
 

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 1 
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OVERALL 
SCORE 

5.8/10 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 Left 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 favouring the left, 5 = balanced, 10 = strongly 
favouring the right). 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 for political classification and does not factor into the overall score. 

 

 

BROADCAST INFO AND THEMATIC FRAMEWORK 

 

Broadcast data 

•  Date: 24.02.2025 

•  Presenter: Thorsten Schröder 

•  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 Federal election: result, 
Merz/coalition 

~4 min. Domestic politics/main topic 

2 AfD result, East-West 
analysis (Schönenborn) 

~2.5 min. Domestic politics/analysis 

3 Reportage Weida/Thuringia 
(AfD voters) 

~2 min. Domestic politics/feature 

4 FDP failure, Habeck 
withdrawal, Left success 

~2 min. Domestic politics 

5 Government formation 
(Deiß, ARD election studio) 

~1.5 min. Domestic politics/analysis 

6 3 years Ukraine war, 
commemoration Kyiv 

~2 min. Foreign policy 

7 Pope Francis health 
condition 

~1.5 min. International 

8 Weather ~1 min. Service 

9 Preview tagesthemen ~0.5 min. Programme 

 

Main topic of this edition 

The broadcast reports on the result of the 2025 federal election, the coalition options under Union chancellor 
candidate Friedrich Merz, and the strong performance of the AfD, particularly in eastern Germany. 

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: Jörg Schönenborn (WDR Editor-in-Chief / ARD election expert) 

Timestamp 
approx. 06:00 — Statement: "They are as large as never before. People in the East and West 
have never voted so differently." / "The key to the AfD's successes remains migration policy." — 
Classification: ARD internal expert; analyses electoral data. 

 

Source in-depth check: 

(a) FUNDING: Schönenborn is WDR Editor-in-Chief, funded by the GEZ broadcasting fee (public service). The 
WDR is part of the ARD network, whose broadcast is being analysed. This is an in-house expert. 

Conflict of interest: Structural conflict of interest — an ARD employee analyses an ARD broadcast; no external 
independence. Furthermore, public service broadcasting has an institutional interest in certain political constellations 
(broadcasting fee funding is politically dependent). 

(b) MANDATE: Schönenborn's mandate is electoral analysis for ARD. Compatible with data presentation, but not 
with independent political classification, as he is part of the broadcasting institution. 

•  Conflict of interest present? YES (ARD internal) 

•  Personal risk from position? NO (mainstream analysis) 

•  Does the organisation benefit from his assessment? INDIRECTLY (confirmation of the ARD narrative) 

•  Result: MEDIUM (data competence high, institutional independence low) 

(c) PROFESSIONAL COMPETENCE: Failure of the establishment). → Technique No. 12 (source selection). 

Expert 2: Matthias Deiß (ARD capital studio) 

Timestamp 

approx. 10:50 — Statement: "Friedrich Merz is already playing the statesman and reminding the 
SPD of its responsibility to the state." / "The Social Democrats want to make their entry into a 
black-red government come at a high price." — Classification: ARD correspondent; political 
commentator. 

 

Source in-depth check: 

(a) FUNDING: ARD capital studio, publicly funded. Same conflict of interest as Schönenborn. 

(b) MANDATE: Political classification for ARD. Not independent of the broadcasting institution. 

•  Conflict of interest present? YES 

•  Personal risk from position? NO 

•  Does the organisation benefit? INDIRECTLY 

•  Result: MEDIUM 

(c) PROFESSIONAL COMPETENCE: Deiß's formulation "playing the statesman" is an evaluative assessment that 
is presented as journalistic analysis without being labelled as opinion. → Technique No. 12. 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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Expert 3: Tilmann Kleinjung (ARD correspondent Rome) 

Timestamp 
approx. 13:30 — Statement: Reporting on the Pope's health condition. — Classification: ARD 
correspondent; no specific conflicts of interest discernible on the Pope topic. 

 

Source in-depth check: 

(a) FUNDING: ARD, public service. 

