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DE DETAILED ANALYSIS 
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Broadcast: Tagesschau  |  2024-06-15  |  Analysed on: 2026-05-01 13:17 

Version 2.5-detail  |  K5+K13  |  Konverter 3.3 (2026-05-14)  |  Massstab: §26 MStV 

 

OVERALL 
SCORE 

6.0/10 Significant bias 

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 Linke 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 average favouring of left vs. right parties (grouping according 
to CHES 2024). 

TENDENCY (L − R) 3.2 / 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 political classification and does not feed into the overall score. 

 

 

BROADCAST INFO AND THEMATIC FRAMEWORK 

 

Broadcast data 

•  Date: 15.06.2024 

•  Presenter: Susanne Daubner 

•  Segment overview: 

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 Duration (approx.) Classification 

1 Ukraine Peace Conference 
Bürgenstock (Switzerland) 

~4:30 min. Foreign policy / War 

2 G7 Summit Italy / Ukraine 
aid / Migration 

~2:30 min. Foreign policy / Economy 

3 South Africa: Ramaphosa 
re-elected 

~0:30 min. Foreign news 

4 Hajj / Mecca / Heat ~0:30 min. Foreign news 

5 Trooping the Colour / King 
Charles / Princess Kate 

~1:30 min. Soft News / Royals 

6 Football European 
Championship: 
Switzerland–Hungary 3:1 / 
Spain–Croatia 3:0 

~2:00 min. Sport 

7 Football European 
Championship: Germany 
follow-up report (5:1 
against Scotland) 

~1:30 min. Sport 

8 Lottery numbers ~0:15 min. Service 

9 Weather ~0:45 min. Service 

10 Tagesthemen preview 
(SPD/Bürgergeld, Ukraine 
conference) 

~0:20 min. Promo 

 

Main topic of this edition 

The Ukraine peace conference at the Swiss Bürgenstock dominates the broadcast as the lead topic, flanked by the 
G7 summit in Italy, with both segments setting Western support for Ukraine as an unquestioned framework. 

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 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Expert/Correspondent 1: Markus Preiß (ARD correspondent, Bürgenstock) 

Timestamp 
03:30 — Statement: *"One could say: none [chances of success]. If you apply the benchmark of 
having a ceasefire."* — Classification: ARD's own correspondent, structurally located within the 
Western media framework. 

Missing 
countervoice 

Independent peace researcher or representative of a non-Western perspective. 

 

Source in-depth check Preiß: 

(a) FUNDING: ARD — public broadcaster, GEZ-funded, close to the state through broadcasting councils with 
politician participation. Conflict of interest: structural proximity to German government policy. 

(b) MANDATE: News correspondent — mandate is reporting, not neutral conflict analysis. Compatibility with neutral 
assessment: limited, as institutionally embedded in Western media structures. 

•  Conflict of interest present? INDIRECT (institutional-structural) 

•  Personal risk from position? NO 

•  Does the organisation benefit from its assessment? INDIRECT (proximity to state) 

•  Result: MEDIUM 

(c) SUBJECT EXPERTISE: Preiß is presented as a neutral observer, but is structurally part of the Western media 
framework. Technique No. 12 (source selection) applies. 

Expert/Sound bite 2: Kamala Harris (US Vice President) 

Timestamp 
02:10 — Statement: *"This is not an offer for negotiations, but Ukraine is supposed to surrender."* 
— Classification: Directly involved political actor with a clear conflict of interest. 

Missing 
countervoice 

Russian Foreign Ministry, Chinese Foreign Minister, neutral international law expert. 

 

Source in-depth check Harris: 

(a) FUNDING: US government — state-funded. Conflict of interest: maximum conflict of interest as a direct party to 
the war (arms deliveries). 

(b) MANDATE: Political representation of US interests — not compatible with neutral assessment. 

•  Conflict of interest present? YES (maximum) 

•  Personal risk from position? NO 

•  Does the organisation benefit from its assessment? YES 

•  Result: LOW (as a neutral source) 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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(c) SUBJECT EXPERTISE: Harris is presented as a voice without her conflict of interest being named. Technique 
No. 12 applies. 

Expert/Sound bite 3: Olaf Scholz (Federal Chancellor) 

Timestamp 
02:45 — Statement: *"I spoke with him, before the war, after the outbreak of war."* — 
Classification: Directly involved political actor. 

Missing 
countervoice 

Opposition politicians (Friedrich Merz, Alice Weidel), peace researchers. 

 

Source in-depth check Scholz: 

(a) FUNDING: Federal government — state-funded. Conflict of interest: government policy is confirmed through his 
own statements. 

(b) MANDATE: Political representation of interests — not compatible with neutral assessment. 

•  Conflict of interest present? YES 

•  Personal risk from position? NO (government office) 

•  Does the organisation benefit from its assessment? YES 

•  Result: LOW (as a neutral source) 

(c) SUBJECT EXPERTISE: Scholz is presented without a countervoice. Technique No. 12 applies. 

