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1. Introduction

The conflict in the region of Donbas in Eastern Ukraine!, which has been ongoing since 2014,
occurred as part of a chain reaction that included the Euromaidan protests and Russia’s
annexation of Crimea. The war waging in Eastern Ukraine is said to be led by separatist forces
who want to see parts of the Donbas breakaway from Ukraine. Donetsk People’s Republic
(DPR)? and Luhansk People’s Republic (LPR)?, have in fact been established after a majority
of the local population in both Donetsk and Luhansk voted in referendums that were organised
on the 11" of May in 2014 by local separatist rebels. Nevertheless, the referenda and results
have not been internationally recognised, rather they have triggered outrage worldwide
especially at the level of the European Union (EU), the United States (US) and the North
Atlantic Treaty Organisation (NATO) (Fischer 2019). Certain measures have been taken by
Ukrainian and Russian representatives, as well as the Organisation for Cooperation and
Security in Europe (OCSE) in order to contain the situation of conflict. One of them is the

implementation of the Minsk Agreements, yet efficient results have not been apparent.

More importantly perhaps, with regards to the disarray that the conflict has caused, is the
contested idea that Russia is a driving force behind the war. Media in Western European
countries and the US has indeed repeatedly promoted the views that the war in Donbas is just
another strategy employed by Russia in a confrontation with Ukraine (Kudelia 2014). While
Russia’s financial and political support for the separatist states has been evidenced in the course
of the conflict, it remains difficult to say what precisely was at the cause of the separatist
conflict. East Ukrainian separatism is indeed a contested issue in academic debates. More
recently, some scholars have argued on the one hand that ethnicity in the Donbas does not
constitute a strong enough factor to justify the local separatist movements (Giuliano 2018;
Kuromiya 2019). Rather, it is suggested that separatist intentions were motivated by
apprehension in the change of regime and potential rejection from the new government after
the Euromaidan protests by the local Donbas population (Giuliano 2018, 18). On the other

hand, Russia’s involvement in the separatist conflict cannot be underestimated. A combination

! For a map of the conflict zone in Donbas, Eastern Ukraine see Appendix 1.

2 The Russian acronym of DPR is DNR which stands for Donetskaya Narodnaya Respublika (donenxas
Haponanast Pecniy6mnuka). The acronym DPR is used in this thesis however.

3 The Russian acronym of LPR is LNR which stands for Luganskaya Narodnaya Respublika (JIyranckas
Haponnas Pecy6mnmka).



of events, formation of alliances, and appointment of separatist leaders* pointing to ties with
Russia cannot be disregarded (Kudelia 2017). Meanwhile, Russia has maintained that it is not
involved in the conflict in any way and claims that it is an internal matter of Ukraine (Roman

etal. 2017).

It has been established that the role of media in the conflict is of significant relevance in terms
of shaping public opinion. As stated by Roman et al. (2017): “How conflicts are framed can
have a powerful impact on public perceptions. Framing can influence public perceptions about
causes of a conflict, the success or failure of a conflict and even who is responsible for the
conflict.” (359). Russian media has been criticised for using information strategies as part of
their warfare method with regards to Russia’s conflict with Ukraine following the Euromaidan
and the Crimean annexation (Darczewska 2014; Galeotti 2015; Molder and Sazonov, 2018).
By using the internet and social media as a tool for manipulating information, Russia has
succeeded in controlling to some extent the kind of information it wants to see published. This
is reported to be done via troll factories® and the dissemination of fabricated information among
other methods (Mejias and Vokuev 2017). It has accordingly built anti-Western narratives to
influence foreign audiences, which as specified by Hutchings and Szostkek (2015) corresponds
to the formulation of its foreign policy concept. What is not yet clear is whether Russia also
controls the narratives that are disseminated by the separatist republics of DPR and LPR in a
warfare move against Ukraine. So far there has been no account on the kinds of narratives that
media of the separatist republics intend to propagate. One reason may be that, since it is implied
by Western media that Russia is behind the separatist conflict, it might also be overseeing what

content is being published by separatist media.

This research attempts to find out through what kinds of frames one state-controlled news
website of DPR, namely DNR-News, shapes the separatist narrative. Studying the frames may
bring us closer to understanding if Russia exerts its influence through the media in the context
of the separatist conflict with Ukraine. Framing analysis is conducted in order to grasp the way
the media attempts to shape the meaning of certain news stories. More specifically, the

relevance of this research lies in finding out whether Russia controls the narrative that DPR-

* As an example, through the Party of Regions a pro-Russian political party that dominated the political scene in
Donbas, local political elites gained more power and formed ties with separatist leaders (Kudelia 2017).

5 Troll factories have been identified in Russia as ‘Internet Research Agencies’ where employees are paid to post
online content onto social media that promote the views of Putin and the Kremlin (Mejias and Vokuev 2017,
1034).



News intends to disseminate. This potentially adds new knowledge to previous research on
Russia’s influences in the war between Ukraine and the separatist republics. Therefore, the
research question is formulated in the following way: How has the local state-run online media
outlet DNR-News framed the separatist narrative during periods of heightened conflict in 2017
and 2018 in the separatist-held territory of Donetsk? This research will focus on the way that
separatism is endorsed at the level of the media, and thus how the separatist narrative is shaped
throughout specific periods during 2017 and 2018. Events that have generated more tensions
with regards to the war are taken as period samples. Articles that are published at the time of
these events are in turn analysed. A qualitative content methodology is used in the data analysis,
with an inductive framing analysis that is meant to reconstruct the frames. This research finds
that the framing of the separatist narrative is done through an approach that is highly inclusive
of Russia, and points to Russia’s influence on DPR. At the same time, some frames also seek

to legitimise DPR’s goals of separatism by underlining its right to pursue self-determination.

With regards to the limitations of this research, the reader should bear in mind that the study
focuses on themes and frames that the media conveys to its audience. Therefore, a
comprehensive evaluation of the framing effects on the audience is not given as it goes beyond
the aims of this research. Furthermore, this study does not engage with identifying potential
disinformation and overall information strategies within the media articles. While this could
help clarify the involvement of Russia in endorsing separatism, it is not undertaken for this
thesis due to practical constraints. Finally, it should be noted that although measures have been
taken to limit subjectivity when doing the analysis, there may still be issues affecting the

interpretation due to the qualitative nature of this research.

The overall structure of this thesis takes the form of eight main chapters, including this
introductory chapter. Chapter two begins by laying out the theoretical dimensions of the
research and looks at different pre-existing themes employed in Russian media on the topic of
Ukraine and the war in Donbas. It also elaborates on the notions of ‘framing’, ‘narrative’ and
‘separatism’. The third chapter is concerned with the methods employed for this study. It
provides a step by step explanation of the kind of analysis is dealt with along with the purpose,
goals and sampling of this research. The fourth chapter presents the findings, first in a general
manner and later discussed into more detail. The discussion of the findings is divided into three
chapters that are dedicated to interpreting and analysing the frames which were found, each

categorised in accordance with their relations to Ukraine, DPR and Russia. Chapter 8 closes



this study by offering a conclusion that includes a brief summary and implications of this

research as well as potential recommendations for further investigation.



2. Literature review

This section will explore the existing academic literature on the concepts and notions that are
key to this research. It will first examine the pre-existing narratives in the Russian media on
Ukraine and the war in Donbas to highlight the deficiencies and the gaps that this research will
attempt to fill. It will in turn shed light on what is understood by ‘framing’ in the context of the
media and provide an explanation as to how media narratives may be looked at through frames
to fill the research gap. The concept of ‘narrative’ will also be clarified to understand which
sense of the term is used throughout this thesis. It will further theorise on the way separatism
is shaped and pinpoint the internal and external influences that may do so. Finally, it will
synthesise a repertory of theories together in order to provide a framework to conduct this

research.

2.1.Themes in the Russian media about Ukraine

A review of the literature has shown that the most important themes in the Russian media about
Ukraine relate to orientalist narratives and myth-based emotional appeal. Firstly, an
‘orientalist’ lens was used already prior to the launch of the separatist conflict, portraying
Ukraine as a medium for the EU to compete with Russia (Horbyk 2015). The development of
the Euromaidan crisis was particularly framed with the intention to blame the EU and the
‘West’ for conducting actions with the primary goal of dominating and beating Russia. These
actions, the media claimed, were operated under the guise of partnerships and deals (namely
the Eastern Partnership) into which the EU was trying to pull Ukraine for its own interests.
Thus the media tended to look at the broader geopolitical picture and constructed a narrative
of West vs. East or more specifically EU vs. Russia, with Ukraine being a decisive factor for
the competing forces. There is indeed a consensus in the literature that Russian media
narratives comprise a confrontational dimension mostly portraying a world in which the ‘West’
is constantly competing with Russia (Darczewska 2014; Szostek and Hutchings 2015; Mdlder
and Sazonov 2018). That narrative claims both actors perceive the world differently: the West
is an aggressor whose main goal is to pull Ukraine further apart from Russia, whereas, Russia
is acting in accordance with its strategic interests in reaction to Western aggression. It goes so
far as to encompass Ukraine into its territory by making allusions to participating in a partisan
war through its military actions, which implies it sees it as its duty to help local civilians regain

their lost territory (Kalinina 2016). There is in this sense, the tendency to portray Ukraine as



an actor that only serves the purposes of strategic geopolitical goals, making it look inferior by

not taking into account its national aspirations.

Horbyk (2015) adds that the media framed certain narratives by using emotions, through a
careful choice of words bearing a negative connotation. As an example, Ukrainian national
forces were usually attributed the term of ‘boeviki’, meant to depict them as “criminal
insurgents”. Whereas, the Kiev government was mostly referred to as ‘khunta’ (junta), pointing
to its illegitimacy in the way it overtook power as former president Yanukovych was ousted
(507-508). In a similar perspective Marples (2016) underlines media narratives that contend
that the overthrow of president Yanukovych was not lawful, but rather driven by extremist
groups who had antisemitic and racist motives. The group Right Sector is referred to, in
connection with themes that evoke nationalism and Nazism. Interestingly, history is a recurrent
element used by the media to draw parallels with Ukraine’s’ chaotic situation during
Euromaidan. It was for example, compared with the terror brought about by fascism in the past
or the Russian Civil War in 1919 (427). In a more detailed account of how Russian television
portrayed the unfolding of events concerning the Odesa tragedy® during the Euromaidan crisis,
Hale et al. (2018) argue that the media highlighted certain aspect of the story while ignoring
others. But more importantly, they drew an analogy between Nazis who killed civilians by
trapping them in a burning building during the Second World War in a Belarusian town, with
the pro-Maidan protesters intending to do the same with anti-Maidan protesters who perished
in the enflamed building. Additionally, claims were made regarding an alleged conspiracy of
police forces purposely staging the attack on pro-Maidan individuals and provoking them into
retaliating against anti-Maidan individuals. According to the media, this was regarded as

evidence that law enforcement agents were conspiring with Ukrainian nationalists.

What is more, there is the idea that indoctrination is a phenomenon which is becoming
increasingly widespread in Ukraine. It goes as far as to maintain that former president
Yushchenko sought to “rewrite history” by reinventing versions of World War II that ignored
the importance of Soviet victory. According to the media, the main purpose is to fuel anti-
Russian sentiment and detach itself from Russia. Other accounts that retrace the origins of

medieval Ukraine are claimed to be pure invention and a way to indoctrinate the younger

6 42 people died in a fire that was started in the Trade Union Building as a result of a clash between pro and
anti-Maidan protesters (Hale et al. 2018).



generation (Marples 2016, 430). Ukraine is thus being demonised and held guilty of instigating

anti-Russian hate, as well as triggering the resurgence of an aggressive form of nationalism.

There are thus recurrent themes that can be identified in the Russian media, which have shaped
the image of Ukraine through a negative lens even before the beginning of the conflict in
Donbas. Firstly, in the context of an ‘orientalist lens’, Ukraine finds itself in the middle of a
geopolitical confrontation which is widely represented as: ‘East vs. West’. This has led the
media to downplay the importance of Ukraine’s aspirations as a state. Secondly, the
Euromaidan crisis has triggered the portrayal of Ukraine as a Nazi sympathiser. Historical
references are indeed used as a tool to revive memories of barbaric practices and events, which
are in turn compared to the current actions of the Ukrainian government. This systematically
decreases the legitimacy of Ukraine because of the impact that it has on the audience and the
emotional appeal that it makes. We will now turn to more specific Russian media narratives on
the situation in Donbas, in order to examine the lens through which the separatist conflict is

framed.

2.2.Themes in the Russian media about Donbas

With regards to themes on Donbas in Russian media, scholarly literature points to the presence
of strategically-driven aims in the way that Russia propagates information on the war in the
Donbas. Cultural memories that collectively bind people together are also found to be widely
used along with misleading claims that the Russian ethnicity is endangered. There is an
unambiguous relationship between Russia’s media presence in the Donbas and the course the
war in the region has taken. Russia has indeed developed elaborate strategies of information
warfare through which it succeeded in annexing Crimea, and has then proceeded to steer chaos
in the Donbas region by supporting separatists. Mdlder and Sazonov (2018) claim that a
different strategy has been employed by Russia in the Donbas than that of Crimea, which seems
to be a “never-ending perpetual war” with the primary purpose of destabilising the region
(230). More importantly they talk of the omnipresence of local and Russian media in the region,

and very poor access to Ukrainian media’.

7 Important Russian media channels include LifeNews, Russia Today (RT), Pervyi Obshestvennyi, Rossiya 1,
Rossiya 2 and NTV which gained prominence after Ukraininan channels were banned. The local media of Donetsk
and Luhansk consist of channels such as Novosti Donetskoi Respubliki, Lugansk24 and Tsentralnoye
informacionnoye agenstvo Novorossii (Molder and Sazonov, 2018).



When looking at the recurrence of themes used throughout Russian information campaigns in
the Donbas region which has been identified in existing academic literature, fascism seems to
be a prominent one (Katchanovski 2016; Kuzio 2016; Roman et al. 2017; Szostek 2018) .
Portrayals of Ukrainian soldiers as fascists and executioners, are often brought to the headlines
of channels such as Russian Channel One, along with horrendous accounts of the murders and
other barbarities they have committed against locals from the Donbas. An account of a woman
who associates the soldiers with Nazis by making references to the SS, and asserts they are the
descendance of the Galician division of SS-volunteers, was for example reported. The soldiers
are also often identified as ‘Banderovtsy’, referring to Stepan Bandera the leader of the
nationalist party and Nazi-collaborator, who vowed to remove non-ethnic Ukrainians

(Khaldarova and Pantti 2018).

