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1 Introduction: Politics and Media

Po lit i cal com mu ni ca tion is seen as a link and an in ter me di ary be tween 
po lit i cal in sti tu tions, mass me dia and the gen eral pub lic. The ar tic u la tion 
of po lit i cal in ter ests and opin ions, the iden ti fi ca tion of po lit i cal prob lems 
or the find ing and en act ing of bind ing po lit i cal de ci sions re quires di verse 
com mu ni ca tion pro cesses. Pol i tics, and there fore po lit i cal com mu ni ca tion, 
is trans mi� ed and ex pe ri enced mostly via the me dia. These days po lit i cal 
com mu ni ca tion in and through the in ter net takes on a cen tral func tion in 
dem o cratic so ci eties. Fast er ac cess to in for ma tion, par tic i pa tion op por tu-
nities for di verse ac tors, com mu ni ca tion via e-mail and ex changes on on-
line dis cus sion fo rums all in di cate that the in ter net is seen as a me dium of 
po lit i cal com mu ni ca tion and means of de libe ra tive pro cesses. The in ter net 
is the tech ni cal in fra struc ture that makes so cial com mu ni ca tion of any kind 
pos sible (cf. Schwei ger and Wei hermüller 2008: 535), but it can also be ex-
am ined as a “cul tu ral fo rum” (Jen sen and Helles 2011: 530) in terms of the 
num ber of com mu ni ca tive prac tices – in clud ing po lit i cal com mu ni ca tion. 
Since the in ter net has changed both the for mal po lit i cal pro cess as well as 
po lit i cal com mu ni ca tion among in sti tu tional, civic and in di vid ual ac tors 
and move ments, the ques tion of the com po si tion and the for ma tion of pub-
lic spheres must be re ex a mined.

Based on a cri tique of the tra di tional view of po lit i cal com mu ni ca tion, 
this chap ter will pro pose an ex pan sion of the con cept and the sub ject ar-
ea of po lit i cal com mu ni ca tion from the stand point of cul tu ral stud ies and 
gen der stud ies. This view of po lit i cal com mu ni ca tion, as will ul ti mate ly be 
shown, is use ful for an a lyz ing the re la tion ship be tween the in ter net, par tic-
i pa tion and de moc racy.

2 Political Communication: State of Research

A sys tem atic over view of the re search on po lit i cal com mu ni ca tion is diffi -
cult to com pile due to the large num ber of stud ies and the di ver sity of the 
ap proaches cho sen. For this rea son, in what fol lows I would like to work 
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out pri mar i ly the cen tral as pects of the ex ist ing re search and to em pha size 
its in her ent po si tions and ex clu sions.

In re search on po lit i cal com mu ni ca tion, an an a lyt i cal dis tinc tion is made 
par tic u lar ly be tween the ac tors and con tent of po lit i cal com mu ni ca tion and 
its im pact and re cep tion (cf. Vowe and Do hle 2007). Con se quent ly, a fo cus 
on the Las well for mula (“who says what in which chan nel to whom with 
what eff ect?”) is ini tial ly a use ful sys te ma ti za tion in or der to pro ceed eco-
nom i cal ly with the re search. Al though the re search pro cess is di vided in to 
in di vid ual parts, the com po nent phe nom e na of po lit i cal com mu ni ca tion 
can still be re searched (cf. Schulz 2011: 58). Based on the va ry ing mean ings 
of the con cept of po lit i cal com mu ni ca tion, Donges and Jar ren (2005) sug-
gest an ana ly s is that dis tin guishes be tween the diff er ent so cial lev els. By 
di vid ing the sub ject in to the mi cro, me so and macro lev els, each of the lev-
els on which po lit i cal com mu ni ca tion takes place can be taken in to ac count: 
At the mi cro level, in di vid uals act as though they are not part of a spe cial 
group of ac tors. The me so level is the ac tion level of or ga ni za tions and in-
sti tu tions. The macro level re fers to the so ci etal level. The po lit i cal ac tors in 
this dis tinc tion are pri mar i ly the gov ern ment and par lia ment, on the one 
side, and or ga ni za tions, move ments, parties and me dia on the other. In di-
vid ual cit i zens still have no con sti tu tive role in the po lit i cal com mu ni ca tion 
pro cess, be cause they have hard ly any agency as cribed to them on the mi-
cro level. Po lit i cal com mu ni ca tion is thus on ly a flow of news and in for-
ma tion which struc tures the po lit i cal pro cess and plays out in two arenas: 
First, the par lia men tary-ad min is tra tive arena, and sec ond the pub lic arena, 
in which or ga ni za tions and move ments also op er ate (cf. Pfetsch 2005: 349). 
The par tic i pa tion of cit i zens is not con sid ered, since the main task of po lit-
i cal com mu ni ca tion is to be a trans mis sion and in for ma tion ser vice. More-
over, po lit i cal com mu ni ca tion in such ap proaches is o� en equated with 
pub lic com mu ni ca tion (cf. Mar cin kow ski 2001).