Expert/Sound bite 4: Volodymyr Zelensky (Ukrainian President) 

Timestamp 
01:40 — Statement: *"This meeting alone is a success."* — Classification: Direct party to the war, 
maximum conflict of interest. 

Missing 
countervoice 

Russian side, neutral observers. 

 

Source in-depth check Zelensky: 

(a) FUNDING: Ukrainian government — state-funded. Conflict of interest: maximum as a party to the war. 

(b) MANDATE: Political representation of interests — not compatible with neutral assessment. 

•  Conflict of interest present? YES (maximum) 

•  Personal risk from position? YES (war situation) 

•  Does the organisation benefit from its assessment? YES 

•  Result: LOW (as a neutral source for evaluating the conference) 

(c) SUBJECT EXPERTISE: Zelensky is presented as a voice for the conference's success — without reference to 
his conflict of interest. Technique No. 12 applies. 

Missing expert groups: 

•  Independent peace researchers (HSFK, SIPRI, Berghof Foundation) 

•  International law experts on the question of conference legitimacy and use of assets 

•  Representatives of non-Western states with their own positions 

 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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2. SOURCE SELECTION 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

Claims without primary source = penalty points (rumour check) 

 

Source 1: Kamala Harris (US Vice President) 

Timestamp 02:10 — Statement: *"This is not an offer for negotiations, but Ukraine is supposed to surrender."* 

(a) Funding and sponsorship: US federal government — state-funded. 

(b) Structural conflict of interest: The USA is a direct supporting party in the conflict; arms deliveries worth 
dozens of billions of dollars; domestic electoral campaign context (presidential election November 2024). 

(c) Is a source missing that would substantiate a counter-view? YES — Russian Foreign Ministry, Chinese Foreign 
Minister, independent international law experts. 

Missing 
counter-source 

Russian Foreign Ministry on Putin's peace offer. 

 

Source 2: Olaf Scholz (Federal Chancellor) 

Timestamp 02:45 — Statement: *"I spoke with him, before the war, after the outbreak of war."* 

(a) Funding: Federal government — state-funded. 

(b) Structural conflict of interest: Scholz defends his own government policy; SPD in election campaign mode 
(federal election 2025). 

(c) Is a countervoice missing? YES — opposition politicians, peace researchers. 

Missing 
counter-source 

Friedrich Merz (CDU) or Sahra Wagenknecht (BSW) on Ukraine policy. 

 

Source 3: Volodymyr Zelensky (Ukrainian President) 

Timestamp 01:40 — Statement: *"This meeting alone is a success."* 

(a) Funding: Ukrainian government — state-funded. 

(b) Structural conflict of interest: Maximum conflict of interest as a party to the war. 

(c) Is a countervoice missing? YES — Ukrainian civil society, war opponents. 

Missing 
counter-source 

Independent Ukrainian civil society. 

 

Source 4: Swiss Federal President Viola Amherd 

Timestamp 
01:15 — Statement: *"We will not be able to negotiate or announce peace for Ukraine here at the 
Bürgenstock."* 

(a) Funding: Swiss Federal Council — state-funded. 

(b) Structural conflict of interest: As host, Switzerland has an interest in the conference appearing to be a 
success. 

(c) Is a countervoice missing? YES — critics of the conference concept. 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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Missing 
counter-source 

International law experts on the question of conference legitimacy without Russia. 

 

Summary: All cited sources are direct political actors with clear conflicts of interest. Not a single independent, 
neutral or counter-perspective source is cited. This is a structural failure of source selection. 

 

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 7 

 

 

3. TIME DISTRIBUTION 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Segment duration per political direction/topic: 

•  Ukraine war / Western position (segments 1+2): approx. 7:00 min. (approx. 47%) 

•  Sport (segments 6+7): approx. 3:30 min. (approx. 23%) 

•  Soft news / Royals (segment 5): approx. 1:30 min. (approx. 10%) 

•  Foreign news without Ukraine (segments 3+4): approx. 1:00 min. (approx. 7%) 

•  Service (lottery, weather, promo): approx. 1:20 min. (approx. 9%) 

•  Russian/neutral perspective: 0 min. (0%) 

•  Critical Western voices: 0 min. (0%) 

Summary: Almost half of the broadcast time is devoted to Ukraine coverage from an exclusively Western 
perspective. Counter-perspectives receive no airtime. The time distribution within the main topic is structurally 
one-sided. 

 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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4. OMISSION (Selective Omission) 8/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Omission 1: 

Context 
Content of Putin's peace offer — Relevant at: 02:10 — Effect: The viewer cannot contextualise 
Kamala Harris's assessment (*"Ukraine is supposed to surrender"*) because the content of the 
offer is not presented. The assessment is adopted as fact. 

 

Omission 2: 

Context 
Reasons for China's absence — Relevant at: 01:55 — Effect: *"China does not participate despite 
invitation"* is presented without explanation. China's position (conference without Russia is 
illegitimate) would have provided an important counter-perspective. 

