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RTVE ANÁLISIS DETALLADO 

2026-04-25_Parlamento - 25_04_26 

Broadcast: 2026-04-25  |  Analyzed: 2026-05-12 14:05 

Version 2.8-detail  |  Universal 2.8-detail  |  Konverter 3.4 (2026-05-20)  |  Standard: Ley 17/2006 Art. 3 

 

OVERALL 
SCORE 

6.4/10 
Serious deviation from the impartiality standard. High degree of 
deviation 

0 = balanced, 10 = strongly biased/manipulative 

POLITICAL SPECTRUM 

Classification based on Chapel Hill Expert Survey (CHES) 2024 

 

The Chapel Hill Expert Survey (CHES 2024) is an academic survey of 609 political scientists in 31 countries. Each 
party is rated on a scale from 0 (far left) to 10 (far right). 

Party Podemos Sumar ERC PSOE PNV Cs PP Vox 

CHES 1.50 2.00 3.00 3.60 5.80 6.50 7.00 9.30 

Spectrum Left Left Left Left Center Right Right Right 

 

The overall tendency is presented on a 0–10 scale (0 = strongly left-favoring, 5 = balanced, 10 = strongly right-
favoring). The calculation is based on the difference in average favoritism of left vs. right parties (grouping per CHES 
2024). 

TENDENCY (L − R) 2.9 / 10 Left-favoring 

 

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

← Left Right → 

Source: Chapel Hill Expert Survey 2024 — chesdata.eu | Jolly et al., Electoral Studies, 2022 | Thresholds: Pew Research Center 

 

This section provides political context and does not contribute to the overall score. 

 

  

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
https://www.chesdata.eu/
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.electstud.2021.102420
https://www.pewresearch.org/
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POLITICAL LANDSCAPE 

 

Party CHES L-R Rating 

Podemos 1.50 Left 

Sumar 2.00 Left 

ERC 3.00 Left 

PSOE 3.60 Left 

PNV 5.80 Centre 

Cs 6.50 Right 

PP 7.00 Right 

Vox 9.30 Right 

 

The Chapel Hill Expert Survey (CHES 2024) is an academic survey of 609 political scientists in 31 countries. Each party is rated on 
a scale from 0 (far left) to 10 (far right). 
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CHAPTER 1 — PARTY BIAS 

 

Party Score (-
5..+5) 

Representation in the programme vs. programmatic position 

PSOE +2 09:22–10:47 "Of course I am here in my capacity as PSOE candidate" — 
Programmatic position: selective regularisation, territorial dialogue — Correctly 
represented; Montero defends her position without the programme questioning the 
substance of the accusations regarding Plus Ultra. Slight editorial overprotection. 

PP -3 00:22–04:15 "The Partido Popular had not spoken of national priority until VOX came 
along" — Programmatic position: orderly immigration, rootedness, legality — Position 
distorted: PP is presented as adopting VOX's positions, without developing its legal 
argument on rootedness. The Bárcenas trial is accumulated without counterweight. 

VOX -2 04:08–04:15 "We are going to continue with the principle of national priority in all 
regions of Spain" — Programmatic position: national priority, deportation, border 
closure — Position correctly presented in its literal terms, but framed as 
unconstitutional and xenophobic without independent legal analysis. 

SUMAR +3 03:45–03:52 "Being racist should not even be considered decent or legal [...] 
because they are racists" — Programmatic position: broad regularisation, full rights, 
against discrimination — Its most extreme characterisations are included without 
editorial distancing, which amounts to an implicit validation of its interpretive 
framework. 

ERC 0 Does not appear in the programme in any significant way. 

PNV 0 20:51–20:56 "PNV changed its vote. Abstention in Congress against in the Upper 
House" — Factual mention without development of programmatic position. 

 

Summary of party bias 

•  Most accurate representation: PNV (Score 0) — Factual mention without distortion, though also without 
development. 

•  Greatest distortion: SUMAR (Score +3) — Its most extreme characterisations are editorially validated; PP (Score -
3) — Its legal position on rootedness is distorted through the technique of guilt by association. 

•  Average deviation from 0: 1.67 points 

•  Conclusion: The programme displays a systematic bias favourable to the coalition government parties (PSOE, 
Sumar) and unfavourable to the opposition parties (PP, VOX). The most significant distortion affects PP, whose 
differentiated position from VOX on rootedness is minimised through the technique of guilt by association. The 
editorial validation of Sumar's characterisations ("racists", "xenophobic") without distancing constitutes the most 
serious irregularity from the standpoint of informational pluralism. 

Overall left-right tendency 

TENDENCY SCORE: +2.1 

(Positive = favourable to the left, Negative = favourable to the right, 0.0 = balanced) 

CLASSIFICATION: Favourable to the left 

Justification: The programme displays a tendency favourable to the left that manifests itself in four converging 
dimensions: (1) the framing of the debate on national priority within the coalition government's interpretive framework; 
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(2) the selection of sources and experts aligned with the progressive agenda; (3) the temporal structure that opens 
and closes with framings favourable to the government; and (4) the editorial validation of extreme characterisations 
from left-wing parties without equivalent distancing. This tendency does not reach the level of "strongly favourable to 
the left" because the programme includes thematically neutral blocks and does not actively distort verifiable facts, but 
it clearly exceeds the threshold of clear bias on the left-right spectrum. 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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CHAPTER 2 — PROGRAMME INFORMATION AND THEMATIC FRAMEWORK 

 

Programme data 

•  Title: Weekly parliamentary summary programme (magazine format) — RTVE (channel not specified in transcript, 
presumably Canal 24h or La 1) 

•  Date (from filename): Not specified in the provided text; internal content suggests the week of Guardiola's 
investiture in Extremadura and Azcón's in Aragón, Montero's appearance before the Senate, visit by María Corina 
Machado — context: summer/autumn 2023 

•  Presenter / Reporter: Not identified by name in the transcript; guiding voice in off and studio presentation 

•  Persons interviewed (with role/party/affiliation): 

Actors Role Party/Affiliation Political spectrum 

María Guardiola President of the Junta de 
Extremadura (invested) 

PP 7.0 (centre-right) 

Óscar Fernández VOX leader in 
Extremadura, future vice-
president 

VOX 9.0 (far right) 

PSOE spokesperson 
(unidentified) 

Government MP PSOE 3.5 (centre-left) 

Sumar spokesperson 
(unidentified) 

Government MP Sumar 2.0 (left) 

Junts spokesperson 
(unidentified) 

MP Junts 6.0 (Catalan centre-right) 

Government 
minister/spokesperson 
(unidentified) 

Minister PSOE/Government 3.5 

Mariano Rajoy Former Prime Minister, 
judicial witness 

PP (former) 7.0 

Luis Bárcenas Former PP treasurer, 
accused 

PP (former) — 

Dolores de Cospedal Former PP secretary-
general, witness 

PP (former) 7.0 

María Jesús Montero Minister of Finance / PSOE 
candidate in Andalusia 

PSOE 3.5 

Javier Hidalgo Former Globalia executive Business — 

María Corina Machado Venezuelan opposition 
leader 

Venezuelan opposition — 

Román Orús Scientist, co-founder of 
Multiverse Computing, UN-
AI panel 

Technology expert — 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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Rural Spain representatives Citizens/senators Diverse — 

