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EN DETAILED ANALYSIS 

2024-12-17_tagesschau_2000_Uhr_17122024 

Broadcast: Tagesschau  |  2024-12-17  |  Analysed on: 2026-05-01 13:21 

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

 

OVERALL 
SCORE 

6.1/10 
Serious deviation from the impartiality requirement. High degree of 
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 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 the average favouring of left vs. right parties (grouping 
according to CHES 2024). 

TENDENCY (L − R) 4.2 / 10 Balanced 

 

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

← Left Right → 

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

 

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

 

  

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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POLITICAL LANDSCAPE 

 

Version 2.5-detail | Methodischer Grundsatz K5+K13 aktiv 

 

BROADCAST INFO AND THEMATIC FRAMEWORK 

 

Broadcast data 

•  Date: 17.12.2024 

•  Presenter: Jens Riewa 

•  Segment overview: 

Segment Topic Duration (approx.) Classification 

1 Assassination attempt on 
Russian General Kirillov in 
Moscow 

~2:30 min. Foreign policy / Ukraine 
war 

2 Federal election campaign: 
parties present economic 
programmes 

~2:30 min. Domestic politics / election 
campaign 

3 ifo Business Climate Index 
December 2024 

~0:30 min. Economy 

4 Deutschlandticket 2025 
secured 

~0:30 min. Domestic politics / transport 

5 Federal Constitutional 
Court: Ramstein drone 
lawsuit 

~2:00 min. Law / foreign policy 

6 Von der Leyen in Ankara / 
Syria post-war order 

~1:30 min. Foreign policy / EU 

7 Kurdish areas in north-
eastern Syria under 
pressure 

~2:30 min. Foreign policy / Syria 

8 Earthquake Vanuatu ~0:30 min. International / disaster 

9 Cyclone Chido / 
Mozambique & Mayotte 

~0:30 min. International / disaster 

10 Weather ~0:45 min. Service 

11 Preview tagesthemen / AI 
robot 

~0:15 min. Promo 

 

Main topic of this edition 

The assassination of Russian General Kirillov in Moscow, allegedly by the Ukrainian intelligence service, dominates 
the opening and sets the foreign policy framework of the broadcast. 
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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: ifo President Clemens Fuest 

Timestamp ~05:30 

Statement "The weakness of the economy had become chronic." 

Classification 
Fuest is President of the ifo Institute for Economic Research, Munich. The institute publishes the 
Business Climate Index itself — Fuest is therefore commenting on his own survey. 

 

Source in-depth check: 

(a) FUNDING: The ifo Institute is funded approximately 50% from public funds (federal government, Bavaria, DFG) 
and approximately 50% from third-party funds (industry, associations, EU). Conflict of interest: institutional interest 
in the relevance of its own index; third-party funders from industry have an interest in certain policy 
recommendations (tax cuts, deregulation). 

(b) MANDATE: The ifo Institute is an economic research institute — its mandate is compatible with economic 
analysis, but not neutral with regard to economic policy conclusions. 

•  Conflict of interest present? INDIRECT (third-party funding from industry) 

•  Personal risk from position? NO 

•  Does the organisation benefit from its assessment? YES (maintaining relevance of the index) 

•  Result: MEDIUM 

(c) SUBJECT EXPERTISE: Fuest's assessment is framed as a neutral expert statement, even though the ifo 
Institute is structurally oriented towards economic liberalism and benefits from the relevance of its own surveys. → 
Technique No. 12 (source selection) applicable. 

Missing counter-voice: IMK (Institute for Macroeconomics and Economic Research of the Hans Böckler Foundation) 
— close to trade unions, would draw different economic policy conclusions. 

Expert 2: Lawyer / representative of the human rights organisation (Ramstein lawsuit) 

Timestamp ~07:00 

Statement 
"For twelve years there have been continuous drone overflights and repeated attacks in the 
region. This is not a situation in which the complainants want to live." 

Classification Representative of the plaintiff side — partisan by definition. 

 

Source in-depth check: 

(a) FUNDING: Not stated. Human rights organisations are frequently funded by foundations (Open Society, state 
development aid) — conflict of interest possible in politically charged lawsuits. 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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(b) MANDATE: Advocacy organisation — mandate is explicitly partisan (plaintiff support), not neutral. 

•  Conflict of interest present? YES 

•  Personal risk from position? NO 

•  Does the organisation benefit from its assessment? YES (donation relevance, public profile) 

•  Result: LOW (as a neutral authority) 

(c) SUBJECT EXPERTISE: The organisation is not identified as an advocacy group, but implicitly as a supporter of 
the plaintiffs — which is correct, but does not name the structural partisanship. 

Expert 3: Federal government representative (Ramstein — opposing side) 

Timestamp ~07:45 

Statement 
"The complainants fail to recognise that this is something Germany cannot deliver. This would 
significantly overextend the responsibility." 

Classification Government representative — structurally interested in dismissal of the lawsuit. 

 

Source in-depth check: 

(a) FUNDING: State — federal government. 

(b) MANDATE: Defence of state capacity to act — not neutral. 

•  Conflict of interest present? YES 

•  Personal risk from position? NO 

•  Does the organisation benefit from its assessment? YES (preserving freedom of action) 

•  Result: LOW (as a neutral authority) 

(c) SUBJECT EXPERTISE: Both sides of the Ramstein lawsuit are quoted — this is formally balanced, but no 
independent expert is brought in. 

Missing expert groups: 

•  Independent professor of international law on the Ramstein lawsuit 

•  Intelligence analyst (independent) on the Kirillov assassination 

•  Economist with a Keynesian perspective (counterpoint to ifo) 

 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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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: Anonymous Ukrainian intelligence officers (SBU) 

Timestamp ~02:00 

Statement 
"Employees of the Ukrainian intelligence service SBU claimed responsibility for the act to media 
outlets." 

