neutral  
Count  355  376  731  

Expected count  406.111  324.889  731  

% within column  60.17 %  79.66 %  68.83 %  

Total  
Count  590  472  1062  

Expected count  590  472  1062  

% within column  100 %  100 %  100 %  

 

RQ4b asked what was the dominant tone towards Ukraine used by Western and non-

Western international news agencies in their headlines when covering the Russia-Ukraine 

conflict. 

There also was a statistically difference between the Western and non-Western 

international news agencies and their tone towards Ukraine in their headlines when covering the 

Russia-Ukraine conflict, χ2 (2) = 196.624, p < .001, Cramer’s V = 0.43, with a moderate effect 

size. Overall, the dominant tone towards Ukraine that Western and non-Western international 

news agencies was neutral. Western agencies had 487 (or 82.54%) neutral headlines towards 

Ukraine, while the number of neutral headlines of non-Western agencies was 328 (or 69.49%). 

The following dominant tone towards Ukraine of Western agencies was positive, with 82 (or 

13.9%) headlines, whereas negative tone was the second dominant tone towards Ukraine of non-

Western agencies, with 112 (or 23.73%) headlines (Table 17). 
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Table 18. Distribution of positive, negative, and neutral tones towards Ukraine across 

Western and non-Western international news agencies 

 International news agency  

Tone towards Ukraine  Western Non-Western Total 

Positive  
Count  82  32  114  

Expected count  63.33  50.66  114  

% within column  13.9 %  6.78 %  10.73 %  

Negative  
Count  21  112  133  

Expected count  73.88  59.11  133  

% within column  3.56 %  23.73 %  12.52 %  

Neutral  
Count  487  328  815  

Expected count  452.77  362.22  815  

% within column  82.54 %  69.49 %  76.74 %  

Total  
Count  590  472  1062  

Expected count  590  472  1062  

% within column  100  %  100 %  100 %  
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Chapter 6 - Discussion 

Using the classification of peace and war journalism frames of Galtung (1986, 1990, 

1998) and their operationalized indicators of Maslog et al. (2006) and Ha et al. (2020), this study 

analyzed the framing of news coverage during the initial stages of the Russia-Ukraine conflict by 

international news agencies, which provided a comparative perspective of the news coverage of 

the ongoing conflict between Russia and Ukraine by foreign news agencies with distinct 

geopolitical viewpoints. The present study conducted an analysis of news headlines from four 

international news agencies, including two Western agencies: Reuters and AP, and two non-

Western agencies: TASS and Xinhua. The findings revealed disparities in their framing of the 

Russia-Ukraine conflict news coverage and in their use of salient indicators of peace and war 

journalism. To the author’s best knowledge, this study was one of the limited investigations to 

test the applicability of the peace and war journalism frames and their indicators on examining 

news headlines, providing a different approach that can be helpful to guide future research of 

peace and war journalism studies, specifically in the context of the ongoing conflict between 

Russia and Ukraine. 

By comparing news coverage of the Russia-Ukraine conflict during the very initial 

stages, this study’s findings may contribute to the efforts to assess the media’s role in shaping 

public opinion during wartimes, especially the peace versus war journalism frames, in terms of 

their ability to influence the public’s perception of the ongoing conflict since the media may alter 

their framing strategies during the beginning period of a conflict to alleviate the public’s 

uncertainty and anxiety (Dunaway & Graber, 2022; Ungar, 1998). 

Moreover, the dominant tone adopted by the four international news agencies towards 

Russia and Ukraine, the primary actors in the conflict, was neutral. A significant difference 
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between Western and non-Western international news agencies in their respective tone towards 

each actor involved in the conflict was also revealed. 

 Peace journalism as the dominant frame 

Overall, the news headlines were framed more as peace journalism than war journalism, 

and the number of peace journalism indicators was higher than that of war journalism indicators; 

hence, peace journalism was the dominant frame used by AP, Reuters, Xinhua, and TASS during 

the very first month of the Russia-Ukraine conflict. This finding, although unexpected, is 

consistent with the results from a study by Ha et al. (2020) that the U.S.-China trade conflict 

news coverage by both U.S. and China news outlets was dominated by peace journalism and a 

study by Maslog et al. (2006) that more Iraq war news stories from eight Asian news 

organizations were framed as peace journalism than war journalism.  

Notably, it supports the idea of the media fostering a more peaceful approach to promote 

peace and corresponding resolutions by using the peace journalism framework in their coverage 

of a war or conflict, especially during the initial stages (Lee, 2010; Maslog et al., 2006). Indeed, 

the use of peace journalism at the outset of a conflict, particularly by applying the win-win 

approach indicator, may be more promising since it can provide early options to resolve disputes 

(Sadiq & Hassan, 2017). 

Furthermore, despite the prevalence of the peace journalism frame in the headlines, it is 

possible that the remaining content of the news articles or the visual elements utilized to 

illustrate the news stories may exhibit a greater number of war journalism indicators than the 

headlines. Previous studies discovered similar results. For instance, Fahmy and Neumann’s 

(2012) analysis revealed that images depicting the Gaza War (2008 – 2009) from three 

international news agencies, namely, AP, Reuters, and AFP, tilted more towards war journalism 
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than peace journalism. Additionally, other peace and war journalism studies, in which the unit of 

analysis was a news story, found contradicting findings that war journalism dominated the news 

coverage of many military conflicts (Fahmy & Eakin, 2014; Lee & Maslog, 2005; Lee, 2010; 

Siraj, 2008; Siraj, 2010) and English news stories were more likely to be framed as war 

journalism than peace journalism (Lee, 2010). It also contradicts to the dominant notion that the 

media are more likely to promote war and conflict than they are to promote peace (Bratić, 2006; 

Lynch & Galtung, 2010). Given the potential differences in framing across news headlines, 

entire news stories, and graphic representations, which may be due to the rewriting practice of 

news headlines by editors, who are less exposed to the realities on the ground than the foreign 

correspondents, future studies could explore the comparative framing of these three components 

of war news coverage. 