Gabriela (mother) Citizen affected by food 
allergies 

Civilian — 

AEPNAA representatives Spanish Association of 
People with Food Allergies 

Health NGO — 

COGAM representatives LGBTI collective (40th 
anniversary) 

LGBTI activism — 

Millie / Manolita Chen Historic LGBTI activists Activism — 

 

Main topic 

Weekly summary of Spanish parliamentary activity, structured around the debate on "national priority" vs. 
"rootedness" in the PP-VOX agreements in Extremadura and Aragón, with secondary blocks on the Bárcenas/Rajoy 
case, Montero's appearance before the Senate, the visit by María Corina Machado, AI regulation, rural Spain, 
housing, food allergies, and the 40th anniversary of COGAM. 

Debate context 

The programme is broadcast at a moment of high political polarisation in Spain, with the formation of PP-VOX regional 
governments in Extremadura and Aragón that introduce the concept of "national priority" in access to social benefits. 
This concept is challenged by the central government (PSOE-Sumar) and its parliamentary partners as 
unconstitutional and discriminatory, while PP reframes it as "rootedness". Simultaneously, the Bárcenas case keeps 
PP in the judicial spotlight, and the visit by María Corina Machado generates diplomatic tension between the 
government and the Venezuelan opposition. The programme operates in a context in which RTVE is perceived as 
close to the coalition government, making the analysis of informational balance especially relevant. 

Comprehensiveness score: 3/10 

Justification: Of the ten perspectives identified, only two are fully addressed ([B] and partially [J]), three appear in 
incomplete or biased form ([A], [C], [F]), and five are completely absent ([D], [E], [G], [H], [I]). The programme 
systematically privileges the voices of the government and its partners over those of the opposition and those directly 
affected. 

Absent voices 

•  Independent constitutional law expert: Would have provided a technical analysis of the real constitutionality of the 
rootedness and national priority criteria, without political affiliation. 

•  Immigrant or foreign resident affected: Would have humanised the debate on national priority from the perspective 
of those directly suffering the effects of the policies. 

•  Representative of PP's legal defence in the Bárcenas case: Would have balanced the coverage of the trial with 
arguments from the accused party. 

•  Independent Venezuelan political analyst: Would have contextualised Machado's visit without the evaluative 
weight of the Spanish government. 

•  Owner or landlord affected by the housing law: Would have balanced the housing debate, dominated by the 
perspective of tenants and the government. 

•  Critic of AI regulation (technology sector or liberal academia): Would have introduced the debate on the risks of 
over-regulation. 

•  Representative of rural communities critical of the central government: Would have balanced the rural Spain block, 
which presents the Council of Ministers' policies favourably. 

•  Expert in comparative migration policy: Would have contextualised the debate on national priority within the 
European framework. 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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CHAPTER 3 — 15 CRITERIA: DETAILED ANALYSIS 
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2. SOURCE DEPTH CHECK 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

Claims without primary source = penalty points (rumour check) 

 

Total score: 7/10 

Expert 1: Román Orús — Scientist, co-founder of Multiverse Computing, member of the UN panel on AI 

Timestamp 12:26–15:46 

Statement 
*"It is true that, as Elon Musk says, there cannot be more referees on the pitch than players, but 
on the other hand technology must be regulated so that society can adopt it"* 

Framing: Presented as a neutral scientific expert from the UN panel; however, he is co-founder of a technology 
company with a direct interest in the regulatory framework. 

Absent countervoice: An academic critical of regulatory capture by the technology industry, or a digital rights expert 
with a different perspective. 

 

In-depth source verification: 

(a) FUNDING: Multiverse Computing is a private quantum computing company based in San Sebastián. Orús has a 
direct economic interest in the AI regulatory framework. The UN panel is publicly funded internationally, but Orús's 
participation combines a public mandate with private interest. 

(b) MANDATE: The UN panel's mandate is to advise on regulation; compatible with technical analysis, but not with 
absolute neutrality when the expert has business interests in the regulated sector. 

D1 Conflict of interest: -1 — Co-founder of a company in the regulated sector; interest in industry-friendly regulation. 
D2 Personal risk: +1 — Public position with some exposure, though limited. 
D3 Technical competence: +2 — Quantum physicist with publications; competent in technical AI. 
D4 Consistency of opinion: 0 — Insufficient prior data to evaluate. 
D5 Emotion vs. data: +1 — Predominantly technical discourse, though with appeals to "ambition". 
D6 Source level: +1 — Primary source in his field, though secondary in regulatory policy. 
TOTAL: +4 → TRAFFIC LIGHT: AMBER 

(c) PROFESSIONAL EXPERTISE: The presentation as a UN panel member frames Orús as a neutral institutional 
voice, concealing his status as a businessman in the sector. This activates Technique no. 12 (source selection). 

Expert 2: Head of climatology at AEMET (Valencia region) — appearance before the DANA commission 

Timestamp 12:01–12:24 

Statement 
*"managing an emergency reactively when water is already in the channels [...] is like trying to 
cure cancer when there is already metastasis"* 

Framing: Presented as a neutral technical expert; his appearance before the DANA commission implies a political 
context (responsibility of the PP regional government of Valencia). 

Absent countervoice: A representative of the regional government of Valencia or an emergency management expert 
with a different perspective on the response protocols. 

 

In-depth source verification: 

(a) FUNDING: AEMET is a state public agency, dependent on the Ministry for Ecological Transition (PSOE-Sumar 
government). Potential conflict of interest: its statements may be used to attribute responsibility to the PP regional 
government. 
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(b) MANDATE: Technical-scientific mandate; compatible with meteorological analysis, but its use in a political 
context requires caution. 

D1 Conflict of interest: -1 — Agency dependent on the central government, whose statements politically benefit the executive 
over the PP regional government. 
D2 Personal risk: +1 — Public appearance with some exposure. 
D3 Technical competence: +2 — Climatology expert; competent in his field. 
D4 Consistency of opinion: +1 — Technical position consistent with AEMET protocols. 
D5 Emotion vs. data: 0 — Mix of technical data and emotional metaphor ("metastasis"). 
D6 Source level: +2 — Direct primary source. 
TOTAL: +5 → TRAFFIC LIGHT: GREEN (with reservation due to institutional conflict) 

(c) PROFESSIONAL EXPERTISE: The presentation as "head of AEMET" frames his statements as purely 
technical, without signalling the political context of the commission nor the institutional dependency of the agency. 

Absent expert groups: 

•  Independent constitutional law expert on the legality of the PP-VOX agreements. 

•  Expert in comparative European migration policy. 

•  Independent Venezuelan political analyst on Machado's visit. 