(a) Funding and sponsorship: Ukrainian state service — fully state-funded, a party to the conflict. 

(b) Structural conflict of interest: Maximum conflict of interest — the SBU is a direct party to the conflict and has 
a strategic interest in publicly claiming the act (deterrence effect). 

(c) Is a source missing that would substantiate a counter-view? YES — independent verification of authorship is 
completely absent. 

Missing 
counter-source 

Independent investigative journalists (Bellingcat, Reuters Investigative) for verification of 
authorship. 

 

Source 2: ifo Institute (Fuest) 

Timestamp ~05:30 

(a) Funding: Public/private mixed (see criterion 3). 

(b) Structural conflict of interest: Institutional interest in the relevance of its own index. 

(c) Is a counter-perspective missing? YES — IMK or DIW are absent. 

Missing 
counter-source 

IMK (Hans Böckler Foundation) or DIW Berlin. 

 

Source 3: Unnamed human rights organisation (Ramstein) 

Timestamp ~07:00 

(a) Funding: Not disclosed — structurally problematic. 

(b) Structural conflict of interest: Advocacy organisation, partisan by mandate. 

(c) Is a counter-perspective missing? PARTIALLY — the federal government is quoted, but no independent expert. 

CHURCH-FUNDED BODIES: Not applicable. 

STATE-FUNDED BODIES: Federal government as source — conflict of interest on the topic of state responsibility is 
obvious. 

NGOs / advocacy organisations: Human rights organisation not identified as a partisan voice. 

Missing 
counter-source 

Independent professor of international law. 

 

Source 4: Mayor of Hasaka (Syria) 

Timestamp ~10:30 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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Statement "We are the ones defending human rights — with the lives of our soldiers." 

(a) Funding: Kurdish self-administration of north-eastern Syria — politically partisan. 

(b) Structural conflict of interest: Direct stakeholder in the conflict. 

(c) Is a counter-perspective missing? YES — no Turkish or Syrian transitional government perspective. 

Missing 
counter-source 

Representative of the Turkish government or the Syrian transitional government. 

 

Summary: The source selection is structurally one-sided in several segments: Ukrainian intelligence sources are 
used without independent verification, the human rights organisation in the Ramstein segment is not identified as 
an advocacy group, and in the Syria segment the Turkish or Syrian counter-perspective is absent. 
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Schweizerischer Verein für ausgewogene Berichterstattung 
Association suisse pour une information équilibrée 
Associazione svizzera per un reporting equilibrato 

 

 
 

Präsident: Schläpfer, David  -  Kontakt:   kontakt@SVFAB.ch  -  Adresse:    SVFAB, Postfach, CH-8021 Zürich 1 
Seite 7 

 

 

3. TIME DISTRIBUTION 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Segment duration by political direction/topic: 

•  Kirillov assassination / Ukraine war: approx. 2:30 min. (approx. 17%) 

•  Election campaign (Greens, SPD, CDU/CSU, FDP): approx. 2:30 min. (approx. 17%) 

•  ifo index: approx. 0:30 min. (approx. 3%) 

•  Deutschlandticket: approx. 0:30 min. (approx. 3%) 

•  Ramstein drone lawsuit: approx. 2:00 min. (approx. 13%) 

•  Syria / Von der Leyen / Erdogan: approx. 1:30 min. (approx. 10%) 

•  Kurdish areas north-eastern Syria: approx. 2:30 min. (approx. 17%) 

•  Vanuatu / Mozambique: approx. 1:00 min. (approx. 7%) 

•  Weather / promo: approx. 1:00 min. (approx. 7%) 

Party-political time distribution (election campaign segment): 

•  Greens: approx. 0:40 min. (27%) 

•  SPD: approx. 0:35 min. (23%) 

•  CDU/CSU: approx. 0:35 min. (23%) 

•  FDP: approx. 0:25 min. (17%) 

•  AfD: 0 min. (0%) 

•  BSW: 0 min. (0%) 

•  Linke: 0 min. (0%) 

Summary: The time distribution in the election campaign segment is relatively balanced for the four parties 
covered, but the complete non-inclusion of AfD, BSW and Linke in a segment that explicitly addresses election 
manifestos is a significant structural imbalance. The Syria complex receives the largest single block of the 
broadcast with (Erdogan + Kurds). 
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4. OMISSION (Selective Omission) 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Omission 1: International law dimension of targeted killings 

Context 

The assassination of Kirillov on Russian territory is highly relevant under international law — 
targeted killings by state actors outside active combat zones are contested under international 
law. — Relevant at: 00:00–02:30 — Effect: The broadcast presents the assassination as an 
intelligence operation without legal classification, which implicitly reinforces its legitimacy. 

 

Omission 2: AfD and BSW in the election campaign segment 

Context 

The election campaign segment covers Greens, SPD, CDU/CSU and FDP — AfD and BSW, 
which together reach approximately 25-30% in polls, are completely omitted. — Relevant at: 
~03:00–05:00 — Effect: A significant portion of the political spectrum and the electorate is not 
represented in the election campaign segment. 

 

Omission 3: Turkish human rights situation in the context of Von der Leyen / Erdogan 

Context 

The Von der Leyen / Erdogan meeting is framed as a diplomatic breakthrough without critically 
contextualising the human rights situation in Turkey, the EU accession process or Erdogan's 
Kurdish policy. — Relevant at: ~08:00–09:00 — Effect: The cooperation appears uncritically 
positive. 

 

Omission 4: Funding and sponsorship of the human rights organisation (Ramstein) 

Context 
The plaintiff human rights organisation is not named and its funding is not disclosed. — Relevant 
at: ~07:00 — Effect: Structural partisanship remains invisible. 

 

Omission 5: Bioweapons laboratory allegations — independent investigation 

Context 

Kirillov's claims about US bioweapons laboratories in Ukraine are dismissed as unsubstantiated 
without mentioning that the WHO and other bodies have in fact investigated Ukrainian biolabs 
(with varying results). — Relevant at: ~01:20 — Effect: A complex topic is summarily closed with 
"he cited no evidence". 