In ad di tion to this dis tinc tion re gard ing the role and the eff ec tive power 
of the ac tors, another dis tinc tion in po lit i cal com mu ni ca tion has been es-
tab lished. The pro duc tion of pol i tics, which pre cedes a de ci sion-mak ing 
pro cess, is dis tinct from the rep re sen ta tion of pol i tics, which is shaped in 
com mu ni ca tion pro cesses (cf. Sarc i nel li 1994: 40–47). The rep re sen ta tion of 
pol i tics, ac cord ing to Jar ren and Donges (2006), is in creas ing ly be com ing 
an in te gral part of the po lit i cal pro cess it self. Par tic u lar ly in em pir i cal re-
search, as Sarc i nel li and Tensch er (2008: 7) also point out, the mass me dia’s 
rep re sen ta tion of pol i tics is slid ing in to the fore ground, while the pro duc-
tion of pol i tics in iso la tion from the pub lic is ex am ined far less.

Po lit i cal com mu ni ca tion is there fore seen al to geth er as the cen tral mech-
a nism for for mu lat ing, es tab lish ing and en forc ing col lec tive ly bind ing de-
ci sions (cf. Jar ren and Donges 2006: 22) – and thus as a basic com po nent of 
a dem o cratic so ci ety. The sub ject ar ea of po lit i cal com mu ni ca tion is de fined 
in var i ous ways, how ev er.
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3 On the Relationship between Media, the Internet 
and Political Communication

What the ap proaches to the con cept of po lit i cal com mu ni ca tion shown in 
the pre vi ous sec tion have in com mon is that they view (po lit i cal) com mu ni-
ca tion pro cesses be tween the gov ern ment and cit i zens as a con stit u ent part 
of a de moc racy. These days, the fo cus is on the con nec tion be tween me dia, 
the in ter net and po lit i cal com mu ni ca tion.

What is cen tral in terms of po lit i cal com mu ni ca tion, ac cord ing to Fu-
niok (2007: 92 f.), is the in for ma tion func tion of me dia. Me dia can trans mit 
knowl edge, cre ate dis cus sion topics, off er iden ti fi ca tion and in vite to so cial 
ac tion. Pol i tics ap pears to be trans mi� ed mostly by way of the me dia, and 
cit i zens ex pe ri ence pol i tics pri mar i ly via the me dia, since they are mostly 
in formed about it through mass me dia. Me dia can also, ac cord ing to Krotz 
(2007: 89 f.), mod ify, change and diff er en ti ate com mu ni ca tion, which leads 
to a rise of new forms of in ter ac tion and com mu ni ca tion. The me dia thus 
con trib ute far more than the mere pro vi sion of in for ma tion or opin ion; me-
dia have be come fun da men tal for a de moc racy. Dahlg ren (2009) sees the 
role of me dia in a de moc racy in the vi sual i za tion of pol i tics, in which me-
dia pro vide in for ma tion, but also ana ly s is as well as fo rums for de bate. 
Ad di tion al ly, me dia can stage a par tic u lar view of the world, but it also 
has an in te gra tion func tion, as it is used, re ceived and ap pro pri ated (cf. 
Thomas 2010).

