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OVERALL 
SCORE 

5.6/10 Considerable 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 for political classification and does not feed into the overall score. 

 

 

BROADCAST INFO AND THEMATIC FRAMEWORK 

 

Broadcast data 

•  Date: 14.10.2024 

•  Presenter: Julia-Niharika Sen 

•  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 Hezbollah drone attack on 
Israeli military base 

~3:30 min. Middle East conflict, military 

2 EU foreign ministers on 
Israel/Lebanon, UNIFIL 
attacks 

~2:30 min. Foreign policy, EU 

3 Intelligence chiefs in the 
Bundestag, Russia threat 

~2:30 min. Domestic policy/security 

4 Western Balkans summit / 
Berlin Process 

~0:45 min. Foreign policy, EU 
enlargement 

5 SPD tax reform plans, 
election campaign 

~2:30 min. Domestic policy, economy 

6 Nobel Prize in Economics 
(Acemoglu, Johnson, 
Robinson) 

~2:00 min. Science/economics 

7 German Book Prize 
(Martina Hefter) 

~1:30 min. Culture 

8 Weather forecast + 
programme note 

~0:45 min. Service 

 

Main topic of this edition 

The Hezbollah drone attack on an Israeli military base resulting in four fatalities and the resulting escalation dynamics 
in the Middle East form the lead topic of the broadcast. 

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 5/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Expert 1: Jens Suedekum (economic researcher, SPD adviser) 

Timestamp 10:45 

Statement 
*"The concept would enable relief for many through burdens on top earners. A revenue-neutral 
shift of the tax burden is one possible proposal."* 

Classification 
Suedekum explicitly works as an SPD adviser. He is used in the segment on SPD tax plans as a 
counterweight to CDU criticism. 

 

Source in-depth check: 

(a) FUNDING: Suedekum is a professor at Heinrich Heine University Düsseldorf (state-funded) and advises the 
SPD on financial matters (politically affiliated). Conflict of interest: He has an institutional interest in presenting SPD 
concepts as economically defensible. 

(b) MANDATE: His academic mandate is compatible with neutral assessment; his advisory mandate for the SPD is 
not. Both roles are not clearly separated in the broadcast. 

•  Conflict of interest present? YES (SPD adviser comments on SPD plans) 

•  Personal risk through position? NO (professorship independent) 

•  Does the organisation benefit from its assessment? YES (SPD advisory mandate) 

•  Result: LOW (structurally partisan) 

(c) SUBJECT EXPERTISE: Partisan voice is presented as a neutral expert authority. 

Missing counter-voice: An economic researcher without SPD ties (e.g. from the ifo Institute, IW Cologne or the SVR) 
would have provided an independent assessment. The report does mention "economic researchers who share the 
CDU criticism", but does not cite them by name. 

Expert 2: Bruno Kahl (BND President, implicitly) 

Timestamp 07:45 

Statement 
*"The Russian armed forces will be able to carry out an attack against NATO in terms of personnel 
and materiel by the end of the decade at the latest."* 

Classification 
State intelligence chief with institutional interest in threat portrayal (budget justification, political 
influence). 

 

Source in-depth check: 

(a) FUNDING: Fully state-funded (federal budget). Conflict of interest: Intelligence agencies have a structural 
interest in threat perception for budget security. 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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(b) MANDATE: Not compatible with neutral assessment — the mandate is explicitly the identification and 
communication of threats. 

•  Conflict of interest present? YES 

•  Personal risk through position? NO 

•  Does the organisation benefit from its assessment? YES (budget justification) 

•  Result: LOW to MODERATE 

(c) SUBJECT EXPERTISE: The statements are presented as facts without distancing, not as assessments from an 
interested authority. 

Missing counter-voice: Independent security experts (e.g. from academia and politics, SIPRI, independent political 
scientists) could have contextualised the threat assessment. 

Expert 3: Nobel Committee / Acemoglu quote 

Timestamp 11:30 

Statement 
*"Democracies make prosperity possible. Not immediately, it sometimes takes time. But 
fundamentally, democratic states are faster."* 

Classification 
Scientifically grounded statement, but in the context of the broadcast with political implication 
(democracy = prosperity, implicitly: autocracy = poverty). 

 

Source in-depth check: 

(a) FUNDING: MIT (mixed private/state, USA). No direct conflict of interest discernible. 

(b) MANDATE: Academic mandate compatible with neutral research. 

•  Conflict of interest present? INDIRECT (western academic institutions) 

•  Personal risk through position? NO 

•  Does the organisation benefit? NO (directly) 

•  Result: HIGH (scientific) 

(c) SUBJECT EXPERTISE: Democracy vs. autocracy as the guiding narrative. 

