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RTVE ANÁLISIS DETALLADO 

2026-05-07_La hora de La 1 - 07_05_26 

Broadcast: 2026-05-07  |  Analyzed: 2026-05-12 13:42 

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 POLITICAL BIAS 

 

Assessment by party 

Party Score (-
5..+5) 

Representation in the programme vs. programmatic position 

PSOE +2 05:26 "the Government will take the necessary legal measures" — Programmatic 
position (public management, institutional coordination): correctly represented and 
developed at length. The Health Minister has extensive space to defend the 
management. Slight favourable overrepresentation. 

PP -3 13:00 "We ask the President of the Government to remove her" — Programmatic 
position (opposition to the management, demand for accountability): represented 
only through anonymous sources and a correspondent, without a direct 
spokesperson. Koldo García's accusation against PP receives extensive coverage 
without equivalent reply. Programmatic position on mandatory quarantine (which 
coincides with the technical position of several experts) is not developed. 

VOX -4 90:38 "I was listening earlier to Santiago Abascal saying they want to bring an 
infected ship" — Programmatic position (caution about health risks, national 
sovereignty): represented only indirectly and with an explicitly negative frame 
("irresponsible", "xenophobic"). There is no direct representation or development of 
its arguments. 

SUMAR 0 Does not appear in the programme in an identifiable way. 

ERC 0 Does not appear in the programme. 

PNV 0 Does not appear in the programme. 

 

Summary of party bias 

•  Most accurate representation: PSOE (Score +2) 

•  Greatest distortion: VOX (Score -4) 

•  Average deviation from 0: 1.5 (calculated on the parties present: PSOE +2, PP -3, VOX -4; mean of absolute 
values: 3.0; mean with sign: -1.67) 

•  Conclusion: The programme presents a systematic distortion to the detriment of opposition parties, especially 
VOX, whose position on the cruise ship is framed as xenophobic and irresponsible without development of its 
arguments. PP receives formal coverage (the question "what does PP say?" is asked) but without direct 
representation equivalent to that of the Government. PSOE and the coalition Government receive broad and 
favourable coverage, with direct access for their representatives to the informational space. 

Overall left-right tendency 

TENDENCY SCORE: +2.1 

(Positive = favours the left, Negative = favours the right, 0.0 = balanced) 

CLASSIFICATION: Favours the left 

Justification: The overall left-right tendency of the programme clearly favours left and centre-left positions. This 
tendency manifests in: (1) the asymmetric distribution of speaking time in favour of the PSOE-Sumar coalition 
Government; (2) the framing of governmental management as competent and responsible in the face of the 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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irresponsibility of the right-wing opposition; (3) the use of experts who issue political judgements against VOX without 
moderator intervention; (4) coverage of the Andalusian campaign with a double standard (extreme language from 
PSOE without comment, VOX's language with negative framing); and (5) coverage of the mascarillas case that 
amplifies Koldo García's accusation against PP without equivalent direct representation of the party's defence. The 
score of +2.1 reflects a clear but not extreme tendency, given that the programme does put some follow-up questions 
to Government representatives and the scientific experts offer genuine technical analysis. 

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

 

Programme data 

•  Title: Informativo Canal 24 Horas / La Mañana (RTVE Canal 24 Horas) 

•  Date (from file): Not specified with precision; internal context indicates May 2025 (references to Andalusian 
elections "in 10 days", mascarillas case "ready for sentencing", cruise ship MV Hondius with hantavirus) 

•  Estimated duration: Approximately 165 minutes (according to transcript timestamps) 

•  Presenter(s) / Reporter(s): Several partially identified presenters and correspondents: Pepa Sastre (mentioned at 
the end), Pablo (Moncloa correspondent), Sandra Muñoz, Marta, Zuleima García, Helena, Miguel El-Mir, David 
Riol, Juanra Lucas; studio presenters not fully identified by name in the transcript 

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

Actors Role Party/Affiliation Political spectrum 

Virginia Barcones Secretary General of Civil 
Protection and 
Emergencies 

Central Government 
(PSOE) 

Centre-left 

Mónica García (Health 
Minister) 

Minister of Health Más Madrid / Coalition 
Government 

Left 

Margarita Robles 
(referenced) 

Minister of Defence PSOE / Coalition 
Government 

Centre-left 

Daniel López Acuña Epidemiologist, former 
WHO adviser 

No party / Expert Technical 

Ariel (expert, partial name) Virologist/epidemiologist No party / Expert Technical 

Koldo García Former ministerial adviser, 
accused in mascarillas 
case 

Former PSOE circle Centre-left 

José Luis Ábalos Former Minister of 
Transport, accused 

PSOE (former member) Centre-left 

Euprepio (pundit) Political analyst / lawyer No party identified Centrist 

Anna (pundit) Political analyst No party identified Centre-left (by context) 

Mateo (pundit) Political analyst / jurist No party identified Centrist 

May (pundit) Political analyst No party identified Not determined 

Isabel (pundit) Political analyst No party identified Not determined 

Victoria (pundit) Political analyst / 
magistrate 

No party identified Not determined 

President of the Canary 
Islands Port Authority 

Port authority official Technical/institutional Technical 

PP sources (unnamed) PP spokespeople PP Centre-right 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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Santiago Abascal 
(referenced, not in studio) 

President of VOX VOX Far right 

Fernando Clavijo 
(referenced) 

President of the Canary 
Islands Government 

CC-PNC Regional centre-right 

 

Main topic 

A long-form morning news programme covering simultaneously the management of the cruise ship MV Hondius with 
passengers exposed to hantavirus (Andes strain), the conclusion of the mascarillas case trial (Ábalos-Koldo), the 
Andalusian electoral campaign, and international and general current affairs news. 