 

Source Credibility Overview: 

Source D1 D2 D3 D4 D5 D6 Total Signal 

Román Orús — Scientist, 
co-founder of Multiverse 
Computing, member of 
the UN panel on AI 

-1 +1 +2 0 +1 +1 +4 AMBER 

Head of climatology at 
AEMET (Valencia region) 
— appearance before the 
DANA commission 

-1 +1 +2 +1 0 +2 +5 GREEN 

 

Summary (matrix result per expert): 

•  Román Orús: AMBER — Undeclared business conflict of interest; presented as a neutral institutional voice. 

•  AEMET head of climatology: GREEN with reservation — High technical competence, but institutional dependency 
on the central government not signalled in political context. 
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2. SOURCE SELECTION 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

Claims without primary source = penalty points (rumour check) 

 

Total score: 7/10 

Source 1: AEMET (State Meteorological Agency) 

Timestamp 
12:01–12:24 — Statement: *"already at 7 in the morning the agency warned that there could be 
catastrophic damage to people"* 

(a) Funding and ownership: State public agency, dependent on the Ministry for Ecological Transition (PSOE-
Sumar government). 

(b) Structural conflict of interest: Its statements before the DANA commission may be used to attribute 
responsibility to the PP regional government of Valencia, politically benefiting the central government. 

(c) Is there a missing source offering a contrasting perspective? Yes — the Valencia regional government (PP) has 
no voice in this block. 

Absent counterweight source: Representative of the Valencia regional government or emergency management 
expert with a different perspective. 

 

Source 2: AEPNAA (Spanish Association of People with Food Allergies) 

Timestamp 
27:05–27:20 — Statement: *"has requested in Congress a common regulation to deal with this 
illness in all schools"* 

(a) Funding: Patient NGO; presumed mixed funding (member fees, public grants, possible pharmaceutical 
sponsorships — not specified in the transcript). 

(b) Mandate: Compatible with the demand for regulation; no evident conflict of interest in this context. 

(c) Is there a missing contrasting source? Not relevant in this block; the topic of food allergies is not politically 
controversial. 

Absent counterweight source: Not necessary in this context. 

 

Source 3: COGAM (Collective of Lesbians, Gays, Transsexuals and Bisexuals of Madrid) 

Timestamp 
28:03–30:15 — Statement: *"Building new discourses, raising the needs of our collective, which 
continue to be many"* 

(a) Funding: LGBTI activism NGO; mixed funding (public grants from the Madrid City Council and regional 
government, fees, donations). 

(b) Mandate: Advocacy organisation; not a neutral source but an interested party in the debate on LGBTI rights. 

(c) Is there a missing contrasting source? Yes — no perspective critical of current LGBTI policies is included, even 
though legitimate positions exist in the public debate. 

Absent counterweight source: Family law expert with a different perspective, or representative of organisations that 
question aspects of LGBTI legislation. 
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Summary: The programme's sources are predominantly public agencies dependent on the central government 
and advocacy NGOs aligned with the progressive agenda, without independent sources to balance the politically 
sensitive blocks. 
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3. TIME DISTRIBUTION 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Total score: 6/10 

Estimated speaking time: 

•  Government voices (PSOE, Sumar, partners): approx. 8 min. (27%) 

•  Opposition voices (PP, VOX): approx. 4 min. (13%) 

•  Neutral/civilian voices (experts, citizens, activists): approx. 10 min. (33%) 

•  Presenter narration: approx. 8 min. (27%) 

Methodological note: "Neutral voices" include blocks (AI, rural Spain, allergies, COGAM) that for the most part 
present perspectives compatible with the coalition government's agenda (AI regulation, rural investment, LGBTI 
rights), which shifts the real balance towards positions aligned with the government. 

Summary: The formal distribution shows a 2:1 ratio between government and opposition voices in the political 
blocks. If the thematic alignment of the "neutral" blocks is considered, the real imbalance is greater. 
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4. OMISSION (Selective Omission) 8/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Total score: 8/10 

Omission 1: 

Context Total absence of an independent legal expert on the constitutionality of the PP-VOX agreements. 

Relevant at: 00:22–04:15 

Effect 
The viewer receives only the characterisation of "unconstitutional" from political sources 
(government and its partners), without technical verification. PP's position on the legality of 
rootedness is left without expert support. 

 

Omission 2: 

Context 
No mention is made of the fact that María Corina Machado declined to meet with the Spanish 
government because it maintains diplomatic relations with the Maduro regime. 

Relevant at: 16:12–18:01 

Effect 
The viewer receives only the governmental interpretation (Machado as an "ideological leader" 
meeting "the far right"), without the context that explains her decision from her own perspective. 

 

Omission 3: 

Context 
In the housing block, no voice is included from owners, landlords, or experts favourable to the 
PP's law. 

Relevant at: 19:41–22:27 

Effect 
The housing debate is presented as a confrontation between the government's plan (positive, 7 
billion euros, protection of the public housing stock) and the PP's law (questioned by an activist 
who interrupts the plenary session), without a balanced perspective. 

 

Summary: The programme systematically omits independent expert voices and perspectives that would balance 
the narrative favourable to the government, especially in the blocks on national priority, Venezuela, and housing. 
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6. GUILT BY ASSOCIATION 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Total score: 7/10 

Association 1: 

Timestamp 00:22–00:26 

Quote 
*"The Partido Popular had not spoken of national priority until VOX came along and raised the 
issue."* 

Technique: A causal chain PP ← VOX is established, implying that PP has adopted VOX's positions. The 
association with VOX (far-right party) functions as discrediting by ideological contagion. 

Effect 
The viewer associates PP's policies with the far right, even though PP reframes them as 
"rootedness" with a different legal basis. 

 

Association 2: 

Timestamp 17:12–17:24 

Quote 
*"she has decided to meet only with one part of the Spanish political spectrum, with the Spanish 
far right"* 

Technique: María Corina Machado is associated with "the Spanish far right" on the grounds of meeting with PP and 
not with the government. The association implies that her cause (democracy in Venezuela) is contaminated by the 
political company she keeps. 

Effect 
The viewer may infer that Machado is an ideologically extreme figure, when in reality she is an 
internationally recognised opposition leader. 

 

Verification for persons framed as problematic: 

María Corina Machado: 

•  Does she work with verifiable primary sources? YES — Her denunciations of the Venezuelan regime are 
documented by international organisations (HRW, Amnesty International, UN). 

•  Are her claims falsifiable? YES — Her denunciations of electoral fraud and repression are verifiable. 

•  Personal risk: She has suffered political disqualification, detention, threats, and exile. Risk > Benefit. 

•  Gain: International media attention, but at the cost of real vital risk. 

•  Net: Risk >> Benefit → elevated credibility. 

•  Tone: Political discourse with verifiable data; acknowledges the complexity of the Venezuelan situation. 

•  CATEGORY: A — Political leader with verifiable methodology, high personal risk, documented denunciations. The 
programme's framing as a figure who meets with "the far right" is framing, not factual description. 