Missing expert groups: 

•  Independent Middle East expert without institutional ties to Israeli or Arab governments 

•  Economic researcher without party advisory mandate on the SPD tax reform 

•  Independent security analyst on the Russia threat assessment 
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2. SOURCE SELECTION 5/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

Claims without primary source = penalty points (rumour check) 

 

Source 1: Israeli Army (IDF) 

Timestamp 01:30 

Statement *"In the army's images, little of the destruction is visible."* 

(a) Funding and sponsorship: Israeli Ministry of Defence, state. 

(b) Structural conflict of interest: The IDF has an institutional interest in controlling the extent of the damage and 
minimising its own vulnerability. 

(c) Missing counter-source: Independent journalists or international observers on the ground would have provided 
an unfiltered picture. 

 

Source 2: Israeli Prime Minister Netanyahu 

Timestamp 01:45 

Statement 
*"We will continue to fight. We are paying a high price. But we have achieved a great deal and will 
achieve much more."* 

(a) Funding: Israeli government. 

(b) Structural conflict of interest: War rhetoric for domestic political mobilisation. 

(c) Missing counter-source: Israeli peace movement, hostage families calling for a ceasefire. 

 

Source 3: EU foreign ministers (collectively) 

Timestamp 04:30–06:30 

Statement *"They strongly condemn the attacks on UN peacekeeping forces in Lebanon."* 

(a) Funding: EU member states. 

(b) Structural conflict of interest: The EU has its own soldiers in UNIFIL (France, Italy) and thus a direct interest 
in condemnation. 

(c) Missing counter-source: Israel's justification for operations in the UNIFIL area is only briefly indicated. 

 

Source 4: Jens Suedekum (SPD adviser) 

Timestamp 10:45 

→ See criterion 3 (expert selection). Structurally partisan, framed as neutral. 

 

Source 5: BND/domestic intelligence chiefs 

Timestamp 07:30–09:00 

(a) Funding: State (federal budget). 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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(b) Structural conflict of interest: Agencies have an interest in threat perception (budget security, political 
influence). 

(c) Missing counter-source: Independent security experts, peace researchers, Russia scholars. 

 

Missing counter-sources overall: 

•  Independent Middle East experts 

•  Lebanese government sources 

•  Israeli peace movement 

•  Independent economic researchers without party mandate 

•  Independent security analysts 

Summary: The source selection is systematically concentrated on state and institutional actors who exhibit 
structural conflicts of interest. Independent, critical or counter-perspectives are absent in almost all segments. 
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3. TIME DISTRIBUTION 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Segment duration per political direction/topic: 

•  Middle East (Israel/Hezbollah/Gaza): approx. 3:30 min. (approx. 23%) 

•  EU foreign policy (UNIFIL, Iran sanctions): approx. 2:30 min. (approx. 17%) 

•  Russia threat/intelligence services: approx. 2:30 min. (approx. 17%) 

•  SPD tax reform (election campaign): approx. 2:30 min. (approx. 17%) 

•  Nobel Prize in Economics: approx. 2:00 min. (approx. 13%) 

•  Western Balkans summit: approx. 0:45 min. (approx. 5%) 

•  German Book Prize: approx. 1:30 min. (approx. 10%) 

Party-political time distribution in the SPD segment: 

•  SPD perspective (incl. SPD adviser Suedekum): approx. 1:30 min. (60% of the segment) 

•  CDU/Merz perspective: approx. 0:30 min. (20% of the segment) 

•  FDP perspective: approx. 0:30 min. (20% of the segment) 

Summary: In the Middle East report, the Israeli perspective receives significantly more airtime than Lebanese or 
Palestinian perspectives. In the domestic policy segment, the SPD perspective dominates despite the formal 
inclusion of CDU and FDP. 
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4. OMISSION (Selective Omission) 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Omission 1: 

Context 
Hezbollah attacks began on 8 October 2023 as a reaction to the Gaza war — this context is 
entirely absent. — Relevant at: 00:20 — Effect: Hezbollah appears as an unprovokedly aggressive 
actor, not as a party in a complex regional conflict. 

 

Omission 2: 

Context 
Israeli casualty figures in Lebanon (civilians) are not mentioned, although Israeli military casualties 
are described in detail. — Relevant at: 02:45 — Effect: Asymmetric construction of empathy; 
Lebanese victims remain abstract. 

 

Omission 3: 

Context 

The attacks on UNIFIL soldiers are presented as Israeli misconduct without mentioning that 
Hezbollah uses UNIFIL positions as cover — this aspect is only hinted at in a brief EU quote. — 
Relevant at: 04:30–06:30 — Effect: One-sided attribution of blame to Israel without full tactical 
context. 