A change of me dia and tech nol ogy re quires a change in the po lit i cal 
com mu ni ca tion pro cesses, which is ac com pa nied by a dis cus sion of its 
im pli ca tions for pol i tics, de moc racy and so ci ety. Par tic u lar ly with the in-
creas ing pen e tra tion of the in ter net in to so many ar eas of life these de bates 
have flared up anew. For po lit i cal com mu ni ca tion, the in ter net serves as 
a me dium for in for ma tion, com mu ni ca tion and par tic i pa tion (cf. Po lat 
2005). The ways of uti li za tion re lated to po lit i cal par tic i pa tion are var ied 
and in clude not on ly the tra di tional forms of com mu ni ca tion, but also 
in for mal and ev ery day prac ti cal forms (cf. Moy et al. 2005). In the the o ret-
i cal de bate over the re la tion ship be tween the in ter net and pol i tics, three 
po si tions are usual ly found: The first as sumes an in crease in po lit i cal mo-
bi li za tion through the in ter net be cause it en ables new forms of de moc racy 
and par tic i pa tion; the sec ond posits a strengthen ing of ex ist ing pa� erns 
of po lit i cal par tic i pa tion and their ac tors; and the third warns against the 
neg a tive eff ects of the in ter net, such as a grow ing dig i tal di vide (cf. Nor-
ris 2001).

In or der to make any state ments about the re la tion ship be tween the in-
ter net and po lit i cal com mu ni ca tion, how ev er, it is cru cial to con sider what 
is gen eral ly un der stood as po lit i cal com mu ni ca tion. This is be cause, de-
pend ing on the un der ly ing con cep tual and the o ret i cal as sump tions – as 
pre sented – diff er ent sub ject ar eas of po lit i cal com mu ni ca tion are de fined. 
It is prev a lent in an a lyses of on line com mu ni ca tion to lim it the con tent that 
is con sid ered po lit i cal to an in sti tu tion-based view of ac tors (such as po lit-
i cal parties and gov ern ment), and to fo cus on spe cific events such as elec-



Re think ing Political Communication and the In ter net | 229

tion cam paigns (cf. Da vis 2009; Pa pa cha ris si 2010; Wright 2012). What are 
es sen tial for stud ies of po lit i cal com mu ni ca tion on the in ter net are also the 
as sump tions made con cern ing the forms, con tent and ac tors of po lit i cal 
com mu ni ca tion.

To de ter mine the re la tion ship be tween me dia and de moc racy the o ret i-
cal ly, there are three tra di tional lines (cf. Dahlg ren 2009), which are based in 
a sim i lar form on an a lyses of the emerg ing po lit i cal pub lic spheres on the 
in ter net. The first tra di tional line comes from po lit i cal sci ence and has a 
strong fo cus on the po lit i cal sys tem and the ac tors with in it, in clud ing po-
lit i cal in sti tu tions, cit i zens and me dia. In the sec ond tra di tional line, par tic-
u lar ly through Jür gen Ha ber mas and his con cep tion of the pub lic sphere, 
the per spec tive on me dia and de moc racy is ex tended to en com pass de libe-
ra tive pro cesses and civ il so ci ety (cf. Ha ber mas 1995, Cal houn 1993). In the 
third line, the per spec tives of cul tu ral stud ies are off ered, which deal with 
is sues of iden tity, as crip tion of mean ing and prac tices of cul ture, and in ter-
ro gate them crit i cal ly (cf. Dahlg ren 2009).