World of ideas context 

The programme airs at a moment of high political tension in Spain: the PSOE-Sumar coalition Government is 
simultaneously facing an international health crisis (cruise ship with hantavirus), a corruption trial implicating a former 
Socialist minister (mascarillas case), and a regional electoral campaign in Andalusia where PP is seeking to renew its 
absolute majority. The management of the Hondius cruise ship generates an institutional clash between the central 
Government and the Canary Islands Government (presided over by CC-PNC, a regional centre-right party). The 
mascarillas case introduces a last-minute accusation by Koldo García against PP, which dominates the political 
coverage of the day. The media context of RTVE is particularly sensitive given that the public broadcaster is state-
funded and its board of directors is elected by parliament, which generates recurring accusations of proximity to the 
government of the day. 

Comprehensiveness score: 5/10 

Justification: The programme covers governmental perspectives with great breadth and detail, including an extensive 
interview with the Health Minister. However, the opposition (PP and especially VOX) lacks direct representation in the 
studio. The cruise ship passengers, affected families and striking workers have no voice of their own. The Canary 
Islands Government's perspective is treated primarily as an element of political conflict without a direct interview. 
Coverage of the mascarillas case is markedly asymmetric in favour of the statements of the accused linked to PSOE. 

Absent voices 

•  PP spokesperson on health matters (in studio): Would have contributed the official position of the main opposition 
party on the management of the Hondius and the mascarillas case, with the possibility of direct reply. 

•  Representative of the Canary Islands Government (in studio): Would have allowed direct contrasting of the central 
Government's account of communications between administrations. 

•  Spanish passenger from the Hondius cruise ship or family member: Would have contributed the direct human 
perspective of those affected and their concerns about quarantine. 

•  Union representative of striking nursery educators: Would have developed the labour demands beyond the 
superficial mention. 

•  Independent health law specialist: Would have clarified with technical rigour the debate on the legality of 
mandatory quarantine, without ties to any party. 

•  Defence lawyer for Ábalos or Koldo García: Would have contributed the defence perspective in the mascarillas 
case, beyond the statements of the accused themselves. 

•  VOX representative (in studio): Would have allowed direct contrasting of Abascal's statements about the cruise 
ship, rather than having them cited and commented on negatively by others. 

•  WHO or ECDC epidemiologist without ties to the Spanish Government: Would have contributed an independent 
international scientific perspective on the protocol followed by Spain. 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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CHAPTER 3 — 15 CRITERIA: DETAILED ANALYSIS 

 

Hard Facts — 9 techniques that are countable and scientifically verifiable 

 

1. EXPERT SELECTION 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Total score: 7/10 

Expert 1: Daniel López Acuña — Epidemiologist, former WHO adviser 

Timestamp 66:00–96:10 

Statement 
*"those statements by Abascal for example strike me as totally irresponsible [...] that discourse 
must be rejected, as it is at heart a xenophobic discourse"* 

Framing: Presented as an "epidemiologist and former WHO adviser", which grants him technical authority. 
However, he issues explicit political judgements against VOX and in implicit support of governmental management. 

Absent contrasting voice: An epidemiologist with a more critical position on the Government's management (for 
example, on the delay in defining protocols or the confusion over the voluntary nature of quarantine) would have 
balanced the analysis. 

 

Source Depth Check: 

(a) FUNDING: Former WHO adviser (an international body funded by member states, including Spain). Currently no 
identified institutional post. No direct funding conflict identified, but with a history of public positioning favourable to 
progressive governmental management. 

(b) MANDATE: His mandate as a former WHO adviser is compatible with epidemiological analysis, but not with 
political judgements about parties. 

D1 Conflict of interest: 0 — No funding from the Spanish Government identified, but with a history of political positioning. 
D2 Personal risk: +1 — His political statements could affect his reputation as a neutral expert. 
D3 Technical competence: +2 — Epidemiologist with a WHO career; competent in the health field. 
D4 Consistency of opinion: +1 — His positions on health management are consistent with previous statements. 
D5 Emotionalisation vs. data: -1 — Mixes technical analysis with emotionally charged political judgements ("shameful", 
"xenophobic"). 
D6 Source level: +1 — Secondary source with direct experience in international bodies. 
TOTAL: +4 → TRAFFIC LIGHT: AMBER 

(c) PROFESSIONAL EXPERTISE: his explicit political judgements make him a political actor at that moment, 
although the programme does not indicate this. 