Chain of association: PP → VOX → "far right" → Machado (for meeting with PP/VOX) 

Summary (category assignment with matrix justification): 
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•  María Corina Machado: Category A — The programme's framing as an ally of "the far right" is political framing, not 
factual description. Her democratic credentials are internationally documented. 

•  PP: Associated with VOX through a causal chain without verification that the positions are identical. 
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7. TIMING 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Total score: 6/10 

Finding 1: 

Position: 00:00–00:57 (beginning) 

Content: The programme opens with the most charged quotes from the debate on national priority: "kick the 
Constitution", "principle of non-discrimination", "Priority for rootedness". 

Timing effect: The viewer first receives the government's framing (unconstitutionality, discrimination) before hearing 
PP's position. The primacy effect consolidates the negative interpretive framework towards the PP-VOX 
agreements. 

 

Finding 2: 

Position: 28:03–30:15 (end) 

Content: The programme closes with the block on COGAM's 40th anniversary, with emotional testimonies about the 
LGBTI struggle, Francoism, and hate speech on social media. 

Timing effect: The emotional close with a cause associated with the progressive left (LGBTI rights) leaves the 
viewer with a final impression of progressive values as the programme's frame of reference. 

 

Finding 3: 

Position: 07:10–09:00 (middle) 

Content: The block on the Bárcenas-Rajoy trial is placed immediately after the debate on national priority, keeping 
PP in a continuously negative spotlight. 

Timing effect: The accumulation of negative blocks on PP (national priority → Bárcenas trial) without interruption 
reinforces the party's negative image. 

 

Summary: The programme's temporal structure places the framings most favourable to the government at the 
beginning and end (primacy and recency effect), while concentrating negative blocks on PP in the first half. 
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8. SELECTIVE OUTRAGE 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

Outrage = bias. Selective outrage amplifies the finding. Score = outrage level (0–5) + selectivity (0–5) 

 

Total score: 6/10 

Methodological principle (v2.2): Before each assessment, the triggering event is documented. A reaction can only 
be assessed as selective if comparable events involving other positions did not generate an analogous reaction. 

Finding 1: 

Timestamp 03:45–03:57 

Triggering event: The PP-VOX agreements include the criterion of "national priority" in access to social benefits. 

Reaction: "Being racist should not even be considered decent or legal or whatever you want to call it, because they 
are racists. That agreement is unconstitutional. Xenophobic ideology." — Included without editorial distancing. 

Comparison 
Analogous event — the government's (Sumar's) mass regularisation policies, which also establish 
differentiated access criteria, generate no expression of outrage in the programme. 

Asymmetry: Demonstrable — the outrage at PP-VOX access criteria has no equivalent in relation to the 
government's access criteria. 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp 17:12–17:27 

Triggering event: María Corina Machado declines to meet with the Prime Minister. 

Reaction: "she has already chosen to act as an ideological leader [...] An attitude which, according to the minister, is 
disrespectful to those she once asked for refuge in the embassy" — The minister's outrage is included without 
questioning. 

Comparison 
Analogous event — the Spanish government has declined to meet with Venezuelan opposition 
representatives on multiple occasions; this attitude generates no outrage in the programme. 

Asymmetry: Demonstrable — the outrage at Machado's decision has no equivalent in relation to the Spanish 
government's decisions regarding Venezuela. 

 

Summary: The programme includes expressions of outrage from government sources at the positions of PP-VOX 
and figures critical of the government, without generating equivalent reactions to the positions or decisions of the 
coalition government. 
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Soft Facts — 6 qualitative techniques 

 

10. FRAMING 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Total score: 7/10 

Finding 1: 

Timestamp 00:22–00:36 

Quote 
*"The Partido Popular had not spoken of national priority until VOX came along and raised the 
issue. So now they are not going to define what it is or is not."* 

Manipulation 
The framing positions PP as a party that has adopted VOX's positions, implying ideological 
contamination. The phrase "they are not going to define what it is" denies PP the capacity to 
interpret its own agreements. 

Why it is problematic: The viewer receives the impression that PP is acting in bad faith and that its distinction 
between "rootedness" and "national priority" is a tactical manoeuvre, not a genuine position. This predisposes the 
viewer negatively before PP can explain its stance. 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp 03:45–03:57 

Quote 
*"Being racist should not even be considered decent or legal or whatever you want to call it, 
because they are racists. That agreement is unconstitutional."* 

Manipulation 
The quote from a government partner (Sumar or Bildu) that labels PP and VOX as "racists" is 
included without counterweight or questioning by the moderator, integrating it into the 
informational narrative as if it were a fact. 

Why it is problematic: Incorporating an accusation of racism without verification or right of reply is equivalent to 
editorially validating it. The viewer cannot distinguish between political opinion and verified fact. 

 

Finding 3: 

Timestamp 17:12–17:24 

Quote 
*"she has already chosen to act as an ideological leader and for that reason has decided to meet 
only with one part of the Spanish political spectrum, with the Spanish far right"* 

Manipulation 
María Corina Machado's visit is framed from the perspective of the Spanish government 
(unidentified minister), which labels her an "ideological leader" meeting "the far right". This framing 
converts a diplomatic visit into an act of ideological alignment. 

Why it is problematic: The alternative framing is not offered — that Machado declined to meet with a government 
that maintains relations with Maduro — nor are independent analysts consulted. The viewer receives only the 
governmental interpretation. 
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Summary: The programme systematically frames topics from the perspective of the coalition government, 
presenting PP and VOX positions as derived from bad faith or extreme ideology, while government positions are 
presented as a defence of legality and rights. 
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11. WORD AND TERM CHOICE 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Total score: 7/10 

Finding 1: 

Timestamp 03:45–03:48 

Quote 
*"Being racist should not even be considered decent or legal or whatever you want to call it, 
because they are racists."* 

Manipulation 
The term "racists" is introduced into the informational narrative without editorial distancing 
quotation marks or explicit attribution as political opinion. 

Why it is problematic: A neutral alternative would have been: "the spokesperson for [party] described the agreement 
as 'racist', a characterisation PP rejected". The absence of distancing converts the accusation into a description. 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp 03:57 

Quote *"Xenophobic ideology."* 

Manipulation 
Term attributed to a government spokesperson or its partners, included without counterweight in 
the programme's narrative flow. 

Why it is problematic: "Xenophobic" is a term with moral and legal weight. Its inclusion without questioning or right 
of reply from PP is equivalent to editorial validation. Neutral alternative: "described as xenophobic by the 
government's partners". 

 

Finding 3: 

Timestamp 17:22–17:24 

Quote *"with the Spanish far right"* 

Manipulation 
The programme's voice (or the minister quoted without clear distancing) labels PP as "far right", 
when PP positions itself as centre-right and is not classified as far right by any standard academic 
index. 

Why it is problematic: Conflating PP with "far right" is a factual distortion. A precise alternative: "with the Partido 
Popular and other opposition parties". 

