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OVERALL

SCORE 4.1/10 Significant imbalance

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 O (far left) to 10 (far right).

Party Green SNP Lab Con Reform
CHES 1.85 2.90 3.50 4.60 7.30 8.80
Spectrum Left Left Left 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).

IS AAEEN 3.2 / 10 Left-favoring

0 1 2“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.
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CHAPTER 1 — PARTY-POLITICAL BIAS

Assessment by Party

Party

Conservative

Labour

Lib Dems

SNP

Reform UK

Green

Score Legend:

Score (-5..+5) Programme Representation vs. Party Programme Position

-1

+1

+1

+2

No direct reference; however, the programme's implicit advocacy for net-zero,
conservation regulation, and restraint of resource extraction is in tension with
Conservative positions on pragmatic net-zero timelines, North Sea licensing, and
deregulation. Conservative positions are not represented or challenged — they
are simply absent.

No direct reference; however, the programme's implicit advocacy for clean energy,
conservation regulation, and climate action aligns broadly with Labour's Clean
Power 2030 and GB Energy positions. Labour positions are not explicitly endorsed
but the programme's normative framework is compatible with them.

No direct reference; the programme's conservation advocacy and climate
messaging aligns with Liberal Democrat positions on net-zero 2045, nature
recovery, and renewable energy expansion.

Not referenced; SNP positions on climate (net-zero 2045, just transition) are
broadly compatible with the programme's framework but the programme has no
specific Scottish dimension.

No direct reference; however, Reform UK's positions on scrapping net-zero
targets, maintaining oil and gas production, and opposing carbon taxes are directly
contradicted by the programme's implicit advocacy framework. Reform UK's
perspective — that net-zero costs are economically damaging and that energy
independence requires fossil fuel production — is not represented anywhere in the
programme.

No direct reference; however, the programme's conservation advocacy, climate
messaging, and implicit critique of human resource extraction aligns most closely
with Green Party positions. The Green perspective that wildlife protection is a
moral imperative and that human economic activity must be fundamentally
constrained is the closest political analogue to the programme's normative
framework.

+5 = Party programme positions correctly and completely represented

0 = Party/topic not in programme

-5 = Party programme positions actively distorted or falsely represented

Party Bias Summary

* Most accurate representation: Labour / SNP / Lib Dems (Score +1/0/+1) — broadly compatible normative
framework, not explicitly endorsed

» Strongest distortion: Reform UK (Score -2) — the programme's normative framework directly contradicts Reform
UK's core positions on energy, net-zero, and resource extraction without acknowledging or engaging with those

positions

» Average deviation from 0: 0.83
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» Conclusion: The programme does not engage directly with party politics, but its normative framework —
conservation as moral imperative, human resource extraction as "plunder," climate change as requiring immediate
policy response — is structurally aligned with the left-of-centre political spectrum and structurally incompatible with
right-of-centre positions on energy, economic development, and regulatory philosophy. The absence of any

engagement with the economic and political complexity of conservation policy means that the programme's
implicit political alignment is never made explicit or subjected to scrutiny.
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CHAPTER 2 — PROGRAMME INFORMATION AND THEMATIC FRAMEWORK

Programme Data

+ Title: Planet Earth (BBC Natural History Unit) — likely Series 1, compilation episode or full series broadcast
» Date (from filename): Not specified in transcript

» Estimated Length: Approximately 238 minutes (transcript runs to ~238:18) — likely a multi-episode compilation or
extended broadcast

» Presenter/Reporter: Sir David Attenborough (narrator, uncredited in transcript but identifiable by narration style
and BBC Natural History Unit production signature)

* Interviewed Persons: None — this is a narrated wildlife documentary with no interviews, guests, or political

contributors
Actors Function Party/Affiliation Political Spectrum
David Attenborough BBC Natural History Unit BBC / Independent  N/A — natural history
(narrator) narrator/presenter broadcaster
No guests N/A N/A N/A
Main Topic

A narrated wildlife documentary presenting animal behaviour, survival strategies, predator-prey relationships, and
ecological challenges across multiple global habitats, with recurring editorial commentary on environmental threats
including climate change, habitat loss, invasive species, and human-caused ecological disruption.

World-View Context

Planet Earth sits within the BBC Natural History Unit's long-standing tradition of combining spectacular wildlife
cinematography with an increasingly explicit environmental advocacy framework. Since the original Planet Earth
(2006) and accelerating through Blue Planet Il (2017) and Our Planet (2019), BBC natural history programming has
shifted from purely observational documentary towards what critics describe as "conservation messaging" embedded
within entertainment content. The programme occupies a unique cultural position: it commands enormous audiences
who may not self-identify as politically engaged, yet receives editorial content that aligns with specific policy positions
on climate change, biodiversity loss, and human economic activity. The BBC's obligations under its Royal Charter
require due impartiality on matters of public policy; however, the Corporation has historically treated anthropogenic
climate change as "settled science" exempt from impartiality requirements, a position formalised internally following a
2018 seminar. This creates a structural tension: scientific consensus on climate mechanisms is distinct from contested
policy questions about how to respond, yet the programme conflates the two. The relevant societal debate concerns
not whether climate change is occurring but what policy responses are proportionate, economically viable, and
democratically legitimate — questions on which the programme takes implicit positions without acknowledging their
contested nature.

Assessment: Was Each Perspective Addressed?
[A] ADDRESSED

Timestamp: 38:00 — Quote: "the climate is changing sea levels are rising and alabra tortoises May soon have to find
a new Refuge or drown" — Evaluation: Climate change presented as established fact with direct species-level
consequences; no qualification of uncertainty ranges.

[B] OMITTED

Timestamp: N/A — No reference to economic costs of conservation policies, energy transition costs, or distributional
impacts on lower-income populations anywhere in the programme.

[C] OMITTED

President: Schlaepfer, David - Contact: kontaki@SVFAB.ch - Address: SVFAB, P/O-Box, CH-8021 Zurich 1
Page 4



mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch

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

Timestamp: N/A — The programme presents all ecological change driven by human activity as negative and all pre-
human ecological states as optimal; the natural dynamism of ecosystems and historical extinction events are not
contextualised.