Expert 2: Ariel (partial name) — Virologist/epidemiologist 

Timestamp 31:45–83:01 

Statement *"The risk of a pandemic does not exist at this moment"* 

Framing: Presented as a scientific expert. His statements are predominantly technical and balanced, although he 
also issues some judgements on political management. 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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Absent contrasting voice: An expert with a more cautious position on transmission risk or more critical of the 
management of the protocol would have enriched the analysis. 

 

Source Depth Check: 

(a) FUNDING: Not identified in the transcript. No conflict of interest identified. 

(b) MANDATE: Compatible with virological analysis. 

D1 Conflict of interest: +1 — No identified institutional tie to the Government. 
D2 Personal risk: +1 — His statements are technical and do not generate significant political controversy. 
D3 Technical competence: +2 — Virologist with specific knowledge of hantavirus. 
D4 Consistency of opinion: +1 — Positions consistent throughout the interview. 
D5 Emotionalisation vs. data: +1 — Predominantly data-based, with some minor political assessment. 
D6 Source level: +1 — Secondary source with direct experience. 
TOTAL: +7 → TRAFFIC LIGHT: GREEN 

Absent expert groups: 

•  Epidemiologist critical of the governmental management of the protocol. 

•  Health law specialist with an independent position on mandatory quarantine. 

•  Health crisis communication expert to evaluate the Government's information management. 

 

Source Credibility Overview: 

Source D1 D2 D3 D4 D5 D6 Total Signal 

Daniel López Acuña — 
Epidemiologist, former 
WHO adviser 

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

Ariel (partial name) — 
Virologist/epidemiologist 

+1 +1 +2 +1 +1 +1 +7 GREEN 

 

Summary (matrix result by expert): 

•  Daniel López Acuña: AMBER (+4) — Technically competent but with a role conflict when issuing political 
judgements presented as scientific authority. 

•  Ariel: GREEN (+7) — Reliable technical source with predominantly data-based analysis. 

 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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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: WHO (World Health Organization) 

Timestamp 11:05–11:07, 39:44–39:47, 151:14–151:17 

Statement *"The risk of a pandemic does not exist at this moment"* 

(a) Funding and ownership: International body funded by member states, including Spain. The Spanish 
Government has an interest in the WHO endorsing its decision to receive the cruise ship. 

(b) Structural conflict of interest: The WHO is cited repeatedly to endorse the Spanish Government's decision to 
receive the cruise ship in the Canary Islands. No source is cited that questions this decision from an alternative 
technical perspective. 

(c) Is a source offering a contrasting view missing? Yes: the ECDC (European Centre for Disease Prevention 
and Control) or independent epidemiologists with a more cautious position. 

Absent contrasting source: ECDC experts or European university experts with an independent position on the 
protocol. 

 

Source 2: Anti-Corruption Prosecutor's Office (mascarillas case) 

Timestamp 14:48–15:16, 130:38–131:35 

Statement *"The person on whom the decisions ultimately and definitively depended was José Luis Ábalos"* 

(a) Funding: State body, dependent on the Ministry of Justice (PSOE-Sumar coalition Government). 

(b) Conflict of interest: The Anti-Corruption Prosecutor's Office is a state body whose head is appointed by the 
Government. Its positions in the trial are relevant but not neutral in the political context. 

(c) Is a contrasting source missing? Yes: the defence of Ábalos and Koldo García has a direct voice in the 
programme (through their statements in the trial), but the Prosecutor's Office is presented as technical authority 
without indicating its institutional dependence. 

 

Summary: The sources used are predominantly institutional (WHO, central Government, Prosecutor's Office) and 
tend to endorse governmental management. The absence of independent critical sources (ECDC, alternative 
epidemiologists, independent jurists) reduces the informational diversity required by Law 17/2006 Art. 3. 
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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: 

•  Central Government (ministers, Virginia Barcones, pro-management correspondents): approx. 55 min. (33%) 

•  Scientific experts (López Acuña, Ariel): approx. 35 min. (21%) 

•  Pundits (mixed political analysis, with a pro-government tendency): approx. 40 min. (24%) 

•  Opposition (PP via correspondent/anonymous sources, VOX referenced): approx. 8 min. (5%) 

•  Canary Islands Government (referenced, no direct interview): approx. 5 min. (3%) 

•  Presenters/moderators: approx. 15 min. (9%) 

•  Other (sports, weather, international news, nursery educators' strike): approx. 7 min. (4%) 

Summary: The distribution of time is markedly asymmetric: the central Government and its positions receive 
approximately 58% of political content time (combining Government + experts who implicitly support its 
management), while the opposition receives less than 5%. This distribution does not reflect the pluralism required 
by Law 17/2006 Art. 3. 
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4. OMISSIONS (Selective Omission) 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Total score: 7/10 

Omission 1: 

Context 
The President of the Canary Islands Government, Fernando Clavijo, is not interviewed directly, 
nor is any representative of his Government, despite the clash between administrations being the 
political axis of the Hondius block. 

Relevant at: 11:49–12:29, 96:29–97:08 

Effect 
The viewer receives only the central Government's version of its communications with the Canary 
Islands, with no possibility of directly contrasting it with the Canarian version. The Health Minister 
can claim she called Clavijo four times without him being able to respond in the same space. 