 

Summary: The programme uses charged terminology ("racists", "xenophobic", "far right") originating from 
government sources without editorial distancing, converting political opinions into apparently objective 
descriptions. 
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12. MODERATION BEHAVIOUR 5/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Total score: 5/10 

Methodological principle (v2.2): Before each assessment, the triggering event is documented. An intervention can 
only be assessed as asymmetric if comparable events involving other guests did not generate an analogous 
intervention. 

Finding 1: 

Timestamp 02:56–02:58 

Triggering event: The moderator introduces the debate on national priority with the question: "How is the debate on 
national priority going? Mr Loraños, are you very worried about Extremadura?" 

Quote 
(moderator) 

*"How is the debate on national priority going? Mr Loraños, are you very worried about 
Extremadura?"* 

Comparison 
No equivalent question is put to a PP or VOX representative about their concern regarding the 
constitutionality of the government's criticism. The question presupposes concern in the 
government interlocutor. 

Asymmetry: Partially demonstrable — the question is framed within the government's framework (concern about the 
PP-VOX agreements), without a symmetrical question to PP about its concern regarding the accusations of 
unconstitutionality. 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp 10:23–10:47 

Triggering event: Montero responds to a question about Begoña Gómez by describing it as "offensive". 

Quote 
(moderator/commission 
chair) 

*"Please calm down"* / *"Ms Montero, as chair I am the one who will direct the debate"* 

Comparison 
In the block on Rajoy (07:31–08:12), the former president's denials generate no 
equivalent moderating intervention protecting the accusing party. 

Asymmetry: Limited — the intervention of the commission chair (not the programme moderator) protects Montero 
from uncomfortable questions; the programme includes this without critical commentary. 

 

Finding 3: 

Timestamp 06:08–06:18 

Triggering event: PP's second-in-command reproaches Armengol for having lied during the trial in the face masks 
case. 

Quote 
(Armengol) 

*"I will remind you in the best of tones that there is nothing more cowardly than addressing the 
only person in this Chamber who cannot defend herself."* 
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Comparison 
Armengol's response is included in full and with a tone of dignity; PP's accusation is presented as 
a "reproach" without developing the substance of the accusation (the 65 UCO messages). 

Asymmetry: Demonstrable — the programme dedicates more time and a more favourable tone to Armengol's 
response than to the substance of PP's accusation. 

 

Summary: The moderation behaviour shows a moderate asymmetry: interventions that protect or favour 
government representatives receive more space and a more favourable tone than those that question their 
positions. 
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13. QUESTION ASYMMETRY 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Total score: 6/10 

Asymmetry 1: 

To Montero (PSOE), 09:22–10:47: "Do you believe or not that Begoña Gómez made representations to secure the 
European rescue?" — Hard (direct question about the conduct of the president's family member) 

To Guardiola (PP), 04:25–05:06: No direct question; her position is summarised in off-screen narration without 
direct interpellation. — Absence of question 

Comparison 
Montero receives direct and challenging questions in the Senate commission; Guardiola is not 
directly challenged on the constitutionality of the agreements. 

 

Asymmetry 2: 

To Rajoy (PP), 07:31–08:12: Rajoy's statements are presented as denials ("Absolutely false") without the 
programme adding context to question them. 

To Montero (PSOE), 09:46–10:47: Montero's appearance is presented with the context that "the Electoral Board did 
not uphold her appeal and forced her to appear", framing her presence as forced and unjust. 

Comparison 
The framing of Montero's appearance is more favourable (victim of partisan use) than that of 
Rajoy (accused who denies). 

 

Asymmetry 3: 

To government representatives on housing, 21:54–22:27: "The plan includes 300 euros per month for young 
people's rent" — Descriptive and positive presentation, without critical question. 

To the PP's housing law, 21:39–21:48: "Do you really believe that an entire family can live on 900 euros a month?" 
— Critical rhetorical question included in the narrative. 

Comparison 
The PP's law receives a critical rhetorical question; the government's plan receives neutral-
positive description. 

 

Summary: The questions and framing of responses are systematically more favourable to government positions 
than to those of the opposition, with a consistent difference in tone and rigour throughout the programme. 
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14. FALSE BALANCE 5/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Total score: 5/10 

Finding 1: 

Timestamp 01:00–01:06 

Construction: "PP and VOX confronting national priority and rootedness, the two criteria they have included in their 
government agreements in Extremadura and Aragón" 

Analysis 

The programme presents the debate as a confrontation between PP and VOX (two opposition 
parties), omitting that the real debate is between the central government and the PP-VOX regional 
governments. This false internal balance within the opposition conceals the real imbalance 
between government and opposition. 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp 20:38–22:27 

Construction: "the same week in which Congress endorsed the Partido Popular's plan [...] These are their 
similarities and differences" 

Analysis 

The programme presents the PP's law and the government's plan as two comparable proposals, 
but devotes more time and a more favourable tone to the government's plan (7 billion euros, 
protection of the public housing stock) than to the PP's law (questioned by an activist who 
interrupts the plenary session). The formal "balance" conceals the imbalance in treatment. 

 

Summary: The programme uses structures of apparent balance (PP vs. VOX, PP law vs. government plan) that in 
reality conceal underlying imbalances in informational treatment. 

 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch


 

Schweizerischer Verein für ausgewogene Berichterstattung 
Association suisse pour une information équilibrée 
Associazione svizzera per un reporting equilibrato 

 

 
 

President: Schlaepfer, David  -  Contact: kontakt@SVFAB.ch  - Address:    SVFAB, P/O-Box, CH-8021 Zurich 1 
Page 25 

 

 

15. AGENDA-SETTING 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Total score: 7/10 

Finding 1: 

Agenda item established: "National priority" is presented as an inherently discriminatory and unconstitutional 
concept, not as a legitimate political proposal subject to legal debate. 

Timestamp 
00:29–04:15 — Evidence: *"kick the Constitution"*, *"racists"*, *"xenophobic"*, *"unconstitutional"* 
— all these characterisations are presented as descriptions, not as opinions. 

Alternative agenda: The debate on criteria for access to social benefits in contexts of limited resources is a 
legitimate public policy matter across Europe; it could have been framed as a social policy debate with multiple 
perspectives. 

 

Finding 2: 

Agenda item established: AI regulation is presented as an urgent and unquestionable necessity, with Spain as a 
potential leader. 

Timestamp 
12:39–15:46 — Evidence: *"the former prime minister was inaugurating the event with a challenge 
for Spain to lead the race for responsible technology"* 

Alternative agenda: The risks of over-regulation, regulatory capture by major technology companies, or the debate 
on European technological sovereignty do not enter the agenda. 

 

Finding 3: 

Agenda item established: LGBTI rights are presented as a democratic achievement under threat, with "hate speech 
on social media" as the main threat. 

Timestamp 
28:13–30:15 — Evidence: *"They want to push us back into the closet and we are certainly not 
going to stand for that"*, *"hate speech that is completely destructive"* 

Alternative agenda: The debate on specific aspects of LGBTI legislation (for example, the trans law) that generate 
legitimate controversy does not enter the programme's agenda. 