 

Omission 4: 

Context 

In the SPD tax reform report, the context is missing that the SPD itself was in government 
responsibility for 16 years and did not implement a comparable reform — Merz mentions this, but 
the Tagesschau provides no independent contextualisation. — Relevant at: 09:00 — Effect: SPD 
plans appear as a fresh initiative without historical context. 

 

Omission 5: 

Context 

The Nobel Prize in Economics report does not mention that Acemoglu's theses on the democracy-
prosperity correlation are also critically discussed in academia (counter-examples: Singapore, 
China, South Korea in development phases). — Relevant at: 11:00 — Effect: Scientific debate is 
presented as consensus. 

 

Omission 6: 

Context 
The Russia threat report lacks any contextualisation of Russian security interests or western 
provocation narratives — the threat portrayal by the intelligence chiefs is adopted without 
commentary. — Relevant at: 07:30 — Effect: One-sided threat picture without geopolitical context. 
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Summary: The broadcast shows a systematic pattern of selective omissions that consistently favours western and 
Israeli perspectives and suppresses contexts that would produce a more complex picture. 

 

Missing voices 

•  Lebanese civilian population: Would have provided information on the impact of Israeli attacks on villages such as 
Aito, the evacuation situation, the humanitarian situation in southern Lebanon. 

•  UNIFIL spokesperson/commander: Would have provided a direct assessment of the attacks on UN peacekeepers 
and their security situation. 

•  International law expert: Would have provided contextualisation of the legality of attacks on the hospital 
environment and UN troops under the Geneva Conventions. 

•  Palestinian voice from Gaza (civil society): Would have brought in a perspective beyond hospital staff. 

•  Iranian government representative or Iran expert: Would have provided context on Iranian strategy and Hezbollah 
support. 

•  Arab diplomat (e.g. Egyptian, Jordanian foreign minister): Would have brought in a regional perspective on 
escalation. 

•  Independent military analyst: Would have provided technical and strategic contextualisation of the drone attack 
without institutional ties. 

•  Human rights organisation (e.g. Amnesty International, Human Rights Watch): Would have brought in 
documentation of violations by both sides. 
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5. NUMBERS MANIPULATION 5/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

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

 

Finding 1: 

Timestamp 02:45 

Figure: "more than 20 dead in the village of Aito" 

Missing 
context 

No indication of the total number of Lebanese fatalities since the start of Israeli operations 
(according to Lebanese authorities at that point already over 2,000). The figure *"20"* appears 
isolated and small. 

Effect 
Lebanese casualty figures appear marginal compared to the detailed description of the four Israeli 
fatalities. 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp 10:15 

Figure: "In total, according to the paper, 95% of taxpayers could be relieved." 

Missing 
context 

The 95% figure comes from the SPD strategy paper (Seeheimer Kreis) and is a political self-
representation, not an independently verified figure. Missing is the contextualisation of which 
income thresholds are used as a basis and what the counter-financing is specifically supposed to 
look like. 

Effect The figure appears as an objective fact, but is a political claim. 

 

Finding 3: 

Timestamp 07:45 

Figure: "by the end of the decade at the latest" (NATO attack capability of Russia) 

Missing 
context 

This BND prognosis is presented without confidence interval, methodology or counter-
assessment. Other security experts assess Russian capacities considerably differently. 

Effect An intelligence prognosis is presented as an established fact. 

 

Summary: Figures are used selectively in this broadcast — Israeli victims are individualised and emotionalised, 
Lebanese victims remain abstract figures without context; political self-representation figures of the SPD are 
adopted without verification. 
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6. GUILT BY ASSOCIATION 3/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Association 1: 

Timestamp 06:50 

Quote 
*"Right-wing extremists, Islamists and foreign spies: Germany's security is threatened from 
several sides."* 

Technique: The enumeration "right-wing extremists, Islamists and foreign spies" in one breath creates an 
associative connection between domestic political actors (right-wing extremists) and foreign enemies (spies). This 
can lead to domestic political opposition being associated with security threats. 

Effect 
The term *"right-wing extremists"* in this context can be read as an implicit warning about certain 
domestic political currents, without concrete cases being named. 

 

No further guilt-by-association techniques in the classical sense identified. The finding is moderate. 

SOURCE CHECK (for actors framed as threats): 

•  The categorisation of "right-wing extremists" as a security threat is based on intelligence assessments, not on 
independently verified primary sources in the broadcast. 

•  The broadcast adopts the categorisation without its own journalistic contextualisation. 

Summary: A moderate guilt-by-association technique is discernible through the associative listing of domestic and 
foreign policy threat actors, without this being classifiable as a serious manipulation. 
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7. TIMING 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Finding 1: 

Position: 00:00–03:30 (start of broadcast) 

Content: Hezbollah drone attack with Israeli fatalities, emotional mourning scene 

Timing effect 
The placement at the start of the broadcast with maximum attention and an emotional opening 
scene sets the interpretive frame for the entire broadcast. Israeli losses are established as the 
primary reality of the conflict. 