 

Omission 2: 

Context 
Koldo García's accusation against the PP lawyer (of having offered him a deal to lie) is developed 
extensively, but the lawyer in question is not interviewed, nor is any named PP spokesperson in 
the studio. 

Relevant at: 13:35–13:58, 112:12–118:28 

Effect 
The accusation remains in the informational space without a direct reply of equivalent weight, 
which violates the principle of presumption of innocence and PP's right to an informational 
defence. 

 

Omission 3: 

Context 
The national strike of nursery educators, presented as a lead story, receives no substantial 
development: there is no interview with union representatives, with those responsible in the 
relevant regional governments, or analysis of the structural causes of the conflict. 

Relevant at: 03:25–03:43, 24:06–25:14 

Effect 
A story affecting 60,000 workers and the families of children aged 0 to 3 is reduced to a headline, 
while topics with less direct impact on citizens receive far more extensive coverage. 

 

Summary: The most significant omissions systematically affect voices that could question the central 
Government's management (Canary Islands Government, PP by name) or broaden coverage of social issues 
(nursery educators' strike), while topics that allow the Government to present its management favourably are 
developed at length. 
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6. GUILT BY ASSOCIATION 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Total score: 6/10 

Association 1: 

Timestamp 93:35–95:16 

Quote 
*"that discourse must be rejected, as it is at heart a xenophobic discourse [...] those statements by 
Abascal for example strike me as totally irresponsible"* 

Technique: A scientific expert (López Acuña) associates VOX's position on the cruise ship with xenophobia, linking 
a political position (concern about the health risk of receiving the ship) with a morally reprehensible attitude. 

Effect 
The viewer receives the message that concern about the health risk of the cruise ship is 
equivalent to xenophobia, which closes the debate before it can develop. 

 

Verification for persons framed as irresponsible/xenophobic: 

•  Santiago Abascal (VOX): His statements about the cruise ship are reproduced indirectly and framed negatively. It 
is not verified whether his assertions about the health risk have a factual basis or not. 

•  SOURCE DEPTH CHECK: 

•  Does he work with verifiable primary sources? — Not determinable from the transcript. 

•  Are his assertions falsifiable? — Yes (the health risk of the cruise ship is an empirical question). 

•  RISK MATRIX: 

•  What has he lost from his position? — Potential loss of credibility if the cruise ship generates no contagions. 

•  What does he gain? — Media attention, mobilisation of his electorate. 

•  Net: Gain > Risk in this case. 

•  TONALITY: According to the transcript, his statements are political and rhetorically charged. 

•  CATEGORY: B — Borderline case (political position with an alarm component, but on a real empirical question; 
the label "xenophobic" applied by the expert is not methodologically justified from the source analysis). 

Association 2: 

Timestamp 121:37–122:05 

Quote *"it reminds me of Luis Bárcenas in many respects [...] Tellado's name comes up"* 

Technique: A pundit associates the Koldo case with the Bárcenas case (the biggest PP corruption scandal in recent 
history), implicitly linking today's PP with that precedent. 

Effect 
The Koldo→Bárcenas→PP association creates a guilt-by-association chain that harms PP without 
any proven causal relationship having been established. 

 

Chain of association: Koldo García → accusation against PP lawyer → Bárcenas → corrupt PP 

Summary: The most significant association is the label "xenophobic" applied to VOX by a scientific expert in a 
health analysis context, without the moderator intervening to separate the political judgement from the technical 
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analysis. The Koldo-Bárcenas-PP association in the panel discussion is also problematic due to its speculative 
nature. 
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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: 03:05–03:24 (programme opening, headlines block) 

Content: "Koldo García has revealed something he had not said until now: he claims the PP's lawyer asked him to 
lie" 

Timing effect: Koldo García's accusation against PP is placed in the opening headlines, before any context about 
the trial or the presumption of innocence, maximising its impact on the audience that only watches the first few 
minutes. 

 

Finding 2: 

Position: 96:22–97:40 (after the extensive interview with experts supporting the Government's management) 

Content: Summary of the political conflict over the cruise ship, including critical statements from PP and VOX. 

Timing effect: The opposition's criticisms are presented after the viewer has received for more than an hour the 
frame favourable to governmental management, which reduces their relative impact. 

 

Finding 3: 

Position: 19:32–20:00 (Andalusian campaign block) 

Content: "This stops the fascists, this stops the far right" (Patxi López, PSOE, at a campaign rally) 

Timing effect: Patxi López's statement describing the right as "fascists" is included in the campaign block without 
editorial comment, while Abascal's statements in the same block receive the qualifier "draws on irony". 

 

Summary: The placement of Koldo García's accusation against PP in the opening headlines, before any legal 
context, is the most significant timing finding, as it maximises the impact of an unproven accusation. 
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8. SELECTIVE OUTRAGE 7/10 

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: 7/10 

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

Finding 1: 

Timestamp 93:35–93:42 

Triggering event: Statements by Abascal (VOX) about the cruise ship, describing it as irresponsible to bring the ship 
to Spain. 