 

Omission 3: 

Context 
International law controversy surrounding the use of frozen Russian assets (50 billion dollars) — 
Relevant at: 05:30 — Effect: The measure is presented as unproblematic; international legal 
experts and affected states have raised significant concerns that are not mentioned. 

 

Omission 4: 

Context 
Critical voices from the German Bundestag (opposition, BSW, Linke) on Ukraine policy — 
Relevant at: entire segments 1+2 — Effect: The broadcast conveys the impression of a German 
consensus on Ukraine support that does not politically exist. 

 

Omission 5: 

Context 
Humanitarian situation of the Ukrainian civilian population, war fatigue, mobilisation problems — 
Relevant at: 01:40 — Effect: Ukraine is represented exclusively through Zelensky's government 
perspective. 

 

Omission 6: 

Context 
Historical context of the conflict (Minsk agreements, 2014, NATO expansion debate) — Relevant 
at: entire segment 1 — Effect: The war appears as a singular Russian act of aggression without 
prior history. 

 

Summary: The omissions are systematic and one-sided — they exclusively concern perspectives that would call 
the Western interpretive framework into question. This is not accidental omission, but a structural pattern. 
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Missing voices 

•  Russian Foreign Ministry / Kremlin spokesperson: Would have brought in the Russian perspective on the 
conference and its own peace conditions — also available as a sound bite from press conferences. 

•  Chinese Foreign Ministry: Would have explained why China does not participate despite the invitation — relevant 
geopolitical positioning. 

•  Peace researchers (e.g. HSFK Frankfurt, SIPRI): Would have provided a scientific assessment of the 
effectiveness of conferences without all parties to the war. 

•  International law experts: Would have contextualised the legality of using frozen Russian assets (50 billion dollars) 
— internationally contested. 

•  Representatives of the Global South (e.g. Brazil, South Africa): Would have explained why many countries do not 
share the Western framing. 

•  Critical Western voices (e.g. peace movement, economists): Would have articulated alternatives to arms deliveries 
and sanctions policy. 

•  Ukrainian civil society / war-weary: Would have brought in a perspective beyond the Zelensky government line. 

•  Federal Court of Auditors / budget politicians: Would have raised questions about the affordability of Ukraine aid in 
the German budgetary context. 
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5. NUMBERS MANIPULATION 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

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

 

Finding 1: 

Timestamp 

00:30 — Figure: *"Almost 100 states"* — Missing context: Of ~195 UN member states, this 
corresponds to less than 50%. In terms of population, the absent states (China, India, Russia, 
Brazil) represent the majority of the world's population. — Effect: Suggests a global majority that is 
factually not present. 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp 

02:20 — Figure: *"1.5 billion US dollars"* (new US aid) — Missing context: No contextualisation 
within the total volume of previous US aid (~175 billion dollars since 2022), no contextualisation 
within the US defence budget, no question about the source of funding. — Effect: The figure 
appears as a significant individual measure without the scale and context being discernible. 

 

Finding 3: 

Timestamp 

05:30 — Figure: *"50 billion dollars"* (from frozen Russian assets) — Missing context: No mention 
of the international law controversy, no contextualisation of the total volume of frozen assets (~300 
billion dollars), no question about repayment modalities. — Effect: The measure appears 
unproblematic and already decided. 

 

Summary: Figures are consistently presented without context that would enable their classification. The omissions 
consistently favour the Western narrative line. 
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6. GUILT BY ASSOCIATION 4/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Association 1: 

Timestamp 02:10 

Quote *"This is not an offer for negotiations, but Ukraine is supposed to surrender."* 

Technique: Putin's peace offer is associated with the concept of "capitulation" through Harris's characterisation, 
without the content of the offer being presented. Those who favour negotiations with Russia are implicitly placed in 
proximity to "surrender". 

Effect Advocates of negotiations are discredited without their position being presented. 

 

Association 2: 

Timestamp 04:05 

Quote *"The West is in an echo chamber on this topic."* 

Technique: This statement by the Austrian Federal Chancellor is reported, but not pursued further. Those who 
share the echo chamber thesis remain without a voice in the broadcast. 

Effect 
The broadcast confirms the echo chamber thesis through its own structure, without reflecting on 
this. 

 

No persons are explicitly framed as "conspiracy theorists" in this broadcast — therefore the source check for this 
category does not apply. 
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7. TIMING 5/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Finding 1: 

Position: 00:00–00:30 (broadcast opening) — Content: Ukraine peace conference as the first topic — Timing effect: 
Placement as the lead story sets the Ukraine conference as the most important event of the day. This is an editorial 
decision that maximises the agenda-setting effect. 

 

Finding 2: 

Position: 13:30 (Tagesthemen preview) — Content: "She can now after all imagine stricter sanctions on 
Bürgergeld." — Timing effect: The domestically relevant SPD Bürgergeld topic is referred to Tagesthemen, even 
though it is immediately relevant to many viewers. The prioritisation of foreign policy over domestic policy is an 
editorial decision. 