It would be challenging to determine the precise reasons why, during the early stages of 

the Russia-Ukraine conflict, in comparison to other international news agencies, Xinhua’s 

coverage was markedly more dominated by the peace journalism frame and why TASS tilted 

more toward the war journalism frame. A possible explanation for the peace journalism frame 

valence of Xinhua could be attributed to the influence of its government’s position, i.e., 

supporting Russia to a certain extent, minimizing China’s participation in the conflict, and 

persistently promoting peace through dialogues and peaceful resolutions. Keck and Tiezzi (2015) 

observed that Xinhua had a tendency to refer to statements and report viewpoints of foreign 

governments and officials that were aligned with China’s stance, including content that 

advocated for restraint or dialogues between major parties involved in the conflict. Indeed, the 

neutral tone that Xinhua employed when covering the Russia-Ukraine conflict, which will be 
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further elaborated on in the next section about the dominant news tone, also conveyed a 

conciliatory and ameliorative position. 

In the case of TASS, the news agency exhibited a higher likeliness to employ the war 

journalism frame than the remaining three agencies. The stance of the Russian government, 

under which TASS operates, was conveyed by the news agency, which in accordance with the 

findings of Pasitselska (2017) and Watanabe (2017a), suggesting that a nation's media is unlikely 

to remain neutral in a conflict involving its government. As anticipated, for Russia was the 

initiator of the ongoing conflict since Russian President Vladimir V. Putin ordered the Russian 

military to enter Ukraine on February 24, 2022 (Zinets & Vasovic, 2022), Russian media were 

more eager to support the nation to be the winning actor of the conflict, blaming Ukraine and the 

country’s supporters for provoking the conflict; thus, it might be more likely to use war 

journalism practices than other international news agencies. 

 Salient indicators of peace and war journalism 

Three language-based indicators, including avoiding victimizing language, avoiding 

demonizing language, and avoiding emotive words, were the most salient indicators supporting 

peace journalism. This finding suggested that during the initial month of the Russia-Ukraine 

conflict, instead of producing sensational news headlines that could capture more attention from 

the audience, the four international news agencies exhibited caution in their language usage, 

indicating by their avoidance of victimizing, demonizing, and emotive language. The other two 

most prominent indicators of the peace journalism frame were non-partisan orientation and 

avoiding labeling good and bad actors in the conflict. Pursuing the non-partisan orientation, 

journalists did not advocate for any sides involved in the conflict, and in adherence to avoid 

labeling good and bad actors in the conflict, journalists maintained an equal, balanced treatment 
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of all parties involved. Moreover, since the significant indicators of the peace journalism frame 

that can affect audience’s perspective were three language-based indicators, Ha et al. (2020) 

discussed that it would be most beneficial to train journalists and editors to carefully consider 

their choice of language when covering war or conflict. 

The finding that the three language-based indicators were most salient in peace 

journalism frame, while consistent with prior research, also revealed the same limitation of the 

peace and war journalism framework. Specifically, while language-based indicators may be 

present in every news headline, other context-specific indicators, such as win-win orientation or 

focusing on the conflict’s visible effects, cannot be applied to all the news headlines; as a result, 

the language-based indicators may inflate the number of peace and war journalism indicators, 

which potentially impact the outcome of the investigation (Ha et al., 2020). 

In terms of the salient indicators of war journalism frame, similar to what Ha et al. (2020) 

and Lee and Maslog (2005) found, the focusing on the here and now, as well as the focusing on 

elite sources dominated the war journalism indicators in the four international news agencies. 

The prioritization of the here and now indicator in war journalism frame is a commonly observed 

phenomenon, whereby journalists tend to report on the primary events and occurrences while 

neglecting to address a conflict’s underlying causes and consequences. This tendency is reflected 

in the provision of timely and factual news updates pertaining to the initial stages of the conflict 

(Ungar, 1998). Moreover, it is worth noting that the short nature of news headlines poses a 

challenge in effectively communicating the underlying causes and consequences of a conflict.  

Regarding the elite orientation indicator, when examining the news headlines, it was 

found that only a few of them considered non-elite actors as the information source, despite the 

fact that ordinary people also witnessed, had their own perspectives about, and played important 
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roles in the conflict. Instead, journalists emphasized the viewpoints of elite actors, such as 

authoritative sources from the government and high-ranking personnel related to the conflict. 

Consequently, the opinions of non-elite actors were disregarded in favor of those of elite actors. 

However, despite the excessive usage of the elite orientation indicator in war journalism frame, it 

is understandable given how extensively journalists rely on government sources that they 

perceive as authoritative, knowledgeable, and powerful (Lee, 2010; Sigal, 1973). Likewise, 

Hussain and Ahmad (2022) posited that in times of violent conflicts, people tend to look to elites 

and officials to manage the situation. 

 Neutral as the dominant tone 

In general, the dominant news tone of headlines from both Western and non-Western 

international news agencies, when they covered the first month of the Russia-Ukraine conflict, 

was neutral. This finding was consistent with previous literature on war coverage’s tone that 

during a conflict’s beginning phase, the news tone tilted more toward neutral (Haigh, 2014). 

Moreover, it could imply that political affiliation and states’ positions, as well as 

ideologies, might not affect the framing of news tones toward Russia and Ukraine of the 

international news agencies. The present discovery may appear unexpected; however, previous 

literature demonstrated that the relationship between state influence and the media’s position has 

been changing, and for some Western international news agencies, “national boundaries are 

becoming almost meaningless” (Watanabe 2017b, p.16). 

Moreover, it is possible that the neutrality towards both actors directly involved in the 

conflict exhibited by international news agencies is motivated by market forces and the desire to 

sell news content to a vast audience worldwide. Specifically, international news agencies cannot 

sell news which portrays Ukraine negatively to news organizations located in countries 
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supporting Ukraine in the ongoing conflict. Similarly, news outlets that are in favor of Russia 

would not purchase negative news about Russia from international news agencies. In other 

words, the exhibition of neutral tone in news reporting potentially illustrates the 

commercialization of news content. It is reasonable to assume that international news agencies 

would exhibit neutral tone toward both Russia and Ukraine in order to avoid alienating their 

global consumers, as these clients represent a significant source of profit. 