[D] PARTIALLY ADDRESSED / DISTORTED

Timestamp: 52:05 — Quote: "these Seas feed billions of people around the world for many fishermen here their catch
is their only source of livelihood" — Evaluation: Human dependency on marine resources is acknowledged but
immediately subordinated to conservation messaging; the tension between food security and conservation is not
resolved.

[E] ADDRESSED (one-sided)

Timestamp: 122:25 — Quote: "an Invader has occupied this island yellow Crazy Ants they escaped from visiting ships
and with no predators to control them they have now created fast super colonies" — Evaluation: Invasive species
presented as unambiguously harmful; no acknowledgement of ecological complexity or contested science of
"nativeness."

[F] OMITTED

Timestamp: N/A — Economic costs of conservation measures (fishing bans, habitat protection, anti-poaching
enforcement) are never presented; the Indonesian whale shark protection story (54:00) presents conservation as
costless and joyful.

[G] OMITTED

Timestamp: N/A — While individual animals demonstrate resilience, the macro-narrative consistently emphasises
vulnerability and decline; adaptive capacity at species level is not extrapolated to optimistic projections.

[H] OMITTED

Timestamp: N/A — Indigenous and local community knowledge systems, land rights, and conservation practices are
absent; communities appear only as fishermen or as background to wildlife stories.

[l OMITTED

Timestamp: N/A — International conservation governance, treaty effectiveness, and democratic accountability of
conservation bodies are not examined.

[J] OMITTED

Timestamp: N/A — Technological solutions to environmental challenges are not presented; the programme's implicit
message is that only behavioural restraint ("halt our unrestrained plunder") can address ecological decline.
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CHAPTER 3 — 15 CRITERIA: DETAILED ANALYSIS

Hard Facts — 9 techniques that are countable and scientifically verifiable

1. EXPERT SELECTION 3/10

1 2 3

Note: This programme contains no interviews, expert testimony, or named sources. All factual claims are delivered by
the narrator as unattributed assertions. The absence of named experts is itself analytically significant: it prevents
viewers from evaluating the credentials, institutional affiliations, or potential conflicts of interest of those making the
claims. The narrator's authority is derived entirely from the BBC's institutional credibility and Attenborough's personal
reputation, neither of which constitutes a verifiable source for specific empirical claims.

Expert 1: David Attenborough (narrator) — BBC Natural History Unit

Timestamp Throughout

Multiple empirical claims including: *"populations have declined by more than half in recent years"*
Statement (53:13), *"it's predicted that in the next Century southern Africa will warm twice as much as the
global average" (205:03), *"around 80% have been Islanders"* (123:57)

Attenborough is a broadcaster and naturalist, not a climate scientist, population ecologist, or
(G EEST T Ml conservation biologist. His authority in this programme derives from cultural reputation rather than
specific expertise in the domains about which he makes empirical claims.

Missing A population ecologist, climate scientist, or conservation economist who could contextualise these
LI IR I claims with confidence intervals, methodological caveats, and alternative interpretations.

Source Depth Check:

(a) FUNDING: BBC Natural History Unit, funded by licence fee (public) and international co-production deals. The
BBC has institutional interests in maintaining its reputation as an environmental broadcaster; this creates structural
pressure towards content that reinforces rather than challenges the environmental consensus narrative.

(b) MANDATE: The BBC's mandate includes education and information; however, the Royal Charter also requires
due impartiality on matters of public policy. Conservation advocacy that implies specific policy positions sits in
tension with this mandate.
D1 Conflict of Interest: [-1] — BBC has institutional interest in environmental advocacy positioning; Attenborough has
personal advocacy commitments (UN Environment Programme Champion of the Earth, 2019)
D2 Personal Risk: [+1] — Attenborough's reputation is staked on accuracy; however, the programme's claims are sufficiently
vague to be difficult to falsify
D3 Subject Competence: [-1] — Attenborough is a broadcaster; specific claims about climate projections, population
statistics, and ecological dynamics exceed his documented expertise
D4 Opinion Consistency: [+1] — Consistent environmental advocacy position over decades
D5 Emotionalisation vs. Data: [-2] — Programme is heavily affect-based; data claims are made without sources, confidence
intervals, or methodological context
D6 Source Level: [-2] — No primary sources cited; all claims are tertiary (narrator assertion without attribution)
TOTAL: -4 — SOURCE SIGNAL: YELLOW
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(c) PROFESSIONAL EXPERTISE: The narrator's claims are framed as objective natural history observation but
function structurally as advocacy. The absence of source attribution means viewers cannot distinguish between
well-established scientific consensus and contested projections.

Missing Expert Groups:

» Conservation economists who could contextualise the costs and trade-offs of the policies implied
 Climate scientists who could provide confidence intervals and model uncertainty for the specific projections cited
» Ecologists specialising in species resilience and adaptive capacity

Summary (Matrix Result):

Source Total Score Signal
BBC/Attenborough -4 YELLOW
narrator

The absence of named, attributable expert sources is the dominant finding under this criterion. All empirical claims are
delivered as uncontested assertions by a narrator whose institutional and personal advocacy commitments create
structural conflicts of interest that viewers cannot evaluate.
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2. SOURCE SELECTION 6/10

1 2 3 4 5 6

Claims without primary source = penalty points (rumour check)

Source 1: Unattributed narrator assertions (throughout)

Multiple — e.g., 53:13: *"populations have declined by more than half in recent years"*; 205:03:
Timestamp *"it's predicted that in the next Century southern Africa will warm twice as much as the global
average™

(a) Funding and governance: BBC Natural History Unit, licence fee funded; international co-production revenue
(b) Structural conflict of interest: The BBC has institutional interests in maintaining its position as the world's
leading environmental broadcaster; this creates structural pressure towards content that reinforces rather than
challenges the environmental advocacy consensus

(c) Missing counter-source: Any peer-reviewed study providing confidence intervals for the cited projections; any
source presenting the range of climate model outputs rather than a single projection