 

Omission 6: Costs of the Deutschlandticket and the financing dispute 

Context 

The agreement on the Deutschlandticket is presented positively without exploring the controversy 
over the distribution of costs between the federal government and the states or the question of 
long-term financial viability. — Relevant at: ~05:45 — Effect: The political agreement appears less 
complicated than it is. 
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Summary: The most serious omissions concern the international law dimension of the Kirillov assassination and 
the complete non-inclusion of AfD and BSW in the election campaign segment. Both omissions have a structural 
effect on the overall picture of the broadcast. 

 

Missing voices 

•  Professor of international law (independent): Would have contextualised the legality of targeted killings on Russian 
territory 

•  Russian constitutional lawyer or diplomat: Would have presented the Russian legal position beyond the rhetoric of 
threats 

•  Independent intelligence analyst: Would have assessed the escalation dynamics and Western co-responsibility 

•  UN Special Rapporteur on extrajudicial executions: Would have classified the practice of targeted killings under 
international law 

•  Historian (Cold War / intelligence operations): Would have identified precedents and their consequences 

•  Representatives of neutral states (e.g. Switzerland, Austria): Would have introduced a de-escalation-oriented 
perspective 

•  Investigative journalist on bioweapons laboratory allegations: Would have independently assessed the veracity of 
Kirillov's claims 

•  Security expert for Moscow's civilian population: Would have contextualised the effects on Russian domestic 
politics and public sentiment 
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5. MANIPULATION OF FIGURES 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

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

 

Finding 1: ifo Business Climate Index 

Timestamp ~05:30 

Figure: "The ifo Business Climate Index fell in December by 0.9 to 84.7 points. This is the lowest value since May 
2020, i.e. since the beginning of Corona." 

Missing 
context 

The comparison with "the beginning of Corona" (May 2020) is dramatising — May 2020 was the 
low point of the Corona crisis. What is missing: long-term average of the index, comparison with 
other EU countries, range of historical values. 

Effect 
The comparison with the Corona low point maximises the drama of the current value without 
contextualising whether 84.7 points is actually exceptionally low in historical context. 

 

Finding 2: Casualty figures Vanuatu / Mozambique 

Timestamp ~12:00 / ~12:30 

Figure: "at least six people lost their lives" (Vanuatu) / "At least 34 people died" (Mozambique) / "Hundreds of 
deaths are feared there" (Mayotte) 

Missing 
context 

No contextualisation of population size, no comparative figures from previous disasters, no 
information on the dark figure. 

Effect 
Figures are presented without context — for Mayotte the uncertainty ("feared") is correctly 
marked, for Vanuatu and Mozambique it is not. 

 

Finding 3: "53 days until the election date" 

Timestamp ~03:05 

Figure: "In 2025 there are 53 days left until the election date on 23 February." 

Missing 
context 

No comparison with regular campaign periods in other countries or historical German election 
campaigns — the context "more than 30 years not" is mentioned but not quantified. 

Effect Minor — the figure is correct and the context is sufficient. 

 

Summary: The ifo index comparison with the Corona low point is the most striking example of dramatising 
presentation of figures. The casualty figures for natural disasters are presented without contextualising context. 
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6. GUILT BY ASSOCIATION 5/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Association 1: Kirillov — bioweapons laboratories — lack of credibility 

Timestamp ~01:15 

Quote 
"He had repeatedly claimed that the USA was operating secret bioweapons laboratories in 
Ukraine. He cited no evidence." 

Technique: Kirillov is associated with a claim marked as incredible, immediately before his killing is addressed. The 
sequence reads: propagandist without evidence → war crimes allegation → legitimate target. 

Effect 
The association with unsubstantiated claims serves to implicitly delegitimise the person, which 
morally facilitates the subsequent killing. 

 

SOURCE CHECK for Kirillov: 

•  Does this actor work with verifiable primary sources? PARTIALLY (he was a military commander with access to 
intelligence information — his claims are not verifiable, but also not refuted) 

•  Are his core statements falsifiable? YES (bioweapons laboratories could be investigated — were partially by 
WHO) 

RISK MATRIX: 

•  What did Kirillov lose through his position? Nothing (he was a state official representing official positions) 

•  What did he gain? Career, influence 

•  Net: risk < gain = no increased credibility through risk argument 

TONALITY: Kirillov is not directly assessed as an actor — his statements are marked as unsubstantiated, which is 
factually correct, but applied asymmetrically. 

RESULT CATEGORY: B — borderline case. Kirillov represented official Russian state positions, which were partly 
propagandistic. The broadcast correctly identifies him as a propagandist, but the sequencing (propagandist → war 
criminal → legitimate target) has a guilt-by-association structure. 

Association 2: Turkey-supported groups = "Islamist militias" 

Timestamp ~09:30 / ~10:00 

Quote "They are fleeing from Islamist militias into Kurdish-dominated north-eastern Syria." 

Technique: The label "Islamist" is consistently linked to the Turkish-supported groups, while the Kurdish forces 
(SDF/YPG) appear without religious or ideological qualification. 

Effect 
Implicit association: Turkish-supported forces = Islamist = threatening; Kurdish forces = 
neutral/worthy of protection. 

 

(Category assignment): 

Actor/group Category Rationale 

Kirillov B State official with propagandistic 
statements; sequencing problematic 
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Schweizerischer Verein für ausgewogene Berichterstattung 
Association suisse pour une information équilibrée 
Associazione svizzera per un reporting equilibrato 

 

 
 

Präsident: Schläpfer, David  -  Kontakt:   kontakt@SVFAB.ch  -  Adresse:    SVFAB, Postfach, CH-8021 Zürich 1 
Seite 12 

 

Turkish militias B "Islamist" factually partially correct, 
but applied asymmetrically 
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7. TIMING 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Finding 1: Assassination as lead story 

Position: 00:00–02:30 (start of broadcast) 

Content: The assassination of Kirillov is set as the first topic — even before the federal election campaign. 