Although the four international news agencies maintained a generally neutral tone toward 

Russia and Ukraine, a closer examination of the news tone revealed disparities among them in 

the adoption of positive and negative tones toward each of the two major actors involved in the 

Russia-Ukraine conflict. It can be argued that although the majority of news headlines produced 

by four international news agencies during the early stages of the conflict between Russia and 

Ukraine were neutral toward Russia and Ukraine, to some extent, there existed a discernible 

degree of bias in their tonality. For example, Western agencies exhibited a tendency to adopt a 

pessimistic stance toward Russia while adopting an optimistic stance toward Ukraine. 

Conversely, non-Western agencies tended to adopt an optimistic stance toward Russia while 

adopting a pessimistic stance toward Ukraine. Especially in the case of TASS, the agency was 

unlikely to avoid tonality bias when its government was a party involved directly in the conflict.    

  



   

 

52 

Chapter 7 - Limitations and future research 

This study had several limitations, which can guide future research. First, the 

investigation solely concentrated on analyzing news headlines and did not examine the 

remaining content of news articles. The examination of news headlines was pertinent due to their 

characteristic of capturing audience attention; however, it still is essential to identify the 

dominant frame and tone of the international news agencies’ news stories to provide a 

comprehensive understanding of the peace and war journalism framework in the coverage of the 

Russia-Ukraine conflict. Future research should address this limitation by conducting a similar 

content analysis on the whole content of news stories. Moreover, as mentioned in the discussion 

section, future studies could also compare the framing of news headlines to the framing of the 

remaining news stories and the framing of visual elements. 

The second limitation of the study was the chosen timeframe, i.e., the first month of the 

conflict. One objective of the study was to examine whether, in the early phases of a conflict, the 

media employ different framing techniques to adjust the potential impact on the audience. 

Nevertheless, a comparative perspective on the role of news organizations during three phases of 

a crisis, as posited by Dunaway and Graber (2022), could be obtained by extending the 

timeframe, dividing the news coverage into three stages, and analyzing them. 

Third, the choice of four international news agencies, namely, AP, Reuters, Xinhua, and 

TASS, was another significant limitation of this research. The author rationalized the 

aforementioned choice based on the fact that they are among the “Big Seven” worldwide 

international news agencies (Rantanen & Kelly, 2021, p.359) and the convenience of collecting 

English-language news stories from the four agencies. Considering that the remaining 

international news agencies, namely AFP, Anadolu, and EFE, also fall within the Western and 
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non-Western categories, forthcoming investigations may include all seven international news 

agencies in their sample. Additionally, the study’s findings were limited due to the use of only 

English-language news stories; future research may explore media content in other languages, 

for example, Chinese news stories from Xinhua and Russian news stories from TASS. 

Finally, the fourth limitation of the study was produced by the structural limitations of the 

peace and war journalism frameworks, as well as the indicators employed for measurement, as 

highlighted by Ha et al. (2020). Future peace and war journalism studies could pursue to 

establish a more refined framework. 

   



   

 

54 

References 

Adegbola, O., & Zhang, W. (2022). Examining determinants of adherence to peace journalism: 

Empathy, reporting efficacy, and perceived journalistic roles. Media, War & Conflict, 

15(3), 280-297. https://doi.org/10.1177/1750635220948548  

Alleyne, M. D., & Wagner, J. (1993). Stability and change at the “big five” news agencies. 

Journalism Quarterly, 70(1), 40-50. https://doi.org/10.1177/107769909307000105  

Baczynska, G., & Renshaw, J. (2022, March 25). West gives more support to Ukraine, raises 

stakes for Russia. Reuters. Retrieved April 13, 2023, from 

https://www.reuters.com/world/russia-will-pay-west-warn-putin-trio-summits-2022-03-

23/ 

Bardhan, N. (2001). Transnational AIDS-HIV news narratives: A critical exploration of 

overarching frames. Mass Communication & Society, 4(3), 283-309. 

https://doi.org/10.1207/S15327825MCS0403_03  

Bläsi, B. (2004). Peace journalism and the news production process. Conflict & communication, 

3, 1-12.  

Borah, P. (2011). Conceptual issues in framing theory: A systematic examination of a decade's 

literature. Journal of communication, 61(2), 246-263. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1460-

2466.2011.01539.x  

Boyd-Barrett, O. (1980). The international news agencies (Vol. 13). Constable & Robinson. 

Bratić, V. (2006). Media effects during violent conflict: Evaluating media contributions to peace 

building. Conflict & Communication, 5(1), 1-11.   

https://doi.org/10.1177/1750635220948548
https://doi.org/10.1177/107769909307000105
https://www.reuters.com/world/russia-will-pay-west-warn-putin-trio-summits-2022-03-23/
https://www.reuters.com/world/russia-will-pay-west-warn-putin-trio-summits-2022-03-23/
https://doi.org/10.1207/S15327825MCS0403_03
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1460-2466.2011.01539.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1460-2466.2011.01539.x


   

 

55 

Breed, W. (1955). Newspaper ‘opinion leaders’ and processes of standardization. Journalism 

Quarterly, 32(3), 277-328. https://doi.org/10.1177/107769905503200302  

Camaj, L. (2010). Media framing through stages of a political discourse: International news 

agencies’ coverage of Kosovo’s status negotiations. International Communication 

Gazette, 72(7), 635-653. https://doi.org/10.1177/1748048510378147  

Chong, D., & Druckman, J. N. Framing Theory. (2007). Annual Review of Political Science. 

https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.polisci.10.072805.103054 

Ciftcioglu, V., & Shaw, I. S. (2021). Peace journalism in times of ‘war risks’: Coverage of the 

hydrocarbons conflict in Turkish Cypriot and Greek Cypriot newspapers. International 

Communication Gazette, 83(6), 541-566. https://doi.org/10.1177/1748048520915668  

Cozma, R. (2021). Covering International Conflicts and Crises. Global Journalism: 

Understanding World Media Systems, 201.  

Demarest, L., & Langer, A. (2021). Peace journalism on a shoestring? Conflict reporting in 

Nigeria’s national news media. Journalism, 22(3), 671-688. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/1464884918797611  

Dimitrova, D. V., & Strömbäck, J. (2005). Mission accomplished? Framing of the Iraq War in 

the elite newspapers in Sweden and the United States. Gazette (Leiden, 

Netherlands), 67(5), 399-417. https://doi.org/10.1177/0016549205056050  

Dunaway, J., & Graber, D. A. (2022). Mass media and American politics. Cq Press. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/107769905503200302
https://doi.org/10.1177/1748048510378147
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.polisci.10.072805.103054
https://doi.org/10.1177/1748048520915668
https://doi.org/10.1177/1464884918797611
https://doi.org/10.1177/0016549205056050


   

 

56 

Dunbar, G. (2022, March 1). Russia facing sports isolation over invasion of Ukraine. AP News. 