It should be noted that Russia’s strategy to deny its involvement in the region makes it complex
to distinguish between true and false accounts that are being proliferated through the media
and incites locals to believe them. The fact that Russian politicians assert their passive
involvement through statements and confirm that ethnic cleansing and genocide against
Russian speakers take place, makes it even more convincing to individuals that are susceptible
of believing such tales. This was the case with Sergei Ivanov, back then secretary of the
presidential administration who gave an interview for Komsomolskaya Pravda in 2014,
backing the idea that Ukrainian soldiers had murdered civilians in mass in the Donbas (as cited
in Darczewska 2014, 9). Similarly, Putin has also exposed his view, more generally over the
Euromaidan protests by condemning the orchestrators to be “nationalists, neo-Nazis and
Russophobes” and depicted them as murderers and criminals (as cited in Kuzio 2016). Kuzio
(2016) believes that Putin makes allusion to the way nationalists were perceived during Soviet
times, as conspirers and inferior to others. This may indeed serve to reinforce the message that
he tries to get across and the impact he wants to make by referring to something as impactful
as Soviet history. He may also want to emphasise the return of an aggressive form of
nationalism in the guise of Ukrainians and any other pro-Euromaidan supporters, which is in
turn used to create disinformation campaigns or stories. Kuzio further reports absurd accounts
that have been proven to be disinformation, such as the story of a three-year old boy who was
crucified by Ukrainian soldiers in front of its mother, who was then dragged onto a tank until

she died.



In the same vein, Osipian (2015) argues that the ‘Soviet Great Patriotic War’ is widely used by
Russian media to appeal to the audience’s cultural memory. By comparing Ukrainian army
men to “karateli”® for example, they make a direct reference to the Gestapo and SS subdivisions
during the Second World War (Osipian 2015, 116). It is also symbolic in that these ‘karateli’,
usually German Fascist occupiers, were described as the typical Soviet enemy in Soviet
literature and films. This is thus used to promote the idea that Fascism is widespread among
Ukrainian soldiers, which represents a serious threat. Thus by appealing to anchored memories,
the probability of impacting the audience is high if they feel emotionally connected to the story.
These narratives are indeed strong because they retrace remembrances of Soviet history and
culture. Similarly, in their study Roman et al. (2017) note that Russian media Channel 1
referred most of the time to World War II events to represent the current situation in the war.
Elements of history are thus widely used with the intention to appeal to a collective memory
and beliefs of the public. History can be seen as a binding factor among people because of its
cultural character, and the meaning it provides when it comes to interpreting information. This
ties into the view that the media frames certain perspectives in strong relation to culture as

mentioned in the beginning of the literature.

In another dominant narrative, Russia depicts itself as being the protector of ethnic Russians
and Russian speakers, represented as compatriots. Through this vision it has encouraged the
support of separatist rebels and the overall intransigence of Russian speakers in Donetsk and
Luhansk. Demonstrations of Russian and Ukrainian speakers manifesting their desire to reunite
with Russia was presented in the media through Channel 1, as way to confirm the will of the
people. Statements such as: “We Ukrainians are with the Russians; we are one country, one
nation; we have both Ukrainian and Russian blood in us...The fraternal people of Ukraine are
connected to us historically, culturally and by their spiritual values”, were broadcasted to
establish the fact that Russia is within its right to take any measures in protecting its
‘compatriots’ (as cited in Szostek and Hutchings 2015,m180). This also reflects Russia’s
positioning as the mediator and possible peacemaker in a situation that requires great
sensibility. It gives itself the role of safeguarding what is traditionally and morally correct. In

that regard, it facilitates the credibility of such messages. This view also corresponds to that of

8 “Karateli was the conventional term used in Soviet war literature, memoirs and films for Gestapo and SS troops,

who played an especially prominent role in the Soviet enemy image of the ‘German-fascist occupiers’”. (Osipian
2015, 116).



Lankina and Watanabe (2017) who find in their study that Russian media coverage of the war
in Donbas is mostly about the status of the disputed territories, ethnic Russians and Russian
speakers. They claim that the use of accounts concerning the status of ethnic Russians
intensified after Crimea was annexed and a proxy war in Donbas started with the prospect of

creating a frame of chaos and disorder.

As it can be observed, pre-existing themes in the Russian media mostly relate to key historical
periods and occurrences which are used to support the claims made by the media and in turn
ensure the public of their reliability. The association of strong stereotypes such as fascism and
nationalism with Ukrainian soldiers in a generalised manner, also seems to be an effective way
to appeal to people’s emotions and wider cultural beliefs. The media paints a gloomy picture
of Ukrainian soldiers with the intention to expose their barbarity. What is more, the idea that
these soldiers contribute to genocidal actions and the ‘ethnic cleansing’ of the population in
Donbas reinforces that image of cruelty. Finally, Russia is given the role of pacifier by pointing
to the alleged needs and protection of a population in distress when referring to ethnic Russians.
This systematically enhances its credibility and legitimacy. It is thus an efficient way of
reaching out to an audience that is already strongly and culturally connected to the themes
evoked by the media. The use of disinformation enhances these effect even further by inviting
the audience to connect on an emotional level, but more importantly to manipulate it into

believing a twisted version of a story.

Whereas it has been established that Russian media shape their narratives around the war and
Ukraine in general in function of their wider geopolitical interests, it is less clear whether the
separatist republics’ local media follow the same course. Their convictions of being
independent republics are supported and influenced by Russia, and one may suppose that
similar themes will be found in the media as in the Russian one. However, they must promote
their separatism and their struggle for self-determination in a way that shows their relative
detachment from Russia. In that sense their narratives to promote separatism may indicate
slight differences that are not taken into account by the literature. There is indeed no academic
account of the way in which local media from the DPR or LPR disseminate their information,
and more importantly how they frame separatism to their audience. The next section will clarify
the concept of frames and how they may help us understand the way in which certain media

narratives occur, which can in turn be specifically applied to the case of the separatist media.

10



2.3.Defining ‘framing’ and ‘frames’

The literature reveals that the notion of framing in media analysis as understood by scholars,
is a process that comprises two principal functions: that of frame-building and frame-setting.
Next to that, a generally accepted definition of ‘frames’ consists of viewing a frame as a tool
that shapes the perception of reality and provides a certain meaning. However, what it precisely
encompasses remains less clear. Scheufele (1999) looks at framing from the perspective of
media effects on the public and how that reinforces the “construction of a social reality” (104).
He claims that four stages during which media effects have developed since the beginning of
the 20" century, have led to the way media impacts us presently. This way of framing is based
on social constructivism, which is especially relevant in the field of political communication.
Thus, framing is a process through which an audience is influenced, but who in turn influences
media to build on the previous frames in a two-way mechanism. Frame-building is defined as
the internal and external factors that influence journalism and more precisely the “continuous
interaction between journalists, elites and social movements” (De Vreese 2005, 52). On the
other hand, ‘frame-setting’ is more about the relation between the media and the pre-existing
knowledge of its audience. As a result, the process of ‘frame-building’ rather than ‘frame-

setting’ will be the focus for this thesis.

The current literature reflects a lot of ambiguity with regards to what constitutes a frame.
Entman (1993) helps us understand framing in a less abstract fashion: “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” (52). Gamson and Modigliani (1987), add to
this by defining a frame as “a central organizing idea or story line that provides meaning to an
unfolding strip of events...The frame suggests what the controversy is about, the essence of
the issue” (As cited in Scheufele 1999, 105). Through these two definitions one can understand
the underlying function and purpose of a frame, however what is less clear is what precisely
constitutes a frame. Van Gorp (2007) draws our attention to the connection a frame has with
culture. It is according to him embedded in culture, referring to a large set of collective beliefs,
values and norms, which cannot be altered by individuals because it is deeply institutionalised.
These frames are thus brought about by the media to their audience in what Van Gorp calls a
“cultural stock of frames”. The effect of these frames is strong because of their connection to
cultural phenomena, even though they may not be explicitly expressed through the media.

Taking this into consideration might be helpful to acknowledge the presence of cultural themes
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within the texts when identifying frames, which could be potentially used to unify the local

population of Donbas.

Similarly, Bantimaroudis and Kampanellou (2007) share the idea of culture being a binding
phenomenon among people, which encourages them to interpret the news in a certain way.
They argue that analysing the element of culture is essential when looking at frames in media
because it provides an audience with meaning, especially in the context of a political conflict.
In this regard, the media usually translate the ideological conflict between two actors into
frames that resonate with the public and stem from common cultural values. Following that
line of reasoning, the way in which the media in the Donbas frames separatism may very well
fall in a ‘stock’ of frames that range from one cultural subject to another. These should thus
have the potential of binding the people of Donbas behind a common cultural value. If these
frames do exist in the form of cultural values, in what way do they appear and how can they be
identified? Through his extensive research on the expression of culturally shared notions in
media frames, Van Gorp (2010) suggests that these translate into “symbolic significance, such
as stereotypes, values, archetypes, myths, and narratives” (85). He describes these elements as
being interconnected with each other, yet they point to distinct facets of the news story. While
the meanings of these concepts tend to overlap, it is important to understand what is meant by
‘narratives’ and how it differs from the concept of ‘frames’. Narratives in media framing theory
are thus stories that are constructed through time and space, which emerge as a result of framing
(Arowolo, 2017). In that sense the process of framing will eventually lead to creating

narratives.

On the basis of these theories, this thesis will lean towards the cultural elements that constitute
a frame. In order to reconstruct the frames found in the media articles, it will be based on Van
Gorp’s approach of identifying binding cultural values that translate into symbolic meanings.
The following section will evaluate factors that shape separatism to fully grasp the motivation
behind the endorsement of separatism and to be able to identify themes in the media that relate

to it.

2.4.Internal and external factors that shape separatism
The question of framing is significant not only for understanding the perceived social reality

as a product of the media, but in a broader sense to grasp its role in times of conflict. The norms
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of journalism’® can indeed become overshadowed by the national and military interest of the
state in conflict, to fulfil strategic goals. Neutrality in reporting events, as an example of these
norms, may be compromised as a result. The state may then be the judge of what kind of
information needs to be propagated, that essentially align with its interests (Nygren et al. 2018).
In the case of the separatist republics, media operating locally may adopt information strategies
in conformity with pro-separatist views and thus implicitly or explicitly promote actions by
separatist authorities. As mentioned above, that could consist in disseminating information
with the potential of unifying the people of Donbas through cultural phenomena. But it could
also contain themes meant to emphasise self-determination which is usually sought by
separatist states. It is thus important to deconstruct separatism and examine what aspect of it
will most likely be employed in the media. For this thesis the notion of separatism will be based
on the idea that it seeks to “challenge the territorial integrity of a state, undermine its central
authority, and question the legitimacy of state government” on a quest to self-determination

(Pokalova 2010).

The concept of separatism holds that ethnic separation is an alternative to national unity, and
thus the separatist states pursue the ‘right’ to self-determination (the right to a state of their
own). They also claim the rights to an independent culture, detached from the national one
which serves as a basis to their existence. These are the grounds on which separatism should
be successfully achieved (Tullberg and Tullberg 1997). Horrowitz (1981) adds to that by
suggesting that claims to self-determination within ethnic separatism is a way to legitimise the
latter, allowing for its development. He maintains that these claims are ideological insofar as
they advocate the “political self-expression” of a separatist group, which distinguishes them
from others (167). Thus, the ability to not only claim the rights to an independent culture and
territory, but to also express them politically is a determining factor for separatism to work in

favour of the states that want to detach themselves from a pre-existing nation.

On the basis of these assumptions, one cannot ignore the role of politics in the making of a
separatist state and its measurement of success. This may include domestic politics, but more
importantly the politics brought about by its surrounding environment, prone to influence
whether the states will succeed in becoming independent. Interestingly, the emergence of a

separatist state is possible in an environment where internal politics is sympathetic to claims

? Reference is made here to norms that exist in Anglo-Saxon journalism (Nygren et al. 2018)
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of territorial divisions and thus relies much on the dynamics that define domestic politics.
However, the success of its establishment and achievement of its aims will eventually be
determined by international politics and by the national interests of countries for which the
detachment of the separatist states will be decisive (Horrowitz 1981). External factors are
indeed prone to influence separatism, such as foreign powers who may or may not choose to
stand behind the state and offer support. This is of course not an altruistic move, as the foreign
power’s decision to do so relies on interests that go beyond the issue of separatism (Tullberg

and Tullberg 1997).

With that in mind, the way Eastern Ukrainian separatism in the Donbas is being shaped needs
to be considered. With Russia backing the separatist republics, it can be assumed that the course
separatism in the Donbas will follow is one that will encompass the interests of Russia. Claims
to separatism in the media will thus be identified on the one hand, in accordance with internal
factors such as the right to self-determination by seeking cultural and territorial independence.
On the other hand, it will be identified on the basis of external factors such as foreign influences

and more particularly, Russian interests in the fight for separatism.

The literature review has built a repertory of theories that will help reconstruct the frames used
by the media in Donbas. More specifically, it has screened the existing themes found to be
recurrent in Russian media with regards to Ukraine and the situation in Donbas and. In both
cases it appears that the use of historical references facilitates the appeal to wider cultural
beliefs. This goes hand in hand with the strong connection that the notion of framing has with
cultural meanings. On top of that, having identified factors that shape separatism will help us
determine the way in which Russia’s involvement is a decisive factor in the course that it takes

and how it is portrayed in the media.
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3. Methods

This chapter will give an account of how the research for this thesis was carried out. It will
firstly provide an explanation as to why a qualitative content analysis was chosen as opposed
to discourse analysis. It will then proceed with a justification of the media choice and the
purpose of this research. Next, the process for identifying frames in a qualitative content
analysis will be established and illustrated with the mechanism of a framing device. Four
different samples are in turn carefully selected in accordance to the war’s heightened tensions
in the years 2017 and 2018. Finally, limitations concerning the methodology used to carry out

this research is given.

3.1.Qualitive content analysis

The research process will consist of analysing the transmission of media messages to an
audience. Athleide and Schneider (2013) suggest a qualitative research process for content
analysis which is focused on “capturing definitions, meanings, process, and types.” (7). More
specifically, they do this through protocols which serve to categorise relevant items in the
gathered data. This should be a list of questions that illustrate and encompass the conceptual
problem comprehensively. These can be seen as variables of sorts, except that they are not
applied in the same way as in a quantitative approach. The identification of frames in this
research process is relevant as it will allow us to understand the way news media shapes social
meanings to convey a certain message to the public. Frames can be seen as the way in which
the issue at stake will be reviewed and discussed through the news text of a particular medium.
More precisely the interpretation that is given of the issue should be analysed to deconstruct

the way these frames are built.

Hence, qualitative content analysis appears to be the most appropriate method to interpret those
messages. A quantitative mechanism is indeed not suitable for this research as there is no pre-
determined pattern to identify in the analysis. It will also not be treated in a quantitative fashion
as occurrences of elements that will help us understand how Donbas authorities justify the
separatist narrative, will not be systematically counted. Qualitative content analysis rather than
discourse analysis remains the preferred method because the latter is increasingly focused on
revealing the way social reality is formed, whereas the former seeks to understand the current

state of it (Hardy, Harley and Phillips 2004). This will indeed be more valuable for this research
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as coverage of the war in the Donbas will allow us to understand the current views as conveyed

by local state-controlled media to their audience and not how they are constructed.