 

Finding 2: 

Position: 03:00–03:30 (after Israeli mourning scene) 

Content: Gaza hospital attack, refugee tents 

Timing effect 
The Gaza scene follows after the emotional Israeli mourning scene and thereby appears as an 
afterthought. The emotional primacy effect of the Israeli victim portrayal has already been 
established. 

 

Finding 3: 

Position: 11:00–13:00 (shortly before the end) 

Content: Nobel Prize in Economics with explicit democracy-prosperity thesis 

Timing effect 
The placement after the Russia threat report and before the book prize creates an implicit 
connection: democracy (good, prosperity) vs. autocracy (threat, Russia). This is a subtle agenda-
setting effect through sequencing. 

 

Summary: The broadcast structure uses timing effects to prioritise Israeli losses and to generate an implicit 
democracy-vs.-autocracy narrative through sequencing. 
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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) 

 

Finding 1: 

Triggering event: Israeli attacks on UNIFIL soldiers in Lebanon 

Reaction: "The EU ministers called Israel's conduct unacceptable." — Extensive reporting on EU condemnation, two 
minutes of airtime. 

Comparison 
Hezbollah attacks on Israeli civilian areas (air raid alert in Tel Aviv, rocket hits car) are dealt with at 
02:00 in two sentences, without addressing a comparable international condemnation reaction. 

Asymmetry: Israeli misconduct towards UN troops triggers extensive EU reaction reporting; Hezbollah attacks on 
Israeli civilian areas trigger no comparable outrage reporting. This is a structural asymmetry in the portrayal of 
outrage. 

 

Finding 2: 

Triggering event: CDU economic policy 

Reaction: "For employees it has to offer more work, wage restraint, welfare cuts and pension reductions." 

Comparison SPD plans are described at 09:00 without a comparably negative framing. 

Asymmetry: CDU policy is characterised with an outrage-adjacent formulation; SPD policy factually and neutrally. 
The triggering event (economic policy of both parties) is comparable, the reaction asymmetric. 

 

Summary: Selective outrage is discernible in two areas: in the Middle East report (Israeli misconduct receives 
more outrage reporting than Hezbollah attacks) and in the domestic policy segment (CDU policy is framed closer 
to outrage than SPD policy). 
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9. COMPLETENESS 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

The Middle East conflict in this edition is framed primarily from the perspective of Israeli losses and western reactions. 
Hezbollah appears as an aggressive actor, while Israeli counter-attacks in Lebanon and Gaza are mentioned but 
presented considerably more briefly and with less emotional charge. The report on Gaza victims (tents near hospital) 
is briefly embedded without comparable emotional depth to the Israeli mourning scene. The EU reaction to UNIFIL 
attacks is framed as consensus-building, with Israel's security interests mentioned but treated as secondary. 

 

Share of perspectives covered 

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

[A] Israeli government and military perspective (self-defence, threat situation from Hezbollah) 

[B] Lebanese civilian population and their losses from Israeli counter-attacks 

[C] Hezbollah perspective / political motivation of the attack (context: Gaza war) 

[D] UN/UNIFIL perspective on the attacks on UN peacekeepers 

[E] Humanitarian situation in Gaza (hospitals, civilians, supply shortages) 

[F] Iranian perspective / role of Iran as supporter of Hezbollah 

[G] International law contextualisation of Israeli attacks on the hospital environment and UN troops 

[H] Arab states / regional actors (Egypt, Jordan, Saudi Arabia) 

[I] Palestinian civilian population in the West Bank (largely absent) 

[J] Ceasefire initiatives / diplomatic approaches beyond the EU 

 

[A] ADDRESSED 

Timestamp: 00:30–02:00 — Quote: "We will continue to fight. We are paying a high price." — Assessment: Israeli 
government perspective is presented in detail with a direct quote and emotional mourning scene. 

 

[B] INDICATED 

Timestamp: 02:45 — Quote: "Aid organisations speak of more than 20 dead in the village of Aito." — 
Assessment: Lebanese civilian casualties are mentioned in half a sentence without elaboration. 

 

[C] OMITTED 

Timestamp: — — Quote: — — Assessment: The political motivation of Hezbollah (solidarity with Gaza, reaction 
to Israeli operations) is not addressed. 

 

[D] ADDRESSED 

Timestamp: 04:30–06:30 — Quote: "There is a reason why UNIFIL has been there for years." — Assessment: 
UNIFIL perspective is conveyed through EU foreign ministers, but not through UNIFIL's own voices. 