 

Finding 3: 

Position: 07:00–10:30 (after Ukraine/G7) — Content: Sport (European Championship) — Timing effect: The 
transition from a serious war topic to sports coverage without a bridge creates an emotional reset that ends critical 
engagement with the main topic. 

 

Summary: The broadcast structure maximally prioritises Ukraine coverage (lead story, longest segments) and 
places domestically relevant topics in follow-up broadcasts. 
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8. SELECTIVE OUTRAGE 6/10 

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 (v2.2): The triggering event must be documented before each assessment. 

Finding 1: 

Triggering event: Putin's peace offer — Reaction: "This is not an offer for negotiations, but Ukraine is supposed to 
surrender." (Harris, adopted without comment) — Comparison: No analogous critical contextualisation of Western 
positions (e.g. rejection of Russian negotiation offers in 2022, role in the failure of the Istanbul talks) — Asymmetry: 
Russian positions are critically characterised, Western positions are presented as facts. 

 

Finding 2: 

Triggering event: G7 climate decisions — Reaction: "Critics find the decisions on poverty reduction and climate 
change too vague." — Comparison: No analogous mention of critics regarding G7 Ukraine decisions (international 
law questions, escalation risk, financing questions) — Asymmetry: Climate criticism is mentioned, Ukraine criticism 
is not. This shows a selective willingness to criticise G7 decisions. 

 

Summary: The selective outrage follows a clear pattern: Russian positions are critically contextualised, Western 
positions are presented as facts. Criticism of Western policy is only permitted in areas that do not concern Ukraine 
support. 
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9. COMPLETENESS 8/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

The broadcast presents the Bürgenstock conference as a legitimate peace process supported by a broad international 
community, which is hampered by Russia's absence and China's non-attendance. Russia is consistently framed as 
the aggressor whose peace offers are characterised as demands for capitulation. Western support for Ukraine — 
military, financial, diplomatic — is presented as strategically necessary and morally imperative. Alternative interpretive 
frameworks (negotiated solutions including Russia, criticism of Western escalation dynamics, questions about the 
legitimacy of the conference without Russia as a party to the war) are not independently developed. 

 

Share of perspectives covered 

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

[A] Western pro-Ukraine position: Military and diplomatic support for Ukraine as a defence of the rules-based world 
order. 

[B] Russian position / Russian view of the conflict: Security interests, NATO expansion as trigger, own peace 
conditions. 

[C] Neutral mediator perspective (e.g. China, India, Turkey, Vatican): Negotiated solutions that include both parties 
to the war. 

[D] Critical Western voices: Economists, peace researchers, politicians (e.g. Sahra Wagenknecht, parts of 
CDU/CSU, international realists such as Mearsheimer) who view arms deliveries as escalation. 

[E] Ukrainian civilian population / humanitarian perspective beyond the government line: War fatigue, refugees, 
internally displaced persons. 

[F] International law perspective: Legitimacy of a conference without one of the parties to the war; questions about 
the legality of using interest from frozen Russian assets. 

[G] Economic consequences for Europe / Germany: Energy prices, inflation, armaments expenditure, debt brake. 

[H] Global South / non-Western states: Why do 92 states participate, but many key states (China, Brazil, Saudi 
Arabia) do not or only to a limited extent? 

[I] Historical context: Minsk agreements, background to the conflict since 2014, role of Western actors. 

[J] Peace research / conflict resolution theory: Under what conditions do wars end? Is a conference without Russia 
purposeful? 

 

[A] COVERED 

Timestamp: 00:30–04:30 — Quote: "The USA stands behind Ukraine because it is in our strategic interest." — 
Assessment: Fully and dominantly represented, both through the presenter's text and through sound bites from 
Harris, Scholz, Zelensky. 

 

[B] OMITTED 

Timestamp: — — Quote: — — Assessment: Russia's position is conveyed exclusively through Western 
characterisation ("Russia showed no interest"); no independent presentation of Russian arguments or peace 
conditions. 

 

[C] INDICATED 

Timestamp: 03:10 — Quote: "For example, India also has friendly relations with Russia." — Assessment: Only 
mentioned as a marginal note, no substantive elaboration of the mediator perspective. 

 

[D] OMITTED 

Timestamp: — — Quote: — — Assessment: Critical Western voices on arms deliveries or negotiation alternatives 
are completely absent. 
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[E] OMITTED 

Timestamp: — — Quote: — — Assessment: The Ukrainian civilian population beyond the government line is not 
given a voice. 

 

[F] OMITTED 

Timestamp: — — Quote: — — Assessment: International law questions about conference legitimacy and the use 
of interest from Russian assets are not addressed. 

 

[G] OMITTED 

Timestamp: — — Quote: — — Assessment: Economic consequences for Germany/Europe from the duration of 
the war and armaments expenditure are absent. 