3.2.Research goals & choice of media source

This research aims at finding out the frames that the local state-controlled media use in news
articles covering the war in the Donbas area, to legitimise actions of separatist forces. The focus
thus lies on the legitimacy of separatist forces in the Donbas area. This implies that legitimacy
is a theme that can be identified on multiple occasions in the media and is repeated over time
in the chosen news sources. It will in turn attempt to identify information which intends to
frame actors or events that may undermine or have a negative influence on the project of
separatism. An example of actors could be the Ukrainian nationalist forces who are involved
in the conflict between Ukraine and the areas in the Donbas under separatist control. Since the
pre-existing assumption for this research is that the local state-controlled media sustains the
separatist narrative through anti-Ukrainian/anti-government discourses, news articles that
contain stories meant to defend the separatists and accuse opposing forces of depriving them

of their rights will be primarily looked at.

The articles will be selected according to a specific timeframe during which certain events took
place that may have triggered a surge in pro-separatist discourse in the chosen local media. The
covered time frame will consist of key periods which may in turn reveal patterns in the way
narratives are constructed. The qualitative nature of the study will hopefully provide a wide
and rich variety of articles to analyse. Thus, events that have had a major influence on the
course of the war, such as a surge in violence and conflicts between the Ukrainian and separatist
forces, will especially be looked at and included in the samples. As an example, at the start of
2017, fighting between both sides escalated in the surrounding area of Avdiivka, on the
Northern outskirts of Donetsk. Although a ceasefire was enforced, a Ukrainian soldier was
killed (Pauwee 2017). On top of that the Ukraine Crisis Media Center reports that since
renewed hostilities in early 2017, 19 people were killed during the period of January 23 2017
until February 5 2017 (Ukraine Crisis Media Center 2017). The timeframe during which these
incidents are worthy to analyse as heightened tension may have provided pro-separatist media
with the motivation to frame them in a certain way. They are thus be taken into consideration

when selecting the samples to analyse.
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When choosing the medium of news sources which is analysed it is important to consider
whether it is independent from the local authorities. The latter may indeed want to exclusively
convey its preferred views and political orientation for its own benefits and in turn shape the
frames that are built around certain topics. In the aftermath of the war that started in 2014 in
the Donbas area between Ukrainian and separatist forces, the media in Donetsk underwent
significant changes. In Donetsk oblast, a large number of media outlets were destroyed and
many journalists were forced out of the province. The remaining news outlet that are
operational on the territory are affiliated with Party of Regions members (a pro-Russian
political party), DTEK and Metinvest, two energy and mining companies, as reported by the
Institute of Mass Media (2016). The mass media outlets are thus not independent and abide to
the position of the owners. ‘Novosti Donetskoi Respubliki’ (DNR-news) and ‘Donetsk News
Agency’ (DAN-news) are among some of the websites that remain operational on the occupied
territories of Donetsk Oblast, and which have approximately 10-15,000 users on social media
accounts as well as about 40,000 number of hits on their websites (Institute of Mass

Information 2016).

Donetsk being at the heart of the ongoing war between separatists and Ukraine, this research
focuses on an online media outlet that operates in DPR and that clearly positions itself on the
separatists’ side. DNR-news is the preferred option to analyse online news as it appears to have
a broad online public in DPR. On its home page, DNR-news appears to have more than 23,000
followers on the social media platform Vkontakte and more than 30,000 on Facebook!®. On
the home page of DAN-news, however, the number of followers on Vkontakte is not made
visible, and therefore it is harder to determine its level of online popularity. DNR-News also
exclusively publishes Russian-language news, which has more chances of reaching out to the
local population than the English-language, DAN-news, which attempts to get through an
international-oriented public. While there is also a Russian version on DAN-news, the fact that
DNR-news is solely Russian may appeal as a more familiar and reassuring source to obtain

news from.

3.3.Framing in qualitative content analysis
In order to carry out a qualitative content analysis the specific issue which will be paid attention

to when analysing media articles needs to be identified and formulated. For this research, the

19 These numbers were last checked on November 25, 2019 on the website of DNR-News.
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endorsement of separatism through various frames in the news is determined as the underlying
problem which contributes to maintaining a separatist narrative. This does not imply that
separatism is endorsed in an explicit manner for all the articles that will be analysed. It suggests
instead that through framing, the media succeeds in constructing an image or a social reality of
a certain actor or event which eventually leads to favour or be sympathetic to separatism. In
order to identify media frames as accurately as possible, D’Angelo (2017) stresses the
importance of establishing a ‘framing device’. This should act as a link between the pre-
existing knowledge concerning the context in which the frames are constructed and the criteria
through which they are analysed (5). A three-step process to identify the framing device entails
looking firstly at presentation features such as headlines or any other visual representation that
is context-relevant. Secondly, discourse structures that may reinforce a frame such as
metaphors, keyword patterns and catchphrases must be detected. Thirdly, narrative
conventions are identified. These are used to stress the importance of the issue at stake, thus

the news values that are highlighted in the media articles (D’ Angelo 2017).

Table 1: Framing Device (D'Angelo 2017)

Framing Device

Presentation Features

Discourse Structures

Narrative Conventions

Headlines
Visual scenes

Still images

Metaphors
Catchphrases

Keyword patterns

News Values
Cultural themes

Stereotypes

Pull quotes
Backgrounders
Hashtags
Charts

What is understood by ‘discourse’ and ‘narrative’ is important to define in order to clarify the
way that it will be interpreted within the framing device. As Athleide and Schneider (2013) put
it, “Discourse refers to the parameters of relevant meaning that one uses to talk about things”
(15). A narrative can be considered as the overall story that is produced by the media. The
presentation features, discourse structures and narrative conventions will thus be identified for
each selected article in order to establish a coding scheme. They will then be regrouped under

each coded item, using D’ Angelo’s (2017) method to create a ‘framing device’ (see Table 1).
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The next step will then consist of carrying out an in-depth analysis of the coded items by

identifying patterns which could fall under a unified theme.

For the purpose of analysing the coding this research has used Van Gorp’s (2010) method of
framing analysis which attempts to remove as much subjectivity as possible during the process
of analysis. He characterises it as “arranging the codes around axes of meaning” after carrying
out an open coding of the texts (95). The goal is to classify the devices according to their
similarities and differences in order to establish these axes. The following step consists in
creating a frame matrix which organises the different frame packages that correspond to the
framing devices in a table (see appendix III). This has enabled the inductive reconstruction of

the frames, which have emerged at the end of the analysis.

3.4.Selection of samples

Sampling is an important aspect of this study’s framing analysis. It is defined on the basis of
its relevance in relation to the issue of separatism. The chosen timeframes consist of four
samples in total: two in 2017 and two in 2018. The two first samples of 2017 cover events
which may have triggered tensions between the separatist authorities and the Ukrainian ones.
The battle of Avdiivka which was one of them, is covered by selecting the three days during
which fighting was intensified as well as three days after in order to note a possible difference
in framing. The second sample covers the economic embargo imposed by Kiev on separatist-
occupied areas, which entered into force on the 15™ of March 2017. For the year of 2018, the
third sample comprises articles published on the day of DPR leader Alexander Zakharchenko’s
death which occurred in August. With the fourth sample the study looks at the heightened
tension in the Kerch Strait'! between Russia and Ukraine in November. The latter may seem
less straightforward as to how it directly impacts the separatist forces, however, rising tensions
in the sea of Azov are prone to influence the war zones in direct geographical contact (Fischer

2019).

For each sample, six days were looked at to find out whether the shifting tensions may have
impacted the frames employed by the media (see table 2 and 3). All of these events have a

significant impact on the separatist authorities insofar as they affect the position of the DPR in

! The Kerch strait incident occurred in the Sea of Azov, with Russia blockading and detaining two Ukrainian
ships in the Kerch Strait as they attempted to go from Odesa to Mariupol (Fischer 2019).
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the war against Ukraine. This makes it valuable to analyse in the media as the frames may have
changed as tensions died down after the first few days. It should be noted that the analysis of
articles is not limited to stories that specifically cover the chosen events, but rather it looks at
whether the framing of separatism is peaking in the articles published during the period of the
events in question. Additionally, articles were selected based on their length and relevance.
The number of articles published per day varies but only the ones that are long enough and that
have detailed information about an event or a story will be selected. Articles that appear to be
a few sentences and in which it is unlikely that a frame would appear are not a part of the
samples. The articles were also selected based on their relevance: events or stories that do not

evoke the subject of separatism, such as local sports events, were not taken into account.

2017 Article dates 2018 Articles dates

Battle of Avdiivka 29-01-2017 Death of DPR leader | 30-08-2018
30-01-2017 31-08-2017
31-01-2017 01-09-2018
01-02-2017 02-09-2018
02-02-2017 03-09-2018
03-02-2017 04-09-2018

Economic embargo 15-03-2017 Kerch Strait incident | 25-11-2018
16-03-2017 26-11-2018
17-03-2017 27-11-2018
18-03-2017 28-11-2018
19-03-2017 29-11-2018
20-03-2017 30-11-2018

Table 2: Samples 1 & 2 for the period of 2017 Table 3: Sample 3 & 4 for the period of 2018

3.5. Limitations

It should be noted that there are downsides to using a qualitative frame analysis approach.
Linstrém and Marais (2012) point out the limitations with respects to the way the frames are
defined, as they may be on the one hand subjective and on the other indistinct. This may give
results that are not fully reliable or valid. They also stress the difficulty of creating a coding

scheme due to the qualitative nature of the study. Questions on the amount of frame elements
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needed to create an effect, may arise. Subjectivity is also seen as an issue due to the
interpretation by the researcher carrying out the analysis which may be influenced by their own
bias. An inductive framing analysis can help to limit that subjectivity by first “reconstructing
the applied frames” which was carried out for this thesis (Van Gorp 2010, 104). Additionally,
the reader needs to take into account the limitations that come with identifying the framing
devices. Certain framing devices emerged more evidently than others. Not all articles contained
the presentation features, discourse structures and narratives conventions necessary to
constitute a framing device. Therefore, framing devices in the analysis should interpreted with

caution.
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4. Findings

In this chapter the overall findings for this research are given. A discussion of the emerging
frames follows in the next chapter to grasp the intention behind the formulation of each frames.
Examples of the interpretation of some of the articles is also given in order to illustrate the
most significant results. The Russian terms and expressions taken from the articles are provided
in the footnotes in their original form and were directly translated and inserted in the main text

by the author of this thesis. An overview of all the selected articles can be found in Appendix

2.

4.1 Emerging frames

After having inductively reconstructed the frames through framing analysis, the identification
of six main frames for each analysed sample came out as a result. Thus the following frames
have emerged: ‘Ukraine as an aggressor’; ‘Ukraine as a disruptor’; ‘weakness and
incompetence of Ukraine’; ‘legitimacy of DPR’; ‘DPR citizens as victims’; and ‘Russia as a
mediator’. An overview of the reconstructed frames in framing matrices can be found in

Appendix II1.

The aggressor frame emerged as a result of analysing the way in which Ukraine and Ukrainian
forces were portrayed when news stories gave accounts, or contained topics related to
Ukrainian acts of aggression. In this frame the most significant themes that were identified as
recurring patterns were the perception of criminality and barbarity as a common act inflicted
by Ukrainian forces. This is especially true for the first sample, possibly because most stories
covered detailed attacks perpetrated by the Ukrainian Armed Forces. This was also visible
when describing the Ukrainian government, such as in sample 2 during which the authorities
were characterised as criminal for imposing a blockade and harming the life of innocent
civilians. Ukrainian nationalism was also a repetitive subject evoked in many articles, which
was characterised as an increasing threat coming from the Ukrainian government and the

Ukrainian army.

An interesting outcome was the emergence of a frame that depicted Ukraine as a disruptor. In

this frame Ukraine is seen as an actor that tries to sabotage the relationship between Russia and

12 For each sample the articles are numbered and referred to their number in the discussion when an example is
specified.

22



the US and the EU. Its unwillingness to cooperate in seeking a peace settlement and abiding
by the rules of the Minsk Agreements is underlined in all analysed samples. In sample 4,
however, there is a tendency to highlight Ukraine’s deliberate provocation and acts of sabotage.
This is evidently linked to the occurrence of the Kerch Strait incident, during which Ukraine is

considered to have violated territorial waters.

Another frame was identified as ‘weakness and incompetence of Ukraine’ because of the
recurrence regarding accounts and reference to internal division and conflicts in the
government of Ukraine. There were also many articles that underlined the incompetence of

Ukraine in the war, possibly to highlight its deficiencies and decrease its legitimacy.

During the analysis it was noted that the legitimacy of DPR as a state was constantly
emphasised in topics that discussed the deeds of DPR in the conflict with Ukraine but also
those that substantiated its ability to function as an independent state. In some instances, it
portrayed itself as an advocate for seeking peaceful solutions to the conflict. In other instances,
it was illustrated as an advocate for its citizen’s rights and protection which was mostly
contrasted against the image of Ukraine as a violator of human rights. It should be noted that
sample 3 differed slightly in that regard, because it covers the period of Zakharchenko’s death
in an attack. Most articles indeed, promoted Zakharchenko as a leader loved and respected by

all to legitimise his reign and qualities as a leader of DPR.

The framing of DPR citizens as victims, was prominent in samples 1, 2 and 3 but was absent
in the fourth sample. This can potentially be explained by the fact that the events which were
covered in the first three samples, affected citizens in a more direct way than the Kerch
incident. The vulnerability of DPR citizens was indeed highlighted in the first two samples
because attacks by Ukrainian forces and the imposed economic blockade were considered life

threatening.

Lastly, an important frame that arose from the analysis was the perception of Russia being a
mediator in the heart of the conflict between Ukraine and the separatist republic. This was
mostly apparent in the form of discourses or statements that praised Russia for acting in a
certain way or portraying it as a role model on different levels. Another pattern was the way

Russia was considered to be an impartial actor and an advocate for settling the conflict
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peacefully. Additionally, its duty to protect citizens of Donbas from a humanitarian crisis was

widely represented.

4.2 Expected outcomes: Similarities and differences

Based on the pre-existing themes in the Russian media found in the literature, the expected
outcome of this study was the following. On the one hand, the assumption that Ukraine’s
national aspirations are underrepresented in the media through an orientalist lens because of its
position in the geopolitical confrontation between the ‘West’ and the ‘East’. On the other hand,
the portrayal of Ukraine as a Nazi sympathiser substantiated by historical references which
decreases its legitimacy. These themes relate to the wider perception of Ukraine in the Russian
media. Looking now to the themes on the war in the Donbas covered by the Russian media
found in the literature, the following outcomes were expected to be found. First, the perception
of Ukrainian soldiers as being barbaric towards the people of Donbas and their association to
fascism and a radical form of Ukrainian nationalism. Second, the idea that Ukrainian soldiers
are responsible for the cleansing of the ethnic population in Donbas and other genocidal
actions. Third, the portrayal of Russia as a pacifier in the protection of ethnic Russians’ rights
to increase its legitimacy. Finally, in a more general perspective, the recollection of historical
events that appeal to a collective cultural memory. Another expected outcome was the
presumption that Russia’s interests should influence the way separatism in the Donbas is
shaped because of the support that it provides the separatist republics with for its wider

geopolitical goals.