Ac cord ing to each of these three tra di tional lines, the role of the ac tors 
is con structed diff er ent ly. Thus to day it is mostly in sti tu tions, as well as 
the mar ket, the econ omy and civ il so ci ety, that are viewed as ac tors that 
pro duce pub lic spheres (cf. Win ter 2010). The econ omy takes ad van tage of 
the new tech nol ogies for in for ma tion and com mu ni ca tion in or der to sell 
prod ucts (e-com merce) and to gen er ate tar get group-spe cific data. With 
the fo cus on po lit i cal com mu ni ca tion – par tic u lar ly with in po lit i cal sci-
ence – in sti tu tion al ized com mu ni ca tion has re sulted in the long-pop u lar 
con cept of eGo vern ment (cf. Hen man 2010). As a con se quence of this, the 
view of cer tain forms of par tic i pa tion of gov ern ment and state ac tors has 
nar rowed; re search has there fore come to the not-un ex pected con clu sion 
that the in ter net is mostly used for the dis se mi na tion of in for ma tion. eGo-
vern ment is o� en seen as part of the mea sures to mod ern ize ad min is tra-
tion and make it more effi  cient, but it is also part of elec tronic de moc racy 
and it is in creas ing ly seen as a means of en sur ing greater cit i zen par tic i-
pa tion (cf. Chad wick 2003 and 2009). The con cept of eDe moc ra cy ex pands 
the scope of po lit i cal par tic i pa tion on the in ter net and in volves the par-
tic i pa tion of civ il so ci ety and its ac tors. In this con text, Ba ring horst (2010) 
points out that pro test move ments in par tic u lar strong ly in flu ence the po-
lit i cal de bate, as net work-based cam paigns gen er ate feel ings of po lit i cal 
com mu nity, mo bi lize and show the pos si bil ities for ver ti cal and hor i zon-
tal co-op er a tion (ibid. 389 f.). So cial move ments and civ il so ci ety groups 
in par tic u lar con trib ute to the emer gence of co un ter-pub lics (cf. Wim mer 
2007). The in ter net is both a me dium of com mu ni ca tion as well as a mo-
bi li za tion tool or some times the site for the ral ly it self (cf. Hard ers 2005). 
Al to geth er, ac cord ing to Lang (2004), there are three as pects that form the 
civ il-so ci ety ba s is for the pub lic sphere on the in ter net: the fa cil i ta tion of 
net work ing be tween ac tors, the pro duc tion of com mon prob lem defi  ni-
tions as a ba s is for com mon ac tion and the pro vi sion of mo bi li za tion op-
por tu nities for po lit i cal com mit ment. In ad di tion to in sti tu tions and civ il 
so ci eties, how ev er, it is mostly in di vid ual ac tors who are on the in ter net 
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– i. e. cit i zens who can par tic i pate in a new kind and a new way of po lit i cal 
com mu ni ca tion and pro duce pub lic spheres. Par tic u lar ly through the de-
vel op ment of the so-called “so cial web,” pas sive re cip i ents be come ac tive 
con tent pro ducers (cf. Bruns 2008). These in di vid ual forms of com mu ni ca-
tion are es pe cial ly ev i dent in blogs; with cit i zen jour nal ism, the mass me-
dia is con fronted with a pow er ful form of al ter na tive jour nal ism (cf. Al lan 
and Thor son 2009).

The dem o cratic-the o ret i cal clas si fi ca tion of me dia and the in ter net can 
thus be dis tin guished from the con tent and ac tors of po lit i cal com mu ni ca-
tion on the in ter net. From each of the un der ly ing the o ret i cal as sump tions, 
a par tic u lar view of the sub ject ar ea re sults.

4 Rethinking Political Communication

In what fol lows, it is pro posed for re search in to po lit i cal com mu ni ca tion to 
con sider the in sights of cul tu ral stud ies and gen der stud ies more care ful ly 
in or der to broaden the sub ject ar ea of po lit i cal com mu ni ca tion con cep tual-
ly. The po ten tial of this ex pan sion is shown by means of five cen tral dis cus-
sion threads that re sult from the fore go ing explanations:
1.) The con cept of par tic i pa tion and role of cit i zens
2.) A dis cus sion on the con tent of po lit i cal com mu ni ca tion
3.) Argumentation for an ex pan sion of the con cept of pol i tics
4.) A con sid er ation of the con tex tual link ages of po lit i cal com mu ni ca tion
5.) Changes in the pub lic sphere

1.) In an ap proach to the sub ject ar ea of po lit i cal com mu ni ca tion, the role 
of cit i zens in pro cesses of po lit i cal com mu ni ca tion is de fined con cep tual ly 
and struc tural ly. This is close ly re lated to the un der ly ing con cept of cit i zen-
ship, as well as to the ques tion of who is con sid ered an ac tive mem ber of a 
po lit i cal com mu nity. In the past, for ex ample, women were ex cluded from 
vot ing; now, mi grants who lack state cit i zen ship are usual ly in el i gible to 
vote. These as pects are close ly linked to the ques tion of what role is granted 
to the cit i zens in a dem o cratic so ci ety, as well as to the types and forms 
of par tic i pa tion that are con sid ered po lit i cal and rel e vant. Vol un tary en-
gage ment, for ex ample, is usual ly not con sid ered to be tra di tional po lit i cal 
par tic i pa tion, which is on ly rec og nized as in volve ment in po lit i cal parties 
and so cial move ments. Ac cord ing ly, the “gen der gap,” which is o� en held 
res pon sible for va ry ing po lit i cal par tic i pa tion, is not ques tioned for its gen-
der-spe cific con no ta tions, nor are their causes an a lyzed (cf. Wes tle 2001).