Source 2: Implicit reference to conservation science consensus

123:57 — *"of all the species that have become extinct in recent Years Around 80% have been
Islanders™

(a) Funding: Unattributed — likely IUCN Red List data, but not cited

(b) Structural conflict of interest: Conservation organisations have institutional interests in emphasising extinction
risk; their data may be accurate but their framing choices are not neutral

(c) Missing counter-source: Ecological historians who could contextualise island extinction rates within the longer
history of island biogeography

Timestamp

Source 3: Implicit reference to climate projections

Timestam 205:03 — *"it's predicted that in the next Century southern Africa will warm twice as much as the
P global average"*

(a) Funding: Unattributed — likely IPCC or regional climate model data

(b) Structural conflict of interest: Climate projections are produced by institutions with mandates to assess
climate risk; worst-case scenarios receive disproportionate attention in public communication

(c) Missing counter-source: The full range of IPCC scenario outputs, including lower-warming scenarios and
adaptation pathways

Summary: The programme cites no named sources for any of its empirical claims. All factual assertions are
delivered as unattributed narrator statements, preventing viewers from evaluating the credibility, methodology, or
potential conflicts of interest of the underlying sources. This is a structural source selection failure that affects the
programme's entire factual framework.
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3. TIME DISTRIBUTION 4/10

1 2 3 4

Estimated speaking time distribution:

Wildlife observation / natural behaviour sequences: approx. 195 min. (82%) — predator-prey, reproduction,
survival behaviour

Environmental threat / human impact commentary: approx. 28 min. (12%) — climate change, habitat loss, invasive
species, overfishing

Conservation success stories: approx. 8 min. (3%) — Indonesian whale shark protection, Christmas Island crab
management

Neutral ecological description: approx. 7 min. (3%) — geological, oceanographic, habitat description without
advocacy content

Summary: While the majority of the programme consists of wildlife observation, the environmental advocacy
content (12%) is strategically concentrated at emotionally significant moments — typically immediately following
sequences that have built viewer attachment to specific animals or ecosystems. The conservation success stories
(3%) are presented in a manner that reinforces rather than challenges the advocacy framework, as they are
framed as exceptions requiring active human intervention rather than evidence of ecological resilience.
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R\P

4. SELECTIVE OMISSION 7110
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Omission 1:

Context The economic costs and trade-offs of conservation measures are entirely absent.

Relevant at: 53:54 — "whale shark hunting has now been banned across Indonesia's Waters"

The fishing ban is presented as an unambiguous good, with the economic impact on fishing
communities who previously relied on whale shark hunting for income entirely omitted. The
programme shows fishermen feeding whale sharks and experiencing "joy" but does not address
how those who previously earned income from hunting have been compensated or have adapted.

Omission 2:

The range of climate model outputs and associated uncertainty is omitted from all climate-related

Context :
claims.

Relevant at: 205:03 — "it's predicted that in the next Century southern Africa will warm twice as much as the global
average"

Presenting a single projection without confidence intervals, model range, or acknowledgement of
scientific uncertainty creates a false impression of certainty. IPCC reports present ranges of
outcomes under different emissions scenarios; the programme presents only the most alarming
framing.

Omission 3:

The historical context of species extinction and ecological change is omitted, making current

Context trends appear uniquely catastrophic.

Relevant at: 123:54 — "of all the species that have become extinct in recent Years Around 80% have been
Islanders"

This statistic is presented without historical context (island species have always been
disproportionately vulnerable to extinction due to small population sizes and limited genetic
diversity), without a time frame for "recent years," and without a source. The omission of context
makes the statistic function as an indictment of current human activity rather than a description of
a long-standing ecological pattern.

Summary: The programme systematically omits economic costs, scientific uncertainty, historical context, and
alternative policy perspectives. These omissions are not random but consistently serve to strengthen the
programme's implicit conservation advocacy by removing information that would complicate or qualify its narrative.

Missing Voices

« Fisheries economist: Would have contributed data on the economic trade-offs of marine conservation zones and
their impact on coastal communities in developing nations.
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Climate adaptation scientist: Would have provided evidence on species adaptive capacity and the range of
outcomes under different climate scenarios, countering the programme's uniformly pessimistic framing.

Development economist (Global South): Would have articulated the tension between conservation imperatives and
the right of developing nations to exploit natural resources for economic development.

Ecological historian: Would have contextualised current biodiversity loss within the longer history of mass
extinction events, providing perspective on the uniqueness or otherwise of current trends.

Local community representative (Indonesia/Christmas Island/South Georgia): Would have provided ground-level
perspective on how conservation policies affect livelihoods and community autonomy.

Policy economist specialising in net-zero transition costs: Would have examined the distributional consequences
of the energy and land-use policies implied by the programme's conservation advocacy.

Philosopher of science: Would have examined the epistemological status of claims about "what nature requires"
and the normative assumptions embedded in conservation science.

Representative of fishing industry: Would have provided the perspective of those whose livelihoods are directly
affected by the conservation measures the programme implicitly advocates.
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5. NUMERICAL MANIPULATION 510

1 2 3 4 5

Complete figures include: absolute value, proportion (%) and trend

Finding 1:

Number: "of all the species that have become extinct in recent Years Around 80% have been Islanders”

No time frame for "recent years"; no source attribution; no comparison with historical baseline
extinction rates for island species; no acknowledgement that island species have always been
disproportionately vulnerable due to small population sizes.

Missing
context

The statistic implies that current human activity is causing an unprecedented wave of island
species extinction, when in fact island species have historically been more vulnerable to extinction
than continental species for reasons unrelated to recent human activity.

Finding 2:

Timestamp 48:43

Number: "in just 3 weeks half a million calves are born on these Serengeti Plains that's 24,000 a day a thousand an
hour"

This statistic is presented positively (as evidence of ecological abundance) without noting that
wildebeest populations have fluctuated significantly due to both natural and human factors, or that
the Serengeti ecosystem faces documented pressures from agricultural encroachment.