The results of the framing analysis had both similarities and differences in these respects. With
regards to the first assumption, Ukraine is mostly portrayed as a disruptor in the relations
between Russia and the “West’, especially in the dataset of sample 1. In one example, it was
implied that Ukraine was depicted to be deliberately sabotaging the relation between Russia
and the US because of its inferiority complex. Thus, Ukraine is not seen as a passive actor that
is easily influenced by the EU or the “West’, but rather it is actively looking to cause disorder
in the rapprochement East-West. The confrontational aspect of ‘East’ vs. “West” was thus not
so much present in the themes encountered, however there is still the notion of Ukraine’s role
in aggravating the conflict by maintaining relations with the EU. The expected outcome of
Ukraine as a Nazi sympathiser was recurrent in many of the news stories that were analysed.

This theme recurred throughout all 4 samples, by emphasising the association of Ukrainian
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forces with nationalist groups such as ‘Right Sector’ and ‘Azov’. A common descriptive term
for these groups which was encountered when conducting the analysis was the word ‘Death

*13which as mentioned in the literature review refers to the Gestapo and SS subdivision

squads
during the Second World War. In most cases these nationalist groups were depicted to be
partaking in acts of aggression, with news stories placing an emphasis on their barbaric nature.
However, there is also reference to government officials being sympathisers. As an example,
one article denounced a Ukrainian politician for his overt admiration for Hitler calling him
“The biggest democrat”'* (DNR-News 2018a). The theme of nationalism is also a recurrent
pattern that appears in articles as an increasing threat, especially at the level of the Ukrainian

government.

On the themes which were found in previous studies, specific to the war in Donbas, there were
several corresponding outcomes. The perception of injustice and acts of cruelty inflicted to
inhabitants in the Donbas by the Ukrainian forces was indeed reflected in the analysis through
keyword patterns that emphasised their lack of humanity. More specifically, they were in some
instances dehumanised and portrayed as monsters for killing innocent civilians. Moreover, the
idea that they contributed to a genocide also persisted in the data samples, especially in sample
2 during the period of the economic blockade imposed by Kyiv. A possible explanation for this
may be that the blockade prevented DPR citizens from basic primary needs and were portrayed
to be on the brink of survival which was illustrated in the analysed articles as a humanitarian
crisis. Furthermore, this study confirms the idea that Russia gives itself the role of a
pacifier/mediator. This was indeed visible on a high scale through many quotations and
statements given by Russian politicians in most articles. Three dominant themes emerged in
relation to that: Russia as a role model for DPR; Russia as an advocate for a peaceful solution
to the conflict; Russia as the protector of Donbas’ Russian-speaking population. Finally, the
assumption that DPR’s separatism is shaped according to Russia’s interests is not an obvious
outcome. The focus rather lied in DPR demonstrating its legitimacy as an independent

separatist republic.

13 ‘xaparemn’
14 “CaMbIM GONBIIMM JIEMOKPATOM”
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5. Frames pertaining to Ukraine

This chapter has gathered the frames that are primarily connected to Ukraine and more
specifically, convey the perception of Ukraine as a state that perpetrates aggression, disruption
and reflects weakness. It discusses the emerging frames into more detail, provides an
explanation as to why these frames in particular have emerged and suggests what their

implications are for this particular study.

5.1 Discussing the aggressor frame

This frame emerged in the process of identifying the framing devices that portrayed Ukraine
as the principal aggressor in news stories covering the conflict between DPR and Ukraine.
More specifically, recurrent patterns that were identified were keywords that emphasised the
partaking of Ukrainian forces in acts of aggression against DPR. The section is divided into
two parts that correspond to the encountered themes within the frame. One that relates to the
criminality and barbarity of Ukrainian forces and another to Ukrainian nationalism. Both are

linked but there are distinct features that make direct references to one and the other.

5.1.1. The perception of criminality and barbarity

The use of lexical choice of words, metaphors and hyperbolic expressions that stressed the
criminal and barbaric nature of Ukrainian forces were found to be recurrent in many of the
analysed articles. In the first sample, some examples are the use of the following expressions:
“Ukrainian criminal command”, “the Criminal forces of Ukraine”, “deliberately carrying out
criminal orders”!> (DNR-News 2017u) which are used repetitively throughout some articles.
The intention here is to highlight the criminal aspect of the Ukrainian forces and the way they
implement orders. Interestingly, as mentioned in the literature review, scholars have found that
the choice of words to represent Ukrainian forces is usually connoted in a negative way. Words
such as ‘boeviki’ and ‘khunta’ are indeed recurrent in the Russian media and meant to underline
their criminal intentions. These terms were not recurrent however and were only encountered
once or twice when doing the analysis. Yet the expressions that were identified contribute to

framing Ukrainian forces in a way that depicts their aggressivity.

15 < LT

YKPauHCKOE IPECTYITHOE KOMaH0BaHue”’, “TIpecTyHbIe CHIIbl YKpanHb!” and “BBINONHSS 3aBEIOMO
MIPECTYITHBIC IPUKA3BI”
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In a similar thread, there was a recurrence in the way that certain framing devices pointed to
the barbarity of Ukrainian forces and government. Concretely, these emerged in news stories
that covered the killing of innocent civilians in attacks perpetrated by Ukrainian soldiers. In
article 29 of sample 1, a resident of DPR shares a personal testimony in which he evokes the
pain of losing his mother in an attack and denounces the cruelty of the soldiers: “I too once
loved Ukraine, but those creatures who came with weapons — let them get out of here”!¢ (DNR-
News 2017j). By calling them creatures, he draws a dehumanised picture of these soldiers, but
he also argues that his love for Ukraine has faded away because of the violence that they inflict.
This, in a way, substantiates his hatred but also provides the audience with the perspective of
a man who did not have a pre-existing bias against Ukraine. This may indeed facilitate the
conveyance of the soldiers being barbaric from two points of view. On the one hand, it allows
the audience to side with the witness because of his impartiality with regards to Ukraine in the
past. On the other hand, it may trigger feelings of empathy because of the proximity of the

story to the audience in both physical and emotional terms.

Furthermore, the idea that Ukraine is undertaking genocidal actions against the population of
DPR is found in this study. This contributes to amplifying the impression that Ukraine is
deliberately perpetrating a mass killing of the ethnic population in Donbas. In article 7 of
sample 2 a statement by Dennis Pushilin, the chairman of the People’s council of DPR,
expresses that view: “The decision of Kiev to impose a full transport blockade on DPR and
LPR, which was taken by the Ukrainian authorities is reckless and aimed at continuing the
genocide of Donbas residents... This is not a response, as the Ukrainian press and politicians
are claiming. This is a prolongation of the total isolation of Donbas and a genocide against its
inhabitants”!” (DNR-News 2017q). The terms ‘genocide’ and ‘isolation’ are used here as
discourse structures to emphasise the perception of Ukraine as an aggressor that is purposely
trying to exterminate the separatist states and its people. The accent is also placed on the
‘continuation’/ ‘prolongation’ of the so-called genocide, implying that this has been taking

place for a long time. This helps reinforce the view that inhabitants are oppressed by Ukraine

16 <] Besb KOTMA-TO TOXKE MOOMI YKPauHy, HO T€ TBAPH, KOTOPBIE MPHILLIU C OPYIKUEM - ITYCTh yOUPAIOTCS
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0e3paccyHO M HalpaBJICHO HA MPOIOJDKEHHE TeHOIMAa xkuTeneld Jlonbacca... DTo He OTBETHBIE MEpPBI, Kak UX
IIBITAIOTCS MIPENOAHECTH YKPAauHCKast Ipecca U MOJUTUKYM. DTO MPOJODKeHNE TOTalbHOM n3ossinnu lonbacca
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as they are killed and stripped of their rights. The audience may therefore feel concerned

because these actions could possibly target them and their well-being.

5.1.2. The perception of Ukrainian nationalism

The themes of nationalism, Nazism/fascism, extremism and radicalism are almost omnipresent
in the analysed samples and tend to overlap. There is a strong association between the
Ukrainian forces with nationalist groups such as Right Sector, which as mentioned in the
findings corresponds to the image of Ukraine and Ukrainian forces as Nazi sympathisers. This
is exemplified in article 4 of sample 1 that highlights the participation of Right Sector members
in an attack perpetrated by the Ukrainian Security Forces and thus points to their cooperation.
Here they are described as “Militants of the terrorist organisation Right Sector”!® (DNR-News
2017e) and are altogether referred to as ‘Ukrainian death squads’!®. These results are consistent
with those found in previous studies. Namely, that by using the term ‘karateli’ a strong image
is immediately transmitted to the audience in terms of cultural collective memory. As
mentioned in the literature review, Osipian (2015) believes that this refers to the way the enemy
of the Soviet was portrayed during the Second World War. This facilitates in turn the
perception of Ukrainian forces involved in the war as the supreme enemy by inciting a

judgement based on comparison.

One unanticipated finding was the recurrence of framing devices that evoked the theme of
terrorism. The repetition of terms such as “terrorist attack”, “act of terrorism”, and “terrorist

organization”?’

was mostly present when referring to an attack by Ukrainian forces, to the way
the Ukrainian government acted or to the behaviour of the nationalist group Right Sector. This
was especially detectable in sample 3 in which Ukraine is given the responsibility for killing
Zakharchenko in an attack that is characterised of terrorist. Evoking terrorism as a feature that
is representative to Ukraine, may lead to believe that Ukraine is purposely instigating terror in
order to win the war against the separatist republics. While there were no prior studies that
found terrorism to be a theme in the Russian media on Ukraine or the war in the Donbas, it can
be assumed that this intentionally underlines the illegitimacy of Ukraine. Terrorism is widely

perceived to be linked to criminality and may indeed create an emotional appeal among the

audience because of the controversy that it evokes. This ties into the theme of extremism which
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was found to be widely used in the Russian media as an explanation for the events that led to
the Euromaidan crisis. The fact that extremism is so often mentioned in the analysed articles
suggests indeed that an analogy is drawn between the idea of extremist groups being at the

cause of Euromaidan and these same groups leading the war in the Donbas.

The framing of Ukraine as an aggressor is done through a careful choice of themes that foster
the image of a controversial state, led by its aspirations of nationalism to eradicate ethnic
Russians in the Donbas. It can be suggested that one way of promoting a narrative that is
sympathetic to separatism is by offering the public a ready-made image of Ukraine that is
constructed on the basis of myth. Thus, the meaning and symbolism behind it generate the
construction of a social reality that is supported by deeply established cultural values. This is
in line with the theoretical perspective of Van Gorp (2007) observed in the literature review,

who claims that culture is a principal driver in forming a frame.

5.2.Discussing the disruptor frame

One interesting finding as noted in the results, was the framing of Ukraine as a major disruptor
in the war but also in general with regards to Russia’s rapprochement to the West. Whereas,
the literature suggests that the West is trying to interfere in Russia’s affairs with Ukraine, the
framing of Ukraine as a disruptor suggests otherwise. Rather the focus lies on Ukraine’s
deliberate intentions of aggravating the conflict and meddling in the relations between Russia

and the EU/US, but also to point out the overall illegitimacy of its actions.

5.2.1. Aggravation of conflict & disruption of Russia’s relations with the West

In the first sample, Poroshenko is portrayed to be purposely escalating the conflict by meeting
with German leader Angela Merkel. Claims that Poroshenko is deliberately prolonging the
conflict in order to receive financial and political support from the West are indeed recurrent?!.
His goals of democratising the country is just a pretext to attract western financial investment.
This is illustrated in article 9 of sample 1 that describes the meeting between Poroshenko and
Angela Merkel as a trigger for the aggravation of the conflict. According to the statement in
the article, it is meant as a threat and an intention to spread fear. This is amplified with the use

9922

of a metaphorical expression “To raise stakes (in the auction)”** and other keywords and

21 See articles 9 and 12 of sample 1.
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Y1

expressions such as “To frighten the world with the aggravation of the conflict”, “offensive”,
“rattling weapons”, “to threaten with force”* (DNR-News 2017g) that emphasise the impact
of their meeting. The narrative conventions used in this news story may relate to themes of
Ukraine’s rapprochement to the West which as was noted in the literature is perceived as
controversial due to the ‘orientalist’ angle used in Russian media. As stated by Horbyk (2015)
this can be understood as the framing of the West/EU trying to influence Ukraine in the context
of its wider geopolitical confrontation with Russia. Thus, Ukraine’s rapprochement with the
West may indeed be perceived as controversial in the case of Poroshenko’s meeting with

Merkel.

The idea of the West intending to pull Ukraine towards its side appears to be contested however
in the data samples. Rather, Ukraine is stereotyped as the state which attempts to get closer to
the EU for its own benefits (such as financial aid). A statement by Putin published in article 47
of sample 1 exemplifies that: “The first reason is that the Ukrainian leadership needs money
today, and it is best to ‘extort’ money out of the European Union, individual European
countries, the United States and international financial institutions by exposing itself as a
victim™?* (DNR-News 2017r). The words and metaphorical expression ‘raising the stakes’
used by Putin emphasise the idea that Ukraine is acting according to its financial interests and
that it relies on the West’s support to wage war against the separatist republics. Whereas the
West is not portrayed pejoratively in this example, his statement still evokes the idea that the

West would be ready to help Ukraine because of its geopolitical confrontation with Russia.

Ukraine as a disruptor of the relation between Russia and the West or more specifically, the
US, is also widely conveyed in data sample 1. This is explicitly expressed by the head of DPR
in a published statement in which he comments on the situation at the front. More precisely, he
connects Ukraine’s launching of the war on DPR with the fact that Russia and the US were
starting to find common ground. He reinforces this idea by alluding to Ukraine’s inferiority
25

complex as an underlining reason for meddling in their relations: “Ukraine does not shine

(DNR-News 2017b). Ukraine is thus regarded as the principal factor in bringing about
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conflictual relations as opposed to, the EU or the West in general, which is the usual narrative

observed in Russian media as it was reported in the literature by Kalinina (2016).

5.2.2. Uncooperativeness in the Minsk agreements & acts of sabotage

Another aspect that tends to strengthen the perception of Ukraine as a disruptor is its
unwillingness to cooperate with DPR and the separatist republics in the implementation of the
Minsk agreements. These are indeed illustrated as crucial in finding a peaceful solution to the
conflict. Thus, many articles cover stories and publish statements by government officials who
point out that Ukraine has not been respecting the ceasefire agreements and is therefore not
seeking to achieve peace nor engage in a dialogue®®. Article 2 of sample 3 illustrates the
immoral and unlawful conduct of Ukrainian forces for not willing to implement a ceasefire
agreement in relation to the opening of the academic schoolyear. The lexical choice of words
emphasises the impossibility of achieving cooperation with Ukraine and point to a rather
fatalistic outcome: “...will not help”; “The situation is not easy and unfortunately not new”; “a
tragic case”; “We learned to be realistic”; “...will not work™’ (DNR-News 2018f). Other
expressions and terms in article 26 of sample 1 that are used to stress Kiev’s conscious decision
of not cooperating are: “Consciously proceeds to refuse”; “undermine the purposes”;
“unwillingness, unpreparedness”?® (DNR-News 20170). With the help of these framing
devices, the message that is being transmitted appeals to feelings of hopelessness and disdain
with regards to Ukraine’s conduct in the war. This is contrasted with DPR’s efforts to engage
in a peaceful dialogue, which facilitates the perception of DPR as a lawful state. The notion
that Ukraine is seeking to spread even more bloodshed may indeed be regarded negatively and

trigger feelings of contempt.