 

[E] INDICATED 

Timestamp: 03:00–03:30 — Quote: "Medicines are lacking, and we don't have enough space for so many 
injured." — Assessment: The situation in Gaza is briefly shown without comparable depth to Israeli losses. 

 

[F] INDICATED 

Timestamp: 06:45 — Quote: "The EU also imposed new Iran sanctions today." — Assessment: Iran is only 
mentioned in the context of Russia drone deliveries and sanctions, not analysed as a Hezbollah supporter. 

 

[G] OMITTED 
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Timestamp: — — Quote: — — Assessment: International law contextualisation of the attacks on the hospital 
environment and UN troops is entirely absent. 

 

[H] OMITTED 

Timestamp: — — Quote: — — Assessment: Arab regional actors do not appear. 

 

[I] OMITTED 

Timestamp: — — Quote: — — Assessment: The West Bank and developments there are not mentioned. 

 

[J] OMITTED 

Timestamp: — — Quote: — — Assessment: Diplomatic initiatives beyond EU condemnation (e.g. Qatar, USA, 
UN mediation) are absent. 
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Soft facts — 6 qualitative techniques 

 

10. FRAMING (setting the frame) 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Finding 1: 

Timestamp 00:20–00:45 

Quote 
*"For months, Hezbollah has been attacking Israel from Lebanon. Now there has been a 
particularly severe attack."* 

Manipulation 
The conflict is framed exclusively as one-sided Hezbollah aggression against Israel. The context 
— that Israel has been operating massively in Lebanon since October 2023 and that Hezbollah 
attacks began as a reaction to the Gaza war — is not mentioned. 

Why 
problematic 

Viewers receive a picture of Hezbollah as an unprovokedly attacking actor, without knowing the 
escalation context. This corresponds to a selective construction of causality. 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp 01:00–01:30 

Quote *"They are mourning — one of their comrades is dead, killed by a Hezbollah drone."* 

Manipulation 
Opening the report with an Israeli mourning scene sets an emotional frame that privileges the 
Israeli victim perspective. Comparable mourning scenes for Lebanese or Palestinian victims are 
absent. 

Why 
problematic 

Emotional opening images create an empathy asymmetry. The viewer is emotionally conditioned 
to one side before facts are presented. 

 

Finding 3: 

Timestamp 03:00–03:30 

Quote *"Here the Israeli air force attacked Hamas targets yesterday — and hit tents of refugees."* 

Manipulation 
The formulation *"attacks Hamas targets — and hits"* constructs an accident frame: Israel was 
aiming at Hamas but accidentally hit refugees. The formulation structurally exonerates Israel 
without this interpretation being substantiated. 

Why 
problematic 

Whether it was a mistake or a deliberate decision is unresolved. The formulation makes a value 
judgement that is not journalistically supported. 
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Summary: The framing of the Middle East report systematically privileges the Israeli victim perspective, constructs 
Hezbollah as the sole aggressor and exonerates Israeli attacks through linguistic framing as unintended collateral 
damage. 
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11. WORD CHOICE AND TERMINOLOGY 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Finding 1: 

Timestamp 00:20 

Quote *"For months, Hezbollah has been attacking Israel from Lebanon."* 

Manipulation 
The verb *"attack"* is used exclusively for Hezbollah actions. Israeli military operations are 
described with *"proceeds"* (02:45: *"Israel continues to proceed against Hezbollah in Lebanon"*) 
— a considerably more neutral verb. 

Why 
problematic 

Neutral alternative: *"fires on"* for both sides, or *"attacks"* consistently for both. The asymmetric 
verb choice structurally suggests different moral quality of the actions. 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp 03:00 

Quote *"Here the Israeli air force attacked Hamas targets yesterday — and hit tents of refugees."* 

Manipulation 
*"Hamas targets"* implies legitimate military targets. *"Hits tents of refugees"* sounds like 
collateral damage. Neutral alternative: *"bombs the surroundings of Al-Aqsa Hospital, with refugee 
tents being hit."* 

Why 
problematic 

The formulation contains an implicit justification that is not journalistically substantiated. 

 

Finding 3: 

Timestamp 09:30 

Quote 
*"The Merz CDU wants to relieve top earners. For employees it has to offer more work, wage 
restraint, welfare cuts and pension reductions."* 

Manipulation 
This formulation is not a neutral description but a value-laden summary with strongly negative 
connotation (*"to offer"* as an ironic turn of phrase). It comes from the SPD strategy paper but is 
presented as a factual description without clear source attribution. 

Why 
problematic 

Neutral alternative: *"According to the SPD's portrayal, the CDU plans relief for top earners 
alongside simultaneous cuts in the social sector."* The formulation used adopts SPD election 
campaign rhetoric as news text. 