Timing effect 
The assassination receives maximum attention and weight through its lead position. The implicit 
message: Ukrainian intelligence operations on Russian territory are the most important event of 
the day — more important than the start of the federal election campaign. 

 

Finding 2: Kurdish Syria segment after Erdogan segment 

Position: ~09:00–11:30 (after Erdogan/Von der Leyen) 

Content: The segment on the situation of the Kurds in north-eastern Syria follows immediately after the Erdogan 
segment. 

Timing effect 
The sequencing (Erdogan as key partner → Kurds as victims of Turkish militias) creates an 
implicit contradiction that makes cooperation with Erdogan appear critical — possibly intentional, 
possibly editorial logic. 

 

Finding 3: ifo index after election campaign segment 

Position: ~05:15 

Content: The ifo index follows immediately after the election campaign segment, in which all parties claim economic 
competence. 

Timing effect 
The poor ifo value implicitly contextualises the election campaign promises as urgently necessary 
— reinforces the economic crisis narrative. 

 

Summary: The lead position of the Kirillov assassination and the sequencing Erdogan → Kurds are the most 
striking timing decisions. Both have substantive effects that go beyond mere news logic. 
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8. SELECTIVE OUTRAGE 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

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

 

Methodological principle (v2.5): The triggering event must be documented before each assessment. 

Finding 1: Bioweapons laboratory claims by Kirillov 

Triggering event: Kirillov claimed that the USA was operating bioweapons laboratories in Ukraine. 

Reaction: "He had repeatedly claimed [...] He cited no evidence." (~01:20) 

Comparison 
Ukrainian claim that Kirillov was a war criminal — likewise without a court verdict — is presented 
without analogous scepticism markers. (~01:30: "Ukraine accused him of war crimes.") 

Asymmetry: Russian claims receive epistemic distancing ("claimed", "he cited no evidence"), Ukrainian claims are 
presented as facts or at least as a legitimate basis. The triggering event is comparable (unsubstantiated claim by a 
party to the conflict), the reaction is asymmetric. 

 

Finding 2: Criticism of Turkey in the Syria segment vs. no analogous criticism of Ukraine 

Triggering event: Turkey supports militias that attack Kurds and cut off water. 

Reaction: Extensive critical reporting with victim perspectives (~09:30–11:30). 

Comparison 
Ukraine carries out targeted killings on Russian territory — no analogous critical contextualisation 
with victim perspectives (Russian civilian population, relatives of the adjutant). 

Asymmetry: Turkish action against Kurds is accompanied by emotional victim accounts; Ukrainian action against 
Russian military personnel is presented without an analogous empathy structure for the Russian side. This is not an 
equation of the actions, but a journalistic asymmetry in the empathy structure. 

 

Summary: The selective outrage is most clearly evident in the asymmetric epistemic treatment of Russian vs. 
Ukrainian claims and in the different emotional framing of Turkish vs. Ukrainian use of force. 
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9. COMPLETENESS 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

The Ukraine war is entering a phase of targeted killings of senior Russian military personnel on Russian territory, 
which represents a qualitative escalation. The broadcast presents this in the context of Ukrainian intelligence 
operations without systematically discussing the international law dimension of targeted killings outside active combat 
zones. The killed general is framed as a propagandist without evidence, but also as a war criminal — a dual framing 
that implicitly supports the legitimacy of the assassination. The threat by the Russian Deputy Security Council 
Chairman is quoted but not embedded in a de-escalation context. 

 

Share of perspectives covered 

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

[A] International law assessment of targeted killings on the territory of a third state (Russia is not a war zone in the 
formal sense) 

[B] Russian characterisation of the attack as a terrorist act and its contextualisation 

[C] Ukrainian justification (war criminal thesis) and its legal basis 

[D] Escalation risk: Russia's reaction, possible retaliatory measures 

[E] Role of Western intelligence services / support for Ukrainian operations 

[F] Kirillov's bioweapons laboratory allegations: were they ever independently investigated? 

[G] Historical context: precedents for targeted killings in the Cold War / Mossad operations 

[H] Civilian population in Moscow: security situation, public reaction 

[I] Position of neutral states (e.g. Switzerland, India) on the escalation 

[J] Media law question: may an intelligence service publicly claim responsibility for a killing? 

 

[A] OMITTED 

Timestamp: 00:00–02:30 — Quote: no reference to international law — Assessment: The question of whether 
targeted killings on Russian territory are compatible with international law is not raised. 

 

[B] INDICATED 

Timestamp: ~01:45 — Quote: "Russia speaks of a terrorist attack." — Assessment: The Russian position is briefly 
referenced but not substantively contextualised or questioned. 

 

[C] ADDRESSED 

Timestamp: ~02:00 — Quote: "Kirillov was said to have been a legitimate target as a war criminal." — 
Assessment: The Ukrainian justification is quoted but not legally assessed. 

 

[D] INDICATED 

Timestamp: ~01:50 — Quote: "their masterminds in Kyiv must be destroyed" — Assessment: The escalation 
threat is quoted but not embedded in a strategic context. 

 

[E] OMITTED 

Timestamp: — — Assessment: Western intelligence support for Ukrainian operations is not addressed. 

 

[F] INDICATED (one-sided) 

Timestamp: ~01:20 — Quote: "He had repeatedly claimed that the USA was operating secret bioweapons 
laboratories in Ukraine. He cited no evidence." — Assessment: The claim is dismissed as unsubstantiated without 
mentioning any independent investigation. 
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[G] OMITTED 

Timestamp: — — Assessment: Historical context of targeted killings by Western intelligence services is 
completely absent. 