(b) MANDATE: Foreign correspondence — compatible with neutral reporting on the Pope topic. 

Missing expert groups: 

•  Independent electoral sociologist (outside ARD) for analysis of AfD causes 

•  Constitutional lawyer on the electoral law question (Merz's claim of one-sidedness) 

•  East German economic researcher on structural causes 

All electoral analysis experts are ARD internal — no external, independent voice on electoral evaluation. 

 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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2. SOURCE SELECTION 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

Claims without primary source = penalty points (rumour check) 

 

Source 1: ARD election studio (Schönenborn, Deiß) 

Timestamp approx. 06:00 / 10:50 — Statements: electoral analysis, coalition assessment 

(a) Funding: ARD/WDR, public service, GEZ-funded 

(b) Structural conflict of interest: ARD internal experts analyse an ARD broadcast; no external independence. 
Public service broadcasting has an institutional interest in political constellations that secure its funding 
(broadcasting fee is politically dependent). 

(c) Missing counter-source: Independent electoral research institutes (Forsa, Infratest dimap — the latter is 
commissioned by ARD but methodologically more independent than Schönenborn), political scientists outside the 
ARD network. 

 

Source 2: Party representatives (Merz, Scholz, Klingbeil, Weidel, Habeck, Wissler) 

Timestamp distributed throughout the broadcast 

(a) Funding: Parties, public funds (parliamentary groups) 

(b) Structural conflict of interest: All party representatives have an obvious self-interest in their portrayal — this is 
self-evident with soundbites, but must be supplemented by independent classification. 

(c) Missing counter-source: Civil society, trade unions, business associations, independent political scientists. 

 

Source 3: Citizens in Weida (street interviews) 

Timestamp approx. 07:00 

(a) Funding: No institutional funding 

(b) Structural conflict of interest: Selection of interviewees by the editorial team — who gets to speak is an 
editorial decision. The selection of a Greens voter who implicitly labels AfD voters as politically immature is an 
editorial decision. 

(c) Missing counter-source: AfD voters who justify their decision on rational-political grounds (not only through 
frustration) were not selected or did not get to speak. 

 

Source 4: EU Commission President von der Leyen (Ukraine segment) 

Timestamp approx. 12:10 — Statement: "Europe's fate is at stake." 

(a) Funding: EU Commission, publicly funded 

(b) Structural conflict of interest: Von der Leyen has an institutional interest in continued Ukraine support (EU 
foreign policy, NATO cohesion). Her statement is not supplemented by a counter-perspective (e.g. advocates of 
peace negotiations). 

(c) Missing counter-source: Representatives of peace negotiation positions, Russian perspective (even if difficult 
to access), neutral conflict researchers. 

 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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Summary: The source selection is almost exclusively limited to ARD internal experts and party representatives. 
Independent external voices are completely absent. This reinforces the institutional homogeneity of perspectives 
and contradicts the requirement of source diversity. 

 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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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: 

•  Union (CDU/CSU): approx. 3.5 min. (~23%) — Merz appearance, coalition plans, electoral law topic 

•  AfD: approx. 3.0 min. (~20%) — result, Weidel statement, East analysis, Weida reportage 

•  SPD: approx. 1.5 min. (~10%) — Scholz, Klingbeil/Esken, coalition question 

•  Left: approx. 1.0 min. (~7%) — success, Wissler statement 

•  Greens: approx. 1.0 min. (~7%) — Habeck withdrawal 

•  FDP: approx. 0.5 min. (~3%) — Lindner/Buschmann withdrawal 

•  BSW: approx. 0.1 min. (<1%) — Only mentioned in presenter text 

•  Ukraine/International: approx. 2.0 min. (~13%) 

•  Pope: approx. 1.5 min. (~10%) 

•  Weather/Other: approx. 1.5 min. (~10%) 

Summary: The time distribution favours the Union and AfD, which is partly justified given their election results 
(28.5% and ~20% respectively). However, the BSW receives virtually no airtime despite narrowly failing to clear 
the 5% threshold, while the Left with 8.8% is portrayed disproportionately positively. The SPD with 16.4% and only 
~10% airtime is slightly underrepresented. 