 

[H] INDICATED 

Timestamp: 02:45 — Quote: "Many from Asia, Latin America and Africa." — Assessment: Mentioned, but not 
substantively elaborated; reasons for the absence of important states not explained. 

 

[I] OMITTED 

Timestamp: — — Quote: — — Assessment: Historical context (Minsk, 2014, NATO expansion debate) is 
completely absent. 

 

[J] OMITTED 

Timestamp: — — Quote: — — Assessment: Peace research perspective on the effectiveness of such 
conferences is absent; the only assessment comes from ARD correspondent Preiß, who is himself part of the 
Western media framework. 
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Soft facts — 6 qualitative techniques 

 

10. FRAMING (Setting the frame) 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Finding 1: 

Timestamp 00:20 

Quote 
*"Almost 100 states are deliberating until tomorrow on first steps towards ending the Russian war 
of aggression."* 

Manipulation 
The term *"Russian war of aggression"* is embedded in the news text as a fact, not identified as a 
political qualification. At the same time, *"almost 100 states"* creates a majority suggestiveness 
that gives the impression of global legitimacy. 

Why 
problematic 

The number 92 out of ~195 states corresponds to less than 50% of the world community. 
Important population majorities (China, India, Brazil, Russia) are absent. The formulation *"almost 
100 states"* suggests broad global support that is factually not present. 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp 01:05 

Quote *"Russia showed no interest and was not invited."* 

Manipulation 
The sequence of statements is rhetorically significant: first Russia's lack of interest is stated, then 
the non-invitation — which obscures the causality. In fact, the non-invitation was a political 
decision by the organisers, not a consequence of Russian disinterest. 

Why 
problematic 

The formulation relieves the conference organisers of responsibility for Russia's exclusion and 
frames Russia as itself responsible for its absence. 

 

Finding 3: 

Timestamp 02:10 

Quote 
*"She criticises Putin's latest offer. This is not an offer for negotiations, but Ukraine is supposed to 
surrender."* 

Manipulation 
Putin's peace offer is conveyed exclusively through Kamala Harris's characterisation, without the 
content of the offer itself being presented. The viewer cannot form their own judgement. 

Why 
problematic 

Journalistically, the content of the offer should be presented before its evaluation. The broadcast 
adopts the US assessment as fact. 
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Summary: The framing of the broadcast is consistently pro-Western and pro-Ukrainian. Russia is presented as an 
aggressor without its own voice, the conference is framed as a legitimate peace process, even though its 
effectiveness without Russia is structurally questionable. 
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11. CHOICE OF WORDS AND TERMS 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Finding 1: 

Timestamp 00:20 

Quote *"Russian war of aggression"* 

Manipulation 
Legal-political qualification presented as a news fact, without being identified as a value 
judgement. 

Why 
problematic 

The term is politically correct in the Western context, but not a neutral description — it structurally 
excludes alternative interpretations (security interests, NATO provocation). Neutral alternative: 
*"war in Ukraine"* or *"Russian military operation"* (with identification of the respective 
terminology). 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp 04:05 

Quote *"The West is in an echo chamber on this topic."* 

Manipulation 
This self-critical statement by the Austrian Federal Chancellor is reported by ARD correspondent 
Preiß — but not further explored or used as an occasion for a broader perspective. 

Why 
problematic 

The broadcast itself is an example of the echo chamber described, without this being reflected 
upon. The statement is quoted, but its implication for the reporting remains unaddressed. 

 

Finding 3: 

Timestamp 05:45 

Quote *"A message to Putin that it is not right to count on waning support."* 

Manipulation Evaluative formulation (*"not right"*) in the presenter's text, not identified as a quote. 

Why 
problematic 

The presenter here adopts a political assessment as her own statement, which blurs the boundary 
between news and commentary. Neutral alternative: *"The G7 want to signal thereby that..."* 

 

Finding 4: 

Timestamp 06:10 

Quote *"combat these slave traders"* 

Manipulation 
Meloni's quote about people smugglers is adopted without contextualisation. The term *"slave 
traders"* is a strongly emotionalising metaphor. 

Why 
problematic 

Adoption without comment implies editorial agreement with the framing. Critical voices on Meloni's 
migration policy are absent in the immediate context. 
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Summary: The choice of words is consistently shaped by Western normative values; political value judgements 
are presented as news facts without being identified as such. 
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12. PRESENTER BEHAVIOUR 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Note: Tagesschau presenters read from a teleprompter; linguistic colouring and emphases are evaluated. 

Methodological principle (v2.2): The triggering event must be documented before each assessment. 

