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OVERALL 6.1/10 Serious deviation from the impatrtiality requirement. High degree of
SCORE ' deviation

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

DI AN 2.9 /10 Left-favouring

0 N > 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

«— Left Right —

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

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

BROADCAST INFO AND THEMATIC FRAMEWORK

Broadcast data

« Date: 01.07.2024
* Presenter: Susanne Daubner
+ Segment overview:
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Duration (approx.) Classification

1 Trump immunity: US ~2.5 min. International/Justice
Supreme Court ruling

2 France: Parliamentary ~2.5 min. International/Politics
election 1st round / RN
result

3 Hungary assumes EU ~2.0 min. International/EU

Council Presidency

4 Bavaria: Administrative ~2.5 min. Domestic politics/Justice
court permits AfD
surveillance by domestic
intelligence

5 Hocke: Second conviction  ~0.5 min. Domestic politics/Justice
for Nazi slogan

6 Climate Adaptation Act ~2.0 min. Domestic
enters into force politics/Environment

7 Cannabis Social Clubs: ~1.5 min. Domestic politics/Society
Growing associations
launch

8 European Championship: ~1.0 min. Sport

France beats Belgium 1:0

9 Weather forecast ~0.5 min. Service

Main topic of this edition

The US Supreme Court ruling on the partial immunity of Donald Trump forms the lead story, while domestically the
court-confirmed domestic intelligence surveillance of the AfD and the second conviction of Hocke set the German
focus.
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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

Expert 1: Unnamed domestic intelligence expert (civil service law)

Timestamp ~10:30

*"But the employer has, in cases of doubt regarding constitutional loyalty, the option or indeed the
duty to take a closer look.™

Statement

(6 EEH 1 Ml Not identified by name; introduced as an "expert" without institutional affiliation.

Source in-depth check:
(a) FUNDING: Unknown, as not named. State-funded (civil service law expert) likely. Conflict of interest: State-
funded experts have no structural interest in criticising state instruments (domestic intelligence surveillance).

(b) MANDATE: Unclear; no mandate discernible that would guarantee a neutral assessment of domestic
intelligence surveillance.
» Conflict of interest present? INDIRECT (state-funded, topic concerns state action)

+ Personal risk from position? NO
* Does the organisation benefit from its assessment? NO (directly)
* Result: MEDIUM

(c) SUBJECT EXPERTISE: The assessment is framed as a neutral expert opinion, even though the expert is not
identified and his institutional affiliation is unclear. — Technique No. 12 (source selection).

Expert 2: Joachim Herrmann (Bavarian Interior Minister, CSU)

Timestamp ~10:10

*"In total, there are too many such incidents. As a rule, there is no clear distancing by the party

Statement leadership."

Political actor (CSU Interior Minister), not a neutral expert. Has a political interest in confirming the
domestic intelligence surveillance.

Classification

Source in-depth check:
(a) FUNDING: State (Bavarian State Government). Conflict of interest: As the authority responsible for domestic
intelligence, he has an institutional interest in defending the surveillance.
(b) MANDATE: Not compatible with a neutral assessment; he is politically responsible for the domestic intelligence
decision.
» Conflict of interest present? YES

» Personal risk from position? NO (he is defending his own decision)
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» Does the organisation benefit from its assessment? YES (political legitimation)
* Result: LOW (as a neutral expert)

(c) SUBJECT EXPERTISE: Herrmann is not identified as a political actor with a conflict of interest, but is presented
as a factual countervoice to the AfD statement. — Technique No. 12.

Expert 3: Belgian Prime Minister Alexander De Croo

Timestamp ~07:50

*"Being in the position of having to make compromises is something one should experience at
least once in one's life — | recommend it to Mr Orban."*

(G EESTHTE L Ml Political actor with a clear anti-Orban position; not a neutral expert on the EU Council Presidency.

Statement

Source in-depth check:

(a) FUNDING: State (Belgian government). Conflict of interest: As the outgoing Council President, he has an
interest in delegitimising his successor.

(b) MANDATE: Not compatible with a neutral assessment.

+ Conflict of interest present? YES

+ Personal risk from position? NO

» Does the organisation benefit from its assessment? INDIRECTLY
* Result: LOW (as a neutral expert)

(c) SUBJECT EXPERTISE: De Croo's statement is presented as a factual assessment of the Council Presidency,
but is in fact a political attack. — Technique No. 12.

Missing expert groups:

* Independent US constitutional lawyer (conservative or libertarian) on the Trump ruling
* Independent EU legal expert on the Council Presidency without an anti-Orban agenda
* Independent constitutional lawyer on the proportionality of domestic intelligence surveillance
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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: Munich Administrative Court (reasoning of the ruling)

Timestamp ~09:00

*"AfD representatives had for years been building up a threat scenario: against people with a
migration background and of Muslim faith."*

Statement

(a) Funding and sponsorship: State (Free State of Bavaria). Conflict of interest: The court is a state institution; its
rulings are legal acts, not neutral expert opinions.

(b) Structural conflict of interest: The court confirms a state measure (domestic intelligence surveillance); its
reasoning is presented as fact, not as a legal opinion that can be reviewed on appeal.

(c) Missing counter-source: Constitutional lawyers who critically assess the proportionality of the domestic
intelligence surveillance; AfD lawyers with grounds for appeal.

Source 2: Unnamed expert (civil service law)

Timestamp ~10:30

*"But the employer has, in cases of doubt regarding constitutional loyalty, the option or indeed the
duty to take a closer look."*

Statement

(a) Funding: Unknown (not identified).
(b) Structural conflict of interest: Cannot be assessed, as identity is unknown.

(c) Missing counter-source: Expert who outlines the limits of civil service law review in cases of domestic
intelligence suspicion.

Source 3: Trier city representative (climate adaptation)

Timestamp ~12:00

m *"We had 30 percent more water flow than in previous floods. Nevertheless, the damage was

significantly lower."*

(a) Funding: Municipal (City of Trier). Conflict of interest: The city has an interest in presenting its own measures as
successful.

(b) Structural conflict of interest: YES — the city is evaluating its own measure.
(c) Missing counter-source: Independent hydrologist or climate expert to validate the statement.

Summary: The source selection is one-sided: state and municipal actors are presented as neutral experts without
disclosing their institutional conflicts of interest. Countervoices are absent on all central topics.
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3. TIME DISTRIBUTION 6/10

1 2 3 4 5 6

Segment duration per political direction/topic:

+ Right-wing populism/right-wing extremism as a threat (Trump, RN, Orban, AfD, Hoécke): (~67%)
+ State measures/legislation (climate adaptation, cannabis): approx. 3.5 min. (~23%)
» Sport/weather/service: approx. 1.5 min. (~10%)

» Perspectives of the criticised actors (Trump, RN, Orban, AfD): approx. 1.5 min. (~10% of total broadcast time,
embedded in critical framing)

Summary: Two thirds of broadcast time is devoted to topics that can be subsumed under the narrative of "threat
from right-wing populism". The perspectives of the criticised actors together receive less than 10% of broadcast
time and are consistently embedded in critical framing. A balanced time distribution would give structurally
different perspectives equal weight.
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R\P

4. OMISSION (Selective Omission) 710
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Omission 1:

The Supreme Court ruling is presented exclusively from a democratic-critical perspective. —
Context Relevant at: ~01:00-03:00 — Effect: Viewers receive no information about the constitutional logic
of the majority opinion; the ruling appears to be purely politically motivated.

Omission 2:

The causes of the RN's success (loss of purchasing power, migration debate, Macron's reform
policy, loss of trust in the establishment) are completely omitted. — Relevant at: ~04:00-06:00 —
Effect: The RN's success appears as an irrational phenomenon, not as a reaction to real political
grievances; voters are implicitly delegitimised.

Context

Omission 3:

The legal limits of domestic intelligence surveillance and the procedural rights of the AfD are not
Context addressed. — Relevant at: ~08:30-10:30 — Effect: The ruling appears clear-cut and
unproblematic; the complexity of domestic intelligence law remains hidden.

Omission 4:

In the Climate Adaptation Act segment, any criticism of the federal government for the missing
Context funding provision is absent. — Relevant at: ~11:30—13:00 — Effect: The law is framed as a
positive step; the funding gap is mentioned but not classified as a political failure.

Omission 5:

In the cannabis segment, medically critical voices (addiction medicine specialists, child and
adolescent psychiatrists) are absent. — Relevant at: ~13:00-14:30 — Effect: Legalisation is
presented exclusively in a positive and bureaucratically neutral manner.

Context

Summary: The broadcast systematically omits perspectives that would call into question the dominant narrative
(right-wing populism as a threat, state measures as protection). Particularly serious is the complete absence of the
voter perspective in the RN topic and the constitutional law debate in the AfD topic.

Missing voices

* Independent US constitutional lawyer (conservative): Would have explained the constitutional logic of the majority
vote and why even liberal jurists consider parts of the ruling defensible.

* RN voter or RN-aligned political scientist: Would have presented the socioeconomic and cultural motives of the
33% RN voters.
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Hungarian constitutional lawyer or EU expert with an understanding of Orban: Would have explained what
legitimate interests Hungary is pursuing in the Council Presidency.

AfD constitutional lawyer or party law expert: Would have presented the legal situation regarding domestic
intelligence surveillance from the perspective of those affected.

Critical domestic intelligence expert: Would have addressed the question of the political instrumentalisation of
domestic intelligence.

Municipal finance expert on the Climate Adaptation Act: Would have classified the funding gap as a structural
policy failure.

Addiction medicine specialist or critic of cannabis legalisation: Would have introduced a medically critical
perspective on the growing associations.

Historian on France's political right: Would have placed the RN in the historical context of the French right, beyond
the extremism framing.
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5. NUMBERS MANIPULATION 5/10

1 2 3 4 5

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

Finding 1:

~04:10 — Figure: *"one third of the votes"* (RN) — Missing context: Voter turnout (approx. 67%),
absolute number of votes, comparison with previous elections, regional distribution — Effect: "One
Timestamp third" sounds like a minority; in reality it is the strongest individual result of a party in the electoral
history of the French Fifth Republic. The missing comparative context obscures the historical
dimension.

Finding 2:

~11:50 — Figure: *"38 billion euros™ (Climate Adaptation Act) — Missing context: Time period
(until 2030), distribution between federal/state/municipal levels, comparison with other
infrastructure programmes, source of funding — Effect: The figure appears impressively large
without it becoming clear whether it is sufficient, too high or too low.

Timestamp

Finding 3:

~10:50 — Figure: *"almost 17,000 euros™ (Hocke fine) — Missing context: Daily rate calculation,
Timestamp Hocke's income circumstances, comparison with other convictions — Effect: The figure appears
high without it becoming clear whether it is proportionate.

Summary: The figures are presented without sufficient comparative context, which makes their classification
difficult. In particular, the RN result lacks the historical comparison that would clarify the actual significance of the
result.
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6. GUILT BY ASSOCIATION 6/10

1 2 3 4 5 6

Association 1:

Timestamp ~07:00

Quote *"The slogan is reminiscent of Trump. A provocation by Hungary's Prime Minister Orban."*

Technique: Orban is cast in a negative light through the association with Trump ("reminiscent of Trump"), without
any substantive connection being established. The association works through the negative context already assigned
to Trump in this broadcast.

Viewers who evaluate Trump negatively (as suggested by the lead story) transfer this evaluation

Effect to Orban.

Association 2:

Timestamp ~06:20

Quote *"He announced the far-right alliance Patriots for Europe at the weekend."*

Technique: "Far-right" is a political classification presented as fact. The alliance "Patriots for Europe" is labelled "far-
right" without any substantive presentation of its positions.

The alliance is delegitimised before its content is presented.

Association 3:

Timestamp ~09:00

*"Fantasies of overthrow in internal chats, wishes for the death penalty or firing squads for
opponents"*

Technique: These formulations are attributed to the AfD as a party without clarifying whether they concern
individuals or party organs. The association of the party as a whole with these statements is a form of guilt by
association.

The entire AfD is associated with extreme individual statements.

No persons are explicitly framed as "conspiracy theorists" — therefore the corresponding source check does not
apply.

(Category assignment does not apply, as no persons are classified as conspiracy theorists.)
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7. TIMING 6/10

1 2 3 4 5 6

Finding 1:

Position: ~00:00 (lead story) — Content: Trump immunity — Timing effect: The Trump ruling is set as the most
important topic of the day, even though it is immediately less relevant for German viewers than domestic political
topics. Its placement as the lead story reinforces the framing of the topic as an existential threat to democracy.

Finding 2:

Position: ~08:30 (after France and Orban) — Content: AfD domestic intelligence ruling — Timing effect: The AfD
topic is placed after three international segments on right-wing populism. The context (Trump, RN, Orban) frames
the AfD topic in advance as part of a global right-wing populism problem, without this being stated explicitly.

Finding 3:

Position: ~10:45 (directly after AfD segment) — Content: Hocke conviction — Timing effect: The immediate
sequence AfD domestic intelligence — Hocke conviction reinforces the overall negative impression of the AfD
through accumulation.

Summary: The sequence of segments follows a recognisable dramaturgy: international right-wing populist threats
(Trump, RN, Orban) are placed before the German equivalent (AfD), creating an implicit frame of reference that
embeds the AfD in a global threat narrative.
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8. SELECTIVE OUTRAGE 7110

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

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: RN election result (33% of votes, 1st place) — Reaction: "Big question mark. Big unknown. Big
problem." — Comparison: The result of the left-wing alliance (2nd place) is presented without analogous emotional
commentary (~04:50: "The left-wing alliance came in second place" — factual, without evaluation). — Asymmetry:
The triggering event (strong election result of a party) is structurally comparable; the linguistic reaction is
asymmetric to the detriment of the RN.

Finding 2:

Triggering event: Trump ruling (partial victory for Trump) — Reaction: Opening with an unattributed opposition quote
("We elect presidents, not kings!"), emphasis on the delay of criminal proceedings, reference to possible self-
pardon. — Comparison: In other court rulings (e.g. AfD ruling), no analogous opposition quote is used as an
opening; the AfD ruling is presented as fact, not introduced by a quote from the opposing side. — Asymmetry: The
triggering event (court ruling) is comparable; the emotional framing is asymmetric.

Summary: The broadcast shows demonstrable selective outrage: election results and court rulings that can be
interpreted as successes for right-wing populist actors receive an emotionally charged framing, while comparable
events involving other political camps are presented factually.
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9. COMPLETENESS 7110

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

The broadcast frames the Trump ruling as a threat to democratic principles and implicitly links it to a narrative about
the global rise of right-wing populist forces (RN in France, Orban in the EU, AfD in Germany). The selection of topics
produces a coherent narrative: right-wing populism and right-wing extremism as the central danger to liberal
democracies. Counter-interpretations — such as structural causes of right-wing populism, the failure of established
parties, questions of legitimacy of domestic intelligence — are not addressed or only marginally so. The worldview is
that of a threatened liberal order that must be defended against authoritarian challengers.

Share of perspectives covered
Inverted: Original value measures coverage (higher = better). Displayed as deviation (higher = greater gaps).
[A] Constitutional classification of the ruling by independent US constitutional lawyers (pro and contra immunity)

[B] Trump's own reasoning and the argumentation of his lawyers (substantively, not merely as a quote on Truth
Social)

[C] Historical precedents: How were previous presidents treated legally?

[D] Democratic criticism of the ruling (is hinted at, but not elaborated)

[E] Structural causes of the RN's success in France (economy, migration, loss of trust)

[F] Perspective of RN voters: Why does one third of the French vote RN?

[G] Orban's own argumentation on the EU Council Presidency (briefly quoted, but immediately countered)

[H] Legal foundations and limits of domestic intelligence surveillance (proportionality, procedural rights)

[1] AfD perspective on the Munich ruling (marginally quoted, but not elaborated)

[J] Critical voices on the Climate Adaptation Act (funding gap is mentioned, but not framed as a political failure)

[A] HINTED AT

Timestamp: ~01:10 — Quote: "To what extent this applies to Trump is to be clarified by a lower court." —
Assessment: Technical classification without substantive constitutional law debate; no independent jurist cited.

[B] HINTED AT

Timestamp: ~01:45 — Quote: "Trump had demanded exactly that before the Supreme Court: immunity from
prosecution for his time in office." — Assessment: Trump's argumentation is named but not presented
substantively; his reaction on Truth Social is quoted, but without substance.

[C] OMITTED

Timestamp: — — Quote: — — Assessment: No historical comparison with previous presidents or constitutional
debates; completely absent.

[D] HINTED AT

Timestamp: ~00:55 — Quote: "We elect presidents, not kings!" — Assessment: Democratic criticism is set as an
opening quote, but without attribution to a specific person or party — functions as editorial framing.

[E] OMITTED

Timestamp: — — Quote: — — Assessment: Structural causes of the RN's success (loss of purchasing power,
migration debate, Macron's policy failures) are not addressed.

[F1 OMITTED
Timestamp: — — Quote: — — Assessment: The perspective of the 33% RN voters is completely absent; not a
single voter or RN-aligned analyst is given a voice.
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[G] HINTED AT

Timestamp: ~06:30 — Quote: "Peace, order and development: that, according to Orban, is what Europeans
want." — Assessment: Orban's position is briefly referenced, immediately relativised by critical voices; no
independent presentation.

[H] OMITTED

Timestamp: — — Quote: — — Assessment: Legal foundations of domestic intelligence surveillance,
proportionality debate and procedural rights of the AfD are not discussed.

[l HINTED AT

Timestamp: ~09:45 — Quote: "It cannot be attributed to the party if some district councillor from Mecklenburg-
Vorpommern makes certain statements." — Assessment: AfD statement is quoted, but immediately countered by
the Interior Minister's response; no independent consideration.

[J] HINTED AT

Timestamp: ~12:30 — Quote: "But for that we need a funding provision. That does not yet exist in the law." —
Assessment: Criticism of the funding gap is quoted, but not framed as a political failure of the federal government.
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Soft facts — 6 qualitative techniques

10. FRAMING (Setting the frame)

1
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Quote

Manipulation

Why
problematic

Finding 2:
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Manipulation

Why
problematic

Finding 3:
Timestamp

Quote

Manipulation

Why
problematic

Finding 4:

Timestamp
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~00:50
*"We elect presidents, not kings!"*

The quote is set as the opening of the Trump segment without attribution to a specific person. It
functions as an editorial comment that frames the ruling in advance as an attack on democratic
principles, before the facts are explained.

The framing prejudges the assessment of the ruling before facts are presented. A viewer who
does not yet know the ruling is steered into a rejecting attitude by this quote. The quote
presumably originates from the Democratic camp, but is presented as a universally valid truth.

~04:20
*"One in three voted for the far-right party on Sunday: Rassemblement National."

The designation "far-right party" is presented as fact, not as a political classification. The RN
describes itself as national-conservative; the classification as "far-right" is politically contested and
is not applied uniformly to comparable parties in other EU countries.

The framing as "far-right" delegitimises the electoral choice of 33% of French voters without
explaining their motives. Neutral alternative: "right-wing nationalist party" or "party of the right-wing
spectrum”.

~05:10

*"Big question mark. Big unknown. Big problem.

Staccato rhetoric with triple negative connotation. The formulation is journalistically unusual and
functions as an emotional commentary rather than factual reporting.

This formulation does not correspond to the style of factual news reporting and conveys a value
judgement (the RN result is a "problem") that is not identified as an opinion.

~07:10
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Quote *"A provocation by Hungary's Prime Minister Orban."*

The slogan of the Hungarian Council Presidency ("Make Europe Great Again") is assessed as a
"provocation" — an editorial classification, not a presentation of facts.

Manipulation

Wh "Provocation” is a value judgement that classifies Orban's communication strategy as intentionally
y disruptive, without this being substantiated. Neutral alternative: "The slogan is reminiscent of

problematic Trump's campaign motto."

Summary: The framing of the broadcast is consistently evaluative and follows a clear normative line: right-wing
populism and right-wing extremism are framed as a threat, without taking structural causes or counter-
perspectives into account. In particular, the unattributed opening quote in the Trump segment and the staccato
rhetoric in the France segment cross the boundary between reporting and commentary.
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710

3 4 5 6 7

~04:20
*"far-right party" (for RN)

Consistent use of the term "far-right" for the RN, which is classified differently in France itself and
in the political science literature (right-wing populist, right-wing nationalist, far-right — depending
on the author and criteria).

The unreflective adoption of a political classification as fact violates the requirement of linguistic
neutrality. Neutral alternative: "right-wing nationalist party RN" or "party of the right-wing
spectrum”.

~07:00

*"Orban is known for his closeness to Putin.

"Known for" is a formulation that presents a characteristic as a universally acknowledged fact
without evidence. Orban's stance towards Russia is complex (he has supported EU sanctions,
albeit reluctantly) and is oversimplified here.

The formulation suggests a personal loyalty to Putin that goes beyond political differences, without
substantiating this. Neutral alternative: "Orban has in the past maintained closer relations with
Russia than other EU states."

~08:50
*"The next legal defeat for the AfD."*

"The next" implies a series of defeats and frames the ruling as part of a pattern, not as a singular
legal event. The formulation has a triumphant character.

A neutral news formulation would read: "The Munich Administrative Court has dismissed a
complaint by the AfD." The chosen formulation is evaluative and not in keeping with news
reporting.

~09:20

*"Fantasies of overthrow in internal chats, wishes for the death penalty or firing squads for
opponents"*

SVFAB, Postfach, CH-8021 Zirich 1
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These formulations from the reasoning of the ruling are quoted without source reference, context

Manipulation or classification. It remains unclear by whom, when and in what context these statements were
made.

Why
problematic said this? When? Are these individuals or party organs? These questions remain unanswered.

Quoting without context maximises the emotional impact and prevents factual classification. Who

Summary: The choice of words in the broadcast is consistently negatively connoted on topics relating to right-wing
populism and the AfD, and repeatedly crosses the boundary between description and evaluation. Terms such as
"far-right", "closeness to Putin" and "the next defeat" are not neutral news terms, but political classifications.
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12. PRESENTER BEHAVIOUR 6/10

1

N

3 4 5 6

Note: Tagesschau presenters read from a teleprompter; linguistic colouring and emphasis are assessed.

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

Finding 1:

~08:50 — Triggering event: Ruling of the Munich Administrative Court on AfD surveillance —
Quote: *"The next legal defeat for the AfD."™ — Comparison: In the Trump ruling (partial victory for
Trump), the formulation "the next legal victory for Trump" is not used; instead it is presented
factually. — Asymmetry: For the AfD, an evaluative formulation ("defeat") is chosen that is not
used analogously for Trump. The triggering event (court ruling) is comparable; the linguistic
reaction is asymmetric.

Timestamp

Finding 2:

~05:10 — Triggering event: Announcement of the RN election result — Quote: *"Big question
mark. Big unknown. Big problem." — Comparison: The result of the left-wing alliance (2nd place)
Timestamp is presented without analogous emotional commentary. — Asymmetry: The RN result is
commented on with triple negative connotation; the left-wing alliance result receives no analogous
evaluation. The triggering event (election result of a party) is structurally comparable.

Finding 3:

~00:50 — Triggering event: Introduction of the Trump ruling — Quote: *"We elect presidents, not
kings!"* — Comparison: No comparable opposition quote is used as an opening for other rulings
(e.g. AfD ruling). — Asymmetry: The unattributed opposition quote as an opening is an editorial
framing decision that is not applied analogously to other topics.

Timestamp

Summary: Susanne Daubner is visibly reading from a teleprompter; the asymmetries lie in the editorial text
design, not in personal presenter behaviour. However, the linguistic colouring ("the next defeat", "Big problem") is
demonstrably asymmetric and violates the requirement of linquistic neutrality.
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13. QUESTION ASYMMETRY 510

1 2 3 4 5

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

Asymmetry 1:

In the AfD segment, the statement of the AfD representative (~15 seconds) is immediately countered by the
response of Interior Minister Herrmann (~20 seconds). The ratio of critical to affirmative presentation is
approximately 4:1 in favour of the critics. An analogous structure (statement + immediate counter-statement) is not
applied to state actors (Herrmann, De Croo).

Asymmetry 2:

In the Orban segment, Orban's own statement (~10 seconds) is framed by two critical voices (De Croo ~20
seconds, unnamed expert ~15 seconds). Orban's perspective receives no independent presentation.

Summary: The statement selection follows a recognisable pattern: statements by actors framed as right-wing
populist are immediately relativised by critical countervoices, while statements by state or established actors
remain without analogous counter-presentation.
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14. FALSE BALANCE 4/10

1 2 3 4

Finding 1:

In the AfD segment, a formal balance is established (AfD statement + Interior Minister counter-statement) that is
not, however, a genuine balance: the AfD representative speaks for ~15 seconds, the Interior Minister for ~20

seconds; the segment additionally contains ~90 seconds of critical presentation without AfD counter-statement. The
formal two-sidedness conceals the actual imbalance.

Finding 2:

In the Orban segment, Orban's own statement (~10 seconds) is framed by two critical voices. This is not a false

balance (too much balance), but the opposite — it is, however, presented as balanced because Orban "is given a
voice".

Summary: The broadcast uses selective two-sidedness as a semblance of balance, without establishing genuine
equality of perspectives. The formal inclusion of criticised actors with brief statements that are immediately
countered is not genuine balance.
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15. AGENDA-SETTING 710
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Finding 1:

Agenda element set: Right-wing populism as a global threat to liberal democracies — Timestamp: ~00:00-10:45 —
Evidence: "Donald Trump has achieved a partial victory before the Supreme Court of the USA" — "far-right party"
(RN) — "Orban is known for his closeness to Putin" — "The next legal defeat for the AfD" — "Thuringia's AfD leader
Hocke has been convicted again”

Alternative agenda: Structural causes of the loss of trust in established parties; economic situation in France; EU
reform debate; funding problems of the Climate Adaptation Act as government failure.

Finding 2:

Agenda element set: State measures as an appropriate response to threats — Timestamp: ~08:30, ~11:30 —
Evidence: Domestic intelligence surveillance of the AfD presented as legitimate; Climate Adaptation Act framed as a
positive step.

Alternative agenda: Critical classification of domestic intelligence surveillance as a political instrument; funding gap
of the Climate Adaptation Act as government failure.

Summary: The agenda of the broadcast is coherent and follows a clear normative line: right-wing populism as a
threat, state countermeasures as the solution. Alternative agendas — structural causes, government failure,
questions of proportionality — are systematically omitted.

Prasident: Schlapfer, David - Kontakt: kontaki@SVFAB.ch - Adresse: SVFAB, Postfach, CH-8021 Ziirich 1
Seite 22



mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch

Association suisse pour une information équilibrée

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

CHAPTER 2 — OVERALL EVALUATION

Results

Dominant techniques

1. Framing / Agenda-Setting (Score 7): The broadcast constructs a coherent narrative — right-wing populism as a
global threat to liberal democracies — through the selection and sequence of segments. This narrative is not stated
explicitly, but is conveyed implicitly through the dramaturgy of the broadcast.

2. Selective Outrage / Choice of Words (Score 7): Right-wing populist actors and their successes are commented
on with emotionally charged language ("Big problem", "the next defeat", "far-right"), while comparable events
involving other political camps are presented factually. This asymmetry is demonstrable and systematic.

3. Selective Omission / Omission (Score 7): Structural causes of right-wing populism, voter perspectives,
constitutional counter-arguments and critical classifications of state measures are systematically absent. The
omissions follow a recognisable pattern and are not coincidental.

Reasoning: The combined score of 5.2 and the completeness score of 3.0/10 demonstrate a clear one-sidedness that
is at the boundary of systematic bias. The broadcast does not fully meet the requirements of §26 para. 1 MStV
(plurality requirement, balance): relevant social groups (RN voters, AfD members, Orban supporters) are not
represented in their perspective, but are treated exclusively as objects of critical reporting. The one-sidedness cannot
be attributed to individual errors, but to a coherent editorial line that runs through all segments. The completeness
score of 3.0/10 shows that the broadcast does not fulfil the ARD's public service mandate (§26 ARD State Treaty:
comprehensive information of the population) in this edition.

CONCLUSION

The Tagesschau of 01.07.2024 shows a clear editorial line that frames right-wing populist and right-wing extremist
actors (Trump, RN, Orban, AfD, Hocke) as a threat to liberal democracies, without taking structural causes, voter
perspectives or constitutional counter-arguments into account. This one-sidedness manifests itself in asymmetric
choice of words, selective outrage, systematic omissions and a dramaturgy that constructs a coherent threat narrative.
Pursuant to §26 para. 1 MStV, broadcasting providers are obliged to contribute to free individual and public opinion
formation and to guarantee a plurality of opinions in doing so; this requirement is not met in the present edition. The
ARD public service mandate (§26 ARD State Treaty) requires comprehensive, balanced information of the population
on all relevant social perspectives; the completeness score of 3.0/10 demonstrates that this mandate is substantially
underperformed in this edition. The identified deficiencies cannot be attributed to individual editorial errors, but to a
systematic orientation that would have to withstand judicial review within the framework of broadcasting law.
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CHAPTER 3 — PARTY-POLITICAL BIAS

Concrete evidence (timestamp + brief quote)

cbu/Ccsu +1 ~10:10 Herrmann (CSU) presented as a factual countervoice to the AfD without
naming the conflict of interest; CSU position is implicitly legitimised.

SPD 0 No relevant mention; neutral through absence.

Greens +1 ~11:30 Climate Adaptation Act (core Greens topic) is presented positively and
without substantive criticism.

FDP -1 ~12:30 Funding gap in the Climate Adaptation Act is mentioned (FDP budget policy
implicitly criticised), without naming the party.

AfD -5 ~08:50 "The next legal defeat for the AfD"; ~09:00 "fantasies of overthrow", "firing
squads"; ~10:45 Hocke conviction; consistently framed as hostile to the constitution.

BSW 0 No mention.

Linke +1 ~04:50 Left-wing alliance in France presented factually as a 2nd-place result, without

negative connotation; implicitly framed as a legitimate counterforce to the RN.

Freie Wahler 0 No mention.

Party bias summary

* Most favoured: CDU/CSU and Greens (score +1 each), through implicit legitimisation of their positions (domestic
intelligence surveillance, climate policy)

* Most disadvantaged: AfD (score -5), through consistently negative framing, cumulative negative portrayal and
asymmetric choice of words

+ Average deviation: 1.1 (excluding BSW, Freie Wahler, SPD)
» Conclusion: The party-political bias is unambiguous: the AfD is the only party treated with consistently negative
framing, while established parties (CDU/CSU, Greens) are implicitly favoured through the presentation of their

positions as factual and legitimate. The asymmetry cannot be attributed to individual formulations, but to a
systematic editorial decision.
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CHAPTER 4 — LEGAL CLASSIFICATION (§26 MStV / ARD State Treaty)

Assessment pursuant to §26 MStV

Violation 1:

Norm: §26 para. 1 MStV (plurality requirement) — Facts: Systematic omission of relevant social perspectives (RN
voters, AfD members, Orban supporters) combined with one-sided presentation of their political opponents —
Evidence: ~04:20 "far-right party" without voter perspective; ~08:50 "the next legal defeat" without constitutional
counter-arguments —
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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)
NUMBERS MANIPULATION
GUILT BY ASSOCIATION
TIMING

SELECTIVE OUTRAGE
COMPLETENESS

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

OVERALL SCORE

(<]

N A O O N N N N o oo o0 N o o

6.2/10 Serious deviation from the impartiality requirement. High

degree of deviation

6.0/10 Considerable bias

6.1/10 Serious deviation from the impartiality requirement.

High degree of deviation

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

impact

6 Considerable finding

(threshold)

7 Considerable finding

8-9

10 Maximum

Serious finding

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

Recognisable tendency; relevance of impact low to moderate.

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

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

Clear, well-substantiated bias with marked relevance of impact.

Pronounced bias; multiple substantiable individual findings in this criterion.

Systematic, pervasive bias in this criterion.

manifestation

Aggregated deviation index — Interpretation ranges

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

Unremarkable

Slight bias

Considerable bias

Serious deviation from
the impartiality
requirement. High
degree of deviation

Fundamental systemic
one-sidedness. Very
high degree of bias

Party-political bias (-5 to +5)

No material patterns discernible; broadcast meets the factual accuracy
requirement.

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

Multiple considerable findings; relevant impairment of plurality of
perspectives.

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

Maximum manifestation 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 treated worse in presentation, speaking time or framing.

Recognisable, but weak disadvantage.
No discernible preference or disadvantage.
Recognisable, but weak preference.

Party is clearly preferred in presentation, speaking time or framing.
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Legal and methodological classification

The results presented do not constitute findings of fact regarding individual persons,
No finding of fact editorial teams or broadcasts. 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 broadcast 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 characteristics of broadcasts. A score of 7

Nojudgement of means that a considerable bias 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 for comparative pattern recognition across thousands of broadcasts, not
comparison for the precise metric measurement of individual segments. Threshold values serve as
instrument 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
Media State Treaty (MStV, 2020)

Relevant articles

» §26 para. 1 MStV: Public broadcasting institutions shall provide in their offerings a comprehensive overview of
international, European, national and regional events in all essential areas of life. In doing so, they shall promote
international understanding, European integration and social cohesion within the federation and the states. Their
offerings shall serve the purposes of education, information, advice and entertainment. They shall provide
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 plurality of
opinions.

+ ARD State Treaty: Public service mandate with objectivity and impartiality.

Core obligations

1. Plurality of opinions (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 programme
* Legal supervision: Respective federal state (ZDF: Rhineland-Palatinate)

Complaints procedure

1. Programme complaint to the competent broadcasting council or ZDF Television Council
2. Administrative court action
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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 broadcasts 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 source selection.Subsequently,
15 principles are explained: omission, framing, temporal framing, guilt
by association, emotionalisation, context removal and many more,
illustrated with many examples. In addition, it becomes apparent
where we ourselves apply these techniques — this promotes not only
insight but also empathy.

Optionally the book comes with playing cards

Also available as 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. Itis a toolbox — for all those
who have a microphone in front of their face and want to know what
they can do about it. 7 chapters. 7 tools: What an interview really is.
The 7 most common traps. The three basic principles of sovereignty
— anchoring, reframing, setting boundaries. Preparation in one hour.
Body and voice. What to do when things go wrong. And what counts
after the interview.

For politicians, activists, entrepreneurs, whistleblowers — for all
those who are exposed and want to understand how the game works.
So that they stop playing along — and start shaping it.

In A5. Direct. For preparation, 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 an authority for this: the IGAC, the

hing e BB AAN R o5 Independent 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 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 all those considering a complaint — and for all
those who want to understand why genuine media regulation in
Switzerland is still outstanding.
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