 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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4. OMISSION (Selective Omission) 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Omission 1: 

Context 

Merz claims the new electoral law is "one-sidedly directed against the Union" — Relevant at: 
approx. 02:00 — Effect: The claim is left standing as a quote without comment. Any legal 
classification is absent (the Federal Constitutional Court had partially confirmed the electoral law), 
as is a counter-perspective from other parties or constitutional lawyers. Viewers receive a one-
sided portrayal of a contested legal question. 

 

Omission 2: 

Context 

BSW fails to clear the 5% threshold — Relevant at: approx. 00:40 — Effect: The BSW is 
mentioned in the presenter text only as a footnote ("The BSW narrowly fails to clear the five-
percent threshold"), without analysis of the causes, electorate or political implications. Sahra 
Wagenknecht does not get to speak, even though the BSW was still relevant at the last election. 

 

Omission 3: 

Context 

International reactions to the election result — Relevant at: approx. 04:50 — Effect: As an 
international reaction, only the Musk call to Weidel is mentioned. Reactions from EU partners, 
NATO, France or other European governments to the overall result are completely absent. This 
creates a distorted picture of international perception. 

 

Omission 4: 

Context 
Voter turnout — Relevant at: entire election coverage — Effect: Voter turnout is not mentioned at 
any point. For a complete democratic classification of the result, turnout is essential (it was 
actually approximately 82.5% — a historically high figure that would itself require explanation). 

 

Omission 5: 

Context 
Coalition alternatives — Relevant at: approx. 10:50 — Effect: Black-Red is treated as the only 
realistic option. Black-Green, a minority government or other constellations are not discussed, 
even though they would be arithmetically possible. 

 

Omission 6: 

Context 
Reactions of trade unions, social associations, business associations to the election result — 
Relevant at: entire broadcast — Effect: Civil society and economic actors do not get to speak; the 
electoral analysis remains at party level. 
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Summary: The broadcast exhibits considerable selective omissions that systematically work in one direction: 
coalition alternatives, voter turnout, BSW analysis and critical classification of Merz's electoral law claim are 
absent. This narrows viewers' information horizon to the Black-Red narrative. 

 

Missing voices 

•  Electoral law jurist: Would have classified the constitutional conformity of the new electoral law and legally 
assessed Merz's claim of one-sidedness. 

•  East German economic researcher: Would have empirically substantiated structural deindustrialisation and wealth 
inequality causes of the AfD's success. 

•  BSW voter/official: Would have represented reasons for the failure and the electorate of the BSW. 

•  Democracy theorist: Would have classified the firewall policy and its implications for the representation of 10 
million voters. 

•  Young voter representative: Would have explained why the Left and AfD performed strongly among under-30s. 

•  EU diplomat/foreign policy expert: Would have classified international expectations of the new federal government 
beyond the Ukraine question. 

•  Intra-party SPD critic: Would have raised the question of whether Klingbeil/Esken are the right leaders after a 
historic defeat. 

•  Non-voter representative: Would have explained why a considerable portion of the population did not want to vote 
for any of the competing parties. 

 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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5. NUMERICAL MANIPULATION 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

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

 

Finding 1: 

Timestamp 

approx. 00:35 — Figure: "16.4 percent of votes" (SPD) — Missing context: No comparison with 
the 2021 result (25.7%) is explicitly stated; the formulation "slumps" provides the evaluation, but 
not the absolute figure of the loss (~9 percentage points). — Effect: Viewers do not receive the 
extent of the loss in concrete figures. 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp 

approx. 04:25 — Figure: "doubled its share of votes" (AfD) — Missing context: The absolute figure 
(~20%) is not stated; "doubled" sounds more dramatic than "from approx. 10% to approx. 20%". 
Furthermore, the comparison with polling figures is absent (AfD was at times polling at 20-22%, so 
the result largely corresponds to expectations). — Effect: "Doubled" creates a stronger shock 
effect than the absolute figure. 