 

Summary: The programme takes as self-evident the coalition government's interpretive frameworks 
(unconstitutionality of PP-VOX, necessity of AI regulation, LGBTI rights under threat), without subjecting these 
frameworks to questioning. 
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59. FIGURES MANIPULATION 4/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Total score: 4/10 

Finding 1: 

Timestamp 03:58–04:01 

Figure: "In favour 33, against 310. Among the noes is the Partido Popular." 

Absent context: No explanation is given that PP voted against the VOX motion because it put forward a 
replacement amendment that VOX rejected. The numerical data presents PP as opposed to "national priority" 
without clarifying that its opposition was to VOX's formulation, not to the principle itself. 

Effect 
The viewer may infer that PP rejects national priority, when in reality it rejected VOX's version for 
considering it more restrictive than its own concept of rootedness. 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp 19:24–19:30 

Figure: "85% of Spaniards live in just 16% of our territory" 

Absent context: Data presented without source, date, or European comparison. Although the figure is approximately 
correct, its presentation without context prevents the viewer from assessing whether the situation is better or worse 
than in comparable countries. 

Effect Generates a sense of urgency about depopulated Spain without allowing comparative evaluation. 

 

Summary: The manipulation of figures is moderate; the most relevant case is the presentation of the voting result 
on the VOX motion without explaining PP's nuanced position. 
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CHAPTER 4 — OVERALL EVALUATION 

 

OVERALL EVALUATION OF THE 15 CRITERIA 

 

Individual Scores — All 15 Criteria 

No. Criterion Score Rating 

2 SOURCE DEPTH CHECK 7 ●●●● 

2 SOURCE SELECTION 7 ●●●● 

3 TIME DISTRIBUTION 6 ●●● 

4 OMISSION (Selective Omission) 8 ●●●● 

6 GUILT BY ASSOCIATION 7 ●●●● 

7 TIMING 6 ●●● 

8 SELECTIVE OUTRAGE 6 ●●● 

10 FRAMING 7 ●●●● 

11 WORD AND TERM CHOICE 7 ●●●● 

12 MODERATION BEHAVIOUR 5 ●●● 

13 QUESTION ASYMMETRY 6 ●●● 

14 FALSE BALANCE 5 ●●● 

15 AGENDA-SETTING 7 ●●●● 

59 FIGURES MANIPULATION 4 ●● 

 

HARD FACTS SCORE (1-8) 6.7/10 
Serious deviation from the impartiality standard. High degree 
of deviation 

 

SOFT FACTS SCORE (9-14) 6.0/10 Significant imbalance 

 

OVERALL SCORE 6.4/10 
Serious deviation from the impartiality standard. 
High degree of deviation 

Average of Hardfacts and Softfacts 
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KEY — Score Definitions 

 

Individual Scores per Criterion (0–10) 

0 No finding No relevant anomaly detected. 

1–2 Weak finding Minor anomaly without substantial impact on balance. 

3–4 Slight to moderate finding Recognizable tendency; low to moderate impact relevance. 

5 
Moderate finding with 
impact 

Relevant imbalance affecting the audience's opinion-forming potential. 

6 
Significant finding 
(threshold) 

Scores of 6 and above are classified as 'significant findings.' 

7 Significant finding Clear, well-documented imbalance with distinct impact relevance. 

8–9 Severe finding 
Pronounced imbalance; multiple documented individual findings in this 
criterion. 

10 Maximum severity Systematic, pervasive imbalance in this criterion. 

 

Aggregated Deviation Index — Interpretation Ranges 

0.0 – 2.5 Unremarkable 
No significant patterns detected; broadcast meets the impartiality 
standard. 

2.6 – 4.0 Slight imbalance Isolated anomalies; statistically visible but within tolerance range. 

4.1 – 6.0 Significant imbalance 
Multiple significant findings; relevant impairment of perspective 
diversity. 

6.1 – 8.0 
Serious deviation from the 
impartiality standard. High 
degree of deviation 

Pronounced, cross-broadcast patterns; high impact relevance. 

8.1 – 10 
Fundamental systemic one-
sidedness. Very high bias degree 

Maximum severity across nearly all criteria; systematically one-
sided reporting. 

 

Party-Political Bias (-5 to +5) 

-5 to -3 
Strongly 
disadvantaged 

Party is significantly underrepresented in framing, airtime, or 
presentation. 

-2 to -1 Slightly disadvantaged Recognizable but minor disadvantage. 

0 Neutral No detectable favoritism or disadvantage. 

+1 to +2 Slightly favored Recognizable but minor favoritism. 

+3 to +5 Strongly favored Party is significantly overrepresented in framing, airtime, or presentation. 
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CHAPTER 5 — LEGAL FRAMEWORK (Law 17/2006 Art. 3) 

 

Assessment under Law 17/2006 Art. 3 

Law 17/2006 on state-owned radio and television requires truthfulness, impartiality, pluralism, and separation 
between information and opinion. 

Infringement 1: 

Standard: Law 17/2006 Art. 3 — Principle of impartiality and separation between information and opinion 

Facts: Inclusion of charged political characterisations without editorial distancing. 

Evidence: Timestamp 03:45–03:57 — Quote: "Being racist should not even be considered decent or legal or whatever 
you want to call it, because they are racists. That agreement is unconstitutional. Xenophobic ideology." 

Assessment: These characterisations originate from political sources (government partners) and are included in the 
informational narrative without explicit attribution as opinion nor counterweight from the characterised party. Article 3 
of Law 17/2006 requires RTVE to guarantee "the separation between information and opinion"; the inclusion of these 
characterisations without distancing violates this principle by presenting political opinions as objective descriptions. 

Infringement 2: 

Standard: Law 17/2006 Art. 3 — Principle of political pluralism 

Facts: Systematic absence of independent expert perspectives to balance the debate on the constitutionality of the 
PP-VOX agreements. 

Evidence: Timestamp 00:22–04:15 — The debate on national priority includes exclusively voices from the government 
and its partners who characterise the agreements as unconstitutional, without any independent legal expert analysing 
the matter technically. 

Assessment: Article 3 requires "political, social, cultural and linguistic pluralism". The absence of independent legal 
perspectives on a controversial constitutional matter, combined with the exclusive inclusion of voices that characterise 
the agreements as unconstitutional, violates the principle of pluralism by depriving the viewer of the elements 
necessary to form an informed opinion. 

Infringement 3: 

Standard: Law 17/2006 Art. 3 — Principle of truthfulness and impartiality 

Facts: Framing of María Corina Machado's visit exclusively from the perspective of the Spanish government. 