Reaction: "those statements by Abascal for example strike me as totally irresponsible [...] that discourse must be 
rejected, as it is at heart a xenophobic discourse" (López Acuña, expert) 

Comparison 
Statements by Patxi López (PSOE) describing the right as "fascists" (19:49) — Programme 
reaction: none. The moderator introduces no qualifier or critical distance. 

Asymmetry: Demonstrable — the extreme language of the left generates no critical reaction in the programme, 
while VOX's language generates an explicit outrage response from an expert without the moderator intervening to 
separate the planes. 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp 90:01–90:08 

Triggering event: Reference to PP's position of requesting that the cruise ship's arrival in the Canary Islands be 
halted. 

Reaction: "there is a political party [...] that has asked the national court to halt the arrival of that ship in the Canary 
Islands [...] we now also have the judicial dimension in this matter" — Tone of surprise and implicit criticism. 

Comparison 
The Canary Islands Government's position (also opposed to the ship's arrival) is treated with 
greater understanding and framed as a "legitimate concern" (96:45–96:54). 

Asymmetry: Partially demonstrable — the same underlying position (opposition to the ship's arrival) receives 
different treatment depending on the political actor holding it. 

 

Summary: The most clear selective outrage is the asymmetry between the treatment of the extreme language of 
the left (no reaction) and that of the right (explicit outrage from an expert not corrected by the moderator). The 
difference in treatment between PP's position and that of the Canary Islands Government on the cruise ship is 
also significant. 
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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 11:49–12:04 

Quote 
*"The management of this cruise ship has provoked a head-on clash between the Canary Islands 
Government and the central Executive"* 

Manipulation 
The political conflict between administrations is framed as the central element of the Hondius 
crisis, shifting the focus away from technical health management. 

Why it is problematic: The viewer receives the impression that the crisis is primarily political rather than health-
related, which predisposes them to evaluate the actions of the actors through the lens of partisan confrontation 
rather than technical effectiveness. 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp 90:38–95:16 

Quote 
*"those statements by Abascal for example strike me as totally irresponsible [...] that discourse 
must be rejected, as it is at heart a xenophobic discourse"* 

Manipulation 
Expert Daniel López Acuña, presented as a neutral technical voice, issues explicit political 
judgements against VOX and Abascal, and the programme introduces no voice to qualify or 
contrast this assessment. 

Why it is problematic: The mixing of scientific analysis and political judgement in the mouth of an "expert" without 
the moderator intervening to separate the two planes converts political opinion into technical authority. 

 

Finding 3: 

Timestamp 13:16 

Quote *"This is a decision by Sánchez to avoid talking about corruption"* 

Manipulation 
This statement from a PP spokesperson about the cruise ship is included in the news summary 
without immediate verification or contrast, but the programme's overall framing does not give it the 
same weight as governmental statements. 

Why it is problematic: The selective inclusion of opposition statements without development or reply creates a frame 
in which the opposition appears as an actor that "politicises" the crisis, while the Government appears as a technical 
and responsible actor. 
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Summary: The programme systematically frames the Hondius crisis as a demonstration of governmental 
competence in the face of the opposition's irresponsibility, and the mascarillas case as a story of victims (Ábalos, 
Koldo) facing PP manoeuvres, without offering alternative frames with equal development. 
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11. WORD AND TERM CHOICE 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Total score: 6/10 

Finding 1: 

Timestamp 93:35–93:42 

Quote 
*"those statements by Abascal for example strike me as totally irresponsible [...] that discourse 
must be rejected, as it is at heart a xenophobic discourse"* 

Manipulation 
The term "xenophobic" applied to VOX's position on the cruise ship is a high-impact politically 
negative label, issued by an expert in a scientific context. 

Why it is problematic: The neutral alternative would be: "a position that prioritises health risk over humanitarian 
obligation". The use of "xenophobic" closes the political debate before it can develop. 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp 97:21–97:28 

Quote 
*"Santiago Abascal draws on irony to criticise the Government. 'There's a ship out there with a 
deadly virus and here to Spain'"* 

Manipulation 
The phrase "draws on irony" introduces a value judgement about Abascal's tone before 
reproducing his statement, predisposing the viewer to read it as a minor rhetorical device. 

Why it is problematic: The neutral alternative would be to reproduce the statement without a prior qualifier. The 
same treatment is not applied to statements by Government ministers. 

 

Finding 3: 

Timestamp 19:49 

Quote 
*"This stops the fascists, this stops the far right"* (statement by Patxi López, PSOE, at a campaign 
rally) 

Manipulation 
The statement by a Socialist leader calling the right "fascists" is reproduced without the presenter 
introducing any qualifier or critical distance, in contrast to the treatment of Abascal's statements. 

Why it is problematic: The asymmetry in the treatment of the extreme language of different political actors reveals a 
double standard: the inflammatory language of the left is reproduced without comment, while that of the right is 
framed negatively. 

 

Summary: The programme uses a vocabulary that tends to present the positions of the Government and its allies 
with technical and positive terms ("management", "coordination", "responsibility"), while the positions of the 
opposition are framed with negatively connoted terms ("political noise", "irresponsible", "xenophobic") without 
applying the same standard. 
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12. MODERATION BEHAVIOUR 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Total score: 6/10 

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

Finding 1: 

Timestamp 93:00–93:10 

Triggering event: Daniel López Acuña describes Abascal's statements as "shameful" and "irresponsible" and VOX's 
discourse as "xenophobic". 