Retrieved March 28, 2023, from https://apnews.com/article/russia-ukraine-winter-sports-

6ff8a6338e968bcb2ccb3c8dc368586d  

Durham, F. S. (1998). News frames as social narratives: TWA Flight 800. Journal of 

communication, 48(4), 100-117. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1460-2466.1998.tb02772.x  

Ebrahim, S. (2022). The corona chronicles: Framing analysis of online news headlines of the 

COVID-19 pandemic in Italy, USA and South Africa. Health SA Gesondheid, 27(1), 

a1683. https://doi.org/10.4102/hsag.v27i0.1683 

Ellerbeck, S. (2023, February 23). 1 year on: A timeline of the war in Ukraine. World Economic 

Forum. Retrieved April 18, 2023, from 

https://www.weforum.org/agenda/2023/02/ukraine-war-timeline-one-year/   

Ersoy, M. (2016). War–peace journalism in the Turkish press: Countries come to the brink of 

war. International Communication Gazette, 78(3), 247-266. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/1748048516630717  

Fahmy, S., & Eakin, B. (2014). High drama on the high seas: Peace versus war journalism 

framing of an Israeli/Palestinian-related incident. International Communication Gazette, 

76(1), 86-105. https://doi.org/10.1177/1748048513504046  

Fahmy, S., & Neumann, R. (2012). Shooting war or peace photographs? An examination of 

newswires’ coverage of the conflict in Gaza (2008-2009). American Behavioral 

Scientist, 56(2), NP1-NP26. https://doi.org/10.1177/0002764211419355  

https://apnews.com/article/russia-ukraine-winter-sports-6ff8a6338e968bcb2ccb3c8dc368586d
https://apnews.com/article/russia-ukraine-winter-sports-6ff8a6338e968bcb2ccb3c8dc368586d
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1460-2466.1998.tb02772.x
https://doi.org/10.4102/hsag.v27i0.1683
https://www.weforum.org/agenda/2023/02/ukraine-war-timeline-one-year/
https://doi.org/10.1177/1748048516630717
https://doi.org/10.1177/1748048513504046
https://doi.org/10.1177/0002764211419355


   

 

57 

Fish, I. S. (2010, September 10). Is China's Xinhua the future of journalism? Newsweek. 

Retrieved April 19, 2023, from https://www.newsweek.com/chinas-xinhua-future-

journalism-71961  

Fong, Y. L., & Koon, J. H. G. (2019). The South China Sea dispute and war/peace journalism: A 

framing analysis of a Malaysian newspaper. KOME: An International Journal of Pure 

Communication Inquiry, 7(2), 17-36. https://doi.org/10.17646/KOME.75672.32  

Gabielkov, M., Ramachandran, A., Chaintreau, A., & Legout, A. (2016). Social clicks: What and 

who gets read on Twitter?. Performance evaluation review, 2016, 44 (1), 179-192. 

https://doi.org/10.1145/2964791.2901462 

Galtung, J., & Ruge, M. H. (1965). The structure of foreign news: The presentation of the 

Congo, Cuba and Cyprus crises in four Norwegian newspapers. Journal of peace 

research, 2(1), 64-90. https://doi.org/10.1177/002234336500200104  

Galtung, J. (1986). On the role of the media in worldwide security and peace. Peace and 

communication, 249-266.  

Galtung, J. (1990). Cultural Violence. Journal of Peace Research, 27(3), 291-305. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/0022343390027003005  

Galtung, J. (1998). After Violence: 3R, Reconstruction, Reconciliation, Resolution. Coping With 

Visible and Invisible Effects of War and Violence. Princeton, NJ: TRANSCEND.  

Galtung, J. (2003). Peace journalism. Media Asia, 30(3), 177-180. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/01296612.2003.11726720  

https://www.newsweek.com/chinas-xinhua-future-journalism-71961
https://www.newsweek.com/chinas-xinhua-future-journalism-71961
https://doi.org/10.17646/KOME.75672.32
https://doi.org/10.1145/2964791.2901462
https://doi.org/10.1177/002234336500200104
https://doi.org/10.1177/0022343390027003005
https://doi.org/10.1080/01296612.2003.11726720


   

 

58 

Gandy Jr, O. H. (2001). Epilogue—Framing at the horizon: A retrospective assessment. Framing 

public life: Perspectives on media and our understanding of the social world, 355-378. 

García-Perdomo, V., Harlow, S., & Brown, D. K. (2022). Framing the Colombian Peace Process: 

Between Peace and War Journalism. Journalism Practice, 1-24. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/17512786.2022.2062428  

Gehlbach, S., & Sonin, K. (2014). Government control of the media. Journal of public 

Economics, 118, 163-171. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpubeco.2014.06.004 

Gharib, M. (2022, March 4). Not every war gets the same coverage as Russia's invasion - and 

that has consequences. NPR. Retrieved September 16, 2022, from 

https://www.npr.org/sections/goatsandsoda/2022/03/04/1084230259/not-every-war-gets-

the-same-coverage-as-russias-invasion-and-that-has-consequenc 

Giordano, C. (2022, March 25). One month of war: How tragedy unfolded in Ukraine as the 

world looked on in despair. The Independent. Retrieved April 18, 2023, from 

https://www.independent.co.uk/news/world/europe/ukraine-russia-invasion-war-month-

b2043437.html  

Gitlin, T. (1980). The whole world is watching: Mass media in the making and unmaking of the 

new left. Berkeley: University of California Press. https://doi.org/10.2307/2149748 

Goffman, E. (1974). Frame analysis: An essay on the organization of experience. Harvard 

University Press. https://doi.org/10.2307/2106908 

https://doi.org/10.1080/17512786.2022.2062428
https://www.npr.org/sections/goatsandsoda/2022/03/04/1084230259/not-every-war-gets-the-same-coverage-as-russias-invasion-and-that-has-consequenc
https://www.npr.org/sections/goatsandsoda/2022/03/04/1084230259/not-every-war-gets-the-same-coverage-as-russias-invasion-and-that-has-consequenc
https://doi.org/10.2307/2149748
https://doi.org/10.2307/2106908


   

 

59 

Goodman, G., & Boudana, S. (2019). The language of objectivity: Reuters’ internal editorial 

discussions on terminology in the Arab–Israeli conflict, 1967–1982. Journalism, 20(3), 

410-426. https://doi.org/10.1177/1464884916674230 

Groshek, J., & Clough Groshek, M. (2013). Agenda trending: Reciprocity and the predictive 

capacity of social network sites in intermedia agenda setting across issues over time. 