Evidence: Timestamp 17:12–17:24 — Quote: "she has already chosen to act as an ideological leader and for that 
reason has decided to meet only with one part of the Spanish political spectrum, with the Spanish far right" 

Assessment: The characterisation of PP as "far right" is factually inaccurate (PP is classified as centre-right by all 
standard academic indices) and is attributed to a minister without editorial distancing. Furthermore, the presentation of 
Machado's decision as an act of an "ideological leader" without including her own explanation violates the principle of 
truthfulness by offering a partial version of events. 

Overall assessment — Law 17/2006 Art. 3 

The programme analysed presents three identifiable infringements of the principles established in Article 3 of Law 
17/2006: (1) violation of the principle of separation between information and opinion through the inclusion of charged 
political characterisations without editorial distancing; (2) violation of the principle of pluralism due to the systematic 
absence of independent expert perspectives in politically sensitive blocks; and (3) violation of the principle of 
truthfulness through the attribution without distancing of factually inaccurate characterisations (PP as "far right"). 
These infringements are not isolated but structural, suggesting a systematic editorial pattern incompatible with RTVE's 
public service mandate. In proceedings before the CNMC or before the administrative courts, these infringements 
could underpin a claim for non-compliance with the mandate of impartiality and pluralism established in Law 17/2006. 
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CHAPTER 6 — Source Depth Check 

 

AEMET (State Meteorological Agency) 

1. FUNDING: State public agency; budget from the Ministry for Ecological Transition and the Demographic 
Challenge (PSOE-Sumar government). 100% state public funding. 

2. MANDATE: Technical-scientific mandate in meteorology and climatology; compatible with technical analysis of 
the DANA. However, its use in the context of a parliamentary commission on political responsibilities introduces a 
dimension that goes beyond the strictly technical mandate. 

3. CONFLICT OF INTEREST: Institutional dependency on the central government; its statements about the 
advance issuance of warnings may be used to attribute responsibility to the PP regional government of Valencia, 
politically benefiting the executive on which it depends. 

4. CREDIBILITY MATRIX: 

D1 Conflict of interest: -1 — Dependency on the central government in the context of a dispute with the PP regional 
government. 
D2 Personal risk: +1 — Public appearance with some institutional exposure. 
D3 Technical competence: +2 — Spain's highest meteorological authority. 
D4 Consistency: +1 — Position consistent with published AEMET protocols. 
D5 Emotion vs. data: 0 — Mix of technical data and emotional metaphor. 
D6 Source level: +2 — Direct primary source. 
TOTAL: +5 → TRAFFIC LIGHT: GREEN (with reservation due to institutional conflict in political context) 

5. COUNTERVOICE: The Valencia regional government (PP) has no voice in this block to explain its emergency 
management decisions. 

IMPORTANT: "Head of AEMET" is a technical qualification, not a political one. However, its use in the context of a 
parliamentary commission on political responsibilities requires signalling the institutional dependency. 

AEPNAA (Spanish Association of People with Food Allergies) 

1. FUNDING: Patient NGO; presumed mixed funding (member fees, public grants from health and education 
ministries, possible sponsorship from the pharmaceutical and food industry — not specified in the transcript). 

2. MANDATE: Representation of patients with food allergies; mandate compatible with the demand for regulation in 
school canteens. 

3. CONFLICT OF INTEREST: Institutional interest in the adoption of regulations that expand its relevance and 
funding; however, in this context the conflict is of low intensity given that the topic is not politically controversial. 

4. CREDIBILITY MATRIX: 

D1 Conflict of interest: 0 — Interest in regulation, but without a clear political adversary. 
D2 Personal risk: +1 — Moderate public exposure. 
D3 Technical competence: +1 — Experience in the field of food allergies from the patient perspective. 
D4 Consistency: +1 — Position consistent with its mandate. 
D5 Emotion vs. data: -1 — Use of emotional personal testimonies alongside statistical data. 
D6 Source level: 0 — Secondary source (represents patients, does not produce primary research). 
TOTAL: +2 → TRAFFIC LIGHT: AMBER 

5. COUNTERVOICE: Not necessary in this context; the topic of food allergies does not generate significant political 
controversy. 

COGAM (Collective of Lesbians, Gays, Transsexuals and Bisexuals of Madrid) 

1. FUNDING: LGBTI activism NGO; mixed funding (grants from Madrid City Council, Community of Madrid, Ministry 
of Equality, member fees, donations). Partial dependency on public funding from the coalition government. 

2. MANDATE: LGBTI advocacy organisation; explicitly political mandate focused on influencing policy. It is not a 
neutral source but an interested party in the debate on LGBTI rights. 
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3. CONFLICT OF INTEREST: Institutional interest in the expansion of LGBTI rights and in the narrative of ongoing 
threat (which justifies its existence and funding). Partial dependency on funding from the coalition government that 
promotes the LGBTI agenda. 

4. CREDIBILITY MATRIX: 

D1 Conflict of interest: -2 — Advocacy organisation with a direct interest in the narrative it promotes; partial financial 
dependency on the government. 
D2 Personal risk: +1 — Public exposure with some vulnerability. 
D3 Technical competence: +1 — Experience in LGBTI activism; not a source of academic research. 
D4 Consistency: +1 — Position consistent with its historical mandate. 
D5 Emotion vs. data: -2 — Predominance of emotional personal testimonies over verifiable data. 
D6 Source level: -1 — Tertiary source in terms of research; primary in terms of lived experience. 
TOTAL: -2 → TRAFFIC LIGHT: AMBER (at the lower limit) 

5. COUNTERVOICE: No perspective critical of aspects of current LGBTI legislation is included (for example, the 
debate on the trans law), even though legitimate positions exist in the public debate. 

IMPORTANT: COGAM is an advocacy organisation, not a neutral source. Its presentation in the programme as a 
representative voice of the LGBTI collective without signalling its character as an active political organisation 
constitutes a relevant editorial omission. 

End of analysis. Version 2.7-detail. Date of preparation of the analysis: in accordance with the data in the provided 
transcript. 

Legal and Methodological Notes 

No factual 
determination 

The results presented do not constitute factual determinations about individual persons, 
editorial teams, or broadcasts. They are the product of a standardized operationalization, 
not a finding of individual responsibility. 

 

No legal judgment 
The aggregated deviation index does not replace a legal assessment under Ley 17/2006 
Art. 3. The determination of whether a specific broadcast violates legal requirements is 
exclusively the responsibility of the competent authorities (in particular CNMC). 

 

No proof of 
causation 

Statistical correlations are not to be interpreted as proof of causal relationships or editorial 
intent. Deviation values may be influenced by topic selection, news environment, political 
controversy, or format logic. 

 

No judgment of 
intent 

The analysis measures observable structural characteristics of broadcasts. A score of 7 
means a significant imbalance was detected — not that the editorial team intended it. The 
methodology makes no claims about motives or strategic objectives. 