Quote 
(moderator) 

*[No moderator intervention to qualify or request precision]* 

Comparison 
When pundit Euprepio criticises PP's position on quarantine (99:01–99:30), the moderator also 
does not intervene. However, when Abascal's statements are reproduced (97:21), the presenter 
introduces them with "draws on irony", which does not happen with statements by PSOE leaders. 

Asymmetry: Partially demonstrable — the moderator does not intervene to separate López Acuña's scientific 
analysis from his political judgement, but neither does he intervene when pundits criticise PP. The clearest 
asymmetry lies in the prior framing of Abascal's statements vs. those of Patxi López. 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp 155:32–157:09 

Triggering event: The Health Minister claims to have called the Canarian president four times, contradicting Clavijo's 
version. 

Quote 
(moderator) 

*"She tells us it was the day before yesterday, that she spoke on four occasions with the Canarian 
president [...] the Canarian president said he had not spoken with you"* 

Comparison 
The moderator does put the contradiction to the minister, which is correct. However, the Canary 
Islands president is not given the same opportunity to respond live. 

Asymmetry: Partially demonstrable — the minister is questioned about the contradiction, but the asymmetry lies in 
the fact that Clavijo does not have equivalent access to the space to respond. 

 

Finding 3: 

Timestamp 98:57–99:47 

Triggering event: Pundit Ana López defends the Health Minister's management ("I found it impeccable") and 
criticises PP for campaigning against her as it did with the Ebola minister. 

Quote 
(moderator) 

*[No moderator intervention to request contrast or precision]* 
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Comparison 
When pundit Mateo raises more technical criticisms of the management (160:40–161:14), the 
moderator also does not intervene. The difference is that the defence of the minister generates no 
follow-up question, while technical criticisms do generate debate among the pundits. 

Asymmetry: Not clearly demonstrable as a moderator asymmetry, but as a tendency of the panel as a whole. 

 

Summary: The moderation behaviour shows moderate asymmetry: follow-up questions are put to the Health 
Minister about the contradiction with Clavijo, which is correct, but the same rigour is not applied to assertions 
favourable to the Government made by experts and pundits. The absence of intervention when López Acuña 
issues political judgements from his position as an expert is the most significant finding. 
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13. QUESTION ASYMMETRY 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Total score: 7/10 

Asymmetry 1: 

To the Health Minister, 142:07–157:09: "How will the transfers take place?", "Is everything still going as planned?", 
"Is the quarantine mandatory, voluntary, does it depend on medical criteria?" — Informational questions, some with 
a degree of pressure but in a collaborative tone. 

To PP (via correspondent), 97:41–99:01: PP's positions are conveyed through a correspondent with no possibility of 
direct reply or follow-up questions. 

Comparison 
The minister receives direct questions with the opportunity for extended response and 
qualification. PP has no studio interlocutor to whom equivalent questions can be directed. 

 

Asymmetry 2: 

To Virginia Barcones (Civil Protection), 37:13–57:40: Detailed technical questions about the protocol, in a tone of 
institutional collaboration. When Barcones avoids precise answers ("I would not be able to say how many there 
are"), the moderator does not press. 

To the Canary Islands Government (referenced): Its complaints are reproduced but not developed with equivalent 
follow-up questions. 

Comparison 
Representatives of the central Government receive questions that allow them to develop their 
position; the critical positions of the Canary Islands Government are reproduced as quotes without 
development. 

 

Summary: Questions to central Government representatives are informational and allow the development of their 
position, with moderate follow-up when there are contradictions. The opposition and the Canary Islands 
Government have no direct studio interlocutors, making it impossible to apply the same level of scrutiny. 
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14. FALSE BALANCE 4/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Total score: 4/10 

Finding 1: 

Timestamp 96:22–97:40 

Construction: "Amid conflicting versions and growing political tension, the focus remains on the management of a 
crisis that has opened an institutional clash between the Canary Islands and the central Government" 

Analysis 

The programme presents the conflict as "conflicting versions" (suggesting balance), but the actual 
coverage is markedly asymmetric: the central Government has extensive interviews with ministers 
and technical officials, while the Canary Islands Government has only second-hand reproduced 
statements. 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp 15:30–16:20 

Construction: "What does PP say in response to this accusation?" — The correspondent is asked about PP's 
reaction to Koldo García's accusation. 

Analysis 
The question suggests balance (PP is given a voice), but the response is a quote from 
anonymous sources ("sources in the leadership tell us it is false") compared to the extensive 
coverage of Koldo García's statements at the trial. The balance is formal, not substantive. 

 

Summary: The programme uses formulas of formal balance ("conflicting versions", "what does PP say?") that 
create the appearance of pluralism without guaranteeing substantively equivalent representation of the different 
positions. 
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15. AGENDA-SETTING 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Total score: 7/10 

Finding 1: 

Established agenda element: The central Government's management of the Hondius cruise ship is competent, 
coordinated and endorsed by international bodies. Any criticism is "political noise". 