Finding 1: 

Timestamp 

00:20 — Triggering event: Introduction of the Ukraine topic — Quote: *"Almost 100 states are 
deliberating until tomorrow on first steps towards ending the Russian war of aggression."* — 
Comparison: No analogous formulation for other conflicts in the broadcast (e.g. no *"Israeli war of 
aggression"* in Gaza coverage in other editions — comparison not directly possible from the 
broadcast context, but structurally relevant) — Asymmetry: The term *"war of aggression"* is 
presented as a news fact, not as a political qualification. This is an editorial decision that sets the 
framework for the entire coverage. 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp 

05:45 — Triggering event: Summary of the G7 summit — Quote: *"A message to Putin that it is 
not right to count on waning support."* — Comparison: No comparable evaluative formulation 
towards the Ukrainian or Western side in the broadcast — Asymmetry: The presenter here adopts 
a political value judgement (*"not right"*) as her own statement, without identifying it as a quote or 
opinion. This is a violation of the principle of separating news from commentary. 

 

Finding 3: 

Timestamp 

06:10 — Triggering event: G7 decisions on migration — Quote: *"Critics find the decisions on 
poverty reduction and climate change too vague."* — Comparison: No analogous mention of 
critics regarding Ukraine decisions — Asymmetry: Criticism of G7 climate decisions is mentioned, 
criticism of G7 Ukraine decisions (e.g. international law questions, escalation risk) is not. This 
shows a selective willingness to criticise. 

 

Summary: The presentation is linguistically professional, but features several instances where political value 
judgements are presented as news facts. The asymmetry between critical treatment of climate decisions and 
uncritical adoption of Ukraine decisions is structurally conspicuous. 
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13. QUESTION ASYMMETRY 5/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Note: Tagesschau has few live interviews — the selection of inserts and statement selection are evaluated. 

Asymmetry 1: 

Timestamp 

03:30 — ARD correspondent Preiß is asked: *"Russia is not present — what chances of success 
does the conference have at all?"* — The question is rhetorically framed so that Russia's absence 
appears as a problem for the conference, not as a political decision by the organisers. A counter-
question (*"Is a conference without Russia even meaningful?"*) is not posed. 

 

Asymmetry 2: 

Timestamp 
entire segment — Sound bites are selected exclusively from supporters of the conference 
(Zelensky, Harris, Scholz, Swiss host). Not a single sound bite from sceptics, critics or non-
Western participants. 

 

Summary: The statement selection is one-sidedly pro-conference and pro-Western. All sound bites come from 
actors who have an institutional interest in the success of the conference. 
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14. FALSE BALANCE 3/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Finding 1: 

Timestamp 

03:30 — ARD correspondent Preiß concedes: *"One could say: none [chances of success]."* — 
This appears to be a balanced assessment, but is not genuine balance: Preiß immediately 
relativises (*"It is about building pressure"*) and remains within the Western interpretive 
framework. A genuine counter-perspective (e.g. Russian or Chinese view) is not sought. 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp 
06:20 — *"Critics find the decisions on poverty reduction and climate change too vague."* — This 
mention of critics without naming them or providing a sound bite is a pseudo-balance: it creates 
the impression of impartiality without presenting a genuine countervoice. 

 

Summary: The broadcast contains no genuine false balance (equating unequal positions), but does feature 
pseudo-balance elements that suggest impartiality without achieving it. 
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15. AGENDA-SETTING 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Finding 1: 

Agenda element set: Ukraine peace conference as a success and legitimate process — Timestamp: 00:00–04:30 
— Evidence: "Almost 100 states are deliberating until tomorrow on first steps towards ending the Russian war of 
aggression." 

Alternative agenda: Question about the legitimacy of a conference without Russia; question about the effectiveness 
of Western sanctions policy; question about negotiation alternatives. 

 

Finding 2: 

Agenda element set: G7 Ukraine decisions as "historic" — Timestamp: 05:00 — Evidence: "Chancellor Scholz 
described the decision as 'historic'." 

Alternative agenda: International law controversy surrounding the use of interest; question about the sustainability of 
financing; international criticism. 

 

Finding 3: 

Agenda element set: Bürgergeld debate referred to Tagesthemen — Timestamp: 13:30 — Evidence: "She can now 
after all imagine stricter sanctions on Bürgergeld." 

Alternative agenda: Domestically relevant topic (Bürgergeld affects millions of citizens) is deprioritised relative to 
foreign policy. 

 

Summary: The broadcast sets a clear foreign policy agenda with a Ukraine focus and Western interpretive 
framework. Domestically relevant topics are systematically treated as secondary or referred to follow-up 
broadcasts. 

 

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 24 

 

 

CHAPTER 2 — OVERALL EVALUATION 

 

Results 

Dominant techniques 

1. Omission / Selective Omission (Score 8): The systematic omission of all counter-perspectives — Russian 
position, international law questions, historical context, critical Western voices — is the most impactful manipulation 
technique of this edition. It creates a closed worldview that permits no questioning, without a single false statement 
needing to be made. 

2. Framing (Score 7): The Western-normative interpretive framework is set from the very first second and never 
abandoned. Russia appears as an acting aggressor without its own voice or perspective; the conference appears as 
a legitimate peace process, even though its effectiveness without Russia is structurally questionable. 

3. Source selection (Score 7) / Agenda-setting (Score 7): All cited sources are direct political actors with 
maximum conflicts of interest; no independent, neutral or counter-perspective voice is sought. At the same time, the 
broadcast sets a clear foreign policy agenda that systematically treats domestically relevant topics as secondary. 

``` 

``` 

Justification: The combined score of 4.7 and the completeness score of 2.0/10 demonstrate a clear one-sidedness 
that borders on systematic bias. Pursuant to §26 para. 1 MStV, broadcasting offerings are obligated to provide 
diversity of opinion; the present edition structurally violates this requirement on the main topic by giving voice 
exclusively to Western actors with conflicts of interest and omitting all counter-perspectives. The completeness score 
of 2.0/10 is particularly serious, as it shows that 80% of the relevant perspectives on the main topic were not 
addressed. The one-sidedness is not limited to individual formulations, but pervades source selection, framing, choice 
of words and time distribution equally. 

CONCLUSION 

The Tagesschau of 15 June 2024 does not fulfil the basic public service mandate pursuant to §26 MStV to a sufficient 
degree on the main topic of the Ukraine peace conference. The broadcast presents exclusively Western actors with 
clear conflicts of interest as sources, completely omits all counter-perspectives (Russian position, international law 
questions, critical Western voices, Global South) and consistently frames the conflict within the Western interpretive 
framework without identifying it as such. Political value judgements ("not right", "war of aggression" as a news fact) 
are integrated into the presenter's text without identification, which violates the principle of separating news from 
commentary. The completeness score of 2.0/10 shows that the broadcast is structurally one-sided on the main topic 
— not through individual errors, but through a systematic pattern of source selection, framing and omission that 
contradicts the diversity of opinion requirement of §26 para. 1 MStV and fails the ARD basic public service mandate 
on the central topic of the edition. 
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CHAPTER 3 — PARTY-POLITICAL BIAS 

 

Party Score (-
5..+5) 

Concrete evidence (timestamp + brief quote) 

CDU/CSU 0 No mention in the broadcast; neither positive nor negative. 

SPD +1 13:30 "The [SPD] can now after all imagine stricter sanctions on Bürgergeld" — 
neutral announcement; Scholz sound bite (02:45) without critical contextualisation. 

Greens 0 Not mentioned; climate topic (G7) without party reference. 

FDP 0 Not mentioned. 

AfD 0 Not mentioned. 

BSW 0 Not mentioned; BSW's critical Ukraine position not addressed. 

Linke 0 Not mentioned. 

Freie Wähler 0 Not mentioned. 

 

Note: The party-political bias in this edition is less pronounced through direct party references than through 
thematic framing. The uncritical adoption of the government line (Scholz/SPD-led coalition) on Ukraine and G7 
structurally favours the governing parties. 

Party bias summary 

•  Most favoured: SPD (Score +1) — through uncritical presentation of Scholz's Ukraine policy and neutral 
announcement of the change in position on Bürgergeld. 

•  Most disadvantaged: No party explicitly disadvantaged; structurally disadvantaged are all opposition parties 
through complete non-mention of their Ukraine positions. 

•  Average deviation: 0.1 (low at party level, but structurally pronounced through proximity to government) 

•  Conclusion: The party-political bias in this edition is characterised not by explicit party representation, but by 
structural proximity to government: the Ukraine policy of the coalition government is presented uncritically as fact, 
opposition positions are not sought. This indirectly favours the governing parties (SPD, Greens, FDP) without 
explicitly naming them. 
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CHAPTER 4 — LEGAL CLASSIFICATION (§26 MStV / ARD State Treaty) 

 

Assessment pursuant to §26 MStV 

Violation 1 (potential): 

Norm: §26 para. 1 MStV (diversity of opinion, balance) — Facts: On the main topic of the Ukraine peace conference, 
exclusively Western actors with conflicts of interest are cited; all counter-perspectives (Russian position, international 
law questions, critical Western voices) are completely omitted. — Evidence: 00:00–04:30, entire Ukraine block — 
Assessment: Structural violation of the balance requirement on the main topic of the edition; justified not by individual 
formulations, but by a systematic pattern of source selection and omission. 

Violation 2 (potential): 

Norm: §26 para. 2 MStV (separation of news 
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OVERALL EVALUATION OF THE 15 CRITERIA 

 

Individual scores — All 15 criteria 

No. Criterion Score Classification 

1 EXPERT SELECTION 6 ●●● 

2 SOURCE SELECTION 7 ●●●● 

3 TIME DISTRIBUTION 6 ●●● 

4 OMISSION (Selective Omission) 8 ●●●● 

5 NUMBERS MANIPULATION 6 ●●● 

6 GUILT BY ASSOCIATION 4 ●● 

7 TIMING 5 ●●● 

8 SELECTIVE OUTRAGE 6 ●●● 

9 COMPLETENESS 8 ●●●● 

10 FRAMING (Setting the frame) 7 ●●●● 

11 CHOICE OF WORDS AND TERMS 6 ●●● 

12 PRESENTER BEHAVIOUR 6 ●●● 

13 QUESTION ASYMMETRY 5 ●●● 

14 FALSE BALANCE 3 ●● 

15 AGENDA-SETTING 7 ●●●● 

 

HARD FACTS SCORE (1-8) 6.2/10 
Serious deviation from the balance requirement. High degree 
of deviation 

 

SOFT FACTS SCORE (9-14) 5.7/10 Significant bias 

 

OVERALL SCORE 6.0/10 Significant bias 

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 No relevant irregularity identified. 

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

3–4 
Slight to moderate 
finding 

Discernible tendency; relevance of effect low to moderate. 

5 

Moderate finding 
with relevance of 
effect 

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

6 
Significant finding 
(threshold) 

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

7 Significant finding Clear, well-evidenced bias with marked relevance of effect. 

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

10 
Maximum 
manifestation 

Systematic, pervasive bias in this criterion. 

 

Aggregated deviation index — Interpretation ranges 

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

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

4.1 – 6.0 Significant bias 
Multiple significant findings; relevant impairment of diversity of 
perspectives. 

6.1 – 8.0 

Serious deviation from 
the balance 
requirement. High 
degree of deviation 

Pronounced, broadcast-wide patterns; high relevance of effect. 

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

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 presentation, airtime 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 preferred in presentation, airtime 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 regulators). 

 

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 judgement of 
intent 

The analysis measures observable structural characteristics of broadcasts. A score of 7 
means that a significant bias 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 the comparative identification of patterns across thousands of 
broadcasts, not the precise metric measurement of individual segments. Threshold values 
serve heuristic orientation, not sharp legal qualification. 
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APPENDIX: CANTONAL 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. They shall thereby 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: Basic public 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: 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 Television Council (§19 ZDF State Treaty): Supervision of ZDF programming 

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

Complaints procedure 

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

2. Administrative court action 
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APPENDIX 2: SCIENTIFIC FOUNDATIONS 

 

Literature 

Bennett, W. L. (1990). Toward a theory of press-state relations in the United States. Journal of Communication, 40(2), 103–125. 

Berelson, B. (1952). Content analysis in communication research. Free Press. 

Entman, R. M. (1993). Framing: Toward clarification of a fractured paradigm. Journal of Communication, 43(4), 51–58. 

fög – Research Centre Public Sphere and Society (2024). Yearbook Quality of the Media 2024. Schwabe. 

Gilardi, F., Alizadeh, M. & Kubli, M. (2023). ChatGPT outperforms crowd workers for text-annotation tasks. PNAS, 120(30). 

Iyengar, S. & Kinder, D. R. (1987). News that matters: Television and American opinion. University of Chicago Press. 

Jolly, S. et al. (2022). Chapel Hill Expert Survey trend file, 1999–2019. Electoral Studies, 75, 102420. 

Krippendorff, K. (2004). Content analysis: An introduction to its methodology (2nd ed.). Sage. 

McCombs, M. E. & Shaw, D. L. (1972). The agenda-setting function of mass media. Public Opinion Quarterly, 36(2), 176–187. 

Shoemaker, P. J. & Vos, T. P. (2009). Gatekeeping theory. Routledge. 

SVFAB (2026). Methods report v4.1: Countable criteria and multi-model cross-validation. 

Törnberg, P. (2023). ChatGPT-4 outperforms experts and crowd workers in annotating political Twitter messages. 
arXiv:2304.06588. 

 

SVFAB Working Papers 

Schläpfer, D. (2026). Systematic AI-Assisted Analysis of Public Broadcaster Impartiality: A Scalable Methodological Framework for 
Measuring Structural Bias in Public Service Media. SSRN 6688478 

Schläpfer, D. (2026). Measuring Editorial Noise: A Retrospective Suppression Index for Public Broadcasting Content Analysis. 
SSRN 6733280 

Schläpfer, D. (2026). Source Traffic Light: A Six-Dimensional Credibility Framework for Systematic Source Assessment in Public 
Service Media. SSRN 6733880 

 

David Schläpfer — ORCID: 0009-0000-5671-9266 

 

 

SVFAB — Swiss Association for Balanced Reporting  |  P.O. Box, 8021 Zurich 1  |  www.svfab.ch  |  kontakt@svfab.ch  |  Methods 
report March 2026  |  Converter 3.3 (2026-05-14) 

  

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=6688478
https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=6733280
https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=6733880


 

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 32 

 

 
 

Evaluations and membership at SVFAB 

 

At SVFAB.ch you not only receive 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. Then 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 toolkit — 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, reference, follow-up and in difficult 
situations 
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Schweizerischer Verein für ausgewogene Berichterstattung 
Association suisse pour une information équilibrée 
Associazione svizzera per un reporting equilibrato 
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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 more 
confidently. 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 IGAC, 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 IGAC 
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 everyone considering a complaint — and for 
everyone who wants to understand why genuine media regulation in 
Switzerland is still pending. 
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