 

Finding 4: 

Timestamp 07:30 

Quote *"Alarming espionage attempts"* and *"aggressive conduct"* 

Manipulation 
These terms come from the intelligence chiefs' presentation and are adopted without distancing. 
They are value-laden and not neutral. 
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Why 
problematic 

Neutral alternative: *"The intelligence chiefs spoke of espionage attempts, which they classified as 
alarming."* The direct adoption without a distancing formula makes the Tagesschau a mouthpiece 
for the authorities. 

 

Summary: The word choice shows a systematic asymmetry between the description of Hezbollah actions 
(aggressively connoted) and Israeli operations (neutral to exonerating), as well as an uncritical adoption of SPD 
election campaign rhetoric and intelligence terminology. 
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12. PRESENTER BEHAVIOUR 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

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

Finding 1: 

Timestamp 00:20 

Triggering event: Announcement of the Hezbollah drone attack 

Quote 
*"For months, Hezbollah has been attacking Israel from Lebanon. Now there has been a 
particularly severe attack."* 

Comparison 
When announcing Israeli attacks on Gaza (03:00), the formulation is neutral: *"Here the Israeli air 
force attacked Hamas targets yesterday."* — No emotional amplification through adjectives such 
as *"particularly severe"*. 

Asymmetry: The Hezbollah attack is emotionally charged with the adjective "particularly severe"; Israeli attacks 
receive no comparable emotional qualification, although the casualty figures in Lebanon and Gaza are considerably 
higher. 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp 09:30 

Triggering event: Description of CDU economic policy 

Quote *"For employees it has to offer more work, wage restraint, welfare cuts and pension reductions."* 

Comparison 
The SPD plans are described neutrally at 09:00: *"Top earners are to pay higher income tax and 
thereby relieve the majority of taxpayers."* 

Asymmetry: CDU policy is characterised with an ironically negative formulation ("to offer"), SPD policy factually and 
neutrally. This is asymmetric presenter language that adopts SPD election campaign rhetoric as news text. 

 

Summary: The presentation shows two clear asymmetries: emotional charge for Hezbollah attacks vs. neutrality 
for Israeli attacks, as well as negative framing of CDU policy vs. neutral portrayal of SPD plans. 
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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 — insert selection and statement selection are evaluated. 

Asymmetry 1: 

Timestamp 09:30 

In the SPD tax reform segment, an SPD adviser (Suedekum) is quoted with a detailed, explanatory statement 
defending the SPD concept. CDU criticism is represented by a brief Merz sentence and an FDP statement. An 
independent economic expert who critically contextualises the SPD concept is mentioned ("There are also 
economic researchers who share the CDU criticism"), but not quoted. 

 

Asymmetry 2: 

Timestamp 07:30–09:00 

In the Russia threat report, exclusively intelligence chiefs and one MP are quoted. No critical counter-voice (e.g. 
peace researchers, Russia experts with a divergent assessment) is included. 

 

Summary: The statement selection favours SPD-aligned voices in the domestic policy segment and state 
authorities in the security segment, without incorporating critical counter-perspectives on an equal footing. 
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14. FALSE BALANCE 4/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Finding 1: 

Timestamp 10:45 

In the SPD tax reform segment, a named SPD adviser (Suedekum) is juxtaposed with an anonymous group of 
economic researchers ("There are also economic researchers who share the CDU criticism"). This is a false 
balance in the reverse direction: the SPD side receives a concrete, quoted voice; the critical side remains 
anonymous and is not quoted. Balance is formally suggested but structurally not present. 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp 04:30–06:30 

In the UNIFIL segment, Israel's position is briefly mentioned ("One is aware that Hezbollah also hides in the vicinity 
of UN peacekeepers"), but immediately relativised ("But Israel must distinguish"). This is an asymmetric balance: 
Israel's argument is introduced in order to refute it, not to present it on equal terms. 

 

Summary: False balance appears in this broadcast in two forms: as structural imbalance with a formal gesture of 
evenhandedness (SPD segment) and as apparent balance with immediate relativisation (UNIFIL segment). 
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15. AGENDA-SETTING 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Finding 1: 

Agenda element set: Hezbollah as primary aggressor in the Middle East conflict 

Timestamp 00:20 

Evidence: "For months, Hezbollah has been attacking Israel from Lebanon." 

Alternative agenda: Israeli military operations in Lebanon and Gaza as an equally weighted or primary news item; 
humanitarian catastrophe in Gaza as the lead topic. 

 

Finding 2: 

Agenda element set: Russia as an existential threat to Germany and NATO 

Timestamp 07:30–09:00 

Evidence: "The storm has become a hurricane. And it is moving with force from east to west." 

Alternative agenda: Diplomatic initiatives for conflict resolution in Ukraine; the arms spiral and its costs; alternative 
security concepts. 