 

Heuristic 
comparison tool 

The index serves comparative pattern recognition across thousands of broadcasts, not 
precise metric measurement of individual segments. Threshold values serve heuristic 
orientation, not sharp legal qualification. 
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APPENDIX 1: NATIONAL BROADCASTING LAW 

 

MARCO JURIDICO PARA EL ANALISIS DE MEDIOS EN ESPANA: 

1. Ley 17/2006 (Ley de la radio y la television de titularidad estatal): 

Art. 3: «La Corporacion RTVE [...] debera garantizar [...] informacion 

objetiva, veraz y plural [...] independencia profesional y al pluralismo 

politico, social e ideologico.» 

(Informacion objetiva, veraz, plural; independencia profesional; pluralismo) 

Art. 24: Consejos de Informativos — organos de participacion profesional 

que velan por la independencia y la objetividad 

Art. 28: Pluralismo y derecho de acceso — la programacion debe reflejar 

«la pluralidad social, ideologica, politica y cultural de la sociedad espanola» 

2. Ley 13/2022 (Ley General de Comunicacion Audiovisual): 

Art. 9: «Los prestadores del servicio de comunicacion audiovisual [...] 

presentaran las noticias [...] de acuerdo con el derecho de los ciudadanos 

a recibir informacion veraz.» 

Principios: veracidad, calidad de la informacion, objetividad, imparcialidad 

Obligacion de «diferenciando de forma clara y comprensible entre informacion 

y opinion» 

Art. 5: Pluralismo — «pluralidad de la comunicacion audiovisual» reflejando 

«pluralismo ideologico y politico y diversidad cultural» 

Art. 50-56: Servicio publico — independencia, pluralismo, imparcialidad 

3. Mandato-marco a la Corporacion RTVE (2008, BOE-A-2008-11038): 

Art. 10: Principios de actuacion: 

(a) Independencia: «La Corporacion RTVE actuara con absoluta independencia 

sin que puedan recibir instrucciones» del Gobierno u otras instituciones 

(b) Neutralidad: Abstencion de posicionamiento ideologico mas alla de la 

defensa de los valores constitucionales 

(c) Pluralismo: La programacion dara cabida a todos los puntos de vista 

(c) PROFESSIONAL EXPERTISE: «La Corporacion RTVE mostrara los hechos con ecuanimidad 

clarificara las causas» — presentacion neutra de los hechos 

(e) Rigor: Verificacion con multiples fuentes, correccion de errores 

Art. 23: «Informacion y opinion deberan quedar claramente diferenciadas» 

(Separacion obligatoria entre informacion y opinion) 

4. LOREG (Ley Organica 5/1985, del Regimen Electoral General): 

Art. 66: Garantia de pluralismo politico y social en medios publicos 

durante periodos electorales: 

(1) Pluralismo, (2) Igualdad, (3) Proporcionalidad, (4) Neutralidad informativa 

Aplicacion: La Junta Electoral Central supervisa el cumplimiento 

5. Codigo Etico RTVE (1/2019): 

Principios: Integridad, responsabilidad profesional, actuacion etica 
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Los empleados deben cumplir la legislacion vigente y observar un 

comportamiento etico, proactivo y responsable 

6. Marco de referencia europeo: 

•  Informe sobre el Estado de Derecho UE (anual): documenta la situacion 

del pluralismo mediatico en Espana 

•  CEDH Art. 10: Libertad de expresion 

•  European Media Freedom Act (EMFA, 2024): nuevas disposiciones UE para 

la independencia de los medios 

•  RSF Press Freedom Index: Espana puesto 36 (2024) 

IMPORTANTE PARA EL ANALISIS: 

Espana tiene obligaciones formalmente rigurosas de equilibrio informativo 

(Ley 17/2006, Ley 13/2022, Mandato-marco). Sin embargo, no existe un 

organismo independiente externo con poder sancionador para quejas editoriales 

(el Defensor de la Audiencia es interno y voluntario, la CNMC solo supervisa 

aspectos tecnicos/publicitarios). Solo durante periodos electorales la Junta 

Electoral Central ejerce un control externo vinculante. 

El analisis mide respecto al texto legal formal — una puntuacion elevada 

indica que los estandares juridicos propios no se cumplen. 
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Reports and Membership at SVFAB 

 

At SVFAB.ch you will find detailed reports and can also commission custom analyses for any broadcast (billed separately). 

To ensure the quality of our work, we depend on membership fees and donations. 

 

Contact and further information: 

www.SVFAB.ch  |  Kontakt@SVFAB.ch 

 

Bank details:  PostFinance – POFICHBE 

IBAN:  CH32 0900 0000 1675 6251 1 

Beneficiary:  SVFAB, Postfach, CH-8021 Zürich 1 
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The following books are available from SVFAB 

Orders via www.svfab.ch or kontakt@svfab.ch 

 

 

Unbalanced Reporting is the response to the halving initiative in 
Switzerland: Manipulation techniques are explained in detail, starting 
with the selection of staff and sourcesThen 15 principles are explained: 
omission, framing, temporal framing, guilt by association, 
emotionalisation, context removal and many more, illustrated with 
numerous examples. Additionally, it becomes apparent where we 
ourselves apply these techniques – fostering not only awareness but 
also empathy.  
Optionally the book comes with playing cards.  
Also available as an audiobook.  

  

 

The interview is not a conversation. It is a stage – and someone else 
has written the script. 
Those who don’t know this deliver material. Good quotes that get cut 
wrong. Correct statements that end up in the wrong context. Honest 
answers framed as confessions. 
This book is not a media criticism book. It is a toolbox – for everyone 
who faces a microphone and wants to know what to do about it. 7 
chapters. 7 tools: What an interview really is. The 7 most common 
traps. The three principles of sovereignty – anchoring, reframing, 
setting boundaries. Preparation in one hour. Body and voice. What to 
do when things go wrong. And what matters after the interview. 
For politicians, activists, entrepreneurs, whistleblowers – for everyone 
who is in the public eye and wants to understand how the game 
works. So they stop playing along – and start shaping it. 
In A5 format. Direct. For preparation, reference, follow-up and when 
difficulties arise 
 

 

You think you see the world.In reality you see the frame someone 
has placed around it. Framing is the oldest and most elegant 
manipulation technique in the world. It doesn’t change the facts – it 
changes what we make of the facts. How we feel. What we believe. 
How we decide. And it works – because we all play along. Every day. 
Unconsciously. You too. This book is not a dry textbook. It is a 
workbook – playful, direct, full of real-life examples. You don’t just 
learn how others frame you. You learn how you yourself frame – and 
how you can use it consciously and fairly. 
Because whoever understands framing sees the world more clearly. 
Hears news differently. Conducts conversations more confidently. 
And no longer so easily accepts a frame chosen by someone else. 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch


 

Schweizerischer Verein für ausgewogene Berichterstattung 
Association suisse pour une information équilibrée 
Associazione svizzera per un reporting equilibrato 

 

 
 

President: Schlaepfer, David  -  Contact: kontakt@SVFAB.ch  - Address:    SVFAB, P/O-Box, CH-8021 Zurich 1 
Page 37 

 

With many exercises and concrete examples from politics, media and 
everyday life – and the occasional smile. 
Framing with style. Because the frame changes everything. 
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