Fe mi nist po lit i cal the ory ex pands the con cept of cit i zen ship ac cord ing-
ly, and as a con se quence, so cial move ments and seem ing ly apo lit i cal ar eas 
of pri vate life are po lit i cized (cf. Sauer 2001). Pol i tics is thus no long er seen 
as on ly pro duced by cer tain in sti tu tions, spheres or lev els of so ci ety (cf. 
Mouffe 2005). Va ry ing po lit i cal par tic i pa tion is also caused by sex u al ly hi-
er ar chi cal ac cess and an un equal dis tri bu tion of speak ing and lis ten ing (cf. 
Hol land-Cunz 2006). These struc tural in equal ities should be made avail-
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able to a crit i cal test, and the op por tu nities for par tic i pa tion that are not yet 
taken in to ac count must be re flected ac cord ing ly. Cod ing var i ous forms of 
par tic i pa tion as po lit i cal can also lead to more op por tu nities for par tic i pa-
tion in a so ci ety (cf. Car pen tier 2011: 47).

2.) Re gard ing the con tent of po lit i cal com mu ni ca tion, mostly po lit i cal top-
ics and forms of pre sent ing po lit i cal con tent are up for ne go ti a tion, as well 
as the ques tion of which fields of ac tion re quire a pub lic so cial ne go ti a tion 
pro cess. Ac cord ing to a cen tral point of dis cus sion, po lit i cal com mu ni ca-
tion will, through in creas ing tab loid i za tion – e. g. by deal ing with in creas-
ing ly pri vate con noted topics – ei ther lose po lit i cal con tent, or on the con-
trary, make groups of peo ple who can not be reached through tra di tional 
chan nels of in for ma tion re cep tive to po lit i cal con tent (cf. Dörner 2001).

Gen der stud ies see the sep a ra tion be tween in for ma tion and en ter tain-
ment as al to geth er crit i cal. In a nar row un der stand ing of po lit i cal com mu-
ni ca tion, as Zoo nen crit i cizes (2005: 143 f.), en ter tain ment and pop u lar gen-
res are mar gin al ized and de val ued on the grounds that they do not per tain 
to se ri ous in for ma tion and de lib er a tion. For ex ample it is assumed that 
such pop u lar for mats as soap op eras can not be po lit i cal qua form (ibid.). 
How ev er, en ter tain ment and pop u lar for mats have an ex plic it po lit i cal 
com po nent, be cause these for mats in clude di verse cit i zens. In this way, civ-
il rights can be tested, even if the ex er cise takes place in a way that Zoo nen 
par a phrases as to “en ter tain the cit i zen” (ibid.: 151). Sax er (2007) makes 
a sim i lar ar gu ment, that “pol i tain ment” – the in te gra tion of pol i tics and 
en ter tain ment – en cour ages at least a tem po rary po lit i cal in clu sion of mar-
gin al ized cit i zens, and there fore a va riety of for mats can be de scribed as 
po lit i cal. Thus viewers use the for mat of pol i tain ment to con struct iden tity 
and mean ing in the con text of their cur rent liv ing sit u a tion, both of which 
are po lit i cal ly con noted ac tions (cf. Dörner, 2006). Not on ly is high cul ture 
rel e vant to this, but ev ery day and pop u lar cul ture are also cen tral to con-
tem po rary so ci eties and are a part of pol i tics (cf. Dörner 2006: 223). Like-
wise, the en ter tain ment di men sion can be lo cated not mere ly on a sym bolic 
level (cf. Sax er 2007).