 

Finding 3: 

Agenda element set: Democracy = prosperity (implicitly: autocracy = poverty/threat) 

Timestamp 11:00–13:00 

Evidence: "When countries enable democracy and participation of the people, the chances of prosperity increase." 

Alternative agenda: Complexity of prosperity research; counter-examples; criticism of western democratic models. 

 

Finding 4: 

Agenda element set: SPD tax reform as a legitimate election campaign topic with scientific support 

Timestamp 09:00–11:00 

Evidence: Suedekum quote as the closing chord of the segment 

Alternative agenda: Budget situation, debt brake, counter-financing questions as the primary framing. 

 

Summary: The broadcast sets a clear agenda: Hezbollah aggression, Russia threat, democratic superiority and 
SPD economic competence. This agenda largely corresponds to the narrative of western governments and the 
coalition government. 
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CHAPTER 2 — OVERALL EVALUATION 

 

Results 

Dominant techniques 

1. Omission / Selective Omission (Score 7): The broadcast systematically suppresses contexts that would 
produce a more complex picture of the Middle East conflict, the Russia threat and SPD economic policy. Particularly 
serious is the absence of the Hezbollah-Gaza connection and Lebanese casualty figures. 

2. Framing (Score 6): The Middle East conflict is framed as one-sided Hezbollah aggression; Israeli attacks are 
linguistically exonerated. In the domestic policy segment, the CDU is negatively framed through the adoption of 
SPD election campaign rhetoric. 

3. Presenter behaviour / Selective outrage (Score 6–7): Emotional asymmetry between Israeli and Arab victims 
and between CDU and SPD portrayal is consistent and structural, not coincidental. 

Justification: The combined score of 5.1 and the completeness score of 4.0 demonstrate a clear one-sidedness that 
goes beyond coincidental editorial decisions. The asymmetries in framing, word choice, source selection and time 
distribution are consistent and follow a discernible pattern: preference for western and Israeli perspectives in the 
Middle East segment, preference for the SPD in the domestic policy segment, uncritical adoption of state security 
narratives. Pursuant to §26 para. 1 MStV, public broadcasting is obligated to diversity of opinion and balanced 
presentation; the present broadcast does not fulfil this requirement in several segments. The completeness score of 
4.0 shows that relevant perspectives are systematically suppressed, which touches on the basic public service 
mandate of the ARD State Treaty. 

CONCLUSION 

The Tagesschau of 14 October 2024 shows in several segments a clear structural one-sidedness that does not fully 
meet the requirements of §26 MStV regarding balance and diversity of opinion. Particularly serious is the empathy 
asymmetry in the Middle East segment, where Israeli losses are individualised and emotionalised, while Lebanese 
and Palestinian victims remain abstract and without context. In the domestic policy segment on the SPD tax reform, a 
party-affiliated economic adviser is framed as a neutral expert and SPD election campaign rhetoric is adopted as 
news text, which contradicts the requirement of party-political neutrality pursuant to the ARD State Treaty. The Russia 
threat report adopts intelligence narratives without critical contextualisation and thereby violates the journalistic 
requirement of source diversity. Overall, the picture emerges of a broadcast that structurally favours western 
government narratives and the perspective of the coalition government, without making this transparent through 
editorial transparency — a finding that carries particular weight in the context of the federal election campaign. 
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CHAPTER 3 — PARTY-POLITICAL BIAS 

 

Party Score (-
5..+5) 

Concrete evidence (timestamp + brief quote) 

CDU/CSU -2 09:30 "For employees it has to offer more work, wage restraint, welfare cuts and 
pension reductions" — negative framing through adoption of SPD rhetoric; Merz 
quote brief and without elaboration 

SPD +2 09:00 neutral description of tax plans; 10:45 SPD adviser Suedekum as closing 
chord; 09:30 SPD election campaign frame adopted as news text 

Greens 0 Not mentioned 

FDP -1 09:15 FDP Secretary General Djir-Sarai is quoted with an ironic introduction: "does 
not want to comment, only to then say something anyway" — slightly disparaging 
framing 

AfD 0 Not mentioned (indirectly: "right-wing extremists" as a security threat, without party 
name) 

BSW 0 Not mentioned 

Linke 0 Not mentioned 

Freie Wähler 0 Not mentioned 

 

Party bias summary 

•  Most favoured: SPD (Score +2) 

•  Most disadvantaged: CDU/CSU (Score -2) 

•  Average deviation: 0.6 (across all parties) 

•  Conclusion: The party-political bias is particularly relevant in the context of the beginning federal election 
campaign. The SPD tax plans are positively framed with a party-affiliated expert as the closing chord, while CDU 
policy is negatively characterised through the adoption of SPD election campaign rhetoric. The FDP receives a 
slightly disparaging introduction. Since the broadcast is aired in an election campaign context, this asymmetry 
weighs more heavily than in normal news times. 
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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: In the segment on the SPD tax reform, a party-affiliated economic adviser (Suedekum) is presented as a 
neutral expert without disclosing his conflict of interest. SPD election campaign rhetoric is adopted as news text ("For 
employees it has to offer more work, wage restraint, welfare cuts and pension reductions"). 