Media and Communication, 1(1), 15-27. https://doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.2199144  

Ha, L., Yang, Y., Ray, R., Matanji, F., Chen, P., Guo, K., & Lyu, N. (2020). How US and 

Chinese media cover the US–China trade conflict: A case study of war and peace 

journalism practice and the foreign policy equilibrium hypothesis. Negotiation and 

Conflict Management Research. https://doi.org/10.1111/ncmr.12186  

Haigh, M. M. (2014). Afghanistan war coverage more negative over time. Newspaper Research 

Journal, 35(3), 38-51. https://doi.org/10.1177/073953291403500304  

Hanitzsch, T. (2004). Journalists as peacekeeping force? Peace journalism and mass 

communication theory. Journalism studies, 5(4), 483-495. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/14616700412331296419  

Haynes Jr, R. D. (1984). Test of Galtung’s theory of structural imperialism. Foreign news and 

the new world information order, 200-216. 

Horvit, B. (2006). International news agencies and the war debate of 2003. International 

Communication Gazette, 68(5-6), 427-447. https://doi.org/10.1177/1748048506068722  

Howard, R. (2009). Conflict Sensitive Reporting. State of the Art: a course for journalists and 

journalism educators (10.5. 2017). ‘ 

https://doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.2199144
https://doi.org/10.1111/ncmr.12186
https://doi.org/10.1177/073953291403500304
https://doi.org/10.1080/14616700412331296419
https://doi.org/10.1177/1748048506068722


   

 

60 

Hussain, S., & Ahmad, A. R. (2022). Examining perceptions towards war/peace journalism: A 

survey of journalists in Iraq, Afghanistan and Pakistan. International Communication 

Gazette, 84(3), 183-205. https://doi.org/10.1177/17480485211015618  

Irvan, S. (2006). Peace journalism as a normative theory: Premises and obstacles. Global media 

journal Mediterranean edition, 1(2), 34-39. 

Katiambo, D. (2019). From war journalism to peace journalism: Re-inventing peace journalism 

through audience oppositional reading of terrorism news online. Global Media Journal-

African Edition, 12(1), 1-19. https://doi.org/10.5789/12-1-294  

Keck, Z., & Tiezzi, S. (2015). Voice of China: Xinhua's Analysis of the Ukraine Crisis. Asian 

Politics & Policy, 7(1), 165-169. https://doi.org/10.1111/aspp.12160  

Keeble, R., Tulloch, J., & Zollman, F. (Eds.). (2010). Peace journalism, war and conflict 

resolution. Peter Lang. 

Kirat, M., & Weaver, D. (1985). Foreign news coverage in three wire services: A study of AP, 

UPI, and the nonaligned news agencies pool. Gazette (Leiden, Netherlands), 35(1), 31-

47. https://doi.org/10.1177/001654928503500103 

Kitzinger, J. (2007). Framing and frame analysis. Media Studies: Key Issues and Debates. 

London, UK: Sage, 134-161.  

Knightley, P. (2000). War journalism under fire. Committee for Peace in the Balkans. 

Lacasse, K., & Forster, L. (2012). The war next door: Peace journalism in US local and distant 

newspapers’ coverage of Mexico. Media, War & Conflict, 5(3), 223-237. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/1750635212447907  

https://doi.org/10.1177/17480485211015618
https://doi.org/10.5789/12-1-294
https://doi.org/10.1111/aspp.12160
https://doi.org/10.1177/1750635212447907


   

 

61 

Lee, S. T. (2010). Peace journalism: Principles and structural limitations in the news coverage of 

three conflicts. Mass communication and society, 13(4), 361-384. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/15205430903348829  

Lee, S. T., & Maslog, C. C. (2005). War or peace journalism? Asian newspaper coverage of 

conflicts. Journal of communication, 55(2), 311-329. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1460-

2466.2005.tb02674.x  

Lee, S. T., Maslog, C. C., & Kim, H. S. (2006). Asian conflicts and the Iraq war: A comparative 

framing analysis. International Communication Gazette, 68(5-6), 499-518. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/1748048506068727  

Lichtenstein, D., Esau, K., Pavlova, L., Osipov, D., & Argylov, N. (2019). Framing the Ukraine 

crisis: A comparison between talk show debates in Russian and German television. 

International Communication Gazette, 81(1), 66-88. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/1748048518755209  

Liu, S., Guo, L., Mays, K., Betke, M., & Wijaya, D. T. (2019, November). Detecting frames in 

news headlines and its application to analyzing news framing trends surrounding US gun 

violence. In Proceedings of the 23rd conference on computational natural language 

learning (CoNLL) (pp. 504-514). 

Lynch, J. (2006). What’s so great about peace journalism. Global Media Journal: Mediterranean 

Edition, 1(1), 74-87. 

Lynch, J., & Galtung, J. (2010). Reporting conflict: New directions in peace journalism. St 

Lucia: University of Queensland Press. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/15205430903348829
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1460-2466.2005.tb02674.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1460-2466.2005.tb02674.x
https://doi.org/10.1177/1748048506068727
https://doi.org/10.1177/1748048518755209


   

 

62 

Loyn, D. (2003, February 20). Witnessing the truth. openDemocracy. Retrieved October 9, 2022, 

from https://www.opendemocracy.net/en/article_993jsp/ 

Matthes, J. (2009). What's in a frame? A content analysis of media framing studies in the world's 

leading communication journals, 1990-2005. Journalism & mass communication 

quarterly, 86(2), 349-367. https://doi.org/10.1177/107769900908600206  

Maslog, C. C., Lee, S. T., & Kim, H. S. (2006). Framing analysis of a conflict: How newspapers 

in five Asian countries covered the Iraq War. Asian Journal of Communication, 16(1), 

19-39. https://doi.org/10.1080/01292980500118516  

McGoldrick, A., & Lynch, J. (2006, May). Peace journalism. Sri Lanka Muslim Media Forum. 