Missing
context

While not manipulative in isolation, the selective use of abundance statistics for positive
Effect sequences and decline statistics for negative sequences creates an asymmetric numerical
framework that reinforces the programme's narrative of pristine nature under human threat.

Finding 3:

Timestamp 205:03
Number: "it's predicted that in the next Century southern Africa will warm twice as much as the global average"
No source cited; no confidence interval; no specification of which emissions scenario this

projection assumes; no acknowledgement of the range of model outputs; no comparison with
adaptation scenarios.

Missing
context

A contested projection from a specific climate model under specific assumptions is presented as a
Effect straightforward prediction, creating a false impression of scientific certainty about a specific
regional outcome over a century-long time horizon.

Summary: The programme's numerical claims consistently lack source attribution, confidence intervals, and
contextual comparison. Statistics are deployed selectively to support the programme's advocacy narrative rather
than to provide viewers with the information needed to evaluate claims independently.
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6. GUILT BY ASSOCIATION 3/10

1 2 3

Association 1:

Timestamp 29:23

*0,

'a monstrous Wells catfish introduced here just 40 years ago they have proliferated virtually

Sl exterminated the local fish stocks and they've now developed a taste for Pigeon™

Technique: The catfish is described as "monstrous" and its introduction is attributed to human action ("introduced
here"). The sequence immediately follows footage of pigeons bathing, creating an emotional association between
human-caused ecological disruption and the death of familiar, urban animals.

Viewers who have just watched pigeons bathing in a French river are shown those same pigeons
being killed by a "monstrous" fish that humans introduced. The implicit message is that human
interference in natural systems produces monsters that kill innocent animals.

Association 2:

Timestamp 122:25

"

Quote *"humans brought these ant Invaders Here and Now humans are having to control them

Technique: The yellow crazy ant infestation on Christmas Island is explicitly attributed to human agency ("humans
brought these"). The word "Invaders" (military metaphor) is applied to the ants, and the destruction of red crabs is
shown in graphic detail immediately before this attribution.

The sequence creates a guilt-by-association chain: humans — invasive species — destruction of
native wildlife. Viewers who have spent several minutes watching the red crab migration
(presented as one of "the greatest natural Spectacles on Earth") are then shown those crabs
being killed by ants that humans introduced. The emotional architecture ensures that the
attribution of blame to "humans" lands with maximum affective force.

Association 3:

Technique: The whale carcass that provides food for blue sharks and great whites is attributed to a ship strike. This

is presented as a matter-of-fact observation but functions to associate commercial shipping with whale death within
a programme that has repeatedly framed human economic activity as ecologically destructive.

Timestamp 194:50

"

*"a dead whale recently struck by a ship

The association of shipping (a fundamental component of global trade and food supply chains)
Effect with whale death reinforces the programme's implicit framing of human economic activity as
inherently harmful to wildlife.

Summary: The programme does not engage in guilt-by-association in the political sense (associating individuals
with discredited groups), but it systematically constructs associative chains between human economic activity and
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ecological harm. These chains are built through narrative sequencing — emotional attachment to animals is
established before human causation of their suffering is introduced — rather than through explicit argument.
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7. TIMING 6/10

1 2 3 4 5 6

Finding 1:

Position: 38:00 (early-middle — after extended tortoise sequence)

Content: "the climate is changing sea levels are rising and alabra tortoises May soon have to find a new Refuge or
drown"

Timing Effect: This climate change message is delivered immediately after an extended, visually spectacular
sequence showing Aldabra tortoises finding shade in coral caves. Viewers have spent several minutes watching
individual tortoises navigate their environment with apparent effort and personality. The climate message arrives at
the moment of maximum emotional investment in these specific animals, ensuring that the abstract policy claim is
experienced as a personal threat to creatures the viewer has come to care about.

Finding 2:

Position: 225:26 (late — near programme end)

Content: "if we could only halt our unrestrained plunder of the ocean its habitats and species would recover and at a
time when our overexploited lands are already failing us this has never been more important”

Timing Effect: This is the programme's most explicit advocacy statement, placed near the end after approximately
three and a half hours of wildlife footage have built maximum emotional investment. The placement follows the
dolphin strand-feeding sequence, which has shown animals engaging in remarkable cooperative behaviour. The
advocacy message arrives when viewers are at their most emotionally engaged and least analytically critical.

Finding 3:

Position: 54:17 (mid-programme — following whale shark threat sequence)

Content: "the people here have made a simple but extraordinary Choice fishing in a way that is sustainable for
themselves and the Animals caring for wildlife is surely our shared responsibility"

Timing Effect: The phrase "caring for wildlife is surely our shared responsibility" is placed immediately after a
conservation success story (Indonesian whale shark protection), ensuring it is received in a positive emotional
context. The word "surely" performs the rhetorical function of presenting a contested normative claim as self-
evident. The timing ensures that viewers who might question the claim are doing so against the emotional backdrop
of a heartwarming human-animal relationship story.

Summary: The programme's advocacy content is consistently placed at moments of maximum emotional
investment — immediately following sequences that have built viewer attachment to specific animals or
ecosystems. This timing strategy ensures that policy-adjacent claims are processed emotionally rather than
analytically.

President: Schlaepfer, David - Contact: kontaki@SVFAB.ch - Address: SVFAB, P/O-Box, CH-8021 Zurich 1
Page 15



mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch

Association suisse pour une information équilibrée
Associazione svizzera per un reporting equilibrato

/ . Schweizerischer Verein fur ausgewogene Berichterstattung
8. SELECTIVE OUTRAGE 4/10

1 2 3 4

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

Methodological Principle (v2.2): Before each assessment, the trigger event must be documented. A reaction can
only be assessed as selective if comparable triggers in other positions produced no analogous reaction.

Finding 1:

Timestamp 122:30

Trigger event: Yellow crazy ants (introduced by humans via ships) attacking and killing red crabs on Christmas
Island

Reaction: "humans brought these ant Invaders Here and Now humans are having to control them" — explicit
attribution of blame to human agency; military language ("Invaders"); graphic footage of crab deaths

At 29:23, Wels catfish (also introduced by humans) killing pigeons in France — similar trigger
event (human-introduced species causing ecological harm). Reaction: *"a monstrous Wells catfish
introduced here just 40 years ago"* — comparable attribution of blame and morally loaded
language.