Timestamp 
152:23–152:27 — Quote: *"political noise does not help"* (Health Minister, without the moderator 
questioning whether the criticisms have a legitimate basis) 

Alternative agenda: Why were protocols not defined before the cruise ship set sail for the Canary Islands? What is 
the shipping company's responsibility? What lessons are drawn from the management of the Ebola crisis? 

 

Finding 2: 

Established agenda element: Koldo García's accusation against PP is an informational "bombshell" that deserves 
extensive development and speculative analysis. 

Timestamp 
114:52–120:16 — Quote: *"it's a last-minute bombshell [...] I would be surprised if it came to 
nothing"* 

Alternative agenda: The presumption of innocence of PP in the face of an unproven accusation. The context that 
Koldo García has an interest in diverting attention from his own responsibility. The fact that the Prosecutor's Office 
has not corroborated the accusation. 

 

Finding 3: 

Established agenda element: VOX is an irresponsible actor that "politicises" the health crisis for electoral purposes. 

Timestamp 
90:38–95:16 — Quote: *"I was listening earlier to Santiago Abascal saying they want to bring an 
infected ship with a virus [...] those statements strike me as totally irresponsible"* 

Alternative agenda: Does VOX's expressed concern about the health risk have any technical basis? What do 
international protocols say about risk communication in health crises? 

 

Summary: The programme establishes as the dominant agenda the competence of the central Government, the 
irresponsibility of the opposition (especially VOX) and the relevance of Koldo García's accusation against PP, 
without questioning the premises of any of these frames. 
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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 68:00–68:05 

Figure: "there can be a lethality of up to 40%" 

Absent context: It is not specified that this figure corresponds to severe symptomatic cases in contexts with limited 
access to intensive care, nor that the majority of Andean hantavirus infections are asymptomatic or mild. 

Effect 
The viewer may interpret that 40% of the cruise ship's passengers could die, when the figure 
refers to severe clinical cases under specific conditions. 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp 77:00–77:10 

Figure: "every year there are more than 150,000 infections in the world, mainly in Southeast Asia" 

Absent context: This figure refers to all hantavirus species, not specifically to the Andean strain that is transmitted 
between humans. The mixing of figures from different strains can generate confusion about the real risk. 

Effect 
The viewer may underestimate or overestimate the risk depending on how they interpret the 
figure. 

 

Summary: The manipulation of figures is not systematic or clearly intentional, but the presentation of the 40% 
lethality rate without adequate context is the most significant finding, as it can generate disproportionate alarm or, 
paradoxically, be used to justify the urgency of governmental management. 
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CHAPTER 4 — OVERALL ASSESSMENT 

 

OVERALL EVALUATION OF THE 15 CRITERIA 

 

Individual Scores — All 15 Criteria 

No. Criterion Score Rating 

1 EXPERT SELECTION 7 ●●●● 

2 SOURCE SELECTION 7 ●●●● 

3 TIME DISTRIBUTION 6 ●●● 

4 OMISSIONS (Selective Omission) 7 ●●●● 

6 GUILT BY ASSOCIATION 6 ●●● 

7 TIMING 6 ●●● 

8 SELECTIVE OUTRAGE 7 ●●●● 

10 FRAMING 7 ●●●● 

11 WORD AND TERM CHOICE 6 ●●● 

12 MODERATION BEHAVIOUR 6 ●●● 

13 QUESTION ASYMMETRY 7 ●●●● 

14 FALSE BALANCE 4 ●● 

15 AGENDA-SETTING 7 ●●●● 

59 FIGURES MANIPULATION 4 ●● 

 

HARD FACTS SCORE (1-8) 6.6/10 
Serious deviation from the impartiality standard. High degree 
of deviation 

 

SOFT FACTS SCORE (9-14) 6.2/10 
Serious deviation from the impartiality standard. High degree 
of deviation 

 

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 pluralism 

Facts: The distribution of speaking time is markedly asymmetric: the central Government receives approximately 33% 
of political content time with direct representation of its ministers and technical officials, while the opposition (PP, 
VOX) receives less than 5% of the time and without direct studio representation. 

Evidence: Timestamp 05:26–157:09 (extensive interview with the Health Minister and Virginia Barcones) vs. 13:00–
13:16, 97:41–99:01 (PP statements via correspondent and anonymous sources). 

Assessment: The absence of direct representation of the main opposition parties in a programme of more than two 
and a half hours on topics of high political relevance (health crisis, corruption trial, electoral campaign) constitutes a 
violation of the principle of pluralism established in Art. 3 of Law 17/2006. 

Infringement 2: 

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

Facts: Epidemiologist Daniel López Acuña, presented as a neutral technical expert ("epidemiologist and former WHO 
adviser"), issues explicit political judgements against VOX and in implicit support of governmental management 
without the moderator intervening to indicate that this constitutes political opinion and not scientific analysis. 