 

[H] INDICATED 

Timestamp: ~00:50 — Quote: "My wife and I were woken by the bang." — Assessment: Resident perspective 
briefly shown, without elaboration. 

 

[I] OMITTED 

Timestamp: — — Assessment: Reactions of neutral states are absent. 

 

[J] OMITTED 

Timestamp: — — Assessment: The media law and intelligence ethics question of public claims of responsibility 
for killing operations is not raised. 

 

 

Completeness score: 3/10 

Rationale: Of ten relevant perspectives, only two are fully addressed, three are indicated and five are completely 
omitted. The reporting follows a clear narrative line (Ukrainian legitimacy of the attack) without opening up the 
international law, historical or escalation-strategic dimension. The broadcast informs about the event, not about its 
complexity. 
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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: Legitimisation framing of the assassination 

Timestamp ~01:20–02:10 

Quote 
"Ukraine accused him of war crimes. He was under Western sanctions. [...] Kirillov was said to 
have been a legitimate target as a war criminal." 

Manipulation 
The sequence builds an implicit legitimisation frame: war crimes allegation → Western sanctions 
→ Ukrainian self-justification. Each element reinforces the next without any legal review taking 
place. 

Why 
problematic 

War crimes allegations are not legally binding judgements. The broadcast treats allegations as a 
factual basis for assessing a killing without identifying this as such. The framing implicitly suggests 
the legitimacy of the assassination. 

 

Finding 2: Discrediting framing of Kirillov 

Timestamp ~01:15 

Quote 
"He had repeatedly claimed that the USA was operating secret bioweapons laboratories in 
Ukraine. He cited no evidence." 

Manipulation 
The addition "he cited no evidence" is applied exclusively to Kirillov — not to Ukrainian war crimes 
allegations against him, which are likewise presented without a court verdict. 

Why 
problematic 

Asymmetric burden of proof: Kirillov must provide evidence, Ukraine does not. This is not a 
journalistic standard, but selective scepticism. 

 

Finding 3: Greens framing as "listening party" 

Timestamp ~03:30 

Quote "The Greens are staging themselves in the election campaign as a listening party." 

Manipulation 
The verb "staging" implies doubts about authenticity — the Greens are pretending to listen. No 
comparable distancing formulation is used for other parties. 

Why 
problematic 

Linguistic asymmetry: "staging" is negatively evaluative, while CDU/CSU "put their unity on 
display" — also a description of staging, but without the implicit accusation of insincerity. 
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Summary: The dominant framing of the broadcast legitimises the assassination of Kirillov through a sequence of 
allegations and sanctions, without legal review. In the election campaign section, a slight linguistic asymmetry to 
the disadvantage of the Greens is evident. 
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11. WORD CHOICE AND TERMINOLOGY 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Finding 1: "He cited no evidence" 

Timestamp ~01:20 

Quote 
"He had repeatedly claimed that the USA was operating secret bioweapons laboratories in 
Ukraine. He cited no evidence." 

Manipulation 
Epistemic discrediting through selective demand for evidence. The word "claimed" (instead of 
"said" or "stated") already signals lack of credibility. 

Why 
problematic 

Neutral alternative: "He stated that the USA was operating bioweapons laboratories in Ukraine — 
a claim that has not been confirmed by independent bodies." The chosen formulation is 
evaluative, not descriptive. 

 

Finding 2: "Terrorist attack" vs. implicitly legitimate operation 

Timestamp ~01:45 / ~02:05 

Quote 
"Russia speaks of a terrorist attack." vs. "Kirillov was said to have been a legitimate target as a 
war criminal." 

Manipulation 
Russia's designation is marked as a speech act ("speaks of"), while the Ukrainian self-justification 
is referenced without an analogous distancing formula. 

Why 
problematic 

Neutral alternative: Both positions would need to be presented with equal epistemic distance: 
"Russia describes the attack as a terrorist act. Ukraine describes Kirillov as a legitimate target." 

 

Finding 3: "Islamist militias" (Syria segment) 

Timestamp ~09:30 

Quote "They are fleeing from Islamist militias into Kurdish-dominated north-eastern Syria." 

Manipulation 
The Turkish-supported groups are consistently referred to as "Islamist militias" — a 
characterisation that is one-sidedly negatively connoted in the context of the Syria segment, while 
the Kurdish forces (SDF/YPG) appear without comparable qualification. 

Why 
problematic 

Neutral alternative: "armed groups" or "Turkey-supported opposition forces" — the designation 
"Islamist" is not wrong, but the asymmetric application is evaluative. 

 

Finding 4: "staging" (Greens election campaign) 

Timestamp ~03:30 

Quote "The Greens are staging themselves in the election campaign as a listening party." 

Manipulation "Staging" implies insincerity. 
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Why 
problematic 

Neutral alternative: "The Greens present themselves as a listening party" or "position themselves 
as a listening party." 

 

Summary: The word choice shows a systematic asymmetry in the epistemic treatment of Russian vs. Ukrainian 
statements and a slight linguistic imbalance in the election campaign section. The formulation "he cited no 
evidence" is the most striking example of selective scepticism. 
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12. PRESENTER BEHAVIOUR 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Note: Tagesschau presenters read from the teleprompter; linguistic colouring and emphases are assessed. 

Methodological principle (v2.5): The triggering event must be documented before each assessment. 

Finding 1: Introductory formulation Kirillov 

Timestamp ~00:10 

Triggering event: Presenter announces the assassination. 

Quote 
"Ukraine is apparently behind the attack — this is suggested by anonymous tips from its 
intelligence service." 

Comparison 
When Russian threats are mentioned (~01:50), the Russian source ("Deputy Head of the Security 
Council") is named and thus marked as official — the Ukrainian source remains "anonymous" but 
is treated as factual ("apparently"). 

