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OVERALL 5.6/10

SCORE 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 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.

BROADCAST INFO AND TOPIC FRAMEWORK

Broadcast Data

+ Title: BBC/Media Compilation — Ukraine Refugee Coverage and Racial Commentary (no single programme title
identifiable; compilation format)

» Date: February—March 2022 (inferred from context: Russian invasion of Ukraine, early phase)
» Estimated Length: Approx. 5 minutes 11 seconds (transcript ends at 05:11)
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» Presenter/Reporter: Multiple reporters and anchors (unnamed in transcript); one named commentator: Daniel
Hannan (cited via op-ed, not present); one named reporter: Matthew (surname not given)

 Interviewed/Featured Persons:

Actors Function Party/Affiliation Political Spectrum

Matthew (surname Field reporter / BBC (unconfirmed) N/A — journalist

unknown) correspondent

Unnamed anchor/presenter Studio anchor Unidentified broadcaster N/A

1

Unnamed anchor/presenter Studio anchor Unidentified broadcaster N/A

2

Unnamed commentator On-air pundit/analyst Unidentified broadcaster Centre-left (inferred from

(female voice) critique)

Daniel Hannan Conservative peer / Conservative Party / Right (7.0)
journalist Telegraph

Unnamed male co-anchor  Studio anchor Unidentified broadcaster N/A

> Note on source material: This transcript is a compilation of clips from multiple broadcasters, not a single BBC
programme. Several clips appear to originate from non-BBC outlets (CBS, Al Jazeera, ITV — consistent with the style
and content of the commentary). The BBC is referenced implicitly as the subject of critique in the meta-commentary
segment (02:51 onward). This distinction is analytically critical and is applied throughout.

Main Topic

A compilation of broadcast media clips from the early weeks of the 2022 Russian invasion of Ukraine, in which
reporters and anchors made racially coded comparisons between Ukrainian refugees and refugees from the Middle
East and Africa, followed by a critical commentary segment analysing those remarks.

World-View Context

The Russian invasion of Ukraine (commenced 24 February 2022) triggered one of the largest refugee crises in
European history since World War Il. Western media coverage was widely criticised for applying a double standard:
expressing greater empathy for Ukrainian refugees than for those from Syria, Afghanistan, Irag, and North Africa. This
critique centred on racially coded language — references to "civilised," "European," "Christian," "white," "blue eyes
and blonde hair" — that implicitly ranked the worthiness of refugee populations by race and geography. The debate
exposed structural assumptions in Western journalism about whose suffering is considered proximate, relatable, and
therefore newsworthy. The clips in this compilation represent primary evidence of that phenomenon; the commentary
segment (from approximately 02:51) constitutes a critical meta-analysis of those clips.

Assessment: Was Each Perspective Addressed?

[A] ADDRESSED

Timestamp: 00:31-02:04 — Quote: "tens of thousands of people have tried to flee the city" — Ukrainian refugees are
shown visually and referenced, but only as objects of description, not as speaking subjects.

[B] ADDRESSED (partially)

Timestamp: 02:51-03:07 — Quote: "making some rather awful remarks about the nature of this conflict and these
refugees versus say conflicts and refugees in the Middle East" — The comparative dimension is raised in the critique
segment, but no actual refugee from the Middle East or Africa speaks.

[C] ADDRESSED

Timestamp: 02:51-04:31 — Quote: "when they say oh civilized cities and in another clip well-dressed people and this
is not the third world they really mean white people don't they" — Media criticism is the dominant frame of the second
half of the compilation.
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[D] OMITTED

No academic or scholarly voice on structural racism in journalism is included.
[E] OMITTED

No UNHCR, Amnesty, or refugee law expert is cited or interviewed.

[F] ADDRESSED (implicitly, via clip)

Timestamp: 03:54-04:31 — Quote: "Daniel Hannan said that these people the Ukrainians they're like us they watch
Netflix they have Instagram accounts" — The cultural proximity argument is presented via the Hannan op-ed, though
only to be critiqued.

[G] OMITTED

No Eastern European or Ukrainian political/civil society voice addresses the geopolitical specificity of the conflict.
[H] OMITTED

No editorial explanation or defence from the journalists who made the original remarks is included.

[I] OMITTED

No representative of non-European refugee communities speaks.

[J] OMITTED

No international law expert addresses the Refugee Convention's non-discrimination requirements.
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CHAPTER 1 — DETAILED ANALYSIS OF THE 15 CRITERIA

Hard Facts — 9 techniques that are countable and scientifically verifiable

1. EXPERT SELECTION 6/10

1 2 3 4 5 6

Expert 1: Unnamed female commentator/analyst (02:51-04:31)

Timestamp 02:51

*"when they say oh civilized cities and in another clip well-dressed people and this is not the third

Statement world they really mean white people don't they™*

On-air pundit; political orientation appears centre-left based on framing and language. No
institutional affiliation identified in transcript.

Classification

Missing countervoice: A media ethicist or journalism professor would have provided a more structurally grounded
analysis rather than a reactive commentary.

Source Depth Check:
(a) FUNDING: Unknown — broadcaster affiliation not identified in transcript. No institutional conflict of interest
identifiable from available information.

(b) MANDATE: As a broadcast commentator, the mandate is opinion and analysis — compatible with the critical
function being performed, but not equivalent to independent scholarly expertise.

(c) CREDIBILITY MATRIX (Source Traffic Light, 6 dimensions, -2 to +2):

(c) FACHKOMPETENZ: The commentator is implicitly framed as a neutral media critic, but her analysis is itself a
form of advocacy. This is not disclosed.

Expert 2: Daniel Hannan (cited via op-ed, not present)

Statement (as cited): "these people the Ukrainians they're like us they watch Netflix they have Instagram accounts
they read uncensored newspaper"

(G EESTE I Ml Conservative peer, journalist, Telegraph contributor. Spectrum: 7.0 (right).

Missing countervoice: Hannan is not present to contextualise or defend his argument. His op-ed is used as
evidence against him without his participation.

Source Depth Check:

(a) FUNDING: Telegraph contributor (private media); Conservative peer (state-funded role). Dual affiliation creates
potential for both political and commercial bias.

(b) MANDATE: As a political commentator, Hannan's mandate is explicitly partisan. His op-ed is not presented as
neutral analysis.

(c) CREDIBILITY MATRIX:
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(c) FACHKOMPETENZ: Hannan's argument is presented exclusively as evidence of racial bias. The possibility that
he was making a geopolitical rather than racial argument is not explored.

Missing Expert Groups:

» Academic specialist in race and media studies (e.g., from a UK university journalism department)
* UNHCR spokesperson or refugee law expert
» Journalist from a non-Western broadcaster offering comparative perspective on Western media coverage

Source Credibility Overview:

Unnamed female
commentator/analyst +1 +1 +1 0 0 0 +3 YELLOW
(02:51-04:31)

Daniel Hannan (cited via

-1 0 +1 +1 -1 -1 -1 YELLOW
op-ed, not present)

Summary (Matrix Result):

* Unnamed commentator: YELLOW (+3) — Credible but not independent; advocacy framed as neutral analysis

+ Daniel Hannan: YELLOW (-1) — Partisan source; cited without opportunity to respond; argument potentially
mischaracterised
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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: The Daily Telegraph (Daniel Hannan op-ed)

Timestam 03:54 — Statement: *"there was an op-ed today in the telegraph | think we have we'll put it up for
P our viewers to see"*

(a) Funding and ownership: The Daily Telegraph is privately owned (at time of broadcast, by the Barclay brothers;
subsequently sold). It is a centre-right to right-leaning publication.

(b) Structural conflict of interest: The Telegraph's editorial line is broadly Conservative and pro-Ukraine.
Hannan's op-ed is consistent with this editorial position. Citing it as evidence of racial bias without acknowledging its
political context is selective.

(c) Missing counterbalancing source: A Guardian, Independent, or academic source making the same cultural
proximity argument would have tested whether the critique is directed at the argument or at its Conservative
provenance.

Source 2: Original broadcast clips (multiple unnamed broadcasters)

(a) Funding: Mixed — some clips appear to be from US broadcasters (CBS style), some from European outlets.
Funding structures vary.

(b) Structural conflict of interest: The clips are selected to illustrate a specific thesis (racial bias in Ukraine
coverage). The selection process is not disclosed — viewers do not know how many clips were reviewed, what
proportion contained racially coded language, or whether clips expressing the opposite view were excluded.

(c) Missing counterbalancing source: No clip is shown of a reporter explicitly applying the same empathetic
framing to Syrian or Afghan refugees, which would have provided a comparative baseline.

Summary: The source selection is structurally biased toward confirming the thesis of racial bias in media
coverage. The clips are curated to support a predetermined conclusion, and no source is included that would
complicate or challenge that conclusion.

President: Schlaepfer, David - Contact: kontaki@SVFAB.ch - Address: SVFAB, P/O-Box, CH-8021 Zurich 1
Page 6



mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch

Association suisse pour une information équilibrée

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

3. TIME DISTRIBUTION 4/10

1 2 3 4

Estimated speaking time:
+ Original clips (racially coded commentary): approx. 2 min. 30 sec. (48%)
+ Critical commentary segment: approx. 1 min. 40 sec. (32%)
» Music/silence/transitions: approx. 50 sec. (16%)
» Hannan op-ed (cited, not speaking): approx. 25 sec. (4% — read-out time)

Summary: The time distribution is roughly balanced between the original clips and the critical commentary, which
is appropriate for a compilation-and-critique format. However, the absence of any voice defending or
contextualising the original framing means the "balance" is between the original offending material and its critique
— not between two substantive analytical positions. This is not a conventional imbalance but a structural one.
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R\P

4. OMISSION (Selective Omission) 8/10
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Omission 1:

Context No voice from non-European refugee communities is included.

Relevant at: Throughout — particularly 02:51-04:31 (the critique segment)

The critique of differential treatment is made entirely by and for a Western media audience. The
people most affected by the double standard — Syrian, Afghan, Iraqi, North African refugees —
are absent. This reproduces the very dynamic being critiqued: their voices are not considered
necessary to validate the analysis of their own marginalisation.

Omission 2:

Context No editorial response or accountability from the journalists who made the original remarks.
Relevant at: 00:00—02:29 (all original clips)

The clips are presented as self-evidently damning without allowing the journalists to clarify, retract,
or contextualise their statements. This forecloses the possibility of editorial accountability and
instead functions as public shaming without due process.

Omission 3:

Context No reference to the 1951 Refugee Convention or international law on non-discrimination.
Relevant at: 03:44—-04:31 (the policy discussion segment)

The critique remains at the level of moral assertion ("you should encourage and actually help
refugees because they are fleeing a war") without grounding it in the legal framework that makes
differential treatment not merely offensive but potentially unlawful. This weakens the analytical
force of the critique.

Summary: The most significant omissions are the absence of non-European refugee voices and the absence of
legal/scholarly framework. These omissions mean the compilation, despite its critical intent, remains within the
same Western media bubble it is attempting to critique.

Missing Voices

» Syrian/Afghan/Iraqi refugee spokesperson: Would have provided direct testimony on differential media treatment
and border reception experiences.

* UNHCR legal expert: Would have contextualised the remarks against the 1951 Refugee Convention's non-
discrimination obligations.

* Media studies academic (e.g., specialist in race and journalism): Would have provided structural analysis of why
this language recurs in Western conflict reporting.

» One of the journalists who made the original remarks: Would have allowed for editorial accountability and potential
clarification or retraction.
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Daniel Hannan (in person): His op-ed is cited and critiqued; his absence prevents him from contextualising or
defending his argument.

Eastern European civil society representative: Would have addressed the specific historical and geopolitical
context that some commentators used to justify the framing.

Refugee rights NGO representative (e.g., Refugee Council UK): Would have addressed the policy implications of
differential public sympathy.

Black or Brown European commentator: Would have addressed the specific irony of "European” being used as a
racial rather than geographic category.
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5. NUMERICAL MANIPULATION 2110

1 2

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

Finding 1:

Figure: "tens of thousands of people have tried to flee the city"

Missing No comparative figure for Syrian, Afghan, or Iraqi displacement is provided, despite the
context comparative frame being central to the critique segment.

The scale of Ukrainian displacement is referenced without the comparative data that would ground
the discussion of differential media treatment in quantitative terms.

Effect

Summary: Numerical manipulation is not a primary technique in this compilation. The absence of comparative
refugee statistics is an omission rather than an active manipulation, but it weakens the analytical rigour of the
critique segment.
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6. GUILT BY ASSOCIATION 510

1 2 3 4 5

Association 1:

Timestamp 03:54-04:18

*"Daniel Hannan said that these people the Ukrainians they're like us they watch Netflix they have

uote "
Q Instagram accounts"*

Technique: Hannan's op-ed is placed immediately after clips of reporters making explicitly racial statements ("blue
eyes and blonde hair," "Christians they're white"). The juxtaposition creates an associative chain: Hannan's cultural
proximity argument is implicitly equated with the explicit racial commentary of the preceding clips.

Hannan is associated with racial bias by proximity, even though his argument (cultural/political
proximity) is analytically distinct from the biological racism expressed in the other clips. The
distinction is not drawn.

Guilt by Association Chain: Explicit racial commentary (00:00-02:29) — Hannan op-ed (03:54) — implicit equation of
cultural argument with racial argument

Source Check for Daniel Hannan:
» Does this person work with verifiable primary sources? YES — op-ed cites observable cultural phenomena
(Netflix, Instagram, uncensored press)

* Are his core claims falsifiable? YES — the claim that Ukrainians share cultural practices with Western Europeans
is empirically testable

* What has he lost through his position? Reputational risk from association with racially coded commentary
* What does he gain? Attention, political alignment with pro-Ukraine Conservative position
* Net: Risk approximately equal to gain — moderate credibility indicator
Result Category: B — Borderline case
Hannan's argument contains both a legitimate geopolitical observation (Ukraine's cultural and institutional proximity to

Western Europe) and a potentially exclusionary implication (that this proximity justifies greater Western concern). The
compilation treats it as Category C (conspiracy/ideological) without engaging with the Category A elements.

Summary: The guilt-by-association technique is applied to Hannan by juxtaposing his culturalist argument with
explicitly racial commentary, without drawing the analytical distinction between cultural proximity arguments and
biological racism. This is a credibility-reducing technique that forecloses legitimate debate.
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7. TIMING 6/10

1 2 3 4 5 6

Finding 1:

Position: 00:00-00:26 (Opening)

Content: "relatively civilized they look like any European Family Christians they're white"

Timing Effect: Placing the most explicitly racial commentary at the very opening of the compilation maximises its
emotional impact and primes the viewer to interpret all subsequent material through a racial lens. This is an

effective rhetorical strategy for the critique, but it also means the viewer's interpretive framework is set before any
analytical context is provided.

Finding 2:

Position: 02:19-02:29 (Pre-critique climax)

Content: "these are Christians they're white it's really emotional for me because | see European people with blue
eyes and blonde hair"

Timing Effect: The most emotionally explicit racial statement is placed immediately before the transition to the
critique segment. This functions as a rhetorical crescendo — the most egregious material is saved for the moment
just before the analytical response, maximising the viewer's receptivity to the critique.

Summary: The timing of the compilation is editorially deliberate. The most explicit racial statements are placed at
the opening and at the transition point to the critique, creating a rhetorical structure that maximises emotional
impact and pre-determines the viewer's interpretive response.
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R\P

8. SELECTIVE OUTRAGE 6/10

1 2 3 4 5 6

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

Methodological Principle (v2.7): The trigger event must be documented before any assessment. A reaction can
only be assessed as selective if comparable trigger events involving other positions produced no analogous
reaction.

Finding 1:

Timestamp 03:20-03:35

Trigger Event: Commentator's assertion that racially coded language in Ukraine coverage reflects racial hierarchy in
Western media.
Reaction: "yeah | know that's that's what's so disturbing in all of this" — strong affirmation from co-anchor.

No comparable moment of outrage or disturbance is expressed regarding the differential treatment
of Ukrainian refugees compared to, for example, the treatment of Romani people within Ukraine
(who faced discrimination at the border) — a directly comparable case of racial hierarchy within
the Ukraine refugee story itself.

Asymmetry: Confirmed. The outrage is directed exclusively at Western media's treatment of non-European
refugees, without acknowledging racial hierarchies within the Ukrainian refugee population itself. This selectivity
suggests the outrage is framed by a specific political lens rather than a consistent anti-racist principle.

Comparison

Finding 2:

Timestamp 04:18-04:31

Trigger Event: Hannan's argument that war is "no longer something visited upon impoverished and remote
population."

Reaction: "to your point you're absolutely correct they Europe has had some of the worst human rights abuses and
atrocities and Wars uh in not just modern history in all of history"

No comparable historical contextualisation is applied to the Middle Eastern or African conflicts
referenced in the critique — the point about European atrocities (Holocaust) is made to rebut the
"civilised Europe" framing, but the equally relevant history of Western-caused conflict in the Middle
East (Iraq War, Libya intervention) is not mentioned.

Comparison

Asymmetry: Confirmed. The historical contextualisation is selectively applied to rebut the "civilised Europe" myth but
does not extend to Western responsibility for the conflicts that generated the refugee flows being compared.

Summary: The selective outrage in this compilation is directed at racial bias in media coverage of Ukrainian
refugees, but does not extend to comparable racial hierarchies within the Ukraine story itself or to Western
responsibility for non-European refugee crises. This selectivity limits the analytical coherence of the critique.
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9. COMPLETENESS 7110

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Share of covered perspectives
Inverted: original value measures coverage (higher = better). Shown as deviation (higher = larger gaps).
[A] Ukrainian refugees and their direct testimony about their experience

[B] Syrian, Afghan, Iraqi, and North African refugees — comparative experience of media treatment and border
reception

[C] Journalists and media critics analysing the racial coding in coverage
[D] Scholars of race, migration, and media studies on structural bias in conflict reporting

[E] Human rights organisations (UNHCR, Amnesty International) on equal treatment of refugees under international
law

[F] Conservative/right-leaning commentators defending the framing (e.g., cultural proximity argument)
[G] Eastern European perspectives on the specific geopolitical context of the Ukraine conflict

[H] Editors and news directors explaining editorial decisions behind the language used

[1] Refugee advocacy groups representing non-European asylum seekers

[J] International law experts on the 1951 Refugee Convention and non-discrimination principles
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Soft Facts — 6 qualitative techniques

10. FRAMING

1

Finding 1:

Timestamp

Quote

Manipulation

Why
problematic

Finding 2:
Timestamp

Quote

Manipulation

Why
problematic

Finding 3:

Timestamp

Quote

Manipulation
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00:00-00:26

*"relatively civilized they look like any European Family Christians they're white you know this is a
relatively civilized uh relatively European | have to choose those words carefully too a city where
you wouldn't expect that or hope that it's going to happen"*

The opening clip immediately establishes a frame in which "civilised" is synonymous with
"European/white/Christian." The phrase "I have to choose those words carefully” signals self-
awareness of the racial coding while simultaneously deploying it.

Viewers are primed from the first seconds to accept a hierarchy of refugee worthiness based on
race and religion. The self-aware hedge ("l have to choose those words carefully") does not
neutralise the framing — it legitimises it by presenting it as a considered editorial choice rather
than a bias.

02:51-03:08

*"some of the media coverage of the conflict in Ukraine has been kinda off we have reporters and
pundits making some rather awful remarks"*

The critical commentary segment reframes the entire compilation as a media-criticism exercise.
This meta-frame positions the commentary presenter as a neutral arbiter of journalistic standards.

The meta-critical frame does not itself escape the structural problem it identifies. By selecting only
the most egregious clips and presenting them without editorial context or response from the
journalists involved, the commentary segment creates its own selective frame — one that implies
the problem is individual bad actors rather than systemic editorial culture.

03:54-04:31

*"Daniel Hannan said that these people the Ukrainians they're like us they watch Netflix they have
Instagram accounts they read uncensored newspaper and then goes on to say that war is no
longer something visited upon impoverished and remote population oh no it's happening to us
here in Europe"*

The Hannan op-ed is framed exclusively as evidence of racial/cultural bias. The phrase "to us
here in Europe” is presented as self-evidently problematic without engaging with the geopolitical
argument Hannan was making (i.e., that the Ukraine conflict represented a qualitative shift in
European security).
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Conflating a geopolitical argument with a racial one without allowing the author to distinguish
between them is a framing technique that forecloses legitimate debate about the specific nature of
the Ukraine conflict.

Why

problematic

Summary: The compilation operates on two simultaneous frames — the original clips frame Ukrainian refugees as
racially superior; the commentary frame presents this as self-evidently racist. Neither frame is subjected to critical
scrutiny from outside its own logic.
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1
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8/10
3 4 5 6 7 8

00:00-00:08
*"relatively civilized they look like any European Family Christians they're white"*

"Civilised" is used as a racial euphemism. The term carries a colonial genealogy in which
"civilisation" was explicitly mapped onto whiteness and Christianity.

Neutral alternative would be: "a city with functioning infrastructure and a large middle-class
population." The use of "civilised" activates a colonial semantic field that implicitly dehumanises
non-European refugees.

01:16-01:21

*"this is not a developing third world nation this is Europe"*
"Third world" is used as a synonym for non-white, non-European, and implicitly less worthy of
sympathy. The contrast "this is Europe" functions as a racial marker.

"Third world" is an outdated Cold War geopolitical term. Its use here as a shorthand for "places
where war is normal and therefore less shocking" encodes a hierarchy of human suffering. Neutral
alternative: "this is not a country with a history of prolonged armed conflict."

02:19-02:29

*"these are Christians they're white it's really emotional for me because | see European people
with blue eyes and blonde hair being healed children will killed every day with Putin's missiles"*

Physical descriptors ("blue eyes and blonde hair") are used to generate emotional identification.
This is the most explicit racial coding in the compilation — the speaker's emotional response is
explicitly tied to the victims' physical appearance.

This language directly violates the principle of equal human dignity. It implies that the deaths of
non-white, non-Christian children are less emotionally significant. No neutral alternative exists for
this formulation — it is not a matter of word choice but of underlying value hierarchy.

Summary: The language in the original clips is systematically racially coded, deploying terms ("civilised," "third
world," "blue eyes and blonde hair") that construct a hierarchy of refugee worthiness based on race, religion, and
geography. The commentary segment correctly identifies this but does not itself use neutral language consistently.
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/ . Schweizerischer Verein fur ausgewogene Berichterstattung
12. MODERATION BEHAVIOUR 5/10

1 2 3 4 5

Methodological Principle (v2.7): The trigger event must be documented before any assessment. An intervention
can only be assessed as asymmetric if comparable trigger events involving other guests/positions produced no
analogous intervention.

Finding 1:

Timestamp 03:20-03:35

Trigger Event: The commentator asserts "when they say oh civilized cities... they really mean white people don't
they" — a strong interpretive claim presented as self-evident.

*,

'yeah | know that's that's what's so disturbing in all of this

"

Quote
(presenter/co-
anchor)

No comparable moment exists in the transcript where a right-leaning or pro-framing position
receives equivalent affirmation from the anchor.

Comparison

Asymmetry: Confirmed. The anchor's affirmation ("yeah | know that's what's so disturbing") constitutes an editorial
endorsement of the commentator's interpretation. This is not a neutral facilitation of debate but an active alignment
with one analytical position. No comparable trigger event from an opposing position is present in the transcript to
test symmetry, but the absence of any challenge to the commentator's claims throughout the segment is itself
asymmetric.

Finding 2:

Timestamp 03:44-03:52

Trigger Event: The commentator makes a normative claim: "listen let's be clear you should encourage and actually
help refugees because they are fleeing a war"

(el N EN G I8 No challenge or follow-up question recorded in transcript.
response)

Daniel Hannan's op-ed argument (03:54-04:18) is immediately subjected to critical framing by the
commentator; no equivalent critical scrutiny is applied to the commentator's own normative claims.

Comparison

Asymmetry: Confirmed. The commentator's normative assertions are treated as self-evident truths requiring no
interrogation, while Hannan's argument is subjected to sustained critique. This is a structural asymmetry in the
moderation of the discussion.

Summary: The moderation behaviour in the commentary segment consistently affirms the critical commentator's
position without challenge, while subjecting the absent Hannan to sustained critique. This asymmetry is confirmed
by the K5+K13 trigger-event methodology: the commentator's strong interpretive claims do not trigger any follow-
up challenge, while comparable claims from the opposing position (Hannan) trigger inmediate critical response.
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13. QUESTION ASYMMETRY 6/10

1 2 3 4 5 6

Asymmetry 1:

To commentator (unnamed), 03:20: Implicit affirmation — "yeah | know that's that's what's so disturbing" —
Soft/affirming

To Daniel Hannan (via op-ed), 03:54—04:18: His argument is read out and immediately contextualised as evidence
of racial bias — Hard/critical

Hannan's argument is subjected to critical framing without his presence; the commentator's

equally strong interpretive claims receive no challenge. The asymmetry is structurally significant
because Hannan cannot respond.

Comparison

Asymmetry 2:

To the original clip reporters (00:00-02:29): Their statements are presented as self-evidently racist without any
question being posed to them or any opportunity for clarification.

To the critical commentator (02:51-04:31): Her interpretive framework is accepted without challenge.

. The asymmetry here is between those being critiqued (no voice, no questions) and the critic (full
Comparison . X L2 o . X
platform, no challenge). This is not journalistic balance — it is a one-sided tribunal.

Summary: The question asymmetry in this compilation is structural rather than incidental. Those whose

statements are being critiqued have no opportunity to respond, while the critic operates without challenge. This
violates basic principles of journalistic fairness regardless of the substantive merits of the critique.
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14. FALSE BALANCE 3/10

1 2 3

Finding 1:

Timestamp 03:29-03:34

Construct: "l know that's that's what's so disturbing in all of this and in fact not only that it's trying to make an excuse
why the West should get involved and embrace these refugees and help them listen let's be clear you should
encourage and actually help refugees because they are fleeing a war"

The commentator presents a false binary: either you support Ukrainian refugees because they are
white Europeans, or you support all refugees equally because they are fleeing war. This excludes

the possibility of a legitimate geopolitical argument for differential policy responses (e.g., proximity,
capacity, treaty obligations) that is not based on racial hierarchy.

Analysis

Summary: False balance is not a primary technique in this compilation. The more significant structural problem is
the absence of any balance at all — the compilation presents a single analytical position without challenge. The
one instance of false balance identified involves the commentator's own binary framing.
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15. AGENDA-SETTING 710
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Finding 1:

Agenda element set: Western media's racial bias in refugee coverage is treated as the primary analytical frame for
understanding the Ukraine conflict's media representation.

02:51-03:08 — Evidence: *"some of the media coverage of the conflict in Ukraine has been kinda

VIS BT off we have reporters and pundits making some rather awful remarks"*

Alternative agenda: The geopolitical specificity of the Ukraine conflict (first major conventional war in Europe since
1999, direct threat to NATO borders, nuclear dimension) is entirely absent from the agenda. The question of
whether proximity and geopolitical stakes can legitimately affect the intensity of coverage — without implying racial
hierarchy — is never raised.

Finding 2:

Agenda element set: The equation of "European” with "white" is treated as self-evident in the critique.

Timestam 03:20-03:26 — Evidence: *"when they say oh civilized cities and in another clip well-dressed
P people and this is not the third world they really mean white people don't they™
Alternative agenda: The question of whether "European” can be a non-racial category (geographic, political,

institutional) is not raised. This forecloses a more nuanced analysis of what the reporters may have meant versus
what they actually said.

Summary: The agenda-setting in this compilation is effective and largely justified in its core critique, but it
forecloses legitimate analytical questions about geopolitical context and the distinction between racial and
cultural/political proximity arguments. The agenda is set to confirm a predetermined conclusion rather than to
explore a complex phenomenon.
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CHAPTER 2 — OVERALL EVALUATION

Results

Dominant Techniques

The 3 strongest techniques in this broadcast:

1. Omission / Selective Omission (Score 8): The most structurally significant manipulation in this compilation is
the systematic exclusion of non-European refugee voices, editorial accountability from the journalists being
critiqued, and international legal framework. These omissions mean the compilation reproduces the very dynamic it
critiques — marginalised voices remain marginalised even in a programme ostensibly about their marginalisation.
2. Language and Terminology (Score 8): The original clips contain some of the most explicitly racially coded
language to appear in mainstream broadcast journalism in recent decades. The compilation's decision to present
this language without editorial context or response from the journalists involved means the language is
simultaneously exposed and amplified.

3. Framing (Score 7): The dual-frame structure — racial hierarchy in original clips, self-evident critique in
commentary — forecloses analytical complexity. The compilation presents a predetermined conclusion rather than
an open investigation, which limits its value as journalism even while its core critique is substantively valid.

Core Messages of the Broadcast

MESSAGE 1 (SUBSTANTIVE): "Western media coverage of the Ukraine conflict applied racially coded standards of
refugee worthiness that implicitly devalued non-European, non-white, non-Christian refugees."

Technique: Clip compilation + critical commentary framing — Evidence: 00:00-02:29, 02:51-03:35

MESSAGE 2 (PERSONAL): "Journalists who used this language — including Daniel Hannan — were expressing
racial bias, whether consciously or not."

Technique: Guilt by association + absence of right of reply — Evidence: 03:54-04:31

MESSAGE 3 (SOCIETAL): "The appropriate basis for refugee solidarity is shared humanity and flight from war, not
racial, cultural, or religious proximity."

Technique: Normative assertion without challenge — Evidence: 03:44-03:52

Manipulation Degree Classification

Justification: The compilation scores 5.9/10 on manipulation criteria, placing it in the "clear one-sidedness" category.
This assessment requires careful contextualisation: the substantive critique being made — that Western media
applied racially coded standards to Ukraine coverage — is well-evidenced and analytically valid. The one-sidedness
lies not in the conclusion but in the method: the compilation presents its thesis without challenge, without the voices of
those being critiqued, without non-European refugee perspectives, and without legal or scholarly framework. Under
BBC Charter Article 6, which requires due impartiality in the treatment of controversial subjects, a programme that
presents a single analytical position on a contested question of media ethics — without allowing any alternative
perspective — falls short of the required standard, regardless of the substantive merits of that position.

CONCLUSION

This compilation constitutes a substantively valid but methodologically one-sided critique of racial bias in Western
media coverage of the Ukraine refugee crisis. The core finding — that reporters used racially coded language that
implicitly ranked Ukrainian refugees above those from the Middle East and Africa — is well-evidenced by the primary
clips presented. However, the compilation fails the BBC Charter Article 6 standard of due impartiality in three specific
respects: first, it presents a single analytical position without challenge or alternative perspective; second, it excludes
the voices of those most affected by the double standard it critiques (non-European refugees); and third, it applies
guilt-by-association techniques to Daniel Hannan without allowing him to distinguish his culturalist argument from the
biological racism expressed in the other clips. The result is a programme that is correct in its diagnosis but
compromised in its method — a form of advocacy journalism that, in its structural choices, replicates some of the
same selective empathy it sets out to expose. A fully BBC Charter-compliant treatment of this subject would have
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included non-European refugee testimony, editorial accountability from the journalists involved, independent scholarly

analysis, and engagement with the legitimate geopolitical arguments that some commentators were attempting
(however clumsily) to make.
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CHAPTER 3 — PARTY-POLITICAL BIAS

Broadcast Representation vs. Programme Position

Conservative -2 03:54 "Daniel Hannan said that these people the Ukrainians they're like us they
watch Netflix" — Programme position: Conservatives support Ukraine, cultural
proximity argument is consistent with Conservative foreign policy — Representation:
Hannan's argument is presented as evidence of racial bias without engagement with
its geopolitical dimension; distorted by omission of context

Labour 0 Not referenced in broadcast — Programme position: N/A — Omitted
Lib Dems 0 Not referenced in broadcast — Programme position: N/A — Omitted
SNP 0 Not referenced in broadcast — Programme position: N/A — Omitted
Reform UK 0 Not referenced in broadcast — Programme position: N/A — Omitted
Green 0 Not referenced in broadcast — Programme position: N/A — Omitted

Party Bias Summary

» Most accurate representation: Labour, Lib Dems, SNP, Reform UK, Green (Score 0 — not present, therefore no
distortion)

+ Strongest distortion: Conservative Party (Score -2)

* Average deviation from 0: 0.33

» Conclusion: The only party-political figure referenced is Daniel Hannan (Conservative). His argument is presented
in a context that associates it with racial bias without allowing him to distinguish his position from the more explicit
racial commentary in the other clips. This constitutes a mild but identifiable negative distortion of the Conservative

position on Ukraine and refugee policy. The distortion is not systematic across the broadcast but is significant
given that Hannan is the only named political figure.
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CHAPTER 4 — LEGAL CLASSIFICATION (BBC Charter Art. 6)

Assessment under BBC Charter Art. 6

Violation 1:
Standard: BBC Charter Art. 6 / BBC Agreement Clause 48 (Due Impartiality)

Facts: The commentary segment (02:51-04:31) presents a single analytical position on a contested question of media
ethics and refugee policy without including any alternative perspective, challenge, or right of reply.

Evidence: Timestamp 03:20 — Quote: "yeah | know that's that's what's so disturbing in all of this" — anchor
affirmation of commentator's position without challenge.

Assessment: Due impartiality under the BBC Charter does not require equal time for all positions, but it does require
that controversial analytical claims be subjected to scrutiny and that alternative perspectives be represented. A
programme that presents a single normative conclusion about media ethics — without challenge, without the voices of
those being critiqued, and without scholarly or legal framework — fails the due impartiality standard.

Violation 2:
Standard: BBC Charter Art. 6 / BBC Editorial Guidelines Section 4 (Accuracy)

Facts: Daniel Hannan's op-ed argument is characterised as evidence of racial bias without engaging with the
distinction between cultural proximity arguments and biological racism.

Evidence: Timestamp 03:54-04:18 — Quote: "Daniel Hannan said that these people the Ukrainians they're like us
they watch Netflix they have Instagram accounts" — presented without Hannan's participation or right of reply.

Assessment: Accuracy under the BBC Charter requires that individuals whose views are characterised in a
programme have the opportunity to respond, or that their views are represented with sufficient context to avoid
mischaracterisation. Presenting Hannan's culturalist argument in immediate juxtaposition with explicit racial
commentary, without drawing the analytical distinction, risks misrepresenting his position.

Violation 3:
Standard: BBC Charter Art. 6 / BBC Editorial Guidelines Section 5 (Harm and Offence)

Facts: The original clips (00:00-02:29) contain statements that are explicitly racially coded and potentially offensive to
non-European communities. These are broadcast without content warning or editorial framing at the point of
broadcast.

Evidence: Timestamp 02:19-02:29 — Quote: "these are Christians they're white it's really emotional for me because |
see European people with blue eyes and blonde hair"

Assessment: While the compilation's intent is critical, the unframed broadcast of this material — particularly the "blue
eyes and blonde hair" statement — without immediate editorial contextualisation at the point of broadcast may cause
harm to viewers from the communities implicitly devalued by the original statements.

Overall Assessment BBC Charter Art. 6

This compilation raises three distinct concerns under BBC Charter Article 6. First, the commentary segment fails the
due impartiality standard by presenting a single analytical position on a contested question without challenge or
alternative perspective. Second, the characterisation of Daniel Hannan's argument potentially fails the accuracy
standard by juxtaposing his culturalist claims with explicit racial commentary without drawing the necessary analytical
distinction. Third, the unframed broadcast of explicitly racially coded statements raises concerns under the harm and
offence guidelines. These concerns do not negate the substantive validity of the compilation's core critique — the
racially coded language in the original clips is well-evidenced and analytically significant — but they indicate that the
critique is delivered through methods that are themselves inconsistent with BBC Charter standards. A Charter-
compliant version of this programme would have included editorial framing at the point of broadcast, right of reply for
those being critiqued, non-European refugee testimony, and independent scholarly analysis.

SOURCE DEPTH CHECK (Mandatory for all cited specialist bodies / NGOs / advisory bodies)
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Source: The Daily Telegraph / Daniel Hannan op-ed

1. FUNDING: The Daily Telegraph is privately owned commercial media (at time of broadcast: Barclay brothers
ownership). Daniel Hannan is a Conservative peer and receives parliamentary allowances. No charitable or public
funding identified.
2. MANDATE: The Telegraph's mandate is commercial journalism with a centre-right editorial line. Hannan's
mandate as a peer is political representation. Neither mandate is compatible with neutral analytical expertise on
refugee policy or media ethics.
3. CONFLICT OF INTEREST: The Telegraph has an institutional interest in defending Western media coverage of
Ukraine (its own coverage was broadly sympathetic to Ukraine). Hannan has a political interest in the cultural
proximity argument as it aligns with Conservative foreign policy positions. Both interests are undisclosed in the
compilation.
4. CREDIBILITY MATRIX (6D, -2 to +2):
5. COUNTERVOICE: A refugee law expert, a media studies academic, or a commentator from a non-Western
broadcaster would have provided a counterbalancing analytical perspective. None is cited.
> IMPORTANT NOTE: "Recognised" or "respected" are social attributions, not analytical qualifications. Daniel
Hannan's status as a "respected Conservative commentator" is not a basis for treating his op-ed as neutral analysis.
His argument must be assessed on its merits and its context — which the compilation fails to do.

Analysis completed under Version 2.7-detail methodology. All findings are based exclusively on the provided
transcript. Timestamps are as marked in the source material. All direct quotations are reproduced in the original
language of the broadcast.

Source Credibility Overview:

Source

The Daily Telegraph /

Daniel Hannan op-ed L 0 +1 +1 -1 -1 -1 YELLOW
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OVERALL EVALUATION OF THE 15 CRITERIA

Individual Scores — All 15 Criteria

/ . Schweizerischer Verein fur ausgewogene Berichterstattung

No. Criterion ‘ Score Rating
1 EXPERT SELECTION 6 eoo
2 SOURCE SELECTION 6 eoo
3 TIME DISTRIBUTION 4 '
4  OMISSION (Selective Omission) 8 YY)
5 NUMERICAL MANIPULATION 2 °
6 GUILT BY ASSOCIATION 5 eoe
7  TIMING 6 eoe
8 SELECTIVE OUTRAGE 6 eoe
9 COMPLETENESS 7 YY)
10 FRAMING 7 YYY)
11 LANGUAGE AND TERMINOLOGY 8 YYY)
12 MODERATION BEHAVIOUR 5 eoe
13  QUESTION ASYMMETRY 6 eoe
14 FALSE BALANCE 3 '
15 AGENDA-SETTING 7 (XYY}

HARD FACTS SCORE (1-8) 5.6/10 Significant imbalance

SOFT FACTS SCORE (9-14) 5.6/10 Significant imbalance

OVERALL SCORE 5.6/10 Significant imbalance

Average of Hardfacts and Softfacts
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KEY — Score Definitions

Individual Scores per Criterion (0-10)

0 No finding

1-2

34

6 Significant finding

Weak finding

Slight to moderate
finding

Moderate finding
with impact

(threshold)

7 Significant finding

8-9

10 Maximum severity

Severe finding

No relevant anomaly detected.
Minor anomaly without substantial impact on balance.

Recognizable tendency; low to moderate impact relevance.

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

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

Clear, well-documented imbalance with distinct impact relevance.
Pronounced imbalance; multiple documented individual findings in this criterion.

Systematic, pervasive imbalance in this criterion.

Aggregated Deviation Index — Interpretation Ranges

0.0-2.5
2.6-4.0
41-6.0
6.1-8.0
8.1-10

Unremarkable

Slight imbalance
Significant imbalance

Serious deviation from
the impartiality
standard. High degree
of deviation

Fundamental systemic
one-sidedness. Very
high bias degree

Party-Political Bias (-5 to +5)

No significant patterns detected; broadcast meets the impartiality
standard.

Isolated anomalies; statistically visible but within tolerance range.
Multiple significant findings; relevant impairment of perspective diversity.

Pronounced, cross-broadcast patterns; high impact relevance.

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

-5to -3

-2 to -1
0
+1 to +2

+3 to +5

Strongly
disadvantaged

Slightly disadvantaged
Neutral

Slightly favored
Strongly favored

Legal and Methodological Notes

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

Recognizable but minor disadvantage.
No detectable favoritism or disadvantage.
Recognizable but minor favoritism.

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

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: 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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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

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

¥
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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

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