Comparison

Asymmetry: Both human-introduced species receive comparable negative framing. However, neither sequence
acknowledges that the introduction of non-native species is often the result of global trade and shipping —
economic activities that the programme elsewhere implicitly advocates restricting. The outrage at ecological
consequences is not matched by any examination of the economic systems that produce those consequences, or
any acknowledgement that restricting those systems would have costs.

Finding 2:

Timestamp 225:26

Trigger event: General human economic activity (fishing, shipping, land use)
Reaction: "if we could only halt our unrestrained plunder of the ocean" — morally loaded language; implicit
advocacy for policy change

No comparable moment in the programme where human conservation activity is subjected to
Comparison critical scrutiny, or where the costs of conservation policies are presented with comparable
emotional force.

unrestrained");
shared

Asymmetry: Human economic activity is consistently framed with moral condemnation ("plunder,
human conservation activity is consistently framed with moral approval ("extraordinary Choice," "
responsibility"). This asymmetry is systematic and consistent throughout the programme.

Summary: The programme's selective outrage is structural rather than episodic: human economic activity is
consistently framed as morally culpable, while human conservation activity is consistently framed as morally
praiseworthy. No comparable critical scrutiny is applied to the costs, trade-offs, or potential failures of
conservation policies.
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9. COMPLETENESS 8/10

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

Share of covered perspectives
Inverted: original value measures coverage (higher = better). Shown as deviation (higher = larger gaps).

(World knowledge, independent of transcript)

[A] The scientific consensus position: anthropogenic climate change is real, measurable, and poses documented
threats to biodiversity and ecosystems.

[B] The policy-sceptic position: while climate change may be real, the specific policy prescriptions implied (net-zero
targets, fossil fuel elimination, rewilding) involve significant economic trade-offs that disproportionately affect lower-
income populations and developing nations.

[C] The ecological complexity perspective: ecosystems are dynamic and adaptive; species extinction and habitat
change have occurred throughout Earth's history; the framing of all change as catastrophic may be scientifically
contested.

[D] The human development perspective: billions of people in the Global South depend on fishing, agriculture, and
resource extraction for survival; conservation policies imposed by wealthy nations may constitute a form of
ecological colonialism.

[E] The invasive species management perspective: the programme presents human-introduced species (yellow
crazy ants, Wels catfish) as unambiguously negative, but ecological management involves complex trade-offs and
the science of "nativeness" is contested.

[F] The economic cost-benefit perspective: conservation programmes, fishing bans, and habitat protection involve
real economic costs to local communities; these are not presented.

[G] The adaptation optimism perspective: many species demonstrate remarkable adaptive capacity; the programme
selectively emphasises vulnerability over resilience.

[H] The indigenous and local community perspective: communities living alongside wildlife have developed
sustainable practices over millennia; their knowledge and rights are largely absent from the narrative.

[1] The regulatory and governance perspective: international conservation agreements, their effectiveness, and their
democratic legitimacy are not examined.

[J] The technological optimism perspective: human ingenuity has historically solved environmental challenges; this
possibility is not presented as a counterweight to the programme's pessimistic framing.
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Soft Facts — 6 qualitative techniques

10. FRAMING

1

Finding 1:

Timestamp

Quote

Manipulation

Why
problematic

Finding 2:

Timestamp

Manipulation

Why
problematic

Finding 3:

Timestamp

Quote

Manipulation

President: Schlaepfer, David - Contact: kontaki@SVFAB.ch - Address:
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38:00

*"the climate is changing sea levels are rising and alabra tortoises May soon have to find a new
Refuge or drown"*

The programme frames climate change not as a scientific or policy question but as an immediate,
species-specific threat with a named victim (the Aldabra tortoise). The emotional specificity of "or
drown" transforms an abstract policy debate into a visceral narrative of individual animal suffering.

Viewers are invited to form emotional attachments to specific animals throughout the programme;
when climate change is then presented as the cause of their potential death, the emotional
architecture of the programme does the persuasive work that explicit argument would require
justification for. This is affect-based framing that bypasses rational evaluation.

225:26

*"if we could only halt our unrestrained plunder of the ocean its habitats and species would
recover and at a time when our overexploited lands are already failing us this has never been
more important"*

The word "plunder" frames all human economic activity involving natural resources as morally
equivalent to theft or pillage. The phrase "our overexploited lands are already failing us" presents
a contested empirical claim (that agricultural land is in terminal decline) as established fact. The
construction "if we could only" frames restraint as the sole available solution.

This passage functions as explicit political advocacy embedded within entertainment content. It
presents a specific policy position (reduction of resource extraction) as the only rational response
to ecological decline, without acknowledging the economic, social, or political complexity of that
position. A neutral alternative would be: "human activity has affected ocean ecosystems, and
scientists are studying how different management approaches might support recovery."

204:47

*"changes in the world's climate are affecting many of Africa's animals it's predicted that in the
next Century southern Africa will warm twice as much as the global average the future will be
Bleak for those that cannot adapt fast enough"*

The word "Bleak" is an editorial judgment, not a scientific finding. The prediction about differential
warming is presented without source attribution, confidence intervals, or acknowledgement of the

SVFAB, P/O-Box, CH-8021 Zurich 1
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range of climate model outputs. The phrase "cannot adapt fast enough" implies that the pace of
change is already beyond adaptive capacity — a contested claim.

The programme presents worst-case scenario projections as the default expectation, without
Why acknowledging that climate models produce a range of outcomes and that species adaptive
problematic capacity is itself a subject of active scientific research. The framing forecloses optimism as a
rational response.