While Ukraine is perceived to be ‘passive’ in the implementation of the Minsk Agreements, it
is also portrayed as actively undertaking acts of sabotage. The sample that covers articles in
the aftermath of the death of Zakharchenko (sample 3) and the sample on the Kerch Strait
incident (sample 4) are especially relevant because Ukraine is given the blame for both and
tends to be represented as a saboteur. This is illustrated through the statement of Russia’s
representative to the OCSE, in which he connects Zakharchenko’s murder with Ukraine’s

intention of stalling the negotiation process of the Minsk Agreements. In the same vein, the

26 See for example article 26 & 37 of sample 1 and article 6 of sample 2.
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crossing of the Kerch Strait by a Ukrainian ship is regarded as being an act of provocation and
premeditative behaviour. Article 11 of sample 4 exemplifies the latter with the following
sentences: “In particular, on the boat ‘Nikopol’, they found a document with the task to secretly
move from Odesa to Berdyansk™ ?° and “It follows that the Ukrainian sailors were well aware
of the order of their passage™? (DNR-News 2018c). Additionally, Putin’s view on the issue is
widely disseminated which sustains this perspective. His statements usually encompass words
like: “Violation”; “provocation”; ‘“calculated/planned provocation”; “a game of

escalation/aggravation™! (DNR-News 2018g; DNR-News 2018h)

The perception of Ukraine as a disruptor is thus applicable to various dimensions. On the one
hand, a geopolitical one in which it is portrayed as attempting to meddle in the relations
between Russia and the “West” (US or EU in this case), possibly because of its ‘inferiority
complex’ but also as a way to exacerbate the situation of conflict. On the other hand, it also
applies to a conflictual dimension in which Ukraine is a provocateur and seeks to maintain the
conflict in place. The familiar theme of the EU as the instigator behind the conflict is contested
in this case. A possible explanation for this lies in the internal and external factors that shape
separatism. Internally, the separatist leadership will attempt to expose the nation from which it
is trying to break away, as hostile and contentious. Thus, this frame may be interpreted as a
way to promote Ukraine’s antagonistic intentions to justify DPR’s ambitions of separatism.

This frame may in this regard emphasise a derogatory outlook on Ukraine rather than the EU.

5.3.Discussing the weakness frame
The last frame which was identified in connection with Ukraine, consists of perceiving it as a
weak and incompetent state. The purpose of this frame is to underline Ukraine’s illegitimacy,

possibly to expose its defeat in the war and therefore foster the endorsement of separatism.

5.3.1. Internal division & incompetence of Ukraine
The representation of conflicts within the government of Ukraine in news stories was widely
observed in the analysis. Through this theme the media sought to portray Ukraine as internally

divided with the purpose of increasing the perception of chaos and disorder in the way the

2 “B wactHoCTH, Ha KaTepe "HUKOMONL" HAILIM TOKYMEHT C 3aj1a4eil CKphITHO nepeiity u3 Oneccel B bepasHck”
30 “U3 31or0 CriemyeT, 9To YKpaMHCKHE MOPSKM OBbUTH XOPOIIO OCBEIOMIIEHBI O MIOPSIKE €10 Mpoxoxaenus.” “It
follows that the Ukrainian sailors were well aware of the order of their passage”

99, <C 99, ¢,

31 “Hapymienue”; “npoBokarus’;

99, ¢

3arOTOBJICHHOU 3apaHCe MMPOBOKAMKU ; UI'pa HA O6OCTpeHI/I€”

32



government operates. Surprisingly, article 14 of sample 1 concerned the view of a Ukrainian
deputy on Ukrainian politicians, whom he considered to be ‘agents of the Kremlin’ and states
that Ukraine is under the ‘effective control of Russia’. While this may engender confusion as
to why the media is trying to disclose an unfavourable view on Russia, it can also be interpreted
as a way to highlight the Ukrainian government’s dysfunctionalities because of the discord that
exists from within. In another example, the Ukrainian ‘opposition bloc’ denounces the current
government’s practices and actions which facilitates the transmission of the message that the
government is divided. Their statement is highly illustrative of the idea that the Ukrainian
government is faulty: “The government provokes new splits and conflicts and itself becomes a
source of separatism.”®? (DNR-News 2017n) More importantly however, the statement
suggests that Ukraine is the principal source of conflict and is the one who brings about

separatism.

Furthermore, internal political confrontation is depicted to make Ukraine look weak. By
making it look weak, the separatist states have an advantage over Ukraine in the conflict
because it increases the perception of their strength. Another analysed article exemplifies such
internal division in an appeal made by a Ukrainian deputy who questions the decision of the
government to place armoured vehicles at the entrance of Kiev. He makes the following

statement:

“At the entrances of Kiev, armoured vehicles were already placed. What kind of circus
is this? Against whom is the defence? Or is the government scared of protests? ... |
appeal to the patriots of Ukraine to focus on countering the external enemy and not to

get involved in this internal confrontation.”3 (DNR-News 2018e).

The deputy’s rhetorical questions emphasise the absurdity of the situation but also underlines
the inefficiency of the government by contrasting what should be done (focusing on the enemy)
with what is being done (getting involved with issues inside the government). Overall, this

contributes to the view that Ukraine’s actions are far from legitimate.
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In a parallel perspective, it was found in the data samples that Ukraine is recurrently portrayed
as an incompetent state. Its flaws and fraudulence at the level of its military and government
are highlighted in many situations. An example is one of the comments by the head of DPR
military forces Eduard Basurin, who intends to expose the corruption that a Ukrainian
commander is engaged in: “This indicates the complete incompetence of Sergei Naev, who for
the sake loyalty to Poroshenko and love of self-promotion is ready to sacrifice his men to
achieve dubious goals.”** (DNR-News 2018b). Corruption is widely perceived as an unethical
practice and therefore may appeal to feelings of disdain with regards to Ukraine’s contempt for
ethics in the war. The same theme applies with respects to Ukraine’s decision-making at the
level of the government. This is illustrated by an article on the termination of the friendship
treaty between Russia and Ukraine by Kiev, which highlights the consequences for Ukrainian
citizens (DNR-News 2018d). The fact that this is quoted in a statement by a Ukrainian deputy
reinforces the effect of internal division but also stresses Ukraine’s lack of ability to stand for

its citizens as it is willing to sacrifice their well-being over relations with Russia.

Finally, the articles also tend to depict the Ukrainian Armed Forces as flawed and unskilled.
Many news stories emphasise the loss of Ukrainian army men in numbers to amplify their
position of weakness. They allude to their incompetence by characterising their actions as
chaotic with expressions such as: “Friendly fire”; “uncoordinated action™® (DNR-News
2017d). They also point out the cowardice of Ukrainian soldiers in stories that describe the way
they abandon their fellow army men in a battle: “Abandoned the dead and the wounded3®
(DNR-News 2017f). By disseminating claims from Ukrainian deputies themselves and DPR’s
commander in chief, Ukraine’s actions are undermined and discredited. Ukraine’s legitimacy
1s thus decreased, which is what the themes encountered in the Russian media on Ukraine in
the literature convey. This frame contributes to reinforcing and shaping the views that the
separatist republics are better off without Ukraine because of the hostile picture that it paints.

This is thus an essential frame in the construction of the separatist narrative.
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6. Frames pertaining to DPR

Two dominant frames were grouped together in this chapter in relation to the perception of
DPR and its inhabitants. One that reflects the legitimacy of the separatist state and another that

exposes the oppression DPR citizens are subjected to through victimisation.

6.1.Discussing the legitimacy frame

The framing of DPR as a legitimate state was identified through various themes that related to
the promotion of DPR as an independent state. Themes emerging from news stories that had a
positive outlook on issues regarding DPR’s actions in the war or in the lives of its citizens were

primarily looked at.

6.1.1. Performance in the war and as an independent state

The ability of DPR to control the situation of conflict with Ukraine was mostly highlighted
through devices that stressed DPR’s advance on Ukraine with regards to its performance in the
war. One notable framing device in article 25 of sample 2 was the repetition of the expression
“Temporarily Kiev-controlled part of Donbas™’ (DNR-News 2017h) to mark DPR’s intention
of regaining control over territory that is occupied by Ukraine. This may indeed give a sense
of security to the public, as they claim to have the situation under control. There is also a
tendency to portray soldiers of the republic as heroes by underlining their bravery, obedience
and lawfulness in articles that cover war incidents*®. Especially with regards to their disciplined
and moral conduct such as respecting terms of the Minsk Agreements or displaying courage
and determination in the war. This is usually contrasted with Ukraine not conforming to
stipulated rules like ceasefires, or the unlawful use of guns which have been prohibited under
the agreements. Additionally, the intention to depict DPR authorities as transparent and honest
is visible through articles that seek to expose the names of Ukrainian soldiers who partook in
unlawful attacks and shelling®. Other framing devices underline the ability of DPR to respond
to critical situations in an appropriate and professional way. Thus, news stories that disseminate

information on the successful prevention of terrorist attacks by the ministry of State Security
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or the rapidity of local authorities in responding to damages or other problematic situation,

stresses the competence and the compliance of DPR authorities with their duties.

Furthermore, the theme of legitimacy appeared in the form of evidence that DPR is a state that
operates on the basis of legal mechanisms and institutions. This was demonstrated at the level
of the government but also in the field of education, health and external cooperation. In some
instances, initiatives such as the opening of a representative office in Greece is characterised
in one article as a milestone which highlights the progress DPR is making in officialising its
status of independent republic. In other instances, the development of ties with Crimea are
represented as a symbolic and significant achievement. One article emphasises the integration
aspect between Crimea and Donbas by stressing the prospects of cooperation with Crimea and
officialising it as “Integration Committee ‘Russia-Donbas’”*® (DNR-News 2017a). The
meaning behind further deepening relations with Crimea is significant because it symbolises
detachment by DPR from Ukraine. What is more, the ‘reunification of Crimea with Russia’ is
portrayed as a liberating and long-awaited event for the Crimean people. This may in turn help
the audience visualise Crimea’s ‘reunification’ with Russia as a way to achieve DPR’s self-

determination goals.

6.1.2. Advocacy for peace and cooperation

As previously mentioned, transparency is one of the characteristics that contributes to shaping
the image of DPR as a trustworthy and reliable state. This goes hand in hand with the intention
to depict DPR as a state that wants to settle the conflict with Ukraine peacefully. On many
occasions, statements by government officials are given in which they assure that they are

actively looking to find a solution. The following statement by Pushilin illustrates the situation:

“...I personally addressed Martin Sajdik in writing with the list of all attacks, victims
and destructions which followed after the contact group had already reached an

agreement on the need to appeal for a ceasefire... That is, I appealed to him so that he

%41

takes considerable measures to resolve the situation.”*" and “At night and presently, I
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am in contact with Alexander Hug — We are trying to find an effective mechanism to

stop the escalation.”*? (DNR-News 2017p)

Their commitment to deescalate tensions in the conflict is reflected so as to transmit the idea
that the separatist republic is open and rightfully seeking to limit conflictual relations which
may be perceived as morally acceptable. This inevitably implies that Ukraine, in contrary to
DPR, is not looking to cooperate in order to settle the war because of its deliberate aggression.
In addition to that, the quotes highlight the cooperation between Pushilin and the
representatives of the OSCE contact group, demonstrating his impartiality and openness. He

is thus portrayed as a reliable official of the DPR government.

6.1.3. Responsibility for the safety and protection of people

In a parallel perspective, the promotion of DPR as a defender for human rights can be observed
in multiple articles of data sample 2%3. In the analysis, terms that emphasise the importance of
human rights to DPR and expressions that underline the humane aspect of DPR’s actions are
recurrent. In article 17 of sample 2 this is evoked in the context of prisoner exchange with
Ukraine, with statements from the Commissioner for Human Rights. Special emphasis is
placed on words like ‘Humanitarian sub-group’ and ‘commissioner for human rights’#, to
emphasise the importance of respecting human rights to DPR. This is contrasted with Ukraine’s
hostile behaviour which facilitates the visualisation of DPR as a lawful state versus Ukraine as
an unlawful state. In the article it is indeed specified that Ukrainian security forces detain
supporters of the republic daily. The same terms emerge in topics related to the protection of
citizens, not only in DPR controlled territory but also in Kiev-controlled ones. The term
‘humanitarian’ is indeed used in the context of helping people who need assistance because of
the war with Ukraine. This also extends to citizens who reside beyond the border of DPR on
Ukraine’s territory. DPR is thus depicted as a mediator of sorts, who intends to relieve the
suffering of Ukrainian and DPR residents whom Ukraine is neglecting and thus depriving of

their rights.
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More concretely, article 25 of sample 2 enhances Zakharchenko’s image by announcing the
leader will set a direct telephonic line (to be diffused on TV) with residents of Ukraine-held
territories, for the implementation of a ‘humanitarian programme’ that strives for the
‘reunification of the people of Donbas’. The following quote is illustrative of how the text
appeals to feelings of empathy from the audience with regards to the precarity of certain
residents, but also empathy for citizens outside of DPR that are supposed to be united as one

people with residents of DPR:

“...We know that the economic blockade imposed by the radicals of the government of
Ukraine has made your situation even more difficult and has already led to the rupture
of social and economic ties. We all see this and are ready to help you in any way we
can. To do this, we have launched a humanitarian programme to reunite the people of

Donbas. We — are one people.” (DNR-News 2017h)

This emotional appeal and the notion of fraternity evoked in this quote is one way to reinforce
the credibility and reliability of DPR’s leader which in turn serves to further legitimise his rule

and the independence that the republic is claiming.

What does the legitimacy frame suggest in turn? Through the legitimacy frame the state
authorities are able to claim the rights to a territory of their own along with the ability to express
themselves politically and culturally. While internal politics need to be sympathetic to these
claims in order to gain the support of the local population, external politics will determine the
final outcome. In the case of DPR, Russia’s influence in the conflict will have an impact
because of factors that define its international position and relations with Ukraine. Russia’s
support is indeed visible in the analysed datasets but appears in the form of mediation, which
will be discussed in chapter 74, The legitimacy frame is a way to substantiate DPR’s actions
and existence by appealing to a specific crowd of people who relate to hardships because of
the conflict with Ukraine. The framing relies on a careful choice of emotional appeals that are
grounded in the desire and determination of people who want to see DPR break away from

Ukraine.

4 “.. .3HaeM, 4TO BBEJAEHHAS ¢ MOJAYU PpaauKaJIOB IIPABUTCIILCTBOM YKpaI/IHLI OKOHOMMHYCCKasA 6HOKaﬂa caciiaia

Ballle NOJIOXKEHHE emé OoJiee TSHKENBIM U yXKe MPHUBENa K pa3pbIBy CONMAIBHBIX U 9KOHOMHUYECKUX CBs3eH. MbI
BC€ ITO BUAMM U TOTOBBI OKa3aTb BaM MOCHIBbHYI HoMollb. g 3Toro msl 3amyctwim ['ymaHuTapHyIO
IporpamMmmy 1o BoccoeaAnHeHuto Hapoa Jlonbacca. Mbl - oguH Hapon.”