Evidence: 09:30–10:45 — "He advises the SPD on financial matters" / "For employees it has to offer more work..." 

Assessment: The combination of a party-affiliated expert without disclosure of conflict of interest and the adoption of 
election campaign rhetoric as news text touches on the requirement of party-political neutrality. In the context of an 
ongoing election campaign, this is particularly relevant. A violation of §26 para. 1 MStV cannot be ruled out 
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OVERALL EVALUATION OF THE 15 CRITERIA 

 

Individual scores — All 15 criteria 

No. Criterion Score Classification 

1 EXPERT SELECTION 5 ●●● 

2 SOURCE SELECTION 5 ●●● 

3 TIME DISTRIBUTION 6 ●●● 

4 OMISSION (Selective Omission) 7 ●●●● 

5 NUMBERS MANIPULATION 5 ●●● 

6 GUILT BY ASSOCIATION 3 ●● 

7 TIMING 6 ●●● 

8 SELECTIVE OUTRAGE 6 ●●● 

9 COMPLETENESS 6 ●●● 

10 FRAMING (setting the frame) 6 ●●● 

11 WORD CHOICE AND TERMINOLOGY 6 ●●● 

12 PRESENTER BEHAVIOUR 7 ●●●● 

13 QUESTION ASYMMETRY 5 ●●● 

14 FALSE BALANCE 4 ●● 

15 AGENDA-SETTING 6 ●●● 

 

HARD FACTS SCORE (1-8) 5.4/10 Considerable bias 

 

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

 

OVERALL SCORE 5.6/10 Considerable 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 anomaly identified. 

1–2 Weak finding Minor anomaly 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 
Considerable finding 
(threshold) 

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

7 Considerable finding Clear, well-substantiated bias with marked relevance of effect. 

8–9 Serious finding Pronounced bias; multiple substantiable 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 anomalies; statistically visible, but still within the tolerance 
range. 

4.1 – 6.0 Considerable bias 
Multiple considerable 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 disadvantaged in portrayal, 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 favoured in portrayal, airtime or framing. 
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Legal and methodological classification 

No finding of fact 
The results presented do not constitute findings of fact regarding 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 finding of intent 
The analysis measures observable structural characteristics of broadcasts. A score of 7 
means that a considerable 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 for comparative pattern recognition across thousands of broadcasts, not 
for the precise metric measurement of individual segments. Threshold values serve as 
heuristic orientation, not as sharp legal qualification. 
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APPENDIX: 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 federal government and the states. 
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 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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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 patron contributions. 

 

Contact and further information: 

www.SVFAB.ch  |  Kontakt@SVFAB.ch 

 

Bank details:  PostFinance – POFICHBE 

IBAN:  CH32 0900 0000 1675 6251 1 

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

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

 

 

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

  

 

The interview is not a conversation. It is a stage — and someone else 
has written the script. 
Those who do not know this provide material. Good quotes that are 
cut incorrectly. Correct statements that end up in the wrong context. 
Honest answers that are framed as confessions. 
This book is not a media criticism book. It is a toolbox — for everyone 
who has a microphone in front of their face and wants to know what 
they can do about it. 7 chapters. 7 tools: What an interview really is. 
The 7 most common traps. The three basic principles of sovereignty 
— anchoring, reframing, setting boundaries. Preparation in one hour. 
Body and voice. What to do when things go wrong. And what counts 
after the interview. 
For politicians, activists, entrepreneurs, whistleblowers — for 
everyone who is exposed and wants to understand how the game 
works. So that they stop playing along — and start shaping it. 
In A5. Direct. For preparation, for reference, for follow-up and in 
difficult situations 
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You think you see the world.In reality you see the frame that 
someone has placed around it. Framing is the oldest and most 
elegant manipulation technique in the world. It does not change the 
facts — it changes what we make of the facts. How we feel. What we 
believe. How we decide. And it works — because we all participate. 
Daily. Unconsciously. You too. This book is not a dry textbook. 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 lodge a 
complaint. There is even an authority for this: the IGAC, the 
Independent Grievance 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 primarily protects 
the system it was supposed to control. 
Essential reading for everyone considering a complaint — and for 
everyone who wants to understand why genuine media oversight in 
Switzerland is still pending. 
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