Evidence: Timestamp 93:35–95:16 — "those statements by Abascal for example strike me as totally irresponsible [...] 
that discourse must be rejected, as it is at heart a xenophobic discourse" 

Assessment: The presentation of political judgements as scientific authority, without editorial separation between 
technical analysis and political opinion, violates the principle of separation between information and opinion 
established in Art. 3 of Law 17/2006. 

Infringement 3: 

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

Facts: Koldo García's accusation against the PP lawyer (of having offered him a deal to lie) is placed in the 
programme's opening headlines and receives extensive panel discussion coverage, without the principle of 
presumption of innocence being applied or PP being given equivalent direct representation to respond. 

Evidence: Timestamp 03:05–03:24 (headlines), 112:12–140:17 (extensive panel discussion), 15:30–16:20 (PP 
response via anonymous sources). 

Assessment: The amplification of an unproven accusation in the opening headlines, combined with the absence of 
direct representation of the accused party, violates the principles of truthfulness and impartiality of Art. 3 of Law 
17/2006. 

Overall assessment under Law 17/2006 Art. 3 

The programme analysed presents identifiable violations of the principles of impartiality, pluralism and separation 
between information and opinion established in article 3 of Law 17/2006 on state-owned radio and television. The 
most significant violations are: (1) the asymmetric distribution of speaking time to the detriment of opposition parties, 
especially in a long-duration programme on topics of high political relevance; (2) the use of scientific experts to issue 
political judgements without editorial separation; and (3) the amplification of unproven accusations against PP without 
equivalent direct representation of the accused party. These violations are not isolated but form a consistent pattern 
throughout the programme, suggesting a structural tendency in the coverage and not isolated editorial errors. In the 

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 28 

 

context of a public broadcaster funded by the State with a board of directors elected by parliament, this pattern is 
especially relevant from the perspective of compliance with the public service obligations established in Law 17/2006. 
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CHAPTER 6 — Source Depth Check 

 

WHO (World Health Organization) 

1. FUNDING: International body funded by member state contributions (including Spain) and private donors (the Bill 
and Melinda Gates Foundation is the second largest donor). The Spanish Government has an institutional interest 
in the WHO endorsing its decisions. 

2. MANDATE: Compatible with epidemiological analysis and health recommendations. However, the WHO also has 
an institutional interest in maintaining cooperative relations with member states. 

3. CONFLICT OF INTEREST: The WHO is cited repeatedly to endorse the Spanish Government's decision to 
receive the cruise ship in the Canary Islands. No source is cited that questions this decision from an alternative 
technical perspective. The conflict of interest is structural: the WHO needs the cooperation of member states to 
function. 

4. CREDIBILITY MATRIX: 

D1 Conflict of interest: -1 — Dependence on member states for funding and cooperation. 
D2 Personal risk: +1 — The WHO has a reputation to protect. 
D3 Technical competence: +2 — Highest technical authority in international public health. 
D4 Consistency of opinion: +1 — Positions consistent with established protocols. 
D5 Emotionalisation vs. data: +2 — Based on data and technical protocols. 
D6 Source level: +2 — Primary source in international public health matters. 
TOTAL: +7 → TRAFFIC LIGHT: GREEN (with note on structural conflict of interest) 

5. CONTRASTING VOICE: The ECDC (European Centre for Disease Prevention and Control) or independent 
epidemiologists with a more cautious position on the protocol followed. Not cited in the programme. 

Anti-Corruption Prosecutor's Office 

1. FUNDING: State body, dependent on the Ministry of Justice (PSOE-Sumar coalition Government). 

2. MANDATE: Compatible with the prosecution of corruption offences. However, the Attorney General is appointed 
by the Government, which generates a structural conflict of interest in cases involving members or former members 
of the party in Government. 

3. CONFLICT OF INTEREST: In the mascarillas case, the Anti-Corruption Prosecutor's Office requests a 
significantly reduced sentence for Víctor de Aldama (the main accused) in exchange for his cooperation. This 
decision is questioned by several pundits in the programme, but the structural conflict of interest of the Prosecutor's 
Office as a body dependent on the Government is not indicated. 

4. CREDIBILITY MATRIX: 

D1 Conflict of interest: -2 — Institutional dependence on the Government in a case involving former members of the party in 
Government. 
D2 Personal risk: +1 — Prosecutors have a professional career to protect. 
D3 Technical competence: +2 — Highest technical competence in anti-corruption criminal law. 
D4 Consistency of opinion: 0 — The sentence reduction for Aldama is questioned by other parties to the proceedings. 
D5 Emotionalisation vs. data: +1 — Based on legal arguments. 
D6 Source level: +2 — Primary source in the judicial process. 
TOTAL: +4 → TRAFFIC LIGHT: AMBER 

5. CONTRASTING VOICE: The PP's private prosecution and the arguments of the defence of Ábalos and Koldo 
García offer alternative perspectives, but are not presented with equal weight in the programme. 

Analysis prepared in accordance with methodology v2.7-detail. All findings are based exclusively on the content of 
the transcript provided. The scores reflect the evidence available in the transcript and do not constitute a binding 
legal assessment, but rather a methodological analysis of the coverage standards applicable to RTVE under Law 
17/2006 Art. 3. 

Legal and Methodological Notes 
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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. 
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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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