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DE DETAILED ANALYSIS 

2024-10-22_frontal_2024-10-22 

Broadcast: Frontal  |  2024-10-22  |  Analysed on: 2026-03-19 09:15 

Version 2.5-detail  |  K5+K13 — Auslöseereignis-Dokumentation vor Asymmetriebewertung; Asymmetrie nur 
belegbar wenn vergleichbarer Auslöser bei anderen keine analoge Reaktion erzeugte.  |  Konverter 3.3 (2026-
05-14)  |  Massstab: §26 MStV 

 

OVERALL 
SCORE 

3.8/10 Slight Imbalance 

0 = balanced, 10 = strongly one-sided/manipulative 

POLITICAL SPECTRUM 

Classification according to Chapel Hill Expert Survey (CHES) 2024 

 

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

Party Left Greens SPD BSW CDU/CSU FDP Freie W. AfD 

CHES 1.23 2.28 3.41 3.78 6.23 6.54 6.77 9.10 

Spectrum Left Left Left Left Right Right Right Right 

 

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

TENDENCY (L − R) 3.5 / 10 Left-favouring 

 

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

← Left Right → 

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

 

This section serves for political classification and does not feed into the overall score. 

 

 

BROADCAST INFO AND THEMATIC FRAMEWORK 

 

Broadcast data 

•  Date: 22.10.2024 

•  Presenter: Not named in the transcript (presenting voice without name mention) 

•  Topics examined (segment structure): 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
https://www.chesdata.eu/
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.electstud.2021.102420
https://www.pewresearch.org/
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Segment Topic/Allegation Target subject Political spectrum of the 
target subject 

1 Sky ECC: crypto 
messenger, drug trafficking, 
mass surveillance 

Organised crime, Europol, 
data protection debate 

No direct political spectrum; 
touches on data protection 
debate (left/liberal) 

2 Fraudulent personal-use 
evictions 

Individual landlord, FDP 
Justice Minister 
Buschmann 

FDP (centre-right) 

3 AI disinformation in the US 
election campaign 

Donald Trump, Elon Musk, 
Republican camp 

Right/right-populist (US) 

4 Prostitution / sex purchase 
ban 

CDU/CSU (sex purchase 
ban demand), FDP era 
(legalisation 2002) 

CDU/CSU (centre-right), 
implicitly SPD/Greens 
(legalisation 2002) 

5 Satire: Friedrich Merz and 
women's policy 

Friedrich Merz / CDU CDU (centre-right) 

 

Main topic + comparable grievances from other camps 

The broadcast covers five thematically distinct segments. Politically relevant are above all segment 2 (FDP Justice 
Minister Buschmann refuses reform), segment 3 (Trump/Musk/AI disinformation), segment 4 (CDU/CSU demand for a 
sex purchase ban) and segment 5 (satire on Friedrich Merz). Comparable grievances from other camps — such as AI 
disinformation by democratic actors, tenancy law problems under SPD-led state governments, or women's policy 
deficits in the SPD/Greens — are not examined. The broadcast directs its critical energy almost exclusively at the 
bourgeois-conservative and right-populist spectrum (CDU/CSU, FDP, Trump/Musk), while left-wing and green 
positions are consistently framed as solution providers. 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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CHAPTER 1 — DETAILED ANALYSIS OF THE 15 CRITERIA 

 

Hard facts — 9 techniques that are countable and scientifically robust 

 

1. EXPERT SELECTION 3/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Expert 1: Philipp Lorenz-Spreen (TU Dresden, AI research) 

 

Source deep-check: 

(a) FUNDING: TU Dresden — state-funded university. Third-party funding not specified. Possible funding through 
EU research programmes (Horizon), which are oriented towards regulation. 

(b) MANDATE: Researches societal consequences of AI — compatible with critical assessment, but structurally 
regulation-affine (research relevance increases with perceived threat). 

•  Conflict of interest present? INDIRECT (research relevance dependent on problem perception) 

•  Personal risk from position? NO 

•  Does the organisation benefit from its assessment? YES (research funding, visibility) 

•  Result: MEDIUM 

(c) SUBJECT EXPERTISE: Framed as a neutral scientist, although structurally regulation-affine → Technique No. 
12 applicable. 

Expert 2: Imran Ahmed (Center for Countering Digital Hate, Washington) 

 

Source deep-check: 

(a) FUNDING: CCDH is an NGO based in Washington and London. Funding through progressive foundations 
(including Open Society-adjacent network, not fully transparent). Explicitly advocacy-oriented. 

(b) MANDATE: Explicitly against "digital hate" — not neutral, but advocacy. Mandate is NOT compatible with 
neutral assessment. 

•  Conflict of interest present? YES (organisation benefits from problem portrayal) 

•  Personal risk from position? NO 

•  Does the organisation benefit from its assessment? YES (donation relevance, political visibility) 

•  Result: LOW 

(c) SUBJECT EXPERTISE: Framed as an expert, but is an activist of a politically positioned NGO → Technique No. 
12 clearly applicable. 

Expert 3: Konstantin von Notz (MP, Greens — intelligence oversight) 

 

Source deep-check: 

(a) FUNDING: Greens politician — party-politically funded. 

(b) MANDATE: Party politician, not an independent expert. Mandate is NOT compatible with neutral assessment. 

•  Conflict of interest present? YES (party-political interest) 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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•  Personal risk from position? NO 

•  Does the organisation benefit from its assessment? YES (political profiling) 

•  Result: LOW 

(c) SUBJECT EXPERTISE: Framed as "chief intelligence overseer" — an institutional role that conceals his party-
political positioning → Technique No. 12 applicable. 

Expert 4: Sebastian Bartels (Tenants' Protection Association) 

 

Source deep-check: 

(a) FUNDING: Tenants' interest association — structurally partisan towards landlord interests. 

(b) MANDATE: Explicitly interest representation — NOT compatible with neutral assessment. 

•  Conflict of interest present? YES 

•  Personal risk from position? NO 

•  Does the organisation benefit from its assessment? YES 

•  Result: LOW 

(c) SUBJECT EXPERTISE: Framed as a subject expert, but is an interest representative → Technique No. 12 
applicable. 

Missing expert groups: 

•  Independent criminologists on the effectiveness of the sex purchase ban 

•  Landlord associations / property rights lawyers 

•  Conservative or libertarian AI researchers 

•  Independent electoral law experts (US) on AI disinformation 

•  Europol-critical data protection lawyers (not only defence lawyers) 

 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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2. SOURCE SELECTION 3/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

Claims without primary source = penalty points (rumour check) 

 

Source 1: German Tenants' Association (Sebastian Bartels) 

Timestamp approx. 28:00 — Statement: *"We demand that a fine offence be created."* 

(a) Funding and sponsorship: Tenants' interest association, funded by membership fees. Structurally partisan 
towards landlord interests. 

(b) Structural conflict of interest: Organisation benefits from problem portrayal (member relevance, political 
visibility). 

(c) Missing counter-source: Haus & Grund (landlord association) is not cited. 

 

Source 2: Center for Countering Digital Hate (Imran Ahmed) 

Timestamp approx. 40:00 — Statement: *"We know that a lot of images were faked."* 

(a) Funding: NGO with non-transparent funding, progressive orientation, based in Washington/London. 

(b) Structural conflict of interest: Organisation benefits from problem portrayal (donation relevance, political 
visibility). Explicitly advocacy-oriented. 

(c) Missing counter-source: No voice from platform representatives (apart from Eleven Labs statement), no 
independent media researchers. 

 

Source 3: Greens parliamentary group Berlin (House of Representatives) 

Timestamp approx. 28:00 — Statement: *"The Berlin Senate is instructed to develop reform proposals..."* 

(a) Funding: Party-political. 

(b) Structural conflict of interest: Party-political interest in problem portrayal (profiling). 

(c) Missing counter-source: CDU/FDP positions on the tenancy law question are not cited. 

 

Source 4: SPD parliamentary group in the Bundestag 

Timestamp 
approx. 29:00 — Statement: *"We would like to restrict the circle of those entitled to first or 
second-degree relatives."* 

(a) Funding: Party-political. 

(b) Structural conflict of interest: Party-political interest. 

(c) Missing counter-source: No constitutional law assessment on the restriction of property rights (Art. 14 GG). 

 

Summary: The source selection is structurally one-sided — interest associations and party politicians from the 
progressive spectrum are framed as subject experts, while counter-positions (landlord associations, conservative 
legal politicians, independent researchers) are absent. None of the cited sources is structurally independent. 

 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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3. TIME DISTRIBUTION 4/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Airtime by political target group (estimate): 

Segment Duration (approx.) Political orientation of the target 
subject 

Sky ECC (segment 1) ~18 min. Politically neutral (OK) 

Personal-use eviction (segment 2) ~12 min. FDP critical (~4 min.), SPD/Greens 
positive (~3 min.), neutral (~5 min.) 

AI disinformation (segment 3) ~10 min. Trump/Musk/right critical (~8 min.), 
democratic side as victim (~2 min.) 

Prostitution (segment 4) ~15 min. CDU/CSU critical (~4 min.), 
neutral/mixed (~11 min.) 

Satire Merz (segment 5) ~4 min. CDU/Merz critical (100%) 

 

Overall distribution of critical airtime: 

•  Right/conservative (CDU/CSU, FDP, Trump/Musk): ~19 min. critical 

•  Left/progressive (SPD, Greens, democratic side): 0 min. critical 

•  Neutral: ~20 min. 

Summary: Critical airtime is entirely concentrated on the conservative and right-populist spectrum. Progressive 
actors receive exclusively positive or neutral portrayal. This does not comply with the requirement of balance 
pursuant to §26 MStV. 

 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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4. OMISSION (CORE CRITERION Investigative) 2/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Omission 1: The Biden deepfake was commissioned by a Democrat-aligned political consultant (Paul Carpenter 
states this explicitly). This information is mentioned in the segment, but immediately passed over — the segment 
immediately pivots to Trump/Musk as the main perpetrators. The question of whether democratic actors also use or 
commission AI disinformation is not raised. 

 

Omission 2: The legalisation of prostitution in 2002 took place under the red-green federal government 
(Schröder/Fischer). This political responsibility for the current state of affairs ("brothel of Europe") is not named 
anywhere in the segment. Instead, the CDU/CSU demand for a sex purchase ban is the only political position 
subjected to critical scrutiny. 

 

Omission 3: In the personal-use eviction segment, FDP Justice Minister Buschmann is portrayed as inactive. Not 
mentioned is the fact that tenancy law is a matter for the federal states and that SPD-led federal states (e.g. Berlin, 
Hamburg) have likewise taken no effective measures against fraudulent personal-use evictions. The Berlin Senate 
(CDU/SPD coalition) is only mentioned through a Greens motion. 

 

Omission 4: Evaluation data on the Swedish sex purchase ban are not presented. The scientific debate on the 
effectiveness of the "Nordic model" is controversial — studies show both positive and negative effects. This 
complexity is entirely absent. 

 

Omission 5: In the Sky ECC segment, the legal problems of mass surveillance by Europol are only addressed by 
a defence lawyer. Civil liberties perspectives (e.g. Society for Civil Rights, Digitalcourage) are entirely absent. 

 

Summary: The omissions follow a consistent pattern: political responsibility of left-wing and green actors is 
systematically blanked out, while conservative and right-populist actors appear as the sole cause of problems. 
Particularly serious is the concealment of the red-green responsibility for the legalisation of prostitution and the 
selective portrayal of AI disinformation as a primarily right-wing phenomenon. 

 

Missing voices 

•  FDP Justice Minister Buschmann (in person): Only written statement, no direct questioning 

•  Independent prostitution researchers: No scientific evidence on the effectiveness of the sex purchase ban 
(Swedish model) from a neutral source 

•  Trump camp / Republican spokespeople: No own voice in the AI segment 

•  Landlord (personal-use eviction case): No direct statement 

•  Critics of Sky ECC surveillance from a civil liberties perspective: Only defence lawyer, no civil rights activist 

•  Swedish authorities / evaluation data on the sex purchase ban: No primary sources on effectiveness 

•  AI disinformation by democratic actors: Not addressed (e.g. Biden deepfake was commissioned by a Democrat-
aligned consultant — this context is absent) 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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•  Landlord associations / property owner interests: No voice in the personal-use eviction segment 

 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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5. MANIPULATION OF FIGURES 5/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

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

 

Finding 1: 

Timestamp 
approx. 53:00 — Quote: *"250,000 is the estimate of the Union; there is no evidence for this 
figure."* — Assessment: Positive — the broadcast itself points out the lack of verifiability. This is 
an example of correct journalistic contextualisation. 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp 

approx. 28:00 — Quote: *"According to the German Tenants' Association, there are an estimated 
approximately 80,000 personal-use evictions per year across Germany."* — Assessment: The 
figure comes from an interest organisation (Tenants' Association) and is presented as fact without 
source verification. No cross-check by landlord associations or official statistics. 

 

Finding 3: 

Timestamp 
approx. 14:00 — Quote: *"I think we prevented 114 murders."* — Assessment: The figure is cited 
by a Europol representative and not questioned. It is unclear how "prevented murders" are 
methodologically determined — a critical follow-up question is absent. 

 

Summary: The use of figures is mixed — the broadcast correctly points out unsubstantiated CDU figures, but 
uncritically adopts figures from interest associations (Tenants' Association) and authorities (Europol). 

 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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6. GUILT BY ASSOCIATION 3/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Association 1: 

Timestamp approx. 70:00–74:00 

Quote 
*"Internationally successful statesmen such as Erdogan, Orban or of course Xi Jinping also make 
sure to burden as few women as possible with important tasks."* 

Technique: Friedrich Merz is placed through satirical parallelisation in a line with Erdogan, Orban and Xi Jinping — 
authoritarian rulers known for human rights violations. 

Effect 
Suggests that Merz's scepticism towards gender quotas is ideologically comparable to 
authoritarian regimes. This is a politically effective association, even if packaged as satire. 

 

Association 2: 

Timestamp approx. 36:00 

Quote *"Two rich white men with a common goal."* 

Technique: Trump and Musk are linked through a shared identity category ("rich white men") that implicitly carries 
negative connotations. 

Effect 
Suggests that their political collaboration is motivated by shared privilege, not by political 
convictions. 

 

For persons framed as conspiracy theorists: 

In this broadcast, no persons are explicitly labelled "conspiracy theorists". The framing of Trump as a spreader of 
"lies" and the "stolen election" narrative comes close to this category: 

SOURCE CHECK (Trump / "Stop the Steal"): 

•  Does Trump work with verifiable primary sources? NO (election fraud claims were dismissed by courts) 

•  Are his core statements falsifiable? YES (courts have falsified them) 

RISK MATRIX: 

•  What has Trump lost through his position? Presidency 2020, criminal proceedings 

•  What does he gain? Mobilisation of the base, political relevance 

•  Net: risk ≈ gain → no increased credibility 

TONALITY: Emotionally mobilising, no uncertainties acknowledged 

RESULT CATEGORY: C — Conspiracy ideologue (unsubstantiated claims, judicially falsified) 

Note: This categorisation is based on the criteria of the framework, not on the framing by the broadcast. 

 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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7. TIMING 5/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Finding 1: 

The AI disinformation segment is broadcast shortly before the US presidential election on 5 November 2024. This is 
journalistically legitimate (topical relevance), but the one-sided portrayal (Trump/Musk as perpetrators, democratic 
side as victim) in immediate proximity to the election campaign considerably amplifies the political effect. 

 

Finding 2: 

The satire segment on Friedrich Merz appears in the context of the beginning federal election campaign (broadcast 
presumably October/November 2024). The placement of a satire comparing Merz with Erdogan, Orban and Xi 
Jinping in a news broadcast shortly before the election campaign is timing-relevant. 

 

Summary: The timing of both politically relevant segments (AI disinformation, Merz satire) falls in a phase close to 
the election campaign, which amplifies the asymmetric political effect. 
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8. SELECTIVE OUTRAGE (CORE CRITERION Investigative) 2/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

Outrage = bias. Selective outrage reinforces the finding. Score = degree of outrage (0–5) + selectivity (0–5) 

 

Methodological principle (v2.5): Before each assessment, the triggering event must be documented. A reaction 
can only be assessed as selective if comparable triggers in other positions did not produce an analogous reaction. 

Finding 1: 

Timestamp 

approx. 36:00 — Triggering event: Elon Musk posts AI-generated fake with Kamala Harris's voice 
on X — Reaction: *"Elon Musk campaigns for Trump on X with crude propaganda."* — 
Comparison: The Biden deepfake (produced on behalf of a Democratic political consultant) is 
mentioned in the same segment, but without a comparable outrage formulation — Asymmetry: 
Identical triggering event (AI deepfake for electoral manipulation), but dramatically different 
reaction intensity depending on the political direction of the perpetrator. 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp 

approx. 53:00 — Triggering event: CDU/CSU demands sex purchase ban — Reaction: The entire 
segment is structured so that all those interviewed (sex workers, brothel operators, police officers, 
forced prostitution victims) assess the CDU demand as ineffective or counterproductive — 
Comparison: The legalisation of 2002 (SPD/Greens) as the cause of the current state of affairs 
("brothel of Europe") is not treated with comparable outrage — Asymmetry: The political 
responsibility for the grievance lies with the red-green legalisation, but the outrage is directed 
against the CDU reform demand. 

 

Finding 3: 

Timestamp 

approx. 70:00 — Triggering event: Friedrich Merz expresses scepticism towards gender quotas — 
Reaction: Satire comparing Merz with Erdogan, Orban and Xi Jinping — Comparison: Comparable 
statements by SPD or Greens politicians on women's policy (e.g. actual underrepresentation of 
women in SPD state governments) are not treated satirically — Asymmetry: Selective outrage 
about conservative women's policy while simultaneously not addressing progressive deficits. 

 

Summary: Selective outrage is the most serious individual criterion of this broadcast. Identical or comparable 
grievances are treated with dramatically different intensity depending on the political direction of the perpetrator. 
This is the core characteristic of structurally one-sided reporting. 
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9. COMPLETENESS 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Share of perspectives covered 

Inverted: original value measures coverage (higher = better). Displayed as deviation (higher = greater gaps). 

- [A] Accused perspective (landlord in personal-use eviction) 

- [B] FDP Justice Ministry (Buschmann) — counter-position to tenancy law reform 

- [C] CDU/CSU — sex purchase ban advocates 

- [D] Sex workers who work voluntarily 

- [E] Forced prostitution victims 

- [F] Brothel operators / industry representatives 

- [G] Democratic actors (Harris camp) as AI disinformation victims 

- [H] Republican camp / Trump perspective (own portrayal) 

- [I] Data protection perspective (defence lawyer Lödden) 

- [J] Independent criminologists / prostitution research without political agenda 

[A] Accused perspective (landlord personal-use eviction): OMITTED 

Timestamp: approx. 22:00–35:00 — Quote: "The owner himself tells me that he lives in Colombia." — Assessment: 
The landlord does not speak for himself; his perspective is conveyed exclusively through the detective and the 
tenant. 

[B] FDP Justice Ministry: INDICATED 

Timestamp: approx. 30:00 — Quote: Written communication from the Ministry (content not fully cited) — 
Assessment: Only included as a written statement, no own voice, no follow-up question. 

[C] CDU/CSU sex purchase ban: ADDRESSED (one-sided) 

Timestamp: approx. 55:00 — Quote: "We therefore advocate a sex purchase ban." — Assessment: Position is 
presented, but systematically dismantled by counter-arguments from all other interviewees. 

[D] Voluntary sex workers: ADDRESSED 

Timestamp: approx. 42:00 — Quote: "Do I give the impression that I do it under compulsion?" — Assessment: 
Perspective present, but subordinate in the context of the overall segment. 

[E] Forced prostitution victims: ADDRESSED 

Timestamp: approx. 50:00 — Quote: "In my case unfortunately not much." — Assessment: Portrayed in detail and 
emotionally. 

[F] Brothel operators: ADDRESSED 

Timestamp: approx. 57:00 — Quote: "I say I am a commercial room rental." — Assessment: Present, but framed as 
an interest representative. 

[G] Democratic actors as AI victims: ADDRESSED (one-sided) 

Timestamp: approx. 36:00 — Quote: "Harris is defamed as a member of the paedophile network around Jeffrey 
Epstein." — Assessment: Only the democratic side portrayed as victim. 

[H] Republican camp / Trump: OMITTED (own voice) 

Timestamp: none — Assessment: Trump/Musk are characterised exclusively by opponents; no own statement 
obtained. 

[I] Data protection perspective (Lödden): ADDRESSED 

Timestamp: approx. 18:00 — Quote: "This is definitely the greatest intrusion into privacy." — Assessment: Present, 
but treated as a marginal voice. 

[J] Independent prostitution research: OMITTED 

Timestamp: none — Assessment: No independent scientific perspective on the effectiveness of the sex purchase 
ban obtained. 

 

Completeness score: 4/10 
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Soft facts — 6 qualitative techniques 

 

10. FRAMING 3/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Finding 1: 

Timestamp 

approx. 36:00–44:00 — Quote: *"Above all, the Trump camp is using the new technologies."* — 
Manipulation: **Selective attribution** — Why problematic: The segment begins with the Biden 
deepfake (produced by a Democrat-aligned consultant), but then immediately pivots to 
Trump/Musk as the main actors. The statement "above all the Trump camp" is an unsubstantiated 
claim that creates the impression that AI disinformation is a primarily right-wing phenomenon, 
even though the only concretely shown perpetrator (Paul Carpenter) worked for a Democratic 
political consultant. 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp 

approx. 53:00–65:00 — Quote: *"Germany is considered the brothel of Europe."* (presenter text) 
— Manipulation: **Emotional priming / shock framing** — Why problematic: The formulation 
places the entire segment under a moral sign that implicitly frames the legalisation of 2002 (under 
SPD/Greens) as a mistake, without explicitly naming this political responsibility. At the same time, 
the CDU/CSU demand for a sex purchase ban is portrayed as naive through the overall 
dramaturgy of the segment. 

 

Finding 3: 

Timestamp 

approx. 70:00–75:00 — Quote: *"To the good fortune of equal rights, our satirists [...] have found 
someone who is quasi a women's advancement plan in human form: Friedrich Merz."* — 
Manipulation: **Ironic framing as statement of fact** — Why problematic: The satire is presented 
as an independent format, but placed in the editorial context of a news broadcast. The boundary 
between satirical exaggeration and journalistic statement blurs; comparable satire on SPD or 
Greens politicians is entirely absent from the broadcast. 

 

Summary: The framing of the broadcast is consistently asymmetric — conservative and right-populist actors are 
framed as problem causers, progressive positions as solution providers. Particularly serious is the selective 
attribution of AI disinformation to the "Trump camp", even though the only concretely shown perpetrator worked 
for Democratic clients. 
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11. CHOICE OF WORDS AND TERMS 3/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Finding 1: 

Timestamp 

approx. 36:00 — Quote: *"Two rich white men with a common goal."* — Manipulation: **Identity-
political framing / ad hominem framing** — Why problematic: The characterisation of Trump and 
Musk as "rich white men" is not a factual description of their political actions, but an identity-
political devaluation. This formulation would be unthinkable for politicians of a different skin colour 
or political direction and violates the requirement of journalistic objectivity. 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp 

approx. 36:00 — Quote: *"Elon Musk campaigns for Trump on X with crude propaganda."* — 
Manipulation: **Evaluative qualification without evidence** — Why problematic: "Crude 
propaganda" is a journalistic value judgement, not a description. Comparable activities by 
democratic supporters (e.g. Taylor Swift endorsement, Hollywood campaigns for Harris) are not 
described with equivalent language. 

 

Finding 3: 

Timestamp 

approx. 53:00 — Quote: *"Germany is considered the brothel of Europe."* — Manipulation: 
**Stigmatising metaphor** — Why problematic: The formulation is a moral devaluation that frames 
the state of legalisation (decided under SPD/Greens 2002) as a disgrace, without naming the 
political responsibility. 

 

Finding 4: 

Timestamp 

approx. 70:00 — Quote: *"Internationally successful statesmen such as Erdogan, Orban or of 
course Xi Jinping also make sure to burden as few women as possible with important tasks."* — 
Manipulation: **Guilt by association through satire** — Why problematic: Merz is placed through 
the satire in a line with Erdogan, Orban and Xi Jinping. Even as satire, this is a politically effective 
association that is problematic in a public broadcaster's programme without a counterweight. 

 

Summary: The choice of words is consistently evaluative and derogatory when describing conservative and right-
populist actors, while progressive positions are described neutrally or positively. In particular, the formulations 
"rich white men" and "crude propaganda" fall below journalistic standards of objectivity. 
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12. MODERATION BEHAVIOUR 5/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Methodological principle (v2.5): Before each assessment, the triggering event must be documented. An 
intervention can only be assessed as asymmetric if comparable triggers with other guests did not produce an 
analogous intervention. 

Finding 1: 

Timestamp 

approx. 30:00 — Triggering event: FDP Justice Ministry refuses personal statement, only written 
statement — Quote (moderation): *"Responsible for a reform of the personal-use eviction is FDP 
Federal Justice Minister Marco Buschmann. But he sees no need for action."* — Comparison: 
SPD and Greens politicians are cited in the same segment without critical framing (approx. 28:00–
29:00) — Asymmetry: The FDP minister's refusal is framed as "no need for action" (implicitly: 
indifference), while SPD/Greens demands are presented as constructive solution proposals. The 
Ministry's written statement is not fully cited, so the reasoning cannot be assessed. 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp 

approx. 36:00 — Triggering event: Portrayal of Elon Musk as Trump's election campaign helper — 
Quote (moderation): *"Such as Elon Musk, owner of the platform X."* — Comparison: Comparable 
democratic billionaires (e.g. George Soros, Reid Hoffman) as election campaign supporters of the 
Democrats are not mentioned — Asymmetry: The influence of billionaires on election campaigns 
is portrayed exclusively as a right-wing phenomenon. 

 

Note: Since this is a magazine format without live studio guests, moderation behaviour is primarily shaped by 
introductory commentary and voice-over. Classic interview asymmetries (interruptions, follow-up questions) are 
structurally limited. 

Summary: Moderation behaviour shows a consistent asymmetric framing: conservative and right-populist actors 
are critically framed through choice of formulation and selective citation, while progressive positions are 
introduced neutrally or positively. 
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13. QUESTION ASYMMETRY 3/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Asymmetry 1: 

In the prostitution segment, Friedrich Merz (CDU) is confronted through the satire with the question of whether half 
of the ministers under him would be women. A comparable question to the SPD or Greens (e.g. on the actual 
implementation of parity in state governments) is not posed. 

 

Asymmetry 2: 

In the personal-use eviction segment, the FDP Ministry is confronted in writing and the response is framed as 
inadequate. SPD and Greens politicians are not confronted with the question of why no effective measures exist in 
the federal states they govern either. 

 

Asymmetry 3: 

In the AI segment, Paul Carpenter (who produced the Biden deepfake) is asked how he uses the technology — but 
not whether he had moral reservations about producing a fake for a Democratic political consultant. The question of 
democratic co-responsibility is not raised. 

 

Summary: The question asymmetry follows the overall pattern of the broadcast: critical follow-up questions are 
directed exclusively at conservative and right-populist actors, while progressive actors are not confronted with 
comparable questions. 
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14. FALSE BALANCE 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Finding 1: 

In the prostitution segment, the CDU/CSU demand for a sex purchase ban is dismantled by a multitude of counter-
voices (sex workers, brothel operators, police officers, forced prostitution victims). This is not false balance, but a 
genuine imbalance in favour of one side. Positively noted: forced prostitution victim Nadine Jüngling herself says a 
sex purchase ban would not have helped her — this is an honest portrayal that argues against the simple solution. 

 

Finding 2: 

In the AI segment, no Republican voice is obtained to defend or contextualise the use of AI content. This is not false 
balance (no token counterbalance), but complete one-sidedness. 

 

Finding 3: 

In the personal-use eviction segment, the FDP Ministry is represented by a written statement, while tenant 
protection advocates and SPD/Greens politicians speak personally and at length. This is a structural imbalance 
disguised as false balance (there is formally a counter-voice, but it is structurally disadvantaged). 

 

Summary: The broadcast avoids classic false balance (token counterbalance between unequal positions), but 
shows a structural imbalance in which conservative positions are formally represented but systematically 
disadvantaged through dramaturgy and time distribution. 
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15. AGENDA-SETTING 3/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Finding 1: 

The broadcast's choice of topics sets a clear political agenda: all four politically relevant segments (personal-use 
eviction, AI disinformation, prostitution, Merz satire) are directed against the conservative and right-populist 
spectrum. Comparable grievances in the progressive spectrum (e.g. housing policy under SPD mayors, AI 
disinformation by democratic actors, women's policy deficits in the SPD/Greens) are not addressed. 

 

Finding 2: 

The placement of the Merz satire as the last segment of the broadcast sets a concluding frame: the broadcast ends 
with an explicitly political message against the CDU chancellor candidate. This is a deliberate agenda-setting 
decision. 

 

Finding 3: 

The AI disinformation segment sets the agenda that AI manipulation is primarily a problem of the right-wing 
spectrum. This agenda-setting decision has immediate effects on public perception shortly before the US election 
and in the run-up to the German federal election campaign. 

 

Summary: The broadcast's agenda-setting is consistently one-sided: all politically relevant topics are selected and 
framed in such a way that they burden the conservative and right-populist spectrum. This does not comply with 
the requirement of balance in topic selection pursuant to §26 MStV. 
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CHAPTER 2 — OVERALL EVALUATION 

 

Results 

(Scale: 1 = maximum manipulation/one-sidedness; 10 = complete balance) 

Dominant techniques 

1. Selective outrage (score 2): Identical grievances are treated with dramatically different intensity depending on 
the political direction of the perpetrator. Particularly serious: AI deepfake by democratic client vs. Trump/Musk 
deepfakes. 

2. Omission (score 2): Systematic blanking out of political responsibility of the progressive spectrum — in 
particular the red-green responsibility for the legalisation of prostitution in 2002 and democratic AI disinformation. 

3. Framing + choice of words (score 3 each): Consistently asymmetric language and framing — conservative 
actors as perpetrators/failures, progressives as solution providers. 

``` 

•  Balanced investigative journalism (score 8-10) 

•  Slight tendency (score 6-7) 

•  Clear one-sidedness in topic selection (score 4-5) 

•  Systematic imbalance (score 2-3) 

•  Extreme imbalance / activism (score 1) 

``` 

Reasoning: The broadcast shows a systematic imbalance that runs through all levels of analysis: topic selection, 
framing, choice of words, expert selection, source selection and time distribution are consistently directed against the 
conservative and right-populist spectrum. Particularly serious is the selective outrage in the AI segment, where a 
democratically commissioned deepfake serves as the hook, but the outrage is directed exclusively against 
Trump/Musk. The placement of a Merz satire (comparison with Erdogan/Orban/Xi) as the conclusion of a news 
broadcast in the run-up to the federal election campaign crosses the boundary between investigative journalism and 
political activism. The Sky ECC segment is the only politically neutral segment of the broadcast. 

CONCLUSION 

The analysed Frontal broadcast does not meet the requirements of §26 MStV regarding balance and diversity of 
opinion. While the Sky ECC segment meets investigative standards, the remaining four segments show a consistent 
political imbalance: all critical content is directed against the conservative and right-populist spectrum (CDU/CSU, 
FDP, Trump, Musk), while the progressive spectrum (SPD, Greens, democratic side) appears exclusively as solution 
provider or victim. Particularly problematic is the use of a satire (Merz comparison with Erdogan/Orban/Xi) within a 
news broadcast without a comparable counterweight, as well as the selective portrayal of AI disinformation as a 
primarily right-wing phenomenon, even though the only concretely shown perpetrator worked for Democratic clients. 
The broadcast thus moves on the boundary between investigative journalism and political activism, which conflicts 
with the requirement of state independence and balance of the ZDF State Treaty. 
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CHAPTER 3 — PARTY-POLITICAL BIAS 

 

Party Score (-
5..+5) 

Evidence 

CDU/CSU -4 approx. 55:00 "You are Federal Chancellor of the country considered the brothel of 
Europe" (confrontational framing); approx. 70:00 Merz satire with Erdogan/Orban/Xi 
comparison; approx. 29:00 Buschmann "sees no need for action" 

SPD +2 approx. 29:00 SPD demands on tenancy law reform portrayed positively; no critical 
treatment of SPD responsibility for legalisation of prostitution 2002 

Greens +3 approx. 28:00 Greens motion in the Berlin House of Representatives portrayed 
positively; approx. 38:00 Konstantin von Notz included positively as "chief intelligence 
overseer" without party mention 

FDP -3 approx. 30:00 Buschmann: "sees no need for action" — implicitly framed as 
indifferent; FDP era of prostitution legalisation not mentioned (exculpatorily omitted) 

AfD 0 Not mentioned 

BSW 0 Not mentioned 

Left 0 Not mentioned 

Freie Wähler 0 Not mentioned 

 

Note: Trump/Musk are not counted as German parties, but their treatment (-5) reinforces the overall picture of an 
anti-conservative orientation. 

Party bias summary 

•  Most favoured: Greens (+3), SPD (+2) — consistently framed as solution providers, no critical treatment 

•  Most disadvantaged: CDU/CSU (-4) — sex purchase ban demand dismantled, Merz satirically compared with 
dictators, Buschmann framed as inactive 

•  Conclusion: The party-political bias of the broadcast is clear and consistent: the red-green spectrum is favoured, 
the bourgeois-conservative spectrum is disadvantaged. Particularly striking is the fact that the SPD/Greens 
responsibility for the legalisation of prostitution in 2002 — which is framed as the cause of the state of affairs 
lamented in the segment — is completely blanked out, while the CDU/CSU reform demand is treated critically. 
This is a structural distortion that goes beyond editorial prioritisation. 
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CHAPTER 4 — LEGAL CLASSIFICATION (§26 MStV / ZDF State Treaty) 

 

Violation 1: 

Norm: §26 para. 1 MStV (diversity of opinion, balance) — Facts: Systematic one-sidedness in topic selection — 
Evidence: All four politically relevant segments are directed against the conservative/right-populist spectrum; 
comparable grievances in the progressive spectrum are not examined — Assessment: The topic selection of an 
individual broadcast does not need to be fully balanced; for a magazine such as Frontal, however, it must be 
examined whether the overall orientation is balanced across multiple broadcasts. The present broadcast shows an 
intensity of one-sidedness that is also problematic in the individual case. 

Violation 2: 

Norm: §26 para. 2 MStV (objectivity requirement) / ZDF State Treaty §5 (impartiality) — Facts: Use of a political satire 
(Merz comparison with Erdogan/Orban/Xi) within a news broadcast without a comparable counterweight — Evidence: 
approx. 70:00–74:00, satire segment as a regular broadcast component — Assessment: Satire is in principle 
permissible as an expression of opinion; its embedding in a news broadcast without labelling as an opinion piece and 
without comparable satire on other political camps is, however, difficult to reconcile with the objectivity requirement 
and the requirement of impartiality. 

Violation 3: 

Norm: §26 para. 1 MStV (completeness of essential information) — Facts: Omission of the red-green responsibility for 
the legalisation of prostitution in 2002 in the context of the prostitution segment — Evidence: Entire segment approx. 
53:00–68:00 — Assessment: The legalisation of 2002 is essential for understanding the current state of affairs; its 
omission while simultaneously criticising the CDU/CSU reform demand constitutes a relevant omission of information. 

Overall assessment §26 MStV 

Frontal, as a ZDF production, is bound by the ZDF State Treaty and §26 MStV. Investigative journalism is legitimate 
and worthy of protection; however, topic selection must be balanced over time. The present broadcast shows an 
intensity of political one-sidedness that goes beyond legitimate investigative prioritisation: the consistent orientation of 
all politically relevant segments against the conservative spectrum, the use of a satire with a dictator comparison in a 
news broadcast, and the systematic blanking out of progressive co-responsibility for the grievances addressed are not 
fully compatible with the requirement of balance and impartiality of the ZDF State Treaty. The competent supervisory 
authority is the ZDF Television Council; in the case of persistent complaints, the legal supervision of the state of 
Rhineland-Palatinate. 

SOURCE DEEP-CHECK (mandatory for all cited specialist bodies / NGOs / advisory bodies) 

1. German Tenants' Association (Sebastian Bartels) 

1. FUNDING: Membership fees of affiliated tenants' associations; no state funding. Structurally partisan towards 
landlord interests. 

2. MANDATE: Explicit interest representation of tenants — NOT compatible with neutral assessment of tenancy law 
questions. 

3. CONFLICT OF INTEREST: YES — organisation benefits from problem portrayal (member relevance, political 
visibility, legislative influence). 

4. CREDIBILITY MATRIX: Conflict of interest YES | Personal risk NO | Benefits YES → Credibility: LOW (as neutral 
specialist body) 

5. COUNTER-VOICE: Haus & Grund (landlord association) is not cited. Missing counter-perspective. 

2. Center for Countering Digital Hate / Imran Ahmed 

1. FUNDING: NGO; funding not fully transparent; progressive foundation landscape (Open Society-adjacent 
network suspected, not proven). Based in Washington D.C. and London. 

2. MANDATE: Explicitly advocacy against "digital hate" — NOT compatible with neutral assessment of AI 
disinformation. 
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3. CONFLICT OF INTEREST: YES — organisation benefits from problem portrayal (donation relevance, political 
visibility, regulatory influence). 

4. CREDIBILITY MATRIX: Conflict of interest YES | Personal risk NO | Benefits YES → Credibility: LOW (as neutral 
specialist body) 

5. COUNTER-VOICE: No voice from platform representatives or independent media researchers who assess the 
impact of AI disinformation in a more differentiated way. 

3. Philipp Lorenz-Spreen (TU Dresden) 

1. FUNDING: State-funded university; third-party funding not specified. Possible EU research funding (regulation-
affine). 

2. MANDATE: Scientific research on AI consequences — in principle compatible with neutral assessment, but 
structurally regulation-affine. 

3. CONFLICT OF INTEREST: INDIRECT — research relevance and funding increase with perceived threat from AI. 

4. CREDIBILITY MATRIX: Conflict of interest INDIRECT | Personal risk NO | Benefits YES → Credibility: MEDIUM 

5. COUNTER-VOICE: No voice from AI researchers who assess the impact of deepfakes on electoral decisions 
more sceptically (e.g. researchers who show that deepfakes are less effective than assumed). 

4. Konstantin von Notz (MP, Alliance 90/The Greens) 

1. FUNDING: Party-political (Greens); Bundestag mandate. 

2. MANDATE: Party politician — NOT compatible with neutral assessment. Framed as "chief intelligence overseer", 
which conceals his partisanship. 

3. CONFLICT OF INTEREST: YES — party-political interest in problem portrayal (profiling, regulatory agenda of the 
Greens). 

4. CREDIBILITY MATRIX: Conflict of interest YES | Personal risk NO | Benefits YES → Credibility: LOW (as neutral 
specialist body) 

5. COUNTER-VOICE: No voice from a conservative or liberal intelligence politician with a differing assessment. 

5. Europol representative (not named) 

1. FUNDING: EU authority, state-funded. 

2. MANDATE: Law enforcement authority — structurally interested in portraying its own successes and expanding 
its powers. 

3. CONFLICT OF INTEREST: YES — authority benefits from positive portrayal of its surveillance measures 
(legitimation, budget security). 

4. CREDIBILITY MATRIX: Conflict of interest YES | Personal risk NO | Benefits YES → Credibility: LOW (as neutral 
assessment of the proportionality of surveillance) 

5. COUNTER-VOICE: Defence lawyer Lödden is cited — this is to be noted positively. Civil liberties NGOs are, 
however, absent. 

Overall finding source deep-check: None of the cited specialist bodies is structurally independent. All have 
institutional interests that coincide with the position they take in the broadcast. The broadcast consistently frames 
these sources as neutral experts without naming conflicts of interest. This is a systematic quality problem that 
structurally impairs the credibility of the reporting. 
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OVERALL EVALUATION OF THE 15 CRITERIA 

 

Individual scores — all 15 criteria 

No. Criterion Score Classification 

1 EXPERT SELECTION 3 ●● 

2 SOURCE SELECTION 3 ●● 

3 TIME DISTRIBUTION 4 ●● 

4 OMISSION (CORE CRITERION Investigative) 2 ● 

5 MANIPULATION OF FIGURES 5 ●●● 

6 GUILT BY ASSOCIATION 3 ●● 

7 TIMING 5 ●●● 

8 SELECTIVE OUTRAGE (CORE CRITERION Investigative) 2 ● 

9 COMPLETENESS 6 ●●● 

10 FRAMING 3 ●● 

11 CHOICE OF WORDS AND TERMS 3 ●● 

12 MODERATION BEHAVIOUR 5 ●●● 

13 QUESTION ASYMMETRY 3 ●● 

14 FALSE BALANCE 6 ●●● 

15 AGENDA-SETTING 3 ●● 

 

HARD FACTS SCORE (1-8) 3.7/10 Slight Imbalance 

 

SOFT FACTS SCORE (9-14) 3.8/10 Slight Imbalance 

 

OVERALL SCORE 3.8/10 Slight Imbalance 

Averaged from hard facts and soft facts 
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KEY — Meaning of scores 

 

Individual scores per criterion (0–10) 

0 No finding No relevant anomaly identified. 

1–2 Weak finding Minor anomaly without material impairment of balance. 

3–4 
Slight to moderate 
finding 

Discernible tendency; impact relevance low to moderate. 

5 

Moderate finding 
with impact 
relevance 

Relevant imbalance that influences the opinion-forming potential of the audience. 

6 
Substantial finding 
(threshold) 

Scores from 6 are reported as "substantial findings". 

7 Substantial finding Clear, well-evidenced imbalance with marked impact relevance. 

8–9 Serious finding Pronounced imbalance; multiple evidenced individual findings in this criterion. 

10 
Maximum 
manifestation 

Systematic, pervasive imbalance in this criterion. 

 

Aggregated deviation index — interpretation ranges 

0.0 – 2.5 Unremarkable 
No material patterns discernible; broadcast meets the requirement of 
factual accuracy. 

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

4.1 – 6.0 Substantial imbalance 
Multiple substantial findings; relevant impairment of diversity of 
perspectives. 

6.1 – 8.0 

Serious deviation from 
the balance 
requirement. High 
degree of deviation 

Pronounced, cross-broadcast patterns; high impact relevance. 

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

Maximum manifestation across almost all criteria; systematically one-
sided reporting. 

 

Party-political bias (-5 to +5) 

-5 to -3 
Strongly 
disadvantaged 

Party is clearly treated worse in portrayal, speaking time or framing. 

-2 to -1 Slightly disadvantaged Discernible, but weak disadvantage. 

0 Neutral No discernible preference or disadvantage. 

+1 to +2 Slightly favoured Discernible, but weak preference. 

+3 to +5 Strongly favoured Party is clearly treated better in portrayal, speaking time or framing. 
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Legal and methodological classification 

No finding of fact 
The results presented do not constitute findings of fact about individual persons, editorial 
teams or broadcasts. They are to be understood as the result of a standardised 
operationalisation, not as a determination of individual responsibility. 

 

No legal ruling 

The aggregated deviation index does not replace a legal assessment within the meaning of 
§26 MStV. The determination of whether a specific broadcast violates statutory 
requirements is the exclusive responsibility of the competent authorities (in particular 
media authorities). 

 

No proof of causality 
Statistical correlations are not to be interpreted as proof of causal relationships or editorial 
intentions. Deviation values may be influenced by topic selection, news situation, political 
controversy or format logic. 

 

No finding of intent 

The analysis measures observable structural characteristics of broadcasts. A score of 7 
means that a substantial imbalance has been identified — not that the editorial team 
intended this. The methodology makes no statements about motives or strategic 
objectives. 

 

Heuristic 
comparison 
instrument 

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

 

Legal basis Germany — ARD, ZDF 

Law 

Media State Treaty (MStV, 2020) 

Relevant articles 

•  §26 para. 1 MStV: Public broadcasting institutions shall provide in their offerings a comprehensive overview of 
international, European, national and regional events in all essential areas of life. In doing so, they shall promote 
international understanding, European integration and social cohesion in the Federation and the Länder. Their 
offerings shall serve education, information, advice and entertainment. They shall offer contributions in particular 
to culture. Entertainment shall correspond to a public broadcasting offering profile. 

•  §5 para. 1 ZDF State Treaty: Obligation to objectivity and impartiality of reporting, consideration of diversity of 
opinion. 

•  ARD State Treaty: Universal service mandate with objectivity and impartiality. 

Core obligations 

1. Diversity of opinion (internal pluralism): All relevant perspectives must be represented in the overall 
programme 

2. Objectivity and balance: Presenters must treat guests to the same standards 

3. Contribution to opinion formation: Audience must receive sufficient information for independent opinion 
formation 

Supervisory authority 

•  Broadcasting councils of the state broadcasting institutions: supervision of ARD institutions (BR, WDR, NDR, etc.) 

•  ZDF Television Council (§19 ZDF State Treaty): supervision of ZDF programme 

•  Legal supervision: respective federal state (ZDF: Rhineland-Palatinate) 

Complaints procedure 

1. Programme complaint to the competent broadcasting council or ZDF Television Council 

2. Administrative court action 

  

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch


 

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

 

 
 

Präsident: Schläpfer, David  -  Kontakt:   kontakt@SVFAB.ch  -  Adresse:    SVFAB, Postfach, CH-8021 Zürich 1 
Seite 29 

 

APPENDIX 2: SCIENTIFIC FOUNDATIONS 
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Evaluations and membership at SVFAB 

 

At SVFAB.ch you can not only obtain further detailed evaluations, but can also have them produced for any broadcasts of 
your choice (we charge for this). 

In order to do our work properly, we depend on membership and patron contributions. 

 

Contact and further information: 

www.SVFAB.ch  |  Kontakt@SVFAB.ch 

 

Bank details:  PostFinance – POFICHBE 

IBAN:  CH32 0900 0000 1675 6251 1 

Recipient:  SVFAB, P.O. Box, CH-8021 Zurich 1 
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You can obtain the following books from SVFAB 

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

 

 

Unbalanced reporting is the response to the halving initiative in 
Switzerland: here the manipulation techniques are explained in detail, 
starting with the selection of staff and source selection. Subsequently, 
15 principles are explained: omission, framing, temporal framing, guilt 
by association, emotionalisation, context removal and many more, 
illustrated with many examples. In addition, it becomes apparent 
where we ourselves apply these techniques — this promotes not only 
insight but also empathy.  
Optionally the book comes with playing cards 
Also available as audiobook 

  

 

The interview is not a conversation. It is a stage — and someone else 
has written the script. 
Those who do not know this provide material. Good quotes that are 
cut incorrectly. Correct statements that end up in the wrong context. 
Honest answers that are framed as confessions. 
This book is not a media criticism book. It is a toolbox — for all those 
who have a microphone in front of their face and want to know what 
they can do about it. 7 chapters. 7 tools: What an interview really is. 
The 7 most common traps. The three basic principles of sovereignty 
— anchoring, reframing, setting boundaries. Preparation in one hour. 
Body and voice. What to do when things go wrong. And what counts 
after the interview. 
For politicians, activists, entrepreneurs, whistleblowers — for all 
those who are exposed and want to understand how the game works. 
So that they stop playing along — and start shaping it. 
In A5. Direct. For preparation, reference, follow-up and in difficult 
situations 
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You think you see the world.In reality you see the frame that 
someone has placed around it. Framing is the oldest and most 
elegant manipulation technique in the world. It does not 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 participate. 
Daily. Unconsciously. You too. This book is not a dry textbook. It is a 
workbook — playful, direct, full of examples from real life. You learn 
not only how others frame you. You learn how you yourself frame — 
and how you can use it consciously and fairly. 
Because those who understand framing see the world more clearly. 
Listen to the news differently. Conduct conversations with more 
confidence. And can no longer so easily have a frame imposed on 
them that someone else has chosen. 
With many exercises and concrete examples from politics, media and 
everyday life — and the occasional smile. 
Framing with style. Because the frame changes everything. 
 

 

The SRG collects 1.56 billion francs per year — compulsorily, from 
every household. Those who feel unfairly treated can complain. There 
is even an authority for this: the IHRA, the Independent Complaints 
Authority for Radio and Television. 
Only: it is not independent. It has no sanctioning powers. And in 
99.6% of all cases it decides: nothing. 
This analysis lays bare the system — factually, precisely, without 
polemic. Procedures, personnel, powers, costs, statistics, legal 
recourse. And the constitutional law review that shows: the IHRA 
system meets none of the three fundamental criteria — it is not 
appropriate, not subject to separation of powers, not market-based. 
The authority that is supposed to protect citizens protects above all 
the system it was supposed to control. 
Essential reading for all those considering a complaint — and for all 
those who want to understand why genuine media oversight in 
Switzerland is still pending. 
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