Asymmetry: "Apparently" is an epistemic marker that suggests probability. Russian statements are more frequently 
signalled with distance ("speaks of"). Here, Ukrainian intelligence information is presented with "apparently" as 
nearly certain, even though the source is anonymous. 

 

Finding 2: Transition to election campaign 

Timestamp ~03:00 

Triggering event: Transition from the assassination to the election campaign topic. 

Quote "A federal election campaign in winter — that has not happened for more than 30 years." 

Comparison No comparable historicising introduction for other topics. 

Asymmetry: No asymmetry detectable — neutral contextualisation. 

 

Finding 3: Formulation "staging" (Greens) 

Timestamp ~03:30 

Triggering event: Description of the Greens' election campaign appearance. 

Quote "The Greens are staging themselves in the election campaign as a listening party." 

Comparison 
CDU/CSU: "The Union puts its unity on display." (~04:10) — also a description of staging, but 
without the undertone of insincerity. FDP: "his newly appointed lead candidate emphasises" — 
neutral. 

Asymmetry: "Staging" is more negatively connoted than "putting on display" or "emphasising". The asymmetry is 
present but gradual — not a serious finding. 
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Summary: The most striking presenter behaviour is the epistemic asymmetry in the treatment of anonymous 
Ukrainian intelligence information ("apparently") compared to official Russian statements ("speaks of"). In the 
election campaign section, a slight linguistic imbalance to the disadvantage of the Greens is evident. 
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13. QUESTION ASYMMETRY 5/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

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

Asymmetry 1: Statement selection in the election campaign segment 

Timestamp ~03:30–05:00 

The selected soundbites from the parties are not thematically equivalent: Greens speak about infrastructure 
(concrete), SPD about jobs (general), CDU/CSU about the economy as a foundation (abstract), FDP about cutting 
red tape (concrete-radical). The FDP statement ("radical reduction") is the most pointed — it could serve as a cue 
for criticism, but is left without comment. 

 

Asymmetry 2: Ramstein lawsuit — plaintiffs vs. federal government 

Timestamp ~07:00 / ~07:45 

The plaintiff side receives more speaking time and a more emotional presentation (personal fates, mayor quote). 
The federal government position is presented more briefly and technically. No independent expert balances both 
positions. 

 

Summary: The statement selection in the election campaign segment is formally balanced for the parties covered, 
but the non-inclusion of AfD/BSW/Linke is a structural asymmetry. In the Ramstein lawsuit, the plaintiff side 
receives more emotional space. 
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14. FALSE BALANCE 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Finding 1: Election campaign segment without AfD/BSW 

Timestamp ~03:00–05:00 

The segment presents four parties as representative of the election campaign without including the second-largest 
party in polls (AfD, approx. 18-20%) or BSW (approx. 5-8%). This is not false balance in the classical sense (two 
equally weighted sides treated unequally), but a structural omission that distorts the spectrum. 

 

Finding 2: Ramstein lawsuit — plaintiffs vs. federal government without experts 

Timestamp ~07:00–08:00 

Two partisan positions (plaintiffs + federal government) are juxtaposed without an independent expert 
contextualising the legal situation. This creates an apparent balance between two extreme positions without naming 
the legal middle ground. 

 

Finding 3: Economic policy — ifo without counter-perspective 

Timestamp ~05:30 

The ifo index is described as the "most important economic barometer" — a self-description of the institute that is 
presented as fact. Other economic indicators (DIW, IMK) are not mentioned. 

 

Summary: The most serious false balance problem lies in the election campaign segment, which covers four of 
seven relevant parties and thereby creates a distorted picture of the political spectrum. The Ramstein presentation 
creates an apparent balance without independent contextualisation. 
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15. AGENDA-SETTING 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Finding 1: Ukraine war as legitimisation frame 

Agenda element set: The assassination of Kirillov is set as the lead story and embedded in a legitimisation frame 
through the sequencing (propagandist → war criminal → legitimate target). 

Timestamp 00:00–02:30 

Evidence: "Kirillov was said to have been a legitimate target as a war criminal." 

Alternative agenda: International law debate on targeted killings; escalation risks; Western co-responsibility. 

 

Finding 2: Economic crisis as dominant election campaign topic 

Agenda element set: All four parties covered are presented exclusively through their economic programmes — 
other election campaign topics (migration, security, climate protection) are only mentioned in passing. 

Timestamp ~03:00–05:00 

Evidence: "The economy is a central topic in the winter election campaign." 

Alternative agenda: Migration (AfD's core topic), internal security, climate protection, social policy. 

 

Finding 3: Syria as humanitarian crisis of the Kurds 

Agenda element set: The Syria complex is framed through the lens of Kurdish victims — the perspective of the 
Syrian transitional government or the Turkish government is absent. 

Timestamp ~09:00–11:30 

Evidence: "In a civil war that is not yet over for them." 

Alternative agenda: Syrian transitional government and its plans; Turkish security interests; combating IS. 

 

Finding 4: Non-inclusion of AfD/BSW in the election campaign 

Agenda element set: The election campaign is framed as a competition between Greens, SPD, CDU/CSU and FDP. 

Timestamp ~03:00–05:00 

Evidence: Complete absence of AfD and BSW. 

Alternative agenda: AfD economic programme, BSW positions on war and the economy. 

 

Summary: The agenda-setting of this edition sets four clear priorities: legitimisation of Ukrainian intelligence 
operations, the economy as the dominant election campaign topic, the Kurdish victim perspective in Syria and the 
implicit exclusion of AfD/BSW from the election campaign discourse. All four agenda elements have a discernible 
political direction. 
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CHAPTER 2 — OVERALL EVALUATION 

 

Results 

Dominant techniques 

1. Omission / Selective Omission (Score 7): The complete non-inclusion of AfD, BSW and Linke in the election 
campaign segment is the most serious structural imbalance of the broadcast. It affects approximately 30-35% of the 
electorate and violates the principle of completeness pursuant to §26 MStV. 