Summary: The programme consistently frames human economic activity as destructive, ecological change as
catastrophic, and conservation advocacy as the only rational response. This framing is embedded within an
entertainment format that builds emotional investment in individual animals before deploying that investment in
service of policy-adjacent messaging.
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Manipulation
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6/10

3 4 5 6

225:26
*"our unrestrained plunder of the ocean™

"Plunder" carries connotations of piracy, warfare, and moral criminality. It is not a neutral
descriptor of fishing, shipping, or resource extraction.

The use of morally loaded language to describe economic activities that are legal, regulated, and
essential to human food security constitutes implicit advocacy. A neutral alternative would be:
"intensive use of ocean resources" or "commercial fishing and extraction."

122:30

*"an Invader has occupied this island"*

Military metaphor ("Invader," "occupied") applied to a biological phenomenon (introduced species)
imports the moral framework of territorial aggression into ecological description.

The language of invasion and occupation carries strong negative moral connotations derived from
human political history. Applied to animals (yellow crazy ants), it pre-empts ecological nuance by
framing the situation as one of wrongful aggression requiring correction. A neutral alternative
would be: "a non-native species has established itself on the island."

29:23

*"a monstrous Wells catfish introduced here just 40 years ago they have proliferated virtually
exterminated the local fish stocks"*

"Monstrous" is an aesthetic and moral judgment, not a biological descriptor. "Virtually
exterminated" uses genocide-adjacent language for a predator-prey ecological dynamic.

The combination of "monstrous" (moral condemnation) with "introduced here" (implicit human
blame) and "exterminated" (genocide language) constructs a narrative of human-caused
ecological crime. A neutral alternative would be: "a large catfish species, introduced four decades
ago, has significantly reduced local fish populations."

Summary: The programme systematically employs morally loaded language — "plunder,"” "invader," "monstrous,"
"exterminated," "bleak" — to frame ecological processes and human economic activities in terms that pre-empt
neutral evaluation and direct viewers towards specific emotional and political conclusions.
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12. MODERATION BEHAVIOUR 0/10

Methodological Principle (v2.2): Before each assessment, the trigger event must be documented. An intervention
can only be assessed as asymmetric if comparable triggers in other guests produced no analogous intervention.

Finding: This programme contains no interviews, no guests, and no moderation. The criterion is
structurally inapplicable. There is a single narrator delivering scripted content; there are no interactions
between a moderator and guests that could be assessed for asymmetry.

Asymmetry assessment: Not applicable — no trigger events, no interventions, no comparable situations to assess.

Summary: Criterion 5 (Moderation Behaviour) is not applicable to this programme format. The absence of
interviews and the use of a single authoritative narrator voice is itself analytically significant under other criteria

(particularly Criteria 3, 12, and 15) but does not generate assessable moderation asymmetries.

President: Schlaepfer, David - Contact: kontaki@SVFAB.ch - Address: SVFAB, P/O-Box, CH-8021 Zurich 1
Page 21


mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch

Association suisse pour une information équilibrée

. Schweizerischer Verein fur ausgewogene Berichterstattung
X Associazione svizzera per un reporting equilibrato

13. QUESTION ASYMMETRY 0/10

Finding: This programme contains no questions. It is a narrated documentary with no interview format.
The criterion is structurally inapplicable.

Summary: Criterion 7 (Question Asymmetry) is not applicable to this programme format. No questions are posed
to any person; all content is delivered as narrated assertion.
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14. FALSE BALANCE 2110

1 2

Finding 1:

Timestamp 53:54

Construct: "whale shark hunting has now been banned across Indonesia's Waters this whale shark plays a different
part in the lives of these fishermen they feed him and the relationship seems to bring joy to both parties"

The programme presents the transition from whale shark hunting to whale shark
tourism/protection as a straightforwardly positive development that "brings joy to both parties."
This creates a false balance between the economic interests of fishermen (who previously earned
income from hunting) and the conservation outcome (whale shark protection). The "joy" framing
implies that the economic transition was costless and universally welcomed, which is not
established.

Analysis

Note: False balance in the classical sense (presenting fringe views as equivalent to consensus) is not a significant
feature of this programme. The programme's bias operates in the opposite direction — it presents contested
policy positions as consensus rather than presenting fringe positions as mainstream. Score is therefore low.

Summary: Classical false balance is not a dominant technique in this programme. The programme's structural
bias operates through omission and framing rather than through artificial equivalence between unequal positions.
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15. AGENDA-SETTING 710
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Finding 1:

Agenda element set: Human economic activity is inherently destructive to natural systems and requires restraint.

Timestam 225:26 — Evidence: *"if we could only halt our unrestrained plunder of the ocean its habitats and
P species would recover"

Alternative agenda: The relationship between human economic activity and ecological health is complex;
sustainable use, technological innovation, and adaptive management can support both human welfare and
ecological integrity; the framing of all resource use as "plunder" forecloses productive policy discussion.

Finding 2:

Agenda element set: Conservation is a universal human responsibility that transcends national, economic, and
cultural differences.

Timestamp 54:17 — Evidence: *"caring for wildlife is surely our shared responsibility"*

Alternative agenda: Conservation priorities, methods, and costs are distributed unequally across nations and
communities; the framing of conservation as a "shared responsibility" obscures the fact that the costs of
conservation are disproportionately borne by communities in the Global South while the benefits (biodiversity,
ecosystem services) are enjoyed globally.

Finding 3:

Agenda element set: The current rate of ecological change is unprecedented and catastrophic.

Timestam 38:00 — Evidence: *"the climate is changing sea levels are rising and alabra tortoises May soon
P have to find a new Refuge or drown"*

Alternative agenda: Ecological change has occurred throughout Earth's history; current rates of change, while
significant, exist within a longer context of natural variation; the framing of all change as catastrophic may not serve
the goal of evidence-based policy-making.