Newman, N., Fletcher, R., Robertson, C., Eddy, K., & Nielsen, R. (2022). Reuters Institute 

digital news report 2022. https://reutersinstitute.politics.ox.ac.uk/sites/default/files/2022-

06/Digital_News-Report_2022.pdf  

Nohrstedt, S. A., & Ottosen, R. (2015). Peace journalism: A proposition for conceptual and 

methodological improvements. Global Media and Communication, 11(3), 219-235. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/1742766515606289  

Otto, F., & Meyer, C. O. (2012). Missing the story? Changes in foreign news reporting and their 

implications for conflict prevention. Media, War & Conflict, 5(3), 205-221. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/1750635212458621  

Pan, Z., & Kosicki, G. M. (1993). Framing analysis: An approach to news discourse. Political 

communication, 10(1), 55-75. https://doi.org/10.1080/10584609.1993.9962963 

https://www.opendemocracy.net/en/article_993jsp/
https://doi.org/10.1177/107769900908600206
https://doi.org/10.1080/01292980500118516
https://reutersinstitute.politics.ox.ac.uk/sites/default/files/2022-06/Digital_News-Report_2022.pdf
https://reutersinstitute.politics.ox.ac.uk/sites/default/files/2022-06/Digital_News-Report_2022.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1177/1742766515606289
https://doi.org/10.1177/1750635212458621
https://doi.org/10.1080/10584609.1993.9962963


   

 

63 

Pasitselska, O. (2017). Ukrainian crisis through the lens of Russian media: Construction of 

ideological discourse. Discourse & Communication, 11(6), 591-609. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/1750481317714127 

Poast, P. (2022, June 24). Perspective | the war in Ukraine is on track to be among modern 

history's bloodiest. The Washington Post. Retrieved April 18, 2023, from 

https://www.washingtonpost.com/outlook/2022/06/23/ukraine-war-deaths-soldiers-

history/?fbclid=IwAR3zvkNSjHVNCnEJ5g3WdMn5hugRe1BH8O4fIViPRZ3JP65CUqj

QRu0Qwps  

Prager, A., & Hameleers, M. (2021). Disseminating information or advocating peace? 

Journalists’ role perceptions in the face of conflict. Journalism, 22(2), 395-413. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/146488491879178  

Rantanen, T., & Boyd-Barrett, O. (2004). Global and national news agencies: The unstable 

nexus. 

Rantanen, T., & Kelly, A. (2021). The digital transformation of international and national news 

agencies: challenges facing AFP, AP, and TASS. Global Journalism: Understanding 

World Media Systems, 189.  

Reuters. (2022a, February 23). Russia has launched full-scale invasion of Ukraine, Kyiv says. 

Reuters News Agency. Retrieved April 18, 2023, from 

https://www.reuters.com/world/europe/russia-has-launched-full-scale-invasion-ukraine-

kyiv-says-2022-02-24/  

https://doi.org/10.1177/1750481317714127
https://www.washingtonpost.com/outlook/2022/06/23/ukraine-war-deaths-soldiers-history/?fbclid=IwAR3zvkNSjHVNCnEJ5g3WdMn5hugRe1BH8O4fIViPRZ3JP65CUqjQRu0Qwps
https://www.washingtonpost.com/outlook/2022/06/23/ukraine-war-deaths-soldiers-history/?fbclid=IwAR3zvkNSjHVNCnEJ5g3WdMn5hugRe1BH8O4fIViPRZ3JP65CUqjQRu0Qwps
https://www.washingtonpost.com/outlook/2022/06/23/ukraine-war-deaths-soldiers-history/?fbclid=IwAR3zvkNSjHVNCnEJ5g3WdMn5hugRe1BH8O4fIViPRZ3JP65CUqjQRu0Qwps
https://doi.org/10.1177/146488491879178
https://www.reuters.com/world/europe/russia-has-launched-full-scale-invasion-ukraine-kyiv-says-2022-02-24/
https://www.reuters.com/world/europe/russia-has-launched-full-scale-invasion-ukraine-kyiv-says-2022-02-24/


   

 

64 

Reuters. (2022b, February 22). Putin orders Russian forces to "perform peacekeeping functions" 

in eastern Ukraine's breakaway regions. Reuters News Agency. Retrieved March 28, 

2023, from https://www.reuters.com/world/europe/putin-orders-russian-peacekeepers-

eastern-ukraines-two-breakaway-regions-2022-02-21/  

Reuters. (2022c, March 31). About Us. Reuters News Agency. Retrieved March 28, 2023, from 

https://www.reutersagency.com/en/about/about-us/   

Reuters. (2022d, May 13). The source: Unbiased news. Reuters News Agency. Retrieved 

November 27, 2022, from https://www.reutersagency.com/en/about/the-source/   

Roman, N., Wanta, W., & Buniak, I. (2017). Information wars: Eastern Ukraine military conflict 

coverage in the Russian, Ukrainian and US newscasts. International Communication 

Gazette, 79(4), 357-378. https://doi.org/10.1177/174804851668213  

Rodny-Gumede, Y. (2016). Awareness towards peace journalism among foreign correspondents 

in Africa. Media and Communication, 4(1), 80-93. https://doi.org/10.17645/mac.v4i1.365 

Ryan, C., Carragee, K. M., & Meinhofer, W. (2001). Theory into practice: Framing, the news 

media, and collective action. Journal of broadcasting & electronic media, 45(1), 175-

182. https://doi.org/10.1207/s15506878jobem4501_11 

Sadiq, N., & Hassan, S. U. N. (2017). Coverage of Pakistani tribal areas conflict: Prospects of 

peace journalism. Conflict & Communication, 16(2), 1-10.   