3.) Both cul tu ral stud ies and gen der stud ies ar gue for a broad er defi  ni tion 
of pol i tics. The very con cept of cul ture em ployed by cul tu ral stud ies is 
po lit i cal ly di men sioned, be cause it is not pos sible to sep a rate the con cept 
from the po lit i cal and the two ideas are mu tual ly de pen dent (cf. Dörner 
2006: 222 f.). For the con cept of po lit i cal com mu ni ca tion, this means that 
even sup pos ed ly “pop u lar” com mu ni ca tion, and not just the com mu ni-
ca tion of tra di tional po lit i cal ac tors such as gov ern ments or – fol low ing 
Ha ber mas (1995) – civ il so ci eties, may also have a po lit i cal im pe tus. Those 
forms of com mu ni ca tion are also im por tant for a de moc racy, but they are 
o� en viewed as non-po li ti cal or pre- po lit i cal, or even as non-in for ma tive in 
the tra di tional re search on po lit i cal com mu ni ca tion. In con trast to a nar row 
defi  ni tion of pol i tics, a broad er defi  ni tion pre sup poses no so cial field to be 
apo lit i cal (cf. Pe lin ka 2004), be cause the co ex is tence of peo ple and any con-
nec tion be tween them is po ten tial ly po lit i cal.
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The re de fi ni tion of the con cept of po lit i cal com mu ni ca tion is pri mar i-
ly due to the in sights of gen der stud ies. Fe mi nist com mu ni ca tion stud ies 
works with a gen der-the o ret i cal per spec tive on diff er ent lev els (cf. Do rer 
and Gei ger 2002: 11 f.; Klaus 2001). Thus, to be gin with, the so cial model 
that un der lies the con ven tion al view of po lit i cal com mu ni ca tion is scru ti-
nized. Fur ther more, the eff ects of the an dro cen tric ori en ta tion are ex am-
ined and, based on fe mi nist the ory, new con cepts and mod els of so cial 
com mu ni ca tion pro cesses are de vel oped. It should be noted that gen der re-
la tions are em bed ded in the po lit i cal cul ture of com mu ni ca tion in a va riety 
of re la tion ships (cf. Abels and Bie ring er 2006: 9), and nei ther pol i tics nor 
the pub lic sphere are gen der-neu tral terms. The “gen der ing” of po lit i cal 
com mu ni ca tion, ac cord ing to Abels and Bie ring er (ibid.), could be linked, 
from a fe mi nist per spec tive, to reflections on dem o cratic par tic i pa tion in 
or der to call in to ques tion the con cep tion of po lit i cal cit i zen ship ac cord ing 
to its in clu sions and ex clu sions. It is also im por tant to re flect on what ac tors 
and forms of com mu ni ca tion can be counted as po lit i cal com mu ni ca tion.

4.) Me dia as well as the in ter net are part of diff er ent com mu ni ca tive, so cial 
and so ci etal prac tices that must be taken in to ac count in any ana ly s is of po-
lit i cal com mu ni ca tion pro cesses. Cul tu ral stud ies points to the con tex tua-
li ty of me dia con tent that can not be con sid ered sepa ra te ly from his tor i cal, 
so cial and cul tu ral con texts (cf. Krotz 2007; Fiske 1992). Fur ther more, me-
dia and the in ter net are in flu enced by or ga ni za tional, eco nomic and tech-
ni cal pe cu liar ities as well (cf. Dahlg ren 2009). This means that a change in 
the forms and the sub ject ar ea of po lit i cal com mu ni ca tion has an im pact on 
the cit i zens’ per cep tion of pol i tics and po lit i cal events. Cul tu ral stud ies also 
fol low an ac tion-the o ret i cal ap proach and shows that diff er en ti ated me dia-
ori ented ac tion takes place with in spe cific con texts of in ter pre ta tion.