46 See discussion on the mediator frame
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6.2.Discussing the victim frame

The framing of DPR citizens as victims was visible in the data samples. This is usually
connected to Ukrainian offenses such as in the first sample the battle of Avdiivka, in the second
sample the economic blockade and in the third sample the murder of their leader. As stated in
the findings, the frame is non-existent for the analysed articles of the fourth sample. DPR
civilians are mostly portrayed as innocent beings who have found themselves in a precarious

situation because of the war with Ukraine.

6.2.1. The vulnerability of DPR citizens in the context of a humanitarian crisis

Many news stories put the accent on the way that average citizens of DPR are affected by
different factors in the conflict. This includes the issue of internally displaced persons (IDPs),
who find themselves forced to move from their homes because of the shelling that they are
exposed to and other adversities of the war such as territorial division. Elderly people and
children are in most cases illustrated as the most vulnerable ones in these situations. In one
article, the repetition of terms such as “The status of immigrant” and “displaced person™’
(DNR-News 2017c) emphasises the magnitude of the displacement of persons from Kiev-
controlled territory to DPR-controlled territory because of territorial division. Steps to obtain
the status of ‘internally displaced person’ are elaborated in detail in order to amplify the
complexity of the process and the number of IDPs is highlighted. The theme of displaced
persons seems to be a recurrent pattern in the articles encountered that portray DPR citizens as
victims. The media also tends to link it to a humanitarian crisis. As an example, the lexical
choice of words that is employed in article 53 of sample 1 conveys the idea that there is an

99, ¢ L T3 99, ¢

ongoing crisis: “Displaced persons”; “situations of crisis”; “evacuated population”; “necessary
medicine”; “heaters”; “warm things”; “psychological assistance”*® (DNR-News 20171). This
may evoke a physical and emotional proximity among the audience to those civilians that are

affected by the crisis because they could easily find themselves in the same situation.

Next to that, a connection is made between the DPR citizens unsafe situation with Ukraine’s
intentions to discriminate against them. Thus, measures adopted by the Ukrainian government

that have a discriminatory aspect are highlighted in the media as oppressive. Article 17 of
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sample 1 conveys the views of the former mayor of Transcarpathia who stands against the
adoption of the bill on state language.* In the article he uses the metaphor of building a wall
‘as Trump’ with the suggestion to demarcate a border with Ukraine in order to ‘protect’
themselves from Kiev’s policies of discrimination. The symbol of the wall is a culturally
relevant meaning and makes indirect references to the topic of separatism, which may appeal
to the collective understanding of the public. The desire to break away from Ukraine is thus
reflected here as a result from Ukraine’s overt discrimination against non-ethnic Ukrainians.
What is more, inhabitants living in separatist-held territories are also represented as victims on
several occasions because they are deprived from receiving their pensions by Kiev. This may
also be perceived as a discriminatory measure against civilians who must suffer the
consequences of the war. The following statement by a Russian representative in article 38 of
sample 1, emphasises the effect of discrimination with the use of hyperbolic expressions: “It
also represents the actual rejection of the people living there and puts them on the brink of
extinction™? (DNR-News 2017i). This further strengthens the construction of two distinct
images: that of Kiev authorities as the villains and that of inhabitants on social welfare as

victims.

Furthermore, the recurrence of one theme in the second sample, which is linked to the
perception that a humanitarian crisis is going on, is the idea that citizens are undergoing a
situation of genocide and isolation. Therefore, the need for humanitarian assistance is widely
portrayed in the dataset in relation to the economic blockade imposed by Kiev. More
importantly, however, the depiction of citizens of both DPR and Kiev territory as victims is
facilitated by the assumption that they are exposed to human-rights neglect. This is also
fostered through views exposed in the media by the Ukrainian opposition bloc which
denounces Kiev’s discriminatory and oppressive actions against Ukrainian citizens. In their
statement they demand the following conditions to be implemented by the Ukrainian
government: “To stop the policy of discrimination against citizens, as well as the suppression
of their rights in the humanitarian and public spheres™! (DNR-News 2017n). Thus, not only

are DPR inhabitants victims, those of Ukraine are victims of their own government as well. By

4% The bill on state language is a law that was adopted by the Ukrainian government to make the Ukrainian
language more prominent in public aspects of life. The bill is meant to make Ukrainian the official language for
official duties (Roth 2019).
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conveying this view, it may amplify the understanding of the hardships both populations are
exposed to and reinforce the prejudice of negativity towards the Ukrainian government in

place.

The victim frame can thus be regarded as a frame that contributes to controlling the way
separatism is shaped. In the data samples of this research, separatism is endorsed in a way that
seeks, on the one hand, to consolidate the unity between people of Donetsk who can relate to
the discrimination they have to endure because of Kiev’s actions. On the other hand it conveys
goals of self-determination by advocating for the rights of the citizens who find themselves
oppressed and want to break free. This relates to the internal factors that shape separatism as
reported in the literature. The domestic situation is indeed considered important in political
terms in order to influence the success of separatism positively. In this case, the state who is in
control of DNR-News is sympathetic to claims of territorial division and is thus conveying a

theme that is sympathetic to separatist ambitions.
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7. Frame pertaining to Russia

The last frame to be discussed concerns the representation and positioning of Russia in the

conflict between Ukraine and the separatist state of DPR.

7.1.Discussing the mediator frame

The study has found that Russia is commonly represented as a mediator in the data samples.
More specifically, Russia is perceived as a state that stands in between Ukraine and the
separatist states to monitor the situation and seek a peaceful solution to the conflict. One
frequently conveyed criterion is its irreproachable impartiality. A significant number of articles
also contained statements by Russian politicians and representatives (Putin among others) to
convey their views. This frame corresponds to one of the pre-existing themes in the Russian

media observed in the literature.

7.1.1. Russia as a role model

Russia being an important supporting actor behind the separatist states, it can be assumed that
it is portrayed positively in the analysed articles. While this was indeed the case, it was also
widely represented as a model the separatist republics should be based on. This was especially
true in the context of Russia’s reunification with Crimea. The subject on Crimea was very often
evoked and analogies were drawn between the separatist states becoming independent from
Ukraine and Crimea’s successful reunification with Russia. In sample 2, Crimea’s reunification
is a recurrent topic and is mostly illustrated as a positive event and a celebration. Article 5 of
sample 2, covering the celebration of the third anniversary of the reunification, refers to a photo
exhibition named “Crimean Spring”>?> (DNR-News 2017a). This may reflect a symbolic
cultural achievement that has liberated the Crimean people. On top of that, Russia is
represented as an essential link for DPR’s integration plans with Crimea. The success of
Russia’s reunification with Crimea is indeed compared in article 14 of sample 2 with the
potential success of DPR’s economic reorientation towards Russia (DNR-News 2017t). It can
thus be said that Russia’s reunification with Crimea may serve as a model and an inspiration
for the separatist republics to achieve their independence from Ukraine. What is less clear is

whether it implies that the republics should ‘reunify’ with Russia.

52 “KpbiMckas BecHa”
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In another example, article 19 of sample 4 covers the adoption of a new law regarding the
formation of DPR’s constitution. It declares that DPR leans on the Russian model as a source
of inspiration for its own government: “For the development of the document, the experience
of the Russian Federation was taken into account”.’® There is thus a positive outlook on the
way Russia functions as a state, which is stereotyped as being a role model for DPR. Following
that line of reasoning, Russia is also depicted as the ‘motherland’ in several instances which
reinforces the idea that it serves as a model for DPR. The symbol of motherland strongly depicts
the ties between Russia and DPR and may also suggest that its existence is in part ‘allowed’
by Russia. Zakharchenko evokes that idea in article 11 of sample 2 by stating: “This is our

734 while

common holiday and most importantly, it is a holiday of our Motherland — Russia
talking about the anniversary of Russia’s reunification with Crimea (DNR-News 2017v). There
is also a sense of unity among the separatist republics of the Donbas, Crimea and Russia. This
may indeed be linked to the notion of fraternity among the people of Donbas and Russians,
which as stated in the literature is conveyed in the Russian media to promote the idea of

separatism.

7.1.2. Russia as an advocate for peace and as a protector of Donbas citizens

As mentioned previously, impartiality seems to be an important stereotype that is attributed to
Russia. The theme of impartiality allows the audience to perceive Russia as an actor that only
seeks to achieve a peaceful resolution to the conflict. This is emphasised by the statement of
the Russian representative to the OSCE: “Kiev’s actions pose an increasingly acute threat to
residents of Donbas and soldiers of the Ukrainian army.”> (DNR-News 2017k). By specifying
the threat that Kiev represents to citizens of Donbas but also to Ukrainian soldiers, he denotes
his concern for both sides and thus remains objective by placing the focus on ceasing the
violence for the sake of those involved in this war. The stereotype of the ‘peace mediator’ is
thus an emerging theme that plays in favour of Russia. In another example, a Russian
representative of the contact group makes direct reference to Russia’s impartiality on the topic
of the blockade: “Russia has always considered its duty to be impartial mediator in order to

overcome the conflict in Donbas. However, with regards to the transport blockade, it is
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impossible to be impartial.”>® (DNR-News 2017i). Russia’s impartiality as a strong principle
is contrasted here against Ukraine’s bias in conducting a blockade. This enhances the image of
Russia as being driven by ethical principles and values to the contrary of Ukraine, who acts

unethically.

In the same vein, Russia tends to be portrayed as an actor whose duty is to protect citizens of
Donbas. This ties into the theme that is encountered in Russian media regarding the depiction
of Russia acting as a protector towards ‘compatriots’ abroad, and thus Russian speakers or
ethnic Russians. Russian intentions to be a protector are indeed visible in article 45 of sample
1 that covers an investigative report conducted by Russian media RBK on Russia’s temporary
recognition of DPR and LPR passports: “The decision to recognise the documents of the LPR
and DPR is temporary and necessary, since it shouldn’t be allowed to force people who find
themselves in a difficult life situation, to live just like in a reserve and without the right to
leave.”>’ (DNR-News 2017s). Here, the fact that passport recognition is done out of necessity
is emphasised and justifies Russia’s duty to help citizens that find themselves ‘trapped’. Russia
is thus represented as the saviour and protector of these people. While the specific topic of
ethnicity and compatriots is not evoked, Russia shows it is committed to its traditional values

of ‘saving’ a fraternal people from a potential ‘humanitarian catastrophe’.

Finally, the idea that Russia’s duty is to save the people of DPR from a humanitarian
catastrophe is also recurrent in a statement by the Russian foreign ministry: “We call on the
leadership of Ukraine not to turn the situation into a humanitarian catastrophe and to finally
proceed to the strict implementation of its obligations under the set of measures...”*® (DNR-
News 2017m). By calling on the Ukrainian authorities to act, the Russian ministry of foreign
affairs is trying to reason Ukraine to act in the respect of rules and therefore positions itself as
a judicious arbitrator and an advocate for a peaceful outcome. From a conflict angle, the news
values which are transmitted is that Russia’s support for DPR evokes its role as a peaceful and

responsible mediator seeking alternative solutions to resolve the conflict.
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The mediator frame is thus effective is representing Russia’s intentions as harmless and more
importantly as a potential factor that could help the separatist republics in the conflict with
Ukraine. By being portrayed as such, it shows that Russia recognises the separatist struggle
and understands the ambitions of self-determination. Nevertheless, this frame also indicates
that Russia is more than a mediator. Its role of ‘motherland’ is crucial in determining what
course separatism will be taking. It is the republics’ point of reference and while it protects
them, it also plays a role in influencing and controlling them. This corresponds to the themes
in the literature review on external factors that influence separatism. Thus, considering Russia’s
international position in the conflict and its choice to standing behind the separatist republics,
it can be said that the mediator frame contributes to shaping and influencing the course that

separatism will take.

The discussion of the emerging frames has demonstrated that they all contribute in their own
way to the construction of the separatist narrative of the local state-controlled DNR-News. On
the one hand, the aggressor, disruptor and weakness frames all tend to portray Ukraine
negatively and highlight its most unfavourable attributes in different contexts. Separatism may
in this regard, appear more favourable for DPR. On the other hand, the legitimacy and victim
frames function as bases for claims of self-determination and justify the rightful demands of
DPR citizens. The frames portray them as oppressed, yet strong enough culturally and
politically to break away from Ukraine. Finally, in the mediator frame, Russia acts as an

extension of DPR and a guiding power towards separatist goals.
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8. Conclusion

This study set out to determine the way in which the state-controlled media of separatist-held
territory of Donetsk have framed the separatist narrative. A qualitative content methodology
was conducted to analyse a selection of articles that were chosen and sampled according to
four different time-frames over the years 2017 and 2018. These periods corresponded to events
that led to heightened tensions in the conflict between Ukraine and DPR, namely: ‘the battle
of Avdiivka’, ‘the economic blockade’, ‘the death of Zakharchenko’ and the ‘Kerch Strait
incident’. Six frames were inductively reconstructed with the help of a framing analysis and
grouped into three categories according to their relation with Ukraine, DPR and Russia. With
regards to Ukraine the following frames were found: Ukraine as an aggressor’; ‘Ukraine as a
disruptor’; ‘weakness and incompetence of Ukraine’. Frames related to DPR consisted in
‘legitimacy of DPR’ and ‘DPR citizens as victims’. Lastly, the frame that emerged in relation
with Russia was ‘Russia as a mediator’. Variations in the framing were noted for each frames
in accordance to the event samples as specified in the findings. However, no particular or
relevant change in the framing was identified for the amount of days selected within each

sample.

The results of this investigation have provided significant insights into the way that the
emerging frames contribute to the shaping of the separatist discourse by the local state-
controlled news website DNR-News. First, this study has found that generally, frames that tend
to lessen Ukraine’s legitimacy as a state are usually employed as seen in chapter 5. By
decreasing its legitimacy, the media may indirectly help boost that of DPR in order to achieve
their ambitions of separatism. Ukrainian troops and armed forces involved in the war are indeed
stereotyped as dangerous extremists and nationalist fanatics, which strengthens the perception
of Ukraine as an aggressor. One of the most interesting findings to emerge concerned the
perception of Ukraine acting as a disruptor, which was not encountered in the literature. Thus,
the traditional orientalist lens of the West being at the cause of the crisis between Ukraine and
Russia is not present in the findings. Rather, the disruptor frame portrays Russia and the West
as trying to find a common ground that is being disturbed by Ukraine’s actions. The weakness
frame also contributes to decreasing its legitimacy in the eyes of DPR local inhabitants. This
reinforces a narrative that is sympathetic to claims of separatism and may push citizens to

endorse it.
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Second, this research has shown that DPR is actively conveying an image of legitimacy by
portraying itself as a lawful state that follows guidelines and rules in the war in contrast with
Ukraine. The legitimacy frame exposes DPR as a state that functions on the basis of legitimate
mechanisms such as the rule of law. Through this frame it actively seeks to demonstrate that it
has the capacity to take on Ukraine in the war and therefore highlights its performance in terms
of combat but also as a well-functioning independent state. This suggests that it wants to appear
as a stable and reliable state in the eyes of its citizens. The transmission of a such a frame may
be a way to gain their trust and thus their support in order to carry out their goals of separatism.
It also attempts to boost its image by accepting its responsibilities to protect its people and by
demonstrating it abides by values and ethics such as transparency and peace. The right to ‘exist’
as a separatist state is thus substantiated through the exhibition of rightful actions that DPR
partakes in. The victim frame adds to that by communicating a sense of unity and fraternity
among DPR citizens who have found themselves victims of the war. A special accent is placed
on the oppression that they are subjected to because of Ukraine’s unlawful actions. Through
these two frames, DPR can be seen as fulfilling its duty to advocate for the rights that citizens

of the separatist republic are entitled to.