2. Agenda-Setting (Score 7): The broadcast sets four recognisably directed agenda elements that together create 
a coherent worldview: Ukrainian operations are legitimate, the economy is the only election campaign topic, Kurds 
are victims, AfD/BSW do not exist in the election campaign. This coherence is not coincidental, but an editorial 
decision. 

3. False Balance (Score 7): The election campaign segment creates an apparent balance through the selection of 
four parties that distorts the actual political spectrum. The Ramstein presentation creates an apparent balance 
without independent contextualisation. 

``` 

``` 

Rationale: The combined score of 5.3 and the completeness score of 3.0 demonstrate a clear one-sidedness that is 
on the borderline of systematic imbalance. The broadcast violates §26 para. 1 MStV (requirement of diversity of 
opinion) through the structural non-inclusion of relevant political forces in the election campaign segment. §26 para. 2 
MStV (objectivity requirement) is violated by the asymmetric epistemic treatment of Russ 
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CHAPTER 3 — PARTY-POLITICAL BIAS 

 

Party assessment table 

Party Score (-
5..+5) 

Concrete evidence (timestamp + brief quote) 

CDU/CSU +3 ~04:45 "fundamentally relieve businesses, for example through tax cuts and the 
abolition of the solidarity surcharge" — programme position: cutting red tape, 
reducing corporate taxes — correct. ~05:10 "A strong economy is the foundation for 
everything" (Merz/Union soundbite) — programme position: social market economy, 
strengthening the location — correct. Demarcation from Greens mentioned (~04:35) 
— consistent with party line. No significant distortions; climate position and migration 
positions not addressed, but the broadcast topic was the economy. 

SPD +3 ~04:20 "Deutschlandfonds … promote investment by companies and expand 
infrastructure" — programme position: investment in infrastructure, active industrial 
policy — correct. ~04:28 "jobs secured … economic growth becomes possible" (SPD 
soundbite) — programme position: industrial policy — correct. No distortion 
detectable; minimum wage/social topics not mentioned, but not thematically relevant. 

Greens +2 ~03:40 "reduce electricity costs, cut red tape and support businesses" — programme 
position: ecological transformation, green investments — partially correct, 
economically liberal tones of the Greens correctly reproduced, but ecological core not 
mentioned. ~03:55 "Deutschlandinvestitionsfonds" — programme position: green 
investments — correct. Framing as "listening party" (~03:35) is a self-presentation, 
not verified, but neutrally reproduced. Slight incompleteness regarding the climate 
core. 

FDP +3 ~05:20 "radical reduction of red tape … working hours law … dissolve entire 
authorities" (Lindner/FDP soundbite) — programme position: cutting red tape, liberal 
economic policy — correct. ~05:30 "many substantive overlaps with the Union" — 
corresponds to actual programmatic proximity — correct. No distortion; FDP not in 
the Bundestag in 2025, this context is missing, but the broadcast refers to the 
election campaign. 

AfD 0 Party does not appear in the broadcast. No segment, no soundbite, no mention. 
Score 0 = not addressed. Note: In an election campaign segment covering 
CDU/CSU, SPD, Greens and FDP, the absence of the second-largest party (20.8% 
in the 2025 federal election) is an editorial decision with a potential agenda-setting 
effect. 

BSW 0 Party does not appear in the broadcast. Score 0 = not addressed. 

Linke 0 Party does not appear in the broadcast. Score 0 = not addressed. 

Freie Wähler 0 Party does not appear in the broadcast. Score 0 = not addressed. 

 

Party bias summary 

•  Most accurate portrayal: CDU/CSU and SPD (score +3 each) — core positions on economic policy correctly and 
substantiated with soundbites 

•  Strongest distortion: Greens (score +2) — slight incompleteness, as the ecological brand core recedes in favour of 
economically liberal tones; no active error, but selective portrayal 
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•  Average deviation (only parties addressed): 0.75 points below maximum 

•  Conclusion: The four parties addressed (CDU/CSU, SPD, Greens, FDP) are presented in their economic policy 
positions factually and without discernible misrepresentation. More problematic is the complete absence of the 
AfD in the election campaign segment — as the second-largest force in the 2025 Bundestag, at least a brief 
contextualisation would have corresponded to the requirement of completeness. BSW, Linke and Freie Wähler 
are less significant due to their parliamentary situation (no entry into the 2025 Bundestag or marginal role), their 
absence is defensible. 
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CHAPTER 4 — LEGAL CLASSIFICATION (§26 MStV / ARD State Treaty) 

 

Assessment pursuant to §26 MStV 

Irregularity 1 — Incomplete party representation in the election campaign segment 

Norm: §26 para. 1 MStV — diversity of opinion, balance — Facts: The election campaign segment (~03:30–05:45) 
presents four parties (CDU/CSU, SPD, Greens, FDP) with soundbites and programme content. The AfD as the 
second-largest party in the 2025 Bundestag (20.8% in the federal election) is completely omitted. The FDP, however, 
which is not represented in the 2025 Bundestag, receives its own soundbite block. — Evidence: ~05:15 "Her newly 
appointed lead candidate emphasises, however, that his party is prepared to go even further" (FDP) — no comparable 
passage on the AfD. — Assessment: No clear legal violation, since §26 MStV does not stipulate a rigid proportionality 
obligation for individual segments and balance in internal pluralism is to be achieved across the overall programme. 
The editorial decision to focus the segment on economic programmes and in doing so to omit the AfD — whose 
economic programme also exists — is, however, at the boundary of editorial discretion. In the context of an explicit 
election campaign segment, the duty of care pursuant to §26 para. 1 MStV is heightened. 