Summary: The programme's agenda-setting function is its most significant editorial feature. By treating
conservation advocacy as self-evident common sense ("surely our shared responsibility”), by framing all human
economic activity as "plunder,"” and by presenting worst-case ecological scenarios as default expectations, the
programme establishes a normative framework within which specific policy positions appear as obvious
conclusions rather than contested choices.
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Individual Scores — All 15 Criteria

Rating

Slight imbalance
Significant imbalance
Slight imbalance
Pronounced imbalance
Significant imbalance
Slight imbalance
Significant imbalance
Slight imbalance
Pronounced imbalance
Significant imbalance
Significant imbalance
Unremarkable
Unremarkable
Unremarkable

Pronounced imbalance

No. ‘ Criterion Score
1 EXPERT SELECTION 3110
2 SOURCE SELECTION 6/10
3 TIME DISTRIBUTION 4/10
4 SELECTIVE OMISSION 7/10
5 NUMERICAL MANIPULATION 5/10
6 GUILT BY ASSOCIATION 3110
7 TIMING 6/10
8 SELECTIVE OUTRAGE 4/10
9 COMPLETENESS 8/10
10 FRAMING 6/10
1 LANGUAGE AND TERMINOLOGY 6/10
12 MODERATION BEHAVIOUR 0/10
13 QUESTION ASYMMETRY 0/10
14 FALSE BALANCE 2/10
15 AGENDA-SETTING 7/10
51/10 Significant imbalance
3.0/10 Slight imbalance
41/10 Significant imbalance
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KEY — Score Definitions

Individual Scores per Criterion (0-10)

/ . Schweizerischer Verein fur ausgewogene Berichterstattung

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

6 Significant finding Scores of 6 and above are classified as 'significant findings."'
(threshold)

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

Pronounced imbalance; multiple documented individual findings in this

8-9 Severe finding criterion

10 Maximum severity Systematic, pervasive imbalance in this criterion.

Aggregated Deviation Index — Interpretation Ranges

0.0-25 Unremarkable No significant patterns detected; broadcast meets the impartiality
standard.
2.6 -4.0 Slight imbalance Isolated anomalies; statistically visible but within tolerance range.

41-6.0 Significant imbalance Multiple significant findings; relevant impairment of perspective

diversity.
Serious deviation from the Pronounced, cross-broadcast patterns; high impact relevance.
6.1 — 8.0 impartiality standard. High
degree of deviation
Fundamental systemic one- Maximum severity across nearly all criteria; systematically one-

8.1-10 sidedness. Very high bias degree sided reporting.

Party-Political Bias (-5 to +5)

Strongly Party is significantly underrepresented in framing, airtime, or

lioks disadvantaged 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 CLASSIFICATION (BBC Charter Art. 6)

Assessment under BBC Charter Article 6

The BBC Royal Charter and Agreement require the BBC to provide duly accurate and impartial news, current affairs
and factual programming. Article 6 specifically requires the BBC to treat controversial subjects with due impartiality,
including matters of public policy and political controversy.

Violation 1:
Standard: BBC Charter Art. 6 — Due Impartiality on matters of public policy

Facts: The programme presents conservation policy positions (restraint of resource extraction, fishing bans, habitat
protection) as self-evident moral imperatives without acknowledging their contested political and economic character.

Evidence: Timestamp 54:17 — Quote: "caring for wildlife is surely our shared responsibility"; Timestamp 225:26 —
Quote: "if we could only halt our unrestrained plunder of the ocean its habitats and species would recover"

Assessment: The word "surely" at 54:17 performs the rhetorical function of presenting a contested normative claim as
beyond reasonable dispute. The phrase "unrestrained plunder" at 225:26 frames all human resource extraction as
morally equivalent to theft, a characterisation that directly contradicts the positions of multiple political parties
(Conservative, Reform UK) and that a due impartiality standard would require to be balanced with alternative
perspectives. These statements go beyond the reporting of scientific consensus on climate mechanisms and
constitute advocacy for specific policy positions on how human societies should organise their relationship with natural
resources.

Violation 2:
Standard: BBC Charter Art. 6 — Due Accuracy

Facts: Multiple empirical claims are made without source attribution, confidence intervals, or acknowledgement of
scientific uncertainty.

Evidence: Timestamp 205:03 — Quote: "it's predicted that in the next Century southern Africa will warm twice as
much as the global average"; Timestamp 123:57 — Quote: "of all the species that have become extinct in recent
Years Around 80% have been Islanders"; Timestamp 53:13 — Quote: "populations have declined by more than half in
recent years"

Assessment: Due accuracy requires that factual claims be attributable to identifiable sources and that the degree of
certainty attached to claims be proportionate to the evidence. The programme's practice of delivering contested
projections and unattributed statistics as unqualified narrator assertions does not meet this standard. The specific
claim about southern African warming rates is a projection from climate models under specific emissions scenarios;
presenting it as a straightforward prediction without qualification misrepresents the epistemic status of the claim.

Violation 3:
Standard: BBC Charter Art. 6 — Due Impartiality on matters of political controversy

Facts: The programme's treatment of the relationship between human economic activity and ecological health
consistently presents one side of a politically contested debate without acknowledging the existence of alternative
perspectives.

Evidence: Timestamp 122:30 — Quote: "humans brought these ant Invaders Here and Now humans are having to
control them"; Timestamp 29:23 — Quote: "a monstrous Wells catfish introduced here just 40 years ago"; Timestamp
204:47 — Quote: "the future will be Bleak for those that cannot adapt fast enough”

Assessment: The programme's systematic framing of human economic activity as ecologically destructive, combined
with its systematic omission of the economic costs of conservation policies and the perspectives of those who bear
those costs, constitutes a failure of due impartiality on a matter of genuine political controversy. The question of how
to balance human economic development with ecological conservation is one of the most contested policy questions
of the current era; the programme treats one answer to that question as self-evident.
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Overall Assessment BBC Charter Article 6

The programme presents a consistent pattern of editorial choices that, taken individually, might be defensible as
legitimate editorial judgment within the wildlife documentary genre, but that collectively constitute a meaningful
departure from the BBC's due impartiality obligations under its Royal Charter. The programme's treatment of
conservation policy as self-evident moral imperative, its use of morally loaded language to characterise human
economic activity, its systematic omission of economic costs and scientific uncertainty, and its deployment of
emotional architecture to bypass analytical evaluation of contested policy claims all engage Article 6's requirements.
The BBC's institutional position that anthropogenic climate change is "settled science" exempt from impartiality
requirements does not resolve this issue, because the programme's advocacy extends beyond the scientific
consensus on climate mechanisms to encompass contested policy questions about how human societies should
respond — questions on which due impartiality is clearly required. A programme that spent four hours building
emotional investment in individual animals before concluding that "our unrestrained plunder" must be halted, without
presenting any alternative perspective on the economic and political complexity of that conclusion, does not meet the
standard of due impartiality that the BBC's public service mandate requires.
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CHAPTER 6 — Source Depth Check

Note: This programme cites no named specialist bodies, NGOs, or advisory bodies. All empirical claims are
delivered as unattributed narrator assertions. The following analysis therefore addresses the BBC Natural History
Unit itself as the de facto source authority for all claims made in the programme.