Finally, it helps us understand the importance of disseminating Russia’s role in the conflict
with Ukraine and its support for the republics, as conveyed by DNR-News to its audience. The
findings have indeed confirmed that Russia is a major inspiration behind separatist ambitions
and that also implies that its interests are encompassed in the way separatism will eventually
be shaped. The mediator frame has demonstrated that through Russia’s mediation, the
separatist republics can find the support to counter Ukraine. However, it also depicts Russia as
more than just a mere mediator: Russia represents the solid foundation in which the separatist
struggle finds its roots. It can be considered a role model which maps out the direction that
separatism will take. In the articles covered, DNR-News goes so far as to characterise Russia

as a motherland to Donbas separatist republics which illustrates this idea.

Taken together, these findings suggest that the separatist narrative is shaped and framed in the
state-controlled media predominantly through the demonization and delegitimization of
Ukraine which is also observed in the case of the Russian media. While this may imply that
DPR follows Russia’s lead in this respect, it does not support the accusations Russia

traditionally makes to the West regarding its involvement in the conflict. This raises the
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question of whether Russia fully controls the way DPR is disseminating information and thus
framing the separatist narrative. This may require further investigation in order to understand
the extent of Russia’s influence and potential manipulation in the way the separatist cause is
endorsed by the breakaway republics. Further research could thus possibly examine more
closely the kinds of information strategies such as disinformation techniques that may be
employed. The framing of Russia as a mediator has also revealed the significance of Russia’s
involvement in and backing of the separatist states, which lies beyond simple mediation. This
may indeed indicate it has a strong position of influence and that it has interests that are at stake
in the conflict. What is more, the study has shown that claims to self-determination of the
separatist republic of DPR have a role in shaping the separatist narrative in the media, which
is done through the legitimacy frame. However, this frame does not necessarily indicate DPR’s
relative detachment from Russia as the latter is constantly evoked in subjects that touch upon

DPR’s legitimacy as an independent state.

In conclusion, it can be said that state-controlled DNR-News has framed the separatist narrative
with the help of two dominant approaches. One that is inclusive of Russia by representing it as
an actor primarily responsible for ensuring DPR’s continuous existence and the success of its
separatist ambitions. In a different approach, DPR’s independence is marked as a significant
goal even though Russia has not yet recognised its independence and it does so by claiming
the right to self-determination. There is thus an attempt at finding a right balance between the

two and in turn, render the fight for the separatist cause more plausible.
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Appendices
Appendix I: Map of Donbas, Eastern Ukraine
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Figure 1: Map of conflict area in Donbas, Eastern Ukraine in 2017 (Fischer, 2019)
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Number __ Date

1

2

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21
22

23

24

25

26

15/03/2017

15/03/2017

15/03/2017

15/03/2017

15/03/2017

15/03/2017

15/03/2017

15/03/2017

16/03/2017

16/03/2017
16/03/2017

16/03/2017

16/03/2017

16/03/2017
17/03/2017

17/03/2017

17/03/2017

17/03/2017
17/03/2017
18/03/2017

18/03/2017
19/03/2017

19/03/2017

20/03/2017

20/03/2017

20/03/2017

Headline
09:40 AneKkcaHap 3axapyeHKo 0bbACHWUA, 414 Yero 6bla NoANMCcaH yKas o rocrpaHuLe
11:14 B HP Havanca npouecc pernMcTpaLmmn naLmMeHToB U3 NoAKOHTpoibHOM Knesy
yactu [loHbacca
13:11 TypunHoB: Bce aoporu, Beaylumne K IMHUM CONPUKOCHOBEHMSA, ByayT
nepekpbITbl Ao 13:00
B AAHP Hayanu paboTy NyHKTbI BblAa4M MaTePUAIbHON MOMOLLN NO

14:48
rymnporpamme Ko iHto MNobeapl

16:00 AnekcaHap 3axapyeHKo Npubbin ¢ oduLManbHbIM BU3UTOM B Pecnybanky Kpbim

Naspos Ha3Ban 610kaay [loHbacca NnpoTMBOpeYallein COBECTU U 34PaBOMY

CMbICNy

16:41

MyWwnAMH NPOKOMMEHTMPOBAA pelleHre Kuesa 0 NosHOM TpaHCNOPTHOM
6nokage OHP

MW, PO npussan Kues He AoBoAUTb cUTyaumio B loHbacce A0 rymaHUTapHOM
KaTacTpoodbl

17:21

20:42

3axap4yeHKo o b6aokage: MNycTb AenatoT, YTO XOTAT — YKpauHa B HalLW MAaHbl
He BXoauT

10:07

10:20 Botiybl BCY noxkanoBanuch TenekaHany "Lifenews" Ha npesngeHTa MopolieHko

11:26 3axapyeHkKo Ha3Ban Poccuto poguHoit gna Kpbima u [loHbacca

14:53 YKpaunHckue naptum "Csoboga”, "Mpasbiit cektop" 1 "HaunoHanbHbIM Kopnyc"
3aABMIn 06 06beanHEHUN

15:01 "Topayas anHua" MuHobpHayku JHP Hauyana paboTy B pamKax nporpammbl
BOCCOeAMHeHMA Hapoaa [oHbacca

16:30 17 mapta B Ante nasa AHP paccka)keT 0 nepeopmeHTaLmm 3IKOHOMUKU
[onbacca Ha Poccuto

12:11 B KpbiMy cO34anu1 MHTErpaLmoHHbIM komuTeT "Poccna — JoHbacc"

12:50 Cyan, A HP 3a04HO npurosopun cotpyaHmka MB/ YkpauHbl K 14 rogam AvweHua
" ceobogbl

1821 [OHP 1 Kues Ha BcTpeye rymnoArpynmbl 40roBopuancb 0bMeHATb BCex
YCTaHOBJ/IEHHbIX WL,

18:42 utenun nogKoHTponbHoM Knesy yactn [lonbacca nonyyat B IHP ycayry
OeHeXHbIx nepeBoaos Ha KIM

18:57 AHP 21 mapTa oTKpoeT npeAcTaBUTENLCTBO B [peummn, TpeTbe no cyeTy B EBpone

"OnNNo3nLMOHHBIY 610K" Npu3Ban BAacTM YKpPauHbl NPEKPaTUTb NOJAUTUKY

OUCKPUMUHALMW TpaXkaaH

15:22

15:30 YKpauHCKUIM OKKYNAHT paccKasas CBOK MUcToputo ydactms B "ATO"

15:42 B Kpbim npuexana generauus eBponeicKkux U YKPanHCKUX NoUTUKOB

18:49 AKTM?MCTbI "A3oBa" BblHecnn "CbepbaHKy" B KpamaTopcKe "nocnegHee

KuTalcKoe npeaynpexgeHue"

10:57 YKpauHcKkme naTpuoTbl YopHoBo M CKpbINWMH NOpyraanck B adupe ns-3a
" poTaumoHHoro [loH6acca"

18:00 nasa AHP npoBeneT 22 mapTa NPAMYIO IMHUIO C XKUTENAMMW NOAKOHTPOIbHOM
Kunesy Tepputopum JoHbacca

18:35 KomaHgaosaHue [IHP Ha3Bano opumuepos BCY, npuyacTHbIX K ob6cTpesam

JoHeuKa, AcuHoBaToM U FOPNOBKKN B MapTe
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Sample 3 (timeframe): Death of DPR leader

Number __ Date

1

N

Wi N OOl B W

11
12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22
23
24
25

26

27

28

31/08/2018

31/08/2018

31/08/2018
31/08/2018
31/08/2018
01/09/2018
01/09/2018
01/09/2018
01/09/2018

01/09/2018

01/09/2018
02/09/2018

02/09/2018
02/09/2018
02/09/2018
02/09/2018
03/09/2018
03/09/2018
03/09/2018
03/09/2018
04/09/2018

04/09/2018
04/09/2018
04/09/2018
05/09/2018

05/09/2018

05/09/2018
05/09/2018

Headline

3 Ha YkpauHe npuKka3anm YHUUTOXUTb GpaHLLy3CKYIO BaKLMHY M3-32 MapPKUPOBKM Ha PYCCKOM
" A3bike

; Mywwnun: "LWkonbHoe" nepemupue B [loHbacce He NPUBEAET K MOJHOMY NPEKPaLLEHMIO
OrHA €O CTOPOHbI BCY

12:4

17:48 B Page 3asBW/M O TOTOBHOCTM "YHMYTOXUTL" 110601 GpN0T Ha A30Be 3a NATb MUHYT
19:03 MywwnnunH: 3a opraHM3aumen youincTea 3axapyeHKo CToUT YKpauHa

20:42 TyTvH Ha3Ban NoA/biM yOUIMCTBO AneKcaHapa 3aXxapyeHKo

08:09 AmuTpuii TpanesHUKOB 3a8BWU/ O HEM3MEHHOCTM Kypca Ha MHTerpauuio ¢ Poccveit
08:51 B JIHP o6bsABMAM Tpayp no nornbwemy 8 JHP AnekcaHapy 3axapyeHKo

09:53 B Cosdeae Poccum npoKOMMEHTUPOBANM YOMIACTBO ANeKcaHapa 3axapyeHKo

12:46 YKpauHCKas apMus Havyana NoAroTOBKY K HacTynieHuto B [loHbacce

Bonkep: CLUA roToBbl NoiT1 ropaszo Aasble "[IxaBesnMHOB" B BONPOCax NOCTaBOK
OpYXua YKpanHe

16:25

17:29 CoBeTHMK 3axapyeHKo pacckasan noapobHocTy B3pbiBa B Kade "Cenap"
08:27 ObpalieHne Bnagucnasa CypkoBa B cBA3M ¢ rubenbio nasbl JHP
.- Lepemonus npowanus c Fnasoit AHP AnekcaHapom 3axapueHko B [loHeuke. OHnaiH-
7 TpaHcAALMA
13:52 B JIHP onacatotca, 4To nog, Buaom pemoHta Kl ykpanHckaa apmua noasBeaeT TEXHUKY
_, , 310raHoB npu3Ban Poccuio peLnTeIbHO OTBETUTb Ha YBUIACTBO 3axapyeHKo U NPpU3HaTb
1414 [OHP n NHP
16:04 utenmn OHP npoBoamau AnekcaHapa 3axapyeHKo B NOCAeAHMI NyTb
"370 TeppopucTbi!": Ha YkpauHe LWoKMpoBaHbl C10BOM "noBcTaHubl" B penopTaxe BBC u3
[JoHeuka
11:05 Hatawa Koponesa nofana B8 cy4 Ha YKpauHy
12:39 "HeT yesoBeka — HeT npobnembl": "Mockosckuit Komcomonew" nepeuncann
"nonoxutenbHble" MOMeHTbI youiicTBa 3axapyeHKo
18:01 Jlykaweswy: YouincTo 3axap4yeHKo noateepaunno cabotax Knesom MuHckoro npouecca
16:26 BacypuH pacckasan o naaHax YKpauHCKOW yaapHOM rpynnyMpoBKY BO BPEMA HACTYNIEHMA
Ha tore HP
15:31 Anzpeit Mapy6uin HasBan M'MTnepa "cambim 6onbLIMM femokpaTom”
17:53 B Page 06BMHMAM Poccuio B aTake Ha YKpauHLEB "yepes TeneskpaHbl”
19:40 *upuHoBCKMIA: KOHOAUKT B [loHbacce HyeH MopoLeHKo
08:05 Ha YKpauHe Ha3BaM ONacHOCTb NPeKpaLLeHns 4orosopa o Apykbe ¢ Poccueit
-, 'HuKakoro ontummama": KOHCTaHTUH 3aTy/IMH 03BY4MA NeYaNbHbIA NPOrHO3 As
1047 [loHb6acca Ha bankaiime 5 net
1 YecHakoB: EAMHCTBEHHbIM NErMTUMHbIM opraHom B [JHP saBnseTca HapogHbiii CoeT BO
rnase ¢ [NywnamHbim
16:20 MywwunuH B MuHcKe noTpeboBan 3anpeTutb AeATeNbHOCTb YKPauHCKuX [PT B [loHeuke

15:1
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Sample 4 (timeframe): Kerch Strait incident

Number _ Date

1

10

11

12

13
14

15

16
17
18

19

20

25/11/2018

25/11/2018
26/11/2018
26/11/2018

26/11/2018

26/11/2018
26/11/2018

27/11/2018
27/11/2018
27/11/2018
27/11/2018
28/11/2018

28/11/2018
28/11/2018

29/11/2018

29/11/2018
30/11/2018
30/11/2018

30/11/2018

| 30/11/2018

Headline
12:22 Tpu Kopabna BMCY Hapywuau rpanuy Poccum B YepHom mope — ©CB

13:59 KepyeHcKuii Npo/iMB 3aKpbIIN AN rPaXkAaHCKMX CyL0B Mocne NpoBoKaLmmu Kuesa
08:12 YKkpauHa notpebosana ot Poccum BepHyTb "3axBayeHHOE BOEHHOE MMYLLECTBO"
11:01 CneuHa3 ®CE oxpaHseT 3KMNaxu 3afiepaHHbIX YKPaUHCKMX Kopabneli B Kepun

- - B XapbKoBe YKPanHCKMe HaLMOHANNCTbI YCTPOWM NOXAP HA TEPPUTOPUN KOHCYbCTBA
14:27 P
15:50 Ha Bbe3gax 8 Kues noasunace bpoHeTexHnka BCY
18:20 Cranm u3BecTHbl NogpobHOCTH yKa3a MopoLleHKo 0 BBEAEHUN BOEHHOTO MOJOKEHMUA
"Ux pae He 6umn!": Ha YKpauHe o06BUHWAN B NpesaTeNbCTBE SKMNaXkM KaTepos BMC
YKpauHbl

15:58

16:22 Be3coHoB: "YKpanHcKue 6BoeBUKM OTKa3anuch YouBaTb CBOMX bpaTbes B [oHbacce"
17:48 YKpauHCKWe NorpaHnYHUKM B asponopTtax Kuesa 3a CyTKW He NycTUAu B cTpaHy bonee
70 rpaxkpaH PO

19:52 ®©Cb obHapoaoBana TpodelHble LOKYMEHTbI, U3bATbIE Y YKPAUHCKUX MOPAKOB

13:10 "Ybupaiitecb 13 YKkpauHbl": MopoweHKo npurpo3un MyTuHy u notpebosan npucyTcTaus
Kopabneit HATO B YepHom mMope

15:32 MyTMH NPOKOMMEHTUPOBAN MHUMAEHT B YepHom mope

15:49 MyTWH Ha3BaN MHUMAEHT B KepueHCKOM NposinBe HEYMCTONNOTHOMN Urpolt Knesa
"3abupaiite Bcé!": TnaBa leHnyeckoi PTA Bopobbes rotos oTaath BCY Bce 6a3bi
oTAbIxa ApabaTcKom cTpenku

17:40 Kves BBE/N OrpaHNY€EHMA Ha NEpPEceYeHne rpaHuLbl ¢ Kpbimom

15:13 BacypuH aHoHcKMpoBan Aekabpbckoe HacTynaeHne BCY nog Mapuynonem

17:32 YKpauHCKue cunoBuKu orpaHmannm svesg, 8 AHP 1 JIHP ona uHocTpaHues

MapnameHT AHP 3anpeTun coBmeLwaTb f0MKHOCTH [nasbl Pecnybinku n

npeacenatena Coseta MUHUCTPOB

19:07

19:42 Tpamn oTKka3zanca ot BcTpeyuw ¢ MyTuHbIM K3-3a YKpauHbl, 3aaBuam B besom gome
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Appendix II1: Summary of the framing matrices
Sample 1 (timeframe): Battle of Avdiivka

Dominant presentation features Dominant discourse features

Images illustrating the vulnerability of DPR
DPR citizens as civilians, especially older people. The
victims emergent themes were: internally displaced

persons & innocent victims of the war

Keyword patterns that evoke the precarity of internally
displaced persons; the vulneravility of pensioners and
the portrayal of the situation as a humanitarian crisis

Keyword patterns that compare the group 'Right Sector'
Images representing the destruction caused (npaBoro cekTopa) to a terrorist organisation; Repetitve

Ukraine as an by Ukrainian forces and symbolising their use of the term “kapatenu” to describe the group; Use
aggressor aggressivity by displaying damaged properties of lexical group of words/ metaphors / hyperpolic
and heavy Ukrainian artillery expressions emphasising the criminality, threat and

aggression that the Ukraininan army represents

Image depicting the complicity between
Angela Merkel and Petro Poroshenko;
Headline containing statement of DPR foreign
minister emphasising Ukraine's unwillingness
to negotiate

Keyword patterns that evoke Ukraine's intention to
disrupt the relations between the 'West' and Russia and
unwillingness to cooperate with DPR on the Minsk
agreements

Ukraine as a
disruptor

Keyword patterns that emphasise Russia's role to help

Headlines containing statements by Russian . . . X .
citizens of Donbas who are in a preacarious situation

Russia as the . s
representatives and politicians who are

mediator . . i because of the war; evoking the need for humanitarian

raising concerns for citizens in Donbas R . R

help; and Russia as an impartial actor

Statements and quotations from DPR political Keyword patterns that refer to DPR's well-functioning
Legitimacy of DPR  figures with claims that reinforce DPR's governmental mechanisms; DPR's repsonsiblity to
as an independent position as an independent republic (ex: protect its citizens; its ability to control the conflict with
republic position of strength in the war; DPR's role in  Ukraine & push back ennemy forces; and its self-

defending human rights; decisions on policy)  suffiency as an independent state

Statement by Ukrainian deputy claiming that  Keyword patterns that highlight the incompetence,
Ukraine as a weak & Ukrainian politicians are 'agents of the weakness and inferiority of Ukraine on the battlefield
an incompetent state Kremlin' (areHtamu Kpemns) to underline and inside its government (ex: use of metaphor

internal division of the government 'YKpauHe HU4ero He cBeTuUT')

Dominant narrative conventions

Stereotyping the Ukrainian government as the villain for discriminating
against pensioners and non-Ukrainians; News values that evoke the
proximity angle by emphasising that civilian life and primary needs are
at risk because of Ukrainian attacks; cultural themes appealing to
emotions and feelings of empathy through victim testimonies &
evoking injustice casued by Ukrainian government

Stereotyping the Ukrainian army as collaboators of the Right Sector,
criminals and violators of the law & Poroshenko as a murderer and a
conspirer; News values that evoke the weight angle by emphasising the
consequences of Ukrainian military attacks and the conflict angle by
underlining their aggressions as unlawful; Cultural themes that
underline the immorality of the Ukrainian army and the controversy
around the themes of Ukrainian nationalism ('Right Sector')

Stereotyping Poroshenko as an opportunistic figure who is using the
West's support to his advantage in the conflict with DPR and as a
saboteur of Russia-West relations; News values evoking the conflict
angle by illustrating Poroshenko's attempt to aggravate the conflict;
Cultural themes that highlight the controversy and immorality of
Ukraine to get closer to the West

Stereotyping Russian representative to OSCE as a peace mediator and
Russia as the protector and saviour; News values evoking the conflict
angle by showing Russia's support to DPR as a way to seek alternative
solutions to the conflict; Cultural themes that highlight Russia's duty to
help ethnic Russians aborad and save them from a humanitarian
disaster

Stereoptyping DPR Soldiers as heroes, DPR as a state that advocates for
human rights and seeks peace; News values that reflect DPR's position
of strength in the war, its role as a protector and a peace-seeker (ex:
conforming to the Minsk Agreements); Cultural themes that evoke
DPR's compliance with moral obligations and duties to ensure the
safety of its citizens, promote peace and show its qualities as a
separatist republic

News values that evoke the conflict angle by portraying Ukraine's
position in the war as weak and vulnerable because of internal division
at government level
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Sample 2 (timeframe): Economic embargo

Dominant presentation features

Dominant discourse features

Dominant narrative conventions

Headline places emphasis on the
precarity of people's situation by by
evoking the term 'humanitarian disaster'
(rymaHuTapHoM Katactpodbl)

DPR citizens as
victims

Series of explanatory pictures on the

Ukraine as an way shelling by Ukrainian officers was

aggressor planned, and pictures that explicitely
state: "OHM yHUUYTOXKAIOT CBOM Hapoa"
Ukraine as a
. N/A
disruptor

Statement of Russian foreign minister
Lavrov to condemn the blockade;
Headline stressing the Russian foreign
minstry's address to kiev not to cause a
humanitarian disaster

Russia as the
mediator

Headlines that stress the ability of DPR
to undertake important actions as an
independent republic and that
emphasise the legitimacy of
Zakahrchenko as a leader

Legitimacy of DPR
as an independent
republic

Headlines emphasising the internal
divison and conflicts within the
Ukrainian government as a sign of
disorder and weakness

Ukraine as a
weak & an
incompetent state

66

Keyword patterns that emphasise the vulnerability of people
in the DPR in relation to the economic blockade; reptitions of
terms that amplify the negative effects of the bloacked (ex:
M30/1AUMM, FreHoUMAa, 'YMaHUTapHOM KaTacTpodbl); Evoking
the oppression and discrmination of people because of
Ukraine's blocakde (noaunTtuky auckpumunHaumm, nogasneHne
WX NPaB B TyMaHUTapHOM 1 obLiecTBeHHOM chepax etc.)

Keyword patterns that evoke the themes of Ukrainian
nationalism by characterising nationalists of extremists &
radicals (akcTpemucTam, npaBopaauKaibHble NapTum,
KapaTenbHblx 6aTanboHoB); Enumeration of terms that stress
the aggression of Ukrainian forces

Keyword pattern that portray Ukraine as a provocateur by not
abiding to the Minsk Agreements and thus to disrupt safety
and security

Keyword patterns that promote Russia as a reasonable &
judicious arbiter and the image of Crimea's reunification with
Russia as an example for Donbas (Russia as the motherland)

Keyword patterns that reflect the impartiality of DPR because
its treats citizens of both controlled and uncontrolled areas in
the same way; stressing the course of actions that DPR is

taking in a legitimate way and has the situation under control

Keyword patterns that suggest DPR authorities considers
Ukraine to be inferior and has the ability to dictate terms in
the conflict

Stereotyping inhabitants of Kiev-controlled areas as victims of human-rights
neglect; News values that evoke the proximity and human interest angle by
stressing the lack of medical care for residents of Donbas & overall
precarity; Cultural themes that evoke human rigths as a universal value, the
idea of genocide as a violation of moral & human values

Stereotyping Ukrainian authorities as killers and aggressors and Ukrainian
nationalists as radicals; News values that evoke the impact angle by
portraying Kiev's blockade as an act of aggression and oppression on the
people of DPR and the conflict angle by promoting the perception of
Ukrainian nationalism as a threat; Cultural themes on the negative
perception of Ukrainian nationalism and the idea that Ukrainian authorities
are violating human rights

Cultural themes evoking the illegitimate conduct of Ukraine by not
respecting the Minsk Agreements because of its economic blockade

Stereotyping Russia as the most important mediator in the conflcit; News
values that evoke the conflict angle by illustrating Russia's intervention in
the blockade essential because of its unity with the people of Donbas;
Cultural themes that promote the idea of Crimean reunification with Russia
as a liberating event (symbol of Crimean Spring)

Stereotyping DPR as a state that si preoccupied by the safety of its people;
News values that evoke the proximity angle by demontrating that DPR
authorities are willing to help people in a difficult situation regardless of
territory and prioritise the well-being of individuals. News values that
promote the achievements of DPR as a separatist state; Cultural themes
such as the symbolism of DPR distancing itself from Ukraine economically
that show it is successfully achieving its goals of independence

Stereotyping Poroshenko as an incompentent leader; News values that
reflect the internal division and dysfunctionality of the Ukrainian
government; Cultural themes that evoke the illegitimacy of Ukraine



Sample 3 (timeframe): Death of DPR leader

DPR citizens as
victims

Ukraine as an
aggressor

Ukraine as a
disruptor

Russia as the
mediator

Legitimacy of DPR
as an independent
republic

Ukraine as a weak
& an incompetent
state

67

Dominant presentation features

Headline placing emphasis on the
declaration of national mourning
over Zakharchenko's death

Headlines emphasising Ukraine's
intentions of destruction &
aggression and involvement in the
murder of Zakharchenko

Headlines that portray Ukraine's
uncooperativeness especially with
reagrds to the Minsk agreements

Headline placing the focus on the
continuity of the integration policy
with Russia

Series of images & quotation that
symbolise Zakharchenko as a
leader loved and respected by all

Headline and quotation that
illustrate the termination of the
friendship treaty between Russia
and Ukraine by Ukraine as a bad
decision

Dominant discourse features

Keyword patterns that stress the vulnerability of
people in DPR in the aftermath of their leader's
death and that emphasise the grieving process

Keyword patterns that characterise the murder of
Zakharchenko as a terrorist attack (tepakra); lexical
choice of words that illustratre Ukraine as a threat;
recurrent theme of barbarism and aggressivity;
reference to Nazism and the Azov nationalist group

Keyword patterns that stress Ukraine's reluctance
to engaging in a peace dialogue with the intention
to sabotage and aggravate the conflict; emphasis

on Poroshenko using the conflict to benefit from it
and stay in power

Keyword patterns that highlight Russian officials
intention to help the separatist republics and in
particular the metaphor "Donbas is Russia"
(OoHb6acc — ato Poccus)

Keyword patterns that emphasise DPR's legitimacy
through its successful war operations and
legitimate state organs; glorification & idolisation
of Zakarchenko

Keyword patterns that amplify the gravity of the
consquences and highlight the irony of a Ukrainian
deputy commenting on his own government's
mistake of ending the treaty

Dominant narrative conventions

Stereotyping Zakahrchenko as a victim of Ukrainian aggression and
DPR citizens as victims for loosing their leader; News values that
evoke a human interest angle by portraying school children and
civilians at risk because of Ukrainian shelling; Cultural themes
disseminating the perception of mourning as a normal and natural
process

Stereotyping Ukrainian forces and government as criminals & the
Ukrainian special services as terrorists; News values evoking the
conflict angle by highlighting Ukraine's intentions to launch attacks;
Cultural themes evoking Ukraine's threats & deliberate aggression as
a violation of ethical values

Stereotyping the Ukrainian government as fraudulent; News values
that evoke the conflict angle by portraying Ukraine's actions in the

war as acts of sabotage by not respecting rules in the conflict;

Cultural themes that evoke the unethical conduct of Ukraine in the war

Stereotyping Russian official Zyuganov as a spokesman for the people
of the separatist republics

Stereotyping Zakharchenko as a hero and an overachiever; News
values evoking the proximity angle because of appealing to emotions
by illustrating the mass of people that came to honour Zakharchenko;
Cultural themes reflecting the idea of commemorating the death of
the Republic's leader as morally correct and the fullfilment of
people's duty

News values from the perspective of a conflict angle that bring
forward Ukraine's incompetence in handling internal matters because
of conflict in its own political sphere and thus shows instability;
Cultural themes that evoke Ukraine's termination of the treaty as
unethical because of the harm that it can cause to its citizens



Sample 4 (timeframe): Kerch Strait incident

Dominant presentation features

DPR citizens as
A N/A
victims

Headlines that emphasise Ukraine's

Ukraine as an . .
provocative actions and the

aggressor
€8 aggression of Ukrainian nationalists
Headlines that stress Ukraine's
Ukraine as a attempt to disrupt Russia-US
disruptor relations and imposed travelling

restrictions on Russian individuals

Russia as the

N/A
mediator /

Legitimacy of DPR
as an independent
republic

Headline placing the emphasis on
the legitimacy of the DPR's
parliament

Headline containing Putin's
statement pointing to the
illegitimacy and immorality of
Ukraine

Ukraine as a weak
& an incompetent
state
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Dominant discourse features

N/A

Keyword patterns that point to the illegitimacy of
Ukraine's actions, especially the cruelty of the
government contrinuting to a fratricidal war between
Ukrainians and people of Donbas (6paToybuiicTBeHHoM
BolHe); emphasise the aggresivity of Ukrainian
nationalists; stress the threat that Ukraine's cooperation
with NATO represent to Donbas and its people

Keyword patterns that emphasise the provocative-driven
actions and premeditative behaviour of Kiev in the Kerch
Strait incident; focus on the limitations and restrcitions
imposed as a result of the Martial Law

Keyword patterns that portray Russia as an influential
model for a well-functioning government

Keyword patterns that demonstrate that DPR is based and
built on democratic processes and legitimacy

Keyword patterns that allude to the internal political
confrontations and disputes of Ukraine's government

Dominant narrative conventions

N/A

Stereotyping Ukrainian commanders as criminals and
Kiev as a provocateur; News values portraying Ukraine
as a violator of Russia's territorial waters and Ukrainian
nationalists as intentionally hostile towards Russia;
Cultural themes that evoke the controversy of Ukrainian
nationalism and the perception of a fratricidal war being
morally wrong

Stereotyping Ukraine as a major obstacle to the
improvement of Russian-US relations and Poroshenko as
a violator of constitutional rights; News values that
promote the idea of Ukraine attempting acts of
sabotage and disruption through imposed restrictions,
deliberate violations and uncooperativeness; Cultural
themes that evoke the illegitimacy of Ukraine

Stereotyping Russia as a role model for the separatist
republics

News values that evoke the efforts of DPR in striving to
have a well-functioning government system that is
based on democratic practices showing that it is gaining
legitimacy an independent republic; Cultural themes
that bring forward the shared perspective of democracy
being an important tool for a republic to be legitimate

Stereotyping Ukrainian forces as incompetent; News
values that explain Kiev's unlawful actions because it is
internally fighting off opponents; Cultural themes
evoking the shared understanding that political rivalries
are unethical and inefficient in a situation of war