5.) It should also be dis cussed how the in ter net can en sure the me di ated 
pro duc tion of the pub lic sphere in the sense of de lib er a tion (cf. Dahlg ren 
2007). It is cru cial that the in ter net has changed the pro duc tion of the pub lic 
sphere. Not on ly priv i leged ac tors, but also in di vid ual cit i zens can cre ate 
pub lic spheres. The pub lic sphere can not be re garded as a static con cept, 
but can be found in the in ter play of so cial and tech no log i cal trans for ma-
tions in a con stant state of change. Fra ser (2005) points to a crit i cal-the o ret i-
cal ap proach which seeks to lo cate nor ma tive stan dards and eman ci pa tory 
po lit i cal pos si bil ities pre cise ly with in the his tor i cal ly un fold ing con stel la-
tion as an al ter na tive to par tic i pa tion and in clu sion in the center of a con-
cept of the pub lic sphere. There fore it is not just a ques tion of what the 
pub lic sphere ac tu al ly is; ra ther, the trans for ma tion and the var i ous forms 
of the pub lic sphere must be taken in to ac count in or der to study po lit i cal 
com mu ni ca tion on the in ter net. The pub lic sphere can in this case con sist of 
diff er ent lev els of con cep tual i za tion, as Fra ser (1996) in tro duced and Klaus 
(2005) fur ther de vel oped. Po lit i cal com mu ni ca tion in and through the in-
ter net does not take place in on ly a sin gle pub lic sphere; the pub lic sphere 
con sists of a va riety of pub lics and par tial pub lics, all of which can have 
so cial rel e vance.
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Fur ther more, the me dia con trib utes to the fact that sys tem atic dis tinc-
tions, such as be tween pub lic and pri vate as well as the afore men tioned 
re lated dis tinc tion be tween en ter tain ment and in for ma tion, ap pear frag-
ile (cf. Lünen borg 2009). These dis tinc tions, how ev er, are o� en still part 
of the sub ject de scrip tions of po lit i cal com mu ni ca tion and thus also the 
con sid er ations of me dia and de moc racy. Gen der re search has al ready for 
some time drawn a� en tion to the pro duc tive dis so lu tion of so cial ly con-
structed di chot omies and thus has crit i cal ly chal lenged the con cept of a 
po lit i cal (me dia) pub lic sphere. Cul tu ral stud ies has also worked to en-
sure that pop u la ri za tion, en ter tain ment and pol i tain ment are counted in 
the realm of pol i tics as well and can be con sid ered po lit i cal ly rel e vant to 
a de moc racy.

These (and other) dis cus sion threads are re lated to as pects of par tic i pa tion 
and rep re sen ta tion, which are sub stan tial for a dem o cratic so ci ety. Rep re-
sen ta tion moves be tween sub sti tu tion and por trayal, while par tic i pa tion 
is in most cases based on a va ry ing con struct ible cit i zen ship (cf. Car pen-
tier 2011: 16; Klaus and Lünen borg in this vol ume). To sum ma rize, it can 
be said that the sub ject ar ea of po lit i cal com mu ni ca tion is o� en based on 
im plicit nor ma tive state ments about what is con sid ered to be po lit i cal, or 
de scrip tive ques tions about the or ga ni za tion of the po lit i cal realm, which 
re quire a reflection es pe cial ly in re la tion to the in sights of cul tu ral stud ies 
and gen der stud ies. This ap pears to be help ful in ex pand ing the field of po-
lit i cal com mu ni ca tion to take a va riety of par tic i pa tion op por tu nities in to 
con sid er ation.

5 Conclusion: A Redefinition of the Scope of
 Political

 
Communication

For re search on po lit i cal com mu ni ca tion, it is not suffi  cient to de scribe on-
ly the func tions of me dia and the in ter net in a de moc racy. Ac cord ing to 
Dahlg ren (2009), the val ue of the ories can be mea sured by the fact that, in 
ad di tion to the mere de scrip tion of em pir i cal phe nom e na, they can show 
be� er al ter na tives. With the help of a broad er defi  ni tion of pol i tics, an ex-
pan sion of the spec t rum of ac tors and the re nun ci a tion of a nar row view of 
po lit i cal con tent, both the con cept and the sub ject ar ea of po lit i cal com mu-
ni ca tion can be ex tended. Based on this, both the changed forms of com-
mu ni ca tion em braced by the in ter net as well as di chot omies such as be-
tween pri vate and pub lic, or be tween en ter tain ment and in for ma tion, can 
be crit i cal ly scru ti nized. This ex panded con cept opens up per spec tives that 
en hance the vis i bil ity and dis tin guish a bi li ty of var ied ac tors and in the pro-
cess, fe mi nist me dia pro duc tion and fe mi nist au di ences can be con sid ered 
as cen tral for po lit i cal com mu ni ca tion.
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