 

Finding 3: 

Timestamp 

approx. 06:50 — Figure: "49 percent for the AfD" (Weida) — Missing context: No indication of how 
many eligible voters live in Weida, what the turnout was, or whether 49% refers to first or second 
votes. A single-location case is used as an illustration of a national phenomenon without clarifying 
statistical representativeness. — Effect: Weida appears as an extreme case that dramatises the 
AfD phenomenon. 

 

Finding 4: 

Timestamp 

approx. 09:55 — Figure: "8.8 percent" (Left) — Missing context: No comparison with the 2021 
result (4.9% second votes, but entry via direct mandates). The Left has thus almost doubled — a 
development that parallels the AfD's doubling, but is not presented with comparable drama. — 
Effect: Asymmetry in the contextualisation of election results. 

 

Summary: Figures are selectively contextualised — AfD gains are dramatised through "doubled", Left gains are 
not comparably classified. Absolute percentage figures are absent for several parties, making classification more 
difficult. 
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6. GUILT BY ASSOCIATION 5/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Association 1: 

Timestamp approx. 04:50 

Quote 
"Congratulations also came from abroad. This morning, when I turned on my phone, I had missed 
calls from the USA. Including from Elon Musk." 

Technique: The mention of Musk's congratulations to Weidel is embedded in the report without further context. 
Musk is at this point negatively connoted through his role in the Trump administration and controversial statements. 
The association AfD → Musk → Trump orbit is established without this being explicitly stated. 

Effect 
Suggests a proximity of the AfD to an internationally perceived problematic far-right movement. 
Positive international reactions to the overall election result (e.g. from EU capitals) are not 
mentioned, leaving the Musk association as the sole international reaction to the AfD. 

 

Association 2: 

Timestamp approx. 07:30 

Quote (Greens 
voter, 
uncommented) 

"I was glad in '89 when reunification came. Now I think some people haven't quite understood 
that." 

Technique: The statement implicitly associates AfD voters with a lack of understanding of democratic values ("not 
properly understood"). This statement is left without comment or classification, even though it contains a political 
evaluation. 

Effect 
Suggests that AfD voters have not internalised the lessons of GDR history — a serious implicit 
association. 

 

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

Summary: Guilt by association is used subtly in this broadcast: the Musk association of the AfD and the implicit 
GDR analogy for AfD voters are the most clear-cut findings. Neither is explicitly stated, but both are effective 
through selection and non-commentary. 
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7. TIMING 5/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Finding 1: 

Position: 00:00–00:45 (opening) — Content: "Merz pace", "Union is getting ready for government", "SPD is braking" 
— Timing effect: The first 45 seconds set the interpretive framework for the entire broadcast: Union = 
active/positive, SPD = passive/braking. This primacy effect shapes the perception of all subsequent segments. 

 

Finding 2: 

Position: approx. 04:20 (after Merz and SPD blocks) — Content: "The AfD's strong performance is causing cross-
party concern." — Timing effect: The AfD is introduced only after the positive Union portrayal and immediately 
framed with "concern". Placement after the coalition block suggests: the real story is Black-Red, the AfD is the 
problem alongside it. 

 

Finding 3: 

Position: approx. 09:50 (after FDP loss) — Content: Left success as positive comeback — Timing effect: The Left is 
placed immediately after the FDP's failure, creating an implicit contrast: while the liberal FDP fails, the left-wing Left 
celebrates success. The sequence is not neutral. 

 

Finding 4: 

Position: approx. 12:00 (after election coverage) — Content: Ukraine anniversary — Timing effect: The Ukraine 
segment on the anniversary of the start of the war receives less weight through its placement after the election 
coverage than would be thematically appropriate. On the other hand, the combination of federal election + Ukraine 
anniversary creates an implicit connection: new government = Ukraine responsibility. 

 

Summary: The timing of the broadcast follows a clear dramaturgy: Union positive → AfD as problem → Left as 
winner → Ukraine as framework of responsibility. This sