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EN DETAILED ANALYSIS
2024-10-15 Der Talk vom 15. Oktober

Programme: Markus Lanz | 2024-10-15 | Analysed on: 2026-03-12 00:24
Version 2.1-detail | Konverter 3.3 (2026-05-14) | Massstab: §26 MStV

OVERALL 5.8/10

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

Party Linke Greens SPD | BSW | CDU/CSU | FDP FreieW. | A
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 represented 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).

0 1 2 3 4 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.

PROGRAMME INFO AND THEMATIC FRAMEWORK

Programme data

« Date: 15.10.2024
¢ Moderator: Markus Lanz
* Guests:
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Actors Function Party/Affiliation Political spectrum

Eva Quadbeck Journalist, political Media (RND/dpa) Liberal-conservative, centre
correspondent

Michael Roth Member of Bundestag, SPD Centre-left, transatlantic

outgoing Chair of the
Foreign Affairs Committee

Christian Moélling Security expert, DGAP Think tank Transatlantic-realist

Boris Palmer Mayor of Tibingen Independent (formerly Centre, pragmatic-
(independent, formerly Greens) conservative
Greens)

Main topic

The programme addresses three intertwined thematic complexes: the security package following Solingen and the
intra-party SPD conflicts surrounding it, the economic crisis in Germany and the SPD economic paper, and the war in
Ukraine and the question of peace negotiations versus military support.
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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 710

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Expert 1: Eva Quadbeck — Timestamp: throughout — Statement: Criticism of the SPD economic paper,
contextualisation of the parliamentary group debate — Classification: Quadbeck is an experienced political
journalist who, however, appears in this programme primarily as a critic of the government. Her analysis is well-
founded but one-sidedly focused on government criticism. — Missing countervoice: A journalist close to the
government or an SPD economic expert could have defended the paper.

Expert 2: Christian Molling — Timestamp: approx. 40:00—-60:00 — Statement: "At the present time, Ukraine has no
alternative. And that is why it is also not a serious negotiating partner for Russia." — Classification: Mélling
represents a clearly transatlantic-realist position that sees military strength as a prerequisite for negotiations. —
Missing countervoice: A peace researcher (e.g. from the HSFK) or a diplomat with negotiating experience could
have introduced alternative approaches.

Expert 3: Boris Palmer — Timestamp: throughout — Statement: Municipal financial crisis, criticism of migration,
AfD coalition proposal — Classification: Palmer, as an independent former Green, is a guest who serves the
narrative "the Greens have failed, | was right". His municipal policy expertise is real, but his role in the programme
is primarily that of the "taboo-breaker". — Missing countervoice: A current Greens politician could have
represented the opposing position.

Expert 4: Michael Roth — Timestamp: throughout — Statement: Defence of the SPD position, support for Ukraine
— Classification: As an outgoing MP, Roth is in a particular position: he can speak more freely, but does not
represent the current government line. He is also primarily a foreign policy expert and is questioned on economic
and migration issues, where he is noticeably uncertain. — Missing countervoice: An active government
representative (e.g. from the Chancellery or the BMI) could have defended government policy more convincingly.

Missing expert groups: Constitutional lawyers, economists, peace researchers, migration experts, Greens
representatives, CDU representatives, those affected (migrants, Ukrainians).

Summary: The panel of guests is remarkably homogeneous in its basic stance. All four share the diagnosis "the
government has hesitated too long" and differ only in nuances. There is no guest who convincingly defends
government policy, no guest from the Greens spectrum, no economist and no peace researcher. The selection
favours a narrative of government criticism from the centre.
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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: Timestamp: approx. 00:00 — Source: Eva Quadbeck (own quote from column/article) — Classification:
Quadbeck is introduced as a "seasoned political observer" whose government criticism serves as the programme's
frame. — Missing counter-source: A pro-government commentary or an analysis that evaluates the coalition's
record in a more differentiated way.

Source 2: Timestamp: approx. 20:00 — Source: Former Federal President Gauck (indirectly quoted by Palmer) —
Classification: Gauck is invoked as an authority for the thesis that municipal politicians were not heard. — Missing
counter-source: No countervoice pointing out that the federal government did in fact respond to municipal demands
(e.g. refugee summits, financial assistance).

Source 3: Timestamp: approx. 18:00 — Source: Jirgen Trittin (indirectly quoted by Lanz) — Classification: Trittin
is cited as a representative of the thesis "discourse shift to the right", but Palmer immediately contradicts this and
Lanz allows Palmer's contradiction to stand as the last word. — Missing counter-source: Trittin's position is not
defended by any guest present.

Source 4: Timestamp: approx. 22:00 — Source: Josef Joffe (indirectly quoted by Palmer) — Classification: Palmer
cites Joffe as an authority against the Weimar comparison. — Missing counter-source: Historians who view the
comparison in a more differentiated way (e.g. not 1:1, but structural parallels) are not given a voice.

Summary: The cited sources (Quadbeck, Gauck, Joffe) consistently support the narrative of government criticism
and the pragmatic centre. Counter-sources that defend government policy or contextualise the migration debate in
a more differentiated way are systematically absent.
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3. TIME DISTRIBUTION 510

1 2 3 4 5

Estimated speaking time (based on text shares in the transcript):

» Boris Palmer: (27%)
Michael Roth: (24%)
Markus Lanz: (21%)
Eva Quadbeck: (15%)
Christian Molling: (13%)

Summary: Palmer receives the most speaking time and is able to present his positions at length and largely
uninterrupted. Roth has a similar amount of speaking time, but spends a considerable portion of it defending
himself against Lanz's follow-up questions rather than developing his own positions. Mélling only gets his turn late,
even though Ukraine is a main topic. The distribution of time favours Palmer's narrative of pragmatic government
criticism.
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4. OMISSION (Selective Omission) 710

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Omission 1: Context: Successes of migration policy — Relevant at: approx. 10:00—25:00 (entire migration block)
— Effect: The programme discusses exclusively problems and failures of migration policy. The fact that the number
of asylum applications fell significantly in 2024, that many integration measures are working, that Germany
compares well in a European context in terms of labour market integration of refugees — none of this is mentioned.
The omission reinforces the narrative of total failure.

Omission 2: Context: Content of the SPD economic paper — Relevant at: approx. 32:00—40:00 — Effect: The
SPD paper is discussed primarily through its weaknesses (missing counter-financing, "rushed"). The concrete
proposals (industrial electricity price, investment package, infrastructure renovation) are only briefly mentioned by
Roth, but not substantively acknowledged. Quadbeck lists the weaknesses without naming the strengths.

Omission 3: Context: Legal limits of the security package — Relevant at: approx. 06:00-15:00 — Effect: The
constitutional concerns about parts of the security package (cuts to social benefits below the subsistence level,
facial recognition, border controls within the Schengen area) are not discussed. The dissenters in the SPD
parliamentary group are portrayed as emotionally motivated, rather than as potentially constitutionally justified.

Omission 4: Context: Diplomatic efforts regarding Ukraine — Relevant at: approx. 40:00-60:00 — Effect: The
diplomatic efforts actually taking place (Swiss peace conference, talks on security guarantees, negotiations on the

grain agreement) are not mentioned. The programme suggests there is only a choice between military escalation
and naive capitulation.

Summary: The systematic omissions consistently concern information that would cast government action in a

more positive light or increase the complexity of the issues. This reinforces the programme's underlying narrative:
the government is failing across the board.

Missing voices

Constitutional lawyer/asylum law expert: Could have contextualised the legal limits of the security package, in
particular the question of cuts to social benefits and the inviolability of the home under the Basic Law.

Economic scientist/economist: Could have assessed the SPD economic paper on its merits, clarified the question
of counter-financing and contextualised the economic situation.

Representative of the Greens parliamentary group: Could have explained the position of the dissenters on the
security package first-hand, rather than having others speak about them.

Refugee/integration commissioner or migrant representative: Could have introduced the perspective of those
affected — both the fears and the integration achievements.

Peace researcher (e.g. SIPRI, BICC): Could have introduced non-military approaches to conflict resolution in
Ukraine without being placed in the BSW corner.

CDU/CSU representative: Could have introduced the opposition perspective on the security package and
economic policy.
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* Municipal politician from eastern Germany: Could have described the specific situation in Thuringia/Saxony from a
local perspective, rather than Palmer speaking from a Tlbingen viewpoint.

» Ukrainian expert/diplomat: Could have authentically conveyed the Ukrainian perspective on peace negotiations
and security guarantees.
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5. MANIPULATION OF FIGURES 510

1 2 3 4 5

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

Finding 1: Timestamp: approx. 33:00 — Figure: "relieve 95% of employees by taxing 1%" — Missing context:
Quadbeck explains that the SPD was unable to provide a calculation. Lanz and Quadbeck treat the figure as
obviously unreliable, without presenting an economic counter-calculation. — Effect: The figure is dismissed as
populist without examining whether it could be realistic in a modified form (e.g. through a progressive income tax
reform).

Finding 2: Timestamp: approx. 30:00 — Palmer's figure: "minus 10, minus 15 percent for many businesses in
Baden-Wirttemberg" — Missing context: Palmer cites "monthly revenues" as the reference figure, but without a
time period, sector or source. Lanz briefly asks a follow-up question ("Revenue or jobs?"), but then accepts the
unspecific answer. — Effect: The figure sounds dramatic but cannot be contextualised without context.

Finding 3: Timestamp: approx. 31:00 — Palmer's figure: "40 million euro hole in the municipal budget" — Missing
context: No comparison with Tibingen's total budget, no contextualisation of whether this is a typical or atypical
deficit, no question about the causes (e.g. also tax shortfalls due to the economic cycle). — Effect: The figure is
presented as evidence of government failure without taking into account the complexity of municipal finances.

Summary: Figures are used selectively in the programme. The SPD paper is criticised for lacking figures, while
Palmer's own figures (revenue declines, budget hole) are accepted without critical follow-up. This asymmetry in
the treatment of figures reinforces the narrative of government criticism.
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6. GUILT BY ASSOCIATION 4/10

1 2 3 4

Association 1: Timestamp: approx. 50:00 — Quote Roth: "We have left the concept of peace to national populists
and they have hijacked this concept." — Technique: Roth himself (not Lanz) associates the peace position with
"national populists" and "Putin's lackeys". — Effect: Anyone who advocates for peace negotiations is placed in
proximity to Wagenknecht and Putin. Lanz allows this association to stand without comment.

Association 2: Timestamp: approx. 22:00 — Quote Quadbeck: "And if you look at Poland now, an unimpeachable
democrat and European, Tusk, he is now taking exactly the same stance." — Technique: By associating with the
"unimpeachable" Tusk, the restrictive migration policy is framed as democratically legitimised. — Effect: Anyone
who opposes it implicitly stands against the European consensus.

Association 3: Timestamp: approx. 48:00 — Quote Roth about Stegner at the Wagenknecht demonstration: "he is
demeaned as the warm-up act for the big mega-gig" — Technique: Stegner's participation in a peace

demonstration is framed as submission to Wagenknecht. — Effect: Peace engagement is associated with proximity
to BSW.

Summary: Guilt by association in this programme occurs primarily in relation to the peace position: anyone who
advocates for negotiations is associated with Wagenknecht, BSW and Putin. This technique is not initiated by
Lanz, but is neither contextualised nor questioned by him.
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7. TIMING 510

1 2 3 4 5

Finding 1: Position: 00:00—04:00 (introduction) — Content: Quadbeck quote on SPD incapacity, Palmer as taboo-
breaker, Roth as representative of the "chancellor's party" — Timing effect: The introduction sets the frame for the
entire programme. The primacy effect ensures that viewers filter all subsequent information through the lens of
"government failure".

Finding 2: Position: approx. 55:00-60:00 (closing block Ukraine) — Content: Roth and Mdélling advocate for
military support, Roth warns of "freezing and starving people" — Timing effect: The recency effect ensures that
viewers leave with the impression that the situation is dramatic and the government is doing too little. The
emotional closing passage by Roth reinforces this impression.

Finding 3: Position: approx. 25:00—32:00 (economics block) — Content: Palmer's dramatic portrayal of the
municipal financial crisis directly before the discussion of the SPD economic paper — Timing effect: Palmer's crisis
diagnosis frames the subsequent discussion of the SPD paper. The paper is thereby automatically measured
against the severity of the crisis and perceived as inadequate.

Summary: The timing of the programme follows a dramaturgical logic that reinforces the narrative of government
failure. Crisis diagnoses are placed before proposed solutions, so that the solutions automatically appear
inadequate. The emotional conclusion reinforces the impression of urgency.

Prasident: Schlapfer, David - Kontakt: kontaki@SVFAB.ch - Adresse: SVFAB, Postfach, CH-8021 Ziirich 1
Seite 10



mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch

Association suisse pour une information équilibrée

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

8. SELECTIVE OUTRAGE 6/10

1 2 3 4 5 6

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

Finding 1: Timestamp: approx. 26:00 — Lanz's reaction: "If someone is deported who has 160 criminal offences to
their name [...] How can that be?" — Comparable without outrage: The fact that well-integrated families are being
deported (mentioned by Palmer and Roth) does not trigger comparable outrage from Lanz. — Asymmetry: Lanz is
outraged by the non-deportation of criminals, but not by the deportation of integrated individuals. Both are
grievances, but only one is emotionally charged.

Finding 2: Timestamp: approx. 17:00 — Palmer's reaction: "Soap, bed and bread. You can't say that. | find that
completely presumptuous.”" — Comparable without outrage: Palmer's own formulation "deporting the wrong
people" is not perceived as presumptuous, even though it divides people into "right" and "wrong" deportees. —
Asymmetry: The FDP rhetoric is criticised, but one's own categorisation of people is not questioned.

Finding 3: Timestamp: approx. 38:00 — Lanz's reaction to the SPD paper: "So first you put the thing out there and
then you come up with the concept." [sarcastically] — Comparable without outrage: Palmer's figures (40 million
budget hole, minus 10-15% revenue) are accepted without asking for sources or context. — Asymmetry: The SPD
paper is criticised for lacking details, while Palmer's own claims are treated as facts.

Summary: The outrage in the programme is selective: it is directed at government failure (non-deportation, half-
baked economic paper), but not at comparable problems on the other side (deportation of integrated individuals,
lack of evidence for crisis claims). This asymmetry reinforces the underlying narrative.
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9. COMPLETENESS 7110

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

The programme takes place during a phase in which the coalition government is under massive pressure: the AfD is
reaching record levels in eastern Germany, the migration debate has intensified following the Solingen attack, and the
economic situation is deteriorating rapidly. At the same time, support for Ukraine is at a crossroads, as the US election
is imminent and European self-responsibility is growing. The dominant narrative of the programme is: the government
has hesitated too long, the problems have been identified, but the solutions are coming too late and are inadequate.
This narrative is essentially shared by all four guests, which raises the question of missing counter-positions.

Share of perspectives covered
Inverted: original value measures coverage (higher = better). Displayed as deviation (higher = greater gaps).
[A] Government perspective / defence of coalition policy (Chancellery/SPD leadership)
[B] Opposition perspective CDU/CSU (Merz line on migration and economy)
[C] Greens perspective (human rights, asylum law, climate policy)
[D] Left/BSW perspective (peace policy, social justice)
[E] AfD voter perspective / understanding of protest vote motivation
[F] Refugee/migrant perspective (those affected, integration achievements)
[G] International law/legal perspective (asylum law, Basic Law)
[H] Economic science perspective (economic analysis, structural reforms)
[1] Ukrainian perspective / eastern European security interests
[J] Peace research / conflict resolution expertise (non-military approaches)

[A] INDICATED
Timestamp: approx. 06:00-08:00 — Quote Roth: "But in the end it would be devastating if we were once again to
send a signal that we have talked a lot, we have argued a lot and we are not reaching any result." — Assessment:
Roth defends the government only defensively and half-heartedly; a convinced defence of the coalition's record is
entirely absent.

[B] OMITTED

No CDU/CSU representative present. The opposition perspective is only indirectly indicated through Quadbeck
and Palmer, but never systematically presented.

[C] OMITTED
Timestamp: no direct treatment — Assessment: The Greens perspective is only described as a problem
("dissenters among the Greens"), never presented as an independent position with arguments. Palmer as a
former Green does not represent the current Greens position.

[D] INDICATED

Timestamp: approx. 55:00 — Quote Molling about BSW: "because you can make very simple promises there" —
Assessment: The BSW/Left peace position is only portrayed as a populist manoeuvre, never taken seriously on
its merits or presented by a representative.

[E] INDICATED

Timestamp: approx. 18:00 — Quote Palmer: "l am also not one of those who make moral reproaches to AfD
voters." — Assessment: Palmer attempts to understand the motivation of AfD voters, but a genuine voice from
this milieu is absent.
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[F] OMITTED

Timestamp: none — Assessment: Migrants, refugees, integration workers are not given a voice. Roth indirectly
quotes "people with a migration background", but this remains anecdotal and unverifiable.

[G] OMITTED

Timestamp: none — Assessment: No constitutional lawyer, no asylum law expert. The legal limits of the security
package are not systematically discussed. Roth briefly mentions "rule of law requirements", but without legal
depth.

[H] OMITTED

Timestamp: none — Assessment: No economist present. Palmer's portrayal of the municipal financial crisis and
Quadbeck's criticism of the SPD paper do not substitute for an economic analysis. The question of whether the
SPD paper is economically sound is assessed journalistically, not professionally.

[1]1 INDICATED
Timestamp: approx. 48:00 — Quote Molling: "There is a reference to the eastern European states in it, that one
should listen to them more." — Assessment: The Ukrainian and eastern European perspective is conveyed

through Moélling and Roth, but no Ukrainian or eastern European expert is present.

[J] OMITTED

Timestamp: none — Assessment: Peace research, mediation expertise, non-military conflict resolution
approaches are not represented. The peace position is framed exclusively as naive or populist.

Completeness score: 3/10

Justification: Of ten relevant perspectives, only two (A, E) are addressed to any degree and two further (D, I) are
briefly indicated. Six central perspectives are entirely absent, including such essential ones as the legal, the
economic science, the Greens position and the perspective of those affected. The panel of guests is remarkably
homogeneous in its basic stance: all four share the basic diagnosis "too late, too little, too hesitant" and differ only
in nuances.
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Soft facts — 6 qualitative techniques

10. FRAMING (setting the frame) 7/10

/ . Schweizerischer Verein fur ausgewogene Berichterstattung

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Finding 1: Timestamp: 00:00-02:00 — Quote Lanz (introduction): "I find it really quaint [...] that the SPD, after
three years in government, stands up and then writes down in prose what should actually be done now [...] then
just govern, you are the chancellor's party." — Manipulation: The programme opens with a Quadbeck quote that
frames the SPD as incapable of action. This framing sets the tone for the entire programme. — Why problematic:
The introduction establishes the narrative of "government failure" from the very first second, before a single guest
has spoken. The SPD representative Roth is thereby immediately put on the defensive.

Finding 2: Timestamp: 02:00-03:00 — Quote Lanz: "the question of how serious it really is of the chancellor's
party SPD when it now acts as if one percent of top earners could seriously solve the social question in Germany.
We unfortunately cannot spare him this question." — Manipulation: The SPD economic paper is already framed as
unreliable in the introduction ("acts as if it could"), before it is even discussed. — Why problematic: The formulation
"cannot spare him" suggests that the question is so obviously justified that it must be asked — a prejudgement.

Finding 3: Timestamp: 03:00-04:00 — Quote Lanz about Palmer: "Moralising has meanwhile become one of the
biggest problems in politics [...] My former party, the Greens, are standing before a pile of rubble for exactly this
reason." — Manipulation: Palmer is introduced as someone who speaks "uncomfortable truths". His positions are
framed as courageous and analytical, not as controversial. — Why problematic: The introduction uncritically adopts
Palmer's self-narrative as a persecuted truth-teller and makes it the programme's frame.

Summary: The introduction sets three clear frames: (1) the SPD government is failing, (2) the SPD economic
paper is unreliable, (3) moralising is the problem. None of these three frames is fundamentally questioned by any
guest, which steers the programme in a particular direction from the outset.
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11. CHOICE OF WORDS AND TERMS 510

1 2 3 4 5

Finding 1: Timestamp: approx. 08:00 — Quote Quadbeck: "that he implicitly threatened with the confidence vote"
— Manipulation: The word "threatened" frames the confidence vote as an authoritarian instrument, not as a
legitimate parliamentary tool. — Why problematic: The confidence vote is a constitutionally provided instrument
(Art. 68 GG). The choice of the word "threaten" delegitimises its use.

Finding 2: Timestamp: approx. 15:00 — Quote Palmer: "It was also denied that this pattern exists." —
Manipulation: The word "denied" implies deliberate untruth, rather than differing assessments or priorities. — Why
problematic: "Deny" is a morally charged term (cf. "climate denier", "Holocaust denier") that suggests deliberate
concealment without this being substantiated.

Finding 3: Timestamp: approx. 17:00 — Quote Palmer: "dialectical process. The pendulum then swings too far in
the other direction" — Classification: Palmer uses more differentiated language here and concedes that the current
reaction can also overshoot. — Assessment: This is a positive example of nuanced word choice within the
programme.

Finding 4: Timestamp: approx. 50:00 — Quote Roth: "Putin's lackeys" — Manipulation: The designation "Putin's
lackeys" for advocates of peace negotiations is a massive delegitimisation. — Why problematic: The term equates
advocates of diplomatic solutions with collaborators and poisons the discourse.

Summary: The choice of words ranges between differentiated analysis (Palmer on the "pendulum"”) and strongly
evaluative language ("threatened", "denied”, "Putin's lackeys"). Overall, the evaluative terms that delegitimise
certain positions without this being editorially contextualised predominate.
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12. MODERATION BEHAVIOUR 7110

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Lanz is known for provocative follow-up questions — the asymmetric challenging is particularly pronounced in this
programme.

Finding 1: Timestamp: approx. 05:00 — Quote Lanz: "How often have you already regretted it?" (to Roth, about
his resignation) — Analysis: Lanz begins the conversation with Roth with a personal, slightly condescending
question that frames Roth as someone fleeing from the problems. By comparison, Palmer is introduced with

respect and interest ("interesting question"”, "provocative question).

Finding 2: Timestamp: approx. 10:00 — Quote Lanz: "That is not as trivial as you are making it, Mr Roth." —
Analysis: Lanz accuses Roth of trivialising the situation, even though Roth has just described the emotional
dimension of the debate. This reprimand occurs on camera and puts Roth under pressure. Palmer or Mélling are
never reprimanded in this way.

Finding 3: Timestamp: approx. 35:00-37:00 — Quote Lanz: "Olaf Scholz? [...] Is he your man? The chancellor you
stand behind unconditionally?" — Analysis: Lanz repeatedly corners Roth into either committing to Scholz or
dropping him. This question is a classic dilemma framing: any answer is damaging. No other guest is cornered in a
comparable way.

Finding 4: Timestamp: approx. 38:00 — Quote Lanz: "So first you put the thing out there and then you come up
with the concept." — Analysis: Lanz sarcastically summarises Roth's explanation of the SPD paper. This type of
summary is a technique that ridicules the guest.

Finding 5: Timestamp: approx. 14:00-16:00 — Analysis: Palmer receives long, uninterrupted speaking time for his
remarks on migration policy. Lanz asks supportive follow-up questions ("Is this also the end of a self-deception?")
that reinforce Palmer's narrative rather than questioning it.

Summary: Lanz treats Roth as an SPD representative significantly more harshly than the other guests. Roth is
interrupted, reprimanded and cornered with dilemma questions. Palmer and Mélling receive benevolent follow-up
questions and long speaking time. Quadbeck is treated as a neutral expert, even though she argues clearly in a
government-critical manner. This asymmetry is the most striking manipulation feature of the programme.
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13. QUESTION ASYMMETRY 7110

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Asymmetry 1: To Roth, approx. 05:00: "How often have you already regretted it?" [provocative-personal] — To
Palmer, approx. 14:00: "Is this also the end of a self-deception, as you put it?" [inviting, adopting Palmer's own
terms]

Asymmetry 2: To Roth, approx. 35:00: "Olaf Scholz? Is he your man? The chancellor you stand behind
unconditionally?" [dilemma question, repeated pressing] — To Palmer, approx. 25:00: "Mr Palmer, how do you see
it?" [open, respectful question]

Asymmetry 3: To Roth, approx. 28:00: "Are you hoping or do you know?" [confrontational, implies ignorance] —
To Molling, approx. 42:00: "Is that a justified hope?" [respectful, on equal terms]

Asymmetry 4: To Roth, approx. 38:00: "So first you put the thing out there and then you come up with the
concept." [sarcastic] — To Quadbeck, approx. 33:00: "Ms Quadbeck, what is this?" [neutral, inviting]

Summary: The question asymmetry is systematic. Roth receives confrontational, personal and sarcastic
questions, while Palmer, Mélling and Quadbeck receive open, respectful and inviting questions. This creates the
impression that Roth (and thus the SPD/government) is under justified fire, while the other guests appear as
neutral analysts.
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14. FALSE BALANCE 3/10

1 2 3

Finding 1: In this programme, the problem does not lie with false balance (equal representation of unequal
positions), but with the opposite: there is no balance at all. The programme presents an essentially uniform
perspective (pragmatic government criticism from the centre) as a diverse discussion. The differences between the
guests are gradual, not fundamental. All four share: (1) the government has hesitated too long, (2) migration policy
must become more restrictive, (3) Ukraine must be supported more strongly militarily, (4) economic policy is
inadequate.

Finding 2: The only moment in which a genuine controversy arises is Palmer's AfD coalition proposal (approx.
22:00-25:00). Here Quadbeck and Roth clearly disagree. This is the only point at which the programme actually
pits different positions against each other.

Summary: The programme does not suffer from false balance, but from a lack of balance. The panel of guests is

S0 homogeneous in its basic stance that the programme gives the impression of a consensus event in which only
nuances are disputed. Fundamental counter-positions (pro government, pro asylum law, pro peace negotiations,

pro Greens) are absent.
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15. AGENDA-SETTING 6/10

1 2 3 4 5 6

Finding 1: Agenda element set: "The SPD is incapable of action" — Timestamp: 00:00-04:00 — Evidence:
Introduction with Quadbeck quote "then just govern" — Alternative: The programme could also have opened with
the question of what concrete measures the security package contains and how they are intended to work.

Finding 2: Agenda element set: "The economy is collapsing and the SPD has no answer" — Timestamp: approx.
30:00—40:00 — Evidence: Palmer's crisis diagnosis followed by Quadbeck's dismantling of the SPD paper —
Alternative: The SPD paper could first have been presented substantively and then discussed critically, rather than
being framed as inadequate from the outset.

Finding 3: Agenda element set: "Peace negotiations are naive" — Timestamp: approx. 40:00-60:00 — Evidence:
Molling: "one is harbouring an illusion of easy peace" — Alternative: The question could have been asked of what
concrete diplomatic steps would be possible, rather than framing the peace position as illusory from the outset.

Summary: The agenda-setting of the programme follows a clear pattern: problems are dramatised, the
government's proposed solutions are framed as inadequate, and alternative positions (peace negotiations, asylum
law) are dismissed as naive or populist. The agenda favours a pragmatic-conservative perspective.
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CHAPTER 2 — OVERALL EVALUATION

Results

Dominant techniques

1. Expert selection / missing balance (Score 7): The homogeneous panel of guests is the structural main
problem of the programme. All four guests share the basic diagnosis, so no genuine controversy arises. The
programme simulates diversity through differences in nuance, while fundamental counter-positions are absent.

2. Moderation behaviour / question asymmetry (Score 7/7): Lanz's asymmetric treatment of the guests is the
most striking manipulation feature. Roth is systematically challenged more harshly than Palmer and Maélling, which
reinforces the impression that the SPD/government is under justified fire.

3. Framing / omission (Score 7/7): The introduction sets government-critical frames that are reinforced by the
systematic omission of counter-information (successes, legal complexity, diplomatic efforts).

Justification: The programme displays a clear one-sidedness in the direction of pragmatic-conservative government
criticism. This manifests not in crude propaganda, but in the structural design of the programme: homogeneous panel
of guests, asymmetric moderation behaviour, selective framing and systematic omission of counter-positions. The
programme violates the principle of balance under §26 MStV, as essential societal perspectives (asylum law, peace
research, economic science, those affected) are not represented. The ZDF State Treaty obliges the broadcaster to
represent the "diversity of existing opinions" — this diversity is not reflected in this programme.

CONCLUSION

The programme analysed addresses three central political topics (migration, economy, Ukraine) from a remarkably
homogeneous perspective. All four guests share the basic diagnosis of government failure and differ only in nuances,
which contradicts the requirement of diversity of opinion under §26 para. 1 MStV. Particularly problematic is the
asymmetric treatment of the only government representative, Michael Roth, by the moderator, who is systematically
put under pressure through confrontational follow-up questions, sarcastic summaries and dilemma questions, while
the other guests are treated benevolently. The systematic omission of counter-positions (constitutional law, peace
research, integration achievements, economic expertise) reinforces the one-sidedness. In this edition, the programme
fulfils the ZDF's public service remit only to a limited extent, as it does not enable balanced opinion formation, but
instead serves a pre-fabricated narrative of pragmatic government criticism from the centre.
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CHAPTER 3 — PARTY-POLITICAL BIAS

Party Score (- | Concrete evidence
5..+5)
cbu/Ccsu +1 Barely addressed; Quadbeck mentions the CDU's "exclusion-itis" (approx. 36:00) as
a mild point of criticism, but overall the CDU is implicitly implied as a potentially better
alternative.
SPD -3 00:00 "then just govern"; 10:00 "That is not as trivial"; 35:00 "Is he your man?"; 38:00

"first you put the thing out there" — systematic criticism of capacity to act, the
chancellor and the economic paper.

Greens -2 03:00 Palmer: "My former party is standing before a pile of rubble"; 17:00 "processing
disappointment"; the Greens are portrayed as a party that ignored problems and is
now divided.

FDP -1 17:00 Palmer: "Soap, bed and bread — you can't say that"; Quadbeck mentions FDP

resistance to data retention as a blockade.

AfD -2 22:00 Quadbeck: "Hocke is a fascist"; 23:00 "far-right and hostile to the constitution”
— clear rejection, but Palmer introduces a more differentiated perspective ("not
simply Nazis").

BSW -2 50:00 Roth: "Putin's lackeys"; 55:00 Mélling: "simple promises" — BSW is portrayed
as populist and pro-Russian, without its own voice.

Linke -1 Only mentioned in the context of the Thuringia coalition; no independent treatment.

Freie Wahler 0 Not mentioned.

Party bias summary

* Most favoured: CDU/CSU (Score +1) — The Union is barely criticised and implicitly benefits from the narrative of
government failure as a potential alternative.

* Most disadvantaged: SPD (Score -3) — The SPD is systematically held responsible for all problems as the
chancellor's party; its only representative is treated asymmetrically harshly; its economic paper is framed as
unreliable.

» Conclusion: The programme displays a clear anti-SPD bias, which results from the combination of asymmetric
moderation behaviour, government-critical framing and the absence of any defence of government policy. The
CDU/CSU benefits as an implicit alternative without itself being critically questioned. The Greens and BSW are
portrayed negatively, but less systematically than the SPD. The AfD is clearly rejected, but Palmer's more
differentiated stance ("not simply Nazis") receives considerable space.
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CHAPTER 4 — LEGAL CLASSIFICATION (§26 MStV / ZDF State Treaty)

Assessment under §26 MStV

Violation 1: Lack of diversity of opinion in the selection of guests

Norm: §26 para. 1 MStV in conjunction with §5 para. 1 ZDF State Treaty — Facts: The panel of guests consists of four
persons who largely agree in their basic stance (pragmatic government criticism, more restrictive migration policy,
stronger military support for Ukraine). Fundamental counter-positions (pro asylum law, pro peace negotiations, pro
government policy) are not represented. — Evidence: Entire programme; no guest represents a fundamentally
different position from that of pragmatic centre criticism. — Assessment: §26 para. 1 MStV requires that offerings
reflect "the diversity of opinions [...] as broadly and completely as possible". A talk show does not have to reflect all
positions in every single programme, but with three such central topics (migration, economy, Ukraine), the complete
absence of counter-positions is problematic. This is to be assessed as a tendency violation, not as an individual
violation.

Violation 2: Asymmetric moderation behaviour

Norm: §5 para. 1 ZDF State Treaty (objectivity and impartiality) — Facts: The moderator treats the only government
representative (Roth) systematically more harshly than the other guests through confrontational follow-up questions,
sarcastic summaries and dilemma questions. — Evidence: 10:00 "That is not as trivial as you are making it"; 35:00 "Is
he your man?"; 38:00 "first you put the thing out there" — Assessment: Provocative follow-up questions are a
legitimate journalistic tool. It becomes problematic when they are used in a systematically asymmetric manner. The
asymmetry in this programme is pronounced enough to be assessed as a violation of the requirement of impartiality.

Violation 3: One-sided framing through the introduction

Norm: §26 para. 1 MStV (accurate representation) — Facts: The introduction sets three government-critical frames
("then just govern", SPD paper as unreliable, moralising as a problem), which characterise the entire programme. —
Evidence: 00:00-04:00 — Assessment: An introduction may sharpen the focus, but the threefold government-critical
framing without any positive contextualisation goes beyond legitimate sharpening.

Overall assessment §26 MStV

In its overall design, the programme displays a clear one-sidedness that does not fully meet the requirements of §26
para. 1 MStV regarding diversity of opinion and accurate representation. The ZDF State Treaty specifies in §5 para. 1
the public service remit and requires objectivity and impartiality. The homogeneous panel of guests, the asymmetric
moderation behaviour and the one-sided framing together produce a tendency that goes beyond the sharpening of
focus usual in a talk show. This is not a serious individual violation, but a structural imbalance that the ZDF
Broadcasting Council, as the responsible supervisory body, should address within the framework of its programme
monitoring. Individual programmes do not have to be perfectly balanced, but the accumulation of one-sided elements
in a single edition on three central political topics is remarkable and requires justification.
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OVERALL EVALUATION OF THE 15 CRITERIA

Individual scores — All 15 criteria

Score Classification

No. ‘ Criterion

1

© 0o N o O »~ w N

HARD FACTS SCORE (1-8)

SOFT FACTS SCORE (9-14)

EXPERT SELECTION
SOURCE SELECTION

TIME DISTRIBUTION
OMISSION (Selective Omission)
MANIPULATION OF FIGURES
GUILT BY ASSOCIATION
TIMING

SELECTIVE OUTRAGE
COMPLETENESS

FRAMING (setting the frame)
CHOICE OF WORDS AND TERMS
MODERATION BEHAVIOUR
QUESTION ASYMMETRY
FALSE BALANCE
AGENDA-SETTING

OVERALL SCORE 5.8/10

5.8/10

5.8/10

~

O W N N o N N o oo~ 0N o0 o

Considerable imbalance

Considerable imbalance

Considerable imbalance

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

Individual scores per criterion (0—-10)

0 No finding

1-2 Weak finding

34 finding

Moderate finding

Slight to moderate

5 with relevance of

effect

6 Considerable finding

(threshold)

7 Considerable finding

8-9

Serious finding

No relevant anomaly identified.
Minor anomaly without material impairment of balance.

Discernible tendency; relevance of effect low to moderate.

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

Scores from 6 onwards are reported as "considerable findings".

Clear, well-evidenced imbalance with pronounced relevance of effect.

Pronounced imbalance; multiple evidenced individual findings in this criterion.

10 Maximum expression Systematic, pervasive imbalance in this criterion.

Aggregated deviation index — interpretation ranges

0.0-2.5
26-4.0
41-6.0
6.1-8.0
8.1-10

Unremarkable

Slight imbalance

Considerable
imbalance

Serious deviation from
the requirement of
balance. High degree
of deviation

Fundamental systemic
one-sidedness. Very
high degree of bias

Party-political bias (-5 to +5)

No material patterns discernible; programme meets the requirement of
accuracy.

Isolated anomalies; statistically visible, but still within the tolerance
range.

Multiple considerable findings; relevant impairment of diversity of
perspectives.

Pronounced, cross-programme patterns; high relevance of effect.

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

-5to -3

-2 to -1
0

+1 to +2

+3 to +5

Prasident: Schlapfer, David - Kontakt:

Strongly
disadvantaged

Slightly disadvantaged
Neutral
Slightly favoured

Strongly favoured

Party is clearly disadvantaged in representation, speaking time or
framing.

Discernible but weak disadvantage.
No discernible favouring or disadvantaging.
Discernible but weak favouring.

Party is clearly favoured in representation, speaking time or framing.
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Legal and methodological classification

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

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

No legal ruling

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

The analysis measures observable structural features of programmes. A score of 7 means

Nojudgement of that a considerable imbalance has been identified — not that the editorial team intended

et this. The methodology makes no statements about motives or strategic objectives.
Heuristic The index serves the purpose of comparative pattern recognition across thousands of
comparison programmes, not the precise metric measurement of individual items. Threshold values
instrument serve as heuristic orientation, not as sharp legal qualification.
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APPENDIX: CANTONAL LEGISLATION

Legal basis Germany — ARD, ZDF

/ . Schweizerischer Verein fur ausgewogene Berichterstattung

Law
Interstate Media Treaty (MStV, 2020)

Relevant articles

» §26 para. 1 MStV: Public broadcasting institutions must 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 federal government and the states.
Their offerings must serve education, information, advice and entertainment. They must offer contributions in
particular to culture. Entertainment must 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: Public service remit 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: Moderators must treat guests to the same standards

3. Contribution to opinion formation: The 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 Broadcasting Council (§19 ZDF State Treaty): supervision of ZDF programme
+ Legal supervision: respective federal state (ZDF: Rhineland-Palatinate)

Complaints procedure

1. Programme complaint to the responsible broadcasting council or ZDF Broadcasting Council
2. Administrative court action
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APPENDIX 2: SCIENTIFIC FOUNDATIONS
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Evaluations and membership at SVFAB

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

In order to make our work solid, we depend on membership and donor 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 the selection of sources.15
principles are then explained: omission, framing, temporal framing,
guilt by association, emotionalisation, removal of context 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 an 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 everyone
who has a microphone in front of their face and wants 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
everyone who is exposed and wants to understand how the game
works. So that they stop playing along — and start shaping it.

In A5. Direct. For preparation, for reference, for 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. Itis 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 greater
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.
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. Ein, praxisorientiertes Lehrbuch 5
S ——
— David Schlapfer

. The SRG collects 1.56 billion francs per year — compulsorily, from
DAS UBI- every household. Those who feel unfairly treated can lodge a
BESCHWERDESYSTEM complaint. There is even a body for this: the IGEM, the Independent
hing e BB AAN R o5 Complaints Authority for Radio and Television.

Only: itis 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 IGEM
system meets none of the three fundamental criteria — it is not
appropriate, not based on separation of powers, not market-based.
The authority that is supposed to protect citizens primarily protects
the system it was supposed to control.
Essential reading for everyone considering a complaint — and for
everyone who wants to understand why genuine media regulation in
Switzerland is still outstanding.
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