BBC Natural History Unit (Bristol)

1. FUNDING: Primarily BBC licence fee (public funding); supplemented by international co-production deals (Netflix,
Discovery, NHK, etc.). Co-production funding creates potential commercial pressure towards content that performs
well in international markets, where environmental advocacy content has demonstrated strong audience appeal.

2. MANDATE: The BBC Natural History Unit's mandate is to produce natural history programming that informs,
educates, and entertains. This mandate is compatible with accurate ecological description but creates tension with
the due impartiality requirements of the BBC Charter when programming extends into policy advocacy.

3. CONFLICT OF INTEREST: The BBC Natural History Unit has significant institutional interests in maintaining its
position as the world's leading producer of wildlife documentary content. This positioning is closely associated with
environmental advocacy; a BBC Natural History Unit that produced content questioning conservation orthodoxy
would face significant reputational and commercial risks. This creates a structural conflict of interest that is not
acknowledged in the programme.
4. CREDIBILITY MATRIX (6D):
D1 Conflict of Interest: [-1] — Institutional interest in environmental advocacy positioning; commercial interest in content that
performs well in international markets where environmental messaging is popular
D2 Personal Risk: [0] — Institutional rather than personal risk; the BBC faces reputational risk from both over-advocacy and
under-advocacy on environmental issues
D3 Subject Competence: [+1] — The BBC Natural History Unit has genuine expertise in wildlife cinematography and natural
history; its competence in climate science, conservation economics, and policy analysis is less established
D4 Opinion Consistency: [+1] — Consistent environmental advocacy position across decades of programming
D5 Emotionalisation vs. Data: [-2] — Programme is heavily affect-based; data claims are made without sources, confidence
intervals, or methodological context; emotional architecture is the primary persuasive mechanism
D6 Source Level: [-2] — No primary sources cited; all claims are tertiary (narrator assertion without attribution)
TOTAL: -3 — SOURCE SIGNAL: YELLOW
5. COUNTER-VOICE: The programme provides no counter-voice to any of its empirical or normative claims. The
absence of named sources, the use of a single authoritative narrator, and the entertainment format collectively
ensure that no alternative perspective is presented or acknowledged.

IMPORTANT NOTE: The BBC Natural History Unit's reputation for producing high-quality wildlife content is a social
attribution that does not constitute a methodological qualification for the specific empirical and normative claims made
in this programme. The Unit's expertise in filming leopards does not establish its authority to make unattributed claims
about climate projections, extinction rates, or the moral obligations of human societies towards natural ecosystems.
These are distinct domains requiring distinct forms of expertise and distinct standards of evidence.

Analysis completed under Version 2.7-detail methodology. All scores reflect assessments based solely on
transcript content. Criteria 5 and 7 scored 0 as structurally inapplicable to the narrated documentary format; this is
noted in the overall score calculation. The methodological principle K6+K13 (trigger event documentation for
asymmetry assessment) was applied throughout; no asymmetric moderation or selective outrage findings were
made without documented trigger event comparison.

Legal and Methodological Notes

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 factual
determination
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The aggregated deviation index does not replace a legal assessment under Ofcom
Broadcasting Code. The determination of whether a specific broadcast violates legal
requirements is exclusively the responsibility of the competent authorities (in particular
Ofcom).

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.

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.

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

Legal Framework United Kingdom — BBC

/ . Schweizerischer Verein fur ausgewogene Berichterstattung

Legislation

* BBC Royal Charter (2017, valid until 2027)
+ Communications Act 2003
» Ofcom Broadcasting Code

Relevant Provisions
BBC Royal Charter

+ Art. 5 (Public Purposes): Sustaining citizenship and civil society through the provision of impartial news and
information to help people understand and engage with the world around them.

* Art. 6(4): The BBC must observe high standards of due impartiality.

Communications Act 2003

* 5.319(2)(c): News included in television and radio services is presented with due impartiality.

» 5.320(1): Special impartiality requirements for matters of political controversy and matters relating to current public
policy.

Ofcom Broadcasting Code

» Section 5 (Due Impartiality): Due impartiality on matters of political or industrial controversy and matters relating to
current public policy. "Due" means adequate or appropriate to the subject and nature of the programme.

Core Obligations

1. Due Impartiality: Not absolute equal treatment, but appropriate to the subject matter
2. Due Accuracy: Adequate accuracy in reporting
3. Editorial Independence: Independence from government and commercial interests

Regulatory Authority

+ Ofcom (Office of Communications): External regulator with sanctioning powers
* BBC Board: Internal governance

Complaints Procedure

1. BBC Complaints (internal, three-tier)
2. Ofcom (external complaint after exhausting internal routes)
3. Judicial Review (High Court)
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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 Zrich 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
® ',.;::“_‘}"5 numerous examples. Additionally, it becomes apparent where we
- Unausgewogene‘ ourselves apply these techniques - fostering not only awareness but
Pl MEE 550 empathy.
I'S_t Optionally the book comes with playing cards.
; Also available as an audiobook.

¥
¢ ‘ \ RIEDEN
Elys

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. Itis 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.

S mif vielen Beispleler- = And no longer so easily accepts a frame chosen by someone else.
— David Schlapfer

Ein, praxisorientiertes Lehrbuch
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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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