Schäfers, L. (2021, November). Constructive (Peace) Journalism as a Mediator of Proactive 

Tolerance–a Media-ethical Perspective. In Proactive Tolerance (pp. 289-304). 

https://doi.org/10.5771/9783748905431-289  

https://www.reuters.com/world/europe/putin-orders-russian-peacekeepers-eastern-ukraines-two-breakaway-regions-2022-02-21/
https://www.reuters.com/world/europe/putin-orders-russian-peacekeepers-eastern-ukraines-two-breakaway-regions-2022-02-21/
https://www.reutersagency.com/en/about/about-us/
https://www.reutersagency.com/en/about/the-source/
https://doi.org/10.1177/174804851668213
https://doi.org/10.17645/mac.v4i1.365
https://doi.org/10.1207/s15506878jobem4501_11
https://doi.org/10.5771/9783748905431-289


   

 

65 

Segev, E. (2021). International news flow in the digital age. Global journalism: Understanding 

world media systems, 17-28. 

Semetko, H. A., & Valkenburg, P. M. (2000). Framing European politics: A content analysis of 

press and television news. Journal of Communication, 50(2), 93–109.  

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1460-2466.2000.tb02843.x  

Sigal, L. V. (1973). Reporters and officials: the organization and politics of newsmaking. 

Lexington, MA: D.C. Heath 

Siraj, S. A. (2008). War or peace journalism in elite US newspapers: Exploring news framing in 

Pakistan-India conflict. Strategic Studies, 28(1), 194-222.  

Siraj, S. A. (2010). Framing war and peace journalism on the perspective of talibanisation in 

pakistan. Media Asia, 37(1), 13-20. https://doi.org/10.1080/01296612.2010.11771971  

Solopova, O. A., & Kushneruk, S. L. (2021). War yesterday and today: The image of Russia in 

British media discourse. Russian Journal of Linguistics, 25(3), 723-745. 

https://doi.org/10.22363/2687-0088-2021-25-3-723-745  

Swartz, S., & Pruitt, G. (2019). AP by the numbers. Associated Press. Retrieved November 27, 

2022, from 

https://web.archive.org/web/20201214065039/https://www.ap.org/about/annual-

report/2019/ap-by-the-numbers  

Tankard Jr, J. W. (2001). The empirical approach to the study of media framing. In Framing 

public life (pp. 111-121). Routledge. https://doi.org/10.4324/9781410605689-12  

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1460-2466.2000.tb02843.x
https://doi.org/10.1080/01296612.2010.11771971
https://doi.org/10.22363/2687-0088-2021-25-3-723-745
https://web.archive.org/web/20201214065039/https:/www.ap.org/about/annual-report/2019/ap-by-the-numbers
https://web.archive.org/web/20201214065039/https:/www.ap.org/about/annual-report/2019/ap-by-the-numbers
https://doi.org/10.4324/9781410605689-12


   

 

66 

TASS. (2022a, February 23). Decision taken on denazification, demilitarization of Ukraine — 

Putin. TASS news agency. Retrieved April 18, 2023, from 

https://tass.com/politics/1409189 

TASS. (2022b, March 12). Donetsk People’s Republic forces advance 9 km forward; take 

control of 2 residential areas. TASS news agency. Retrieved March 28, 2023, from 

https://tass.com/world/1421095  

TASS. (2022c, March 20). Russian troops completing defeat of Donbass nationalist battalion — 

defense ministry. TASS news agency. Retrieved March 28, 2023 from 

https://tass.com/defense/1424791  

Tenenboim-Weinblatt, K., Hanitzsch, T., & Nagar, R. (2016). Beyond peace journalism: 

Reclassifying conflict narratives in the Israeli news media. Journal of Peace Research, 

53(2), 151-165. https://doi.org/10.1177/0022343315609091  

Terkildsen, N., & Schnell, F. (1997). How media frames move public opinion: An analysis of the 

women's movement. Political research quarterly, 50(4), 879-900. 

https://doi.org/10.2307/448991  

Ungar, S. (1998). Hot crises and media reassurance: A comparison of emerging diseases and 

Ebola Zaire. British journal of sociology, 36-56. https://doi.org/10.2307/591262  

Van Dijk, T. A. (1985). Structures of news in the press. Discourse and communication: New 

approaches to the analysis of mass media discourse and communication, 10, 69. 

https://doi.org/10.1515/9783110852141.69  

https://tass.com/politics/1409189
https://tass.com/world/1421095
https://tass.com/defense/1424791
https://doi.org/10.1177/0022343315609091
https://doi.org/10.2307/448991
https://doi.org/10.2307/591262
https://doi.org/10.1515/9783110852141.69


   

 

67 

Vincze, H. O., Meza, R., & Balaban, D. C. (2021). Frame Variation in the News Coverage of the 

Refugee Crisis: The Romanian Perspective. East European Politics and Societies, 35(1), 

113-135. https://doi.org/10.1177/0888325419890665  

Vreese, C. H. de, Peter, J., & Semetko, H. A. (2001). Framing politics at the launch of the euro: 

A cross-national comparative study of frames in the news. Political Communication, 

18(2), 107–122. https://doi.org/10.1080/105846001750322934  

Vreese, C. H. de (2005). News framing: Theory and typology. Information design journal+ 

document design, 13(1), 51-62. https://doi.org/10.1075/idjdd.13.1.06vre  

Watanabe, K. (2017a). Measuring news bias: Russia’s official news agency ITAR-

TASS’coverage of the Ukraine crisis. European Journal of Communication, 32(3), 224-

241. https://doi.org/10.1177/0267323117695735 

Watanabe, K. (2017b). The spread of the Kremlin’s narratives by a western news agency during 

the Ukraine crisis. The Journal of International Communication, 23(1), 138-158. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/13216597.2017.1287750  

Welbers, K., Van Atteveldt, W., Kleinnijenhuis, J., & Ruigrok, N. (2018). A gatekeeper among 

gatekeepers: News agency influence in print and online newspapers in the 

Netherlands. Journalism Studies, 19(3), 315-333. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/1461670X.2016.1190663  

Wolfsfeld, G. (2004). Media and the Path to Peace. Cambridge University Press. 

https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511489105  

https://doi.org/10.1177/0888325419890665
https://doi.org/10.1080/105846001750322934
https://doi.org/10.1075/idjdd.13.1.06vre
https://doi.org/10.1177/0267323117695735
https://doi.org/10.1080/13216597.2017.1287750
https://doi.org/10.1080/1461670X.2016.1190663
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511489105


   

 

68 

Xinhua. (2022, February 28). Russia-Ukraine conflict leads to fall in Indian stock market. 

Xinhua. Retrieved March 28, 2023 from 

https://english.news.cn/asiapacific/20220228/b3780c5a421a4a7db3b23dac56c82361/c.ht

ml  

Yang, J. (2003). Framing the NATO air strikes on Kosovo across countries: Comparison of 

Chinese and US newspaper coverage. Gazette (Leiden, Netherlands), 65(3), 231-249. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/0016549203065003002  

Zaheer, L. (2020). War or Peace Journalism: Comparative analysis of Pakistan’s English and 

Urdu media coverage of Kashmir conflict. South Asian Studies, 31(2), 713-722.  

Zeng, L., Zhou, L., & Li, X. (2015). Framing strategies at different stages of a crisis: Coverage 

of the ‘July 5th’Urumqi event by Xinhua, Reuters, and AP. International Communication 

Gazette, 77(1), 51-73. https://doi.org/10.1177/1748048514556979  

Zinets, N., & Vasovic, A. (2022, February 25). Missiles rain down around Ukraine. Reuters. 

Retrieved October 20, 2022, from https://www.reuters.com/world/europe/putin-orders-

military-operations-ukraine-demands-kyiv-forces-surrender-2022-02-24/ 

https://english.news.cn/asiapacific/20220228/b3780c5a421a4a7db3b23dac56c82361/c.html
https://english.news.cn/asiapacific/20220228/b3780c5a421a4a7db3b23dac56c82361/c.html
https://doi.org/10.1177/0016549203065003002
https://doi.org/10.1177/1748048514556979
https://www.reuters.com/world/europe/putin-orders-military-operations-ukraine-demands-kyiv-forces-surrender-2022-02-24/
https://www.reuters.com/world/europe/putin-orders-military-operations-ukraine-demands-kyiv-forces-surrender-2022-02-24/


   

 

69 

Appendix A - Codebook 

Coder: ____________________ 

International news agency: ____________________ 

Date: ____________________ Story #: ____________________ 

Headline: __________________________________ 

Location (country of reporting): ____________________ 

Peace journalism indicators: 

1. Does the headline have a win-win orientation? (Does the headline show the conflict 

has many goals and issues and emphasize ways to resolve the conflict?) 1. Yes / 2. No 

2. Does the headline report both visible (number of deaths and injuries, property 

damages) and invisible effects of war (psychological and emotional damages, societal and 

cultural damages)? 1. Yes / 2. No 

3. Does the headline report the conflict proactively? (the headline anticipates and reports 

the conflict long before it actually occurs) 1. Yes / 2. No 

4. Does the headline focus on non-elite sources (common people) 1. Yes / 2. No 

5. Does the headline report agreements, resolutions, or orders that might resolve the 

conflict? 1. Yes / 2. No 

6. Does the headline report both the causes and consequences of the conflict? 1. Yes / 2. 

No 

7. Does the headline avoid labeling good and bad actors in the conflict? 1. Yes / 2. No 

8. Does the headline have a multi-party orientation? (Does the headline mention multiple 

parties involved in the conflict and give voices to these parties?) 1. Yes / 2. No 
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9. Is the headline non-partisan? (Does the headline not advocate for any sides involved in 

the conflict?) 1. Yes / 2. No 

10. Does the headline avoid victimizing language? (Does the headline avoid words such 

as devastated, defenseless, pathetic, tragic, and demoralized, which only tells what had been 

done to people, but report what has been done and could be done by people and how people have 

been coping with the conflict?) 1. Yes / 2. No 

11. Does the headline avoid demonizing language? (Does the headline avoid labeling 

people with nicknames and use more precise descriptions, names, and titles that people give 

themselves?) 1. Yes / 2. No 

12. Does the headline avoid emotive words? (Does the headline use only objective and 

moderate words, use the right word to describe a situation, and avoid exaggerating or does the 

headline use exaggerating words such as genocide, assassination, massacre, etc.?) 1. Yes / 2. No 

War journalism indicators: 

1. Does the headline have a zero-sum orientation? (Does the headline demonstrate that 

the conflict has only one goal, which is to win?) 1. Yes / 2. No 

2. Does the headline report mainly on the visible effects of war (number of deaths and 

injuries, property damages) and forget to mention the invisible effects of war (psychological and 

emotional damages, societal and cultural damages)? 1. Yes / 2. No 

3. Does the headline report the conflict reactively? (Does the headline wait for the 

conflict to occur or about to occur before starting reporting?) 1. Yes / 2. No 

4. Does the headline focus on leaders and elite people as news sources and main actors in 

the conflict? 1. Yes / 2. No 

5. Does the headline report mainly the differences that led to the conflict? 1. Yes / 2. No 
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6. Does the headline report the here and now? (Does the headline present mainly events 

and happenings and forget to mention the causes and consequences of the conflict?) 1. Yes / 2. 

No 

7. Does the headline dichotomize between good and bad actors in the conflict? 1. Yes / 2. 

No 

8. Does the headline have a two-party orientation? (One side wins, and the other side 

loses in the conflict?) 1. Yes / 2. No 

9. Is the headline partisan? (Does the headline advocate for only one side in the conflict?) 

1. Yes / 2. No 

10. Does the headline use victimizing language? (Does the headline use words such as 

devastated, defenseless, pathetic, tragic, and demoralized, which only tells what had been done to 

people?) 1. Yes / 2. No 

11. Does the headline use demonizing language? (Does the headline give nicknames that 

are usually bad to people and avoid using precise descriptions, names, and titles that people give 

themselves?) 1. Yes / 2. No 

12. Does the headline use emotive language? (Does the headline use exaggerating words 

such as genocide, assassination, massacre, etc.?) 1. Yes / 2. No 

Peace or war journalism: 1. Peace journalism / 2. War journalism 

The headline’s tone toward Russia: 

1. Positive 

2. Negative 

3. Neutral 

The headline’s tone toward Ukraine: 
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1. Positive 

2. Negative 

3. Neutral
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