Irregularity 2 — Source attribution in the Kirillov assassination 

Norm: §26 para. 1 MStV in conjunction with clause 2.1 ARD programme guidelines (duty of care, source clarity) — 
Facts: ~00:45 "Ukraine is apparently behind the attack — this is suggested by anonymous tips from its intelligence 
service." The formulation "apparently" and "anonymous tips" correctly marks the uncertainty. ~02:10 "Employees of 
the Ukrainian intelligence service SBU claimed responsibility for the act to media outlets" — source remains vague 
("media outlets"). — Assessment: The broadcast linguistically marks the uncertainty of the source situation sufficiently. 
A violation of the duty of care is not detectable; the formulations correspond to journalistic standards in ongoing 
intelligence operations. 

No further violation detectable in the segments on Ramstein/drones (balanced presentation of both legal positions, 
~07:00–09:15), Syria/Turkey (factual presentation, Kurdish perspective included) and the brief reports (Vanuatu, 
Mozambique, ifo index, Deutschlandticket). 

Overall assessment §26 MStV 

The broadcast of 17.12.2024 is overall within the requirements of §26 MStV regarding diversity of opinion, objectivity 
and due diligence. The most critical point is the election campaign segment, which in the context of an explicit election 
campaign reference completely omits the AfD as the second-largest party while including the FDP, which is not 
represented in the Bundestag — this is compatible with the requirement of balance pursuant to §26 para. 1 MStV only 
if the overall ARD broadcast day ensures adequate AfD representation (principle of internal pluralism). An isolated 
violation of the MStV cannot be established on the basis of this individual broadcast, since §26 MStV does not 
establish an obligation of completeness in every individual segment. Nevertheless, the accumulation of such editorial 
decisions — if they occur systematically — constitutes a broadcasting law-relevant balance problem that would need 
to be monitored by the competent state media authorities in the exercise of their supervisory function pursuant to §§ 
60 ff. MStV. 
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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 MANIPULATION OF FIGURES 6 ●●● 

6 GUILT BY ASSOCIATION 5 ●●● 

7 TIMING 6 ●●● 

8 SELECTIVE OUTRAGE 6 ●●● 

9 COMPLETENESS 7 ●●●● 

10 FRAMING (setting the frame) 6 ●●● 

11 WORD CHOICE AND TERMINOLOGY 6 ●●● 

12 PRESENTER BEHAVIOUR 7 ●●●● 

13 QUESTION ASYMMETRY 5 ●●● 

14 FALSE BALANCE 7 ●●●● 

15 AGENDA-SETTING 7 ●●●● 

 

HARD FACTS SCORE (1-8) 5.9/10 Significant imbalance 

 

SOFT FACTS SCORE (9-14) 6.3/10 
Serious deviation from the impartiality requirement. High 
degree of deviation 

 

OVERALL SCORE 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 No relevant irregularity identified. 

1–2 Weak finding Slight irregularity without significant impairment of balance. 

3–4 
Slight to moderate 
finding 

Discernible tendency; impact relevance low to moderate. 

5 

Moderate finding 
with impact 
relevance 

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

6 
Significant finding 
(threshold) 

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

7 Significant finding Clear, well-substantiated imbalance with marked impact relevance. 

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

10 Maximum severity Systematic, pervasive imbalance in this criterion. 

 

Aggregated deviation index — interpretation ranges 

0.0 – 2.5 Unremarkable 
No significant patterns discernible; broadcast meets the objectivity 
requirement. 

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

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

6.1 – 8.0 

Serious deviation from 
the impartiality 
requirement. High 
degree of deviation 

Pronounced, broadcast-wide patterns; high impact relevance. 

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

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

 

Party-political bias (-5 to +5) 

-5 to -3 
Strongly 
disadvantaged 

Party is significantly disadvantaged in portrayal, speaking time or 
framing. 

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

0 Neutral No discernible favouring or disadvantaging. 

+1 to +2 Slightly favoured Discernible but weak favouring. 

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

No finding of fact 
The results presented do not constitute findings of fact 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 authorities). 

 

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

 

No judgement of 
intent 

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

 

Heuristic 
comparison 
instrument 

The index serves the comparative identification of patterns across thousands of 
broadcasts, not the precise metric measurement of individual segments. Threshold values 
serve heuristic orientation, not sharp legal qualification. 
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APPENDIX: CANTONAL LEGISLATION 

 

Legal basis Germany — ARD, ZDF 

Law 

Media State Treaty (MStV, 2020) 

Relevant articles 

•  §26 para. 1 MStV: Public broadcasting institutions shall provide in their offerings a comprehensive overview of 
international, European, national and regional events in all essential areas of life. In doing so, they shall 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 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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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 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.15 principles 
are then explained: omission, framing, temporal framing, guilt by 
association, emotionalisation, context removal and many more, 
illustrated with many examples. In addition, it becomes apparent 
where we ourselves apply these techniques — this promotes not only 
insight but also empathy. 
Optionally the book comes with playing cards 
Also available as audiobook 

  

 

The interview is not a conversation. It is a stage — and someone else 
has written the script. 
Those who do not know this deliver material. Good quotes that are cut 
incorrectly. Correct statements that end up in the wrong context. 
Honest answers that are framed as confessions. 
This book is not a media criticism book. It is a toolkit — for everyone 
who has a microphone in front of their face and wants to know what 
they can do about it. 7 chapters. 7 tools: What an interview really is. 
The 7 most common traps. The three basic principles of sovereignty 
— anchoring, reframing, setting boundaries. Preparation in one hour. 
Body and voice. What to do when things go wrong. And what counts 
after the interview. 
For politicians, activists, entrepreneurs, whistleblowers — for 
everyone who is exposed and wants to understand how the game 
works. So that they stop playing along — and start shaping it. 
In A5. Direct. For preparation, 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. 
Hear the news differently. Conduct conversations with more 
confidence. And can no longer so easily have a frame imposed on 
them that someone else has chosen. 
With many exercises and concrete examples from politics, media and 
everyday life — and the occasional smile. 
Framing with style. Because the frame changes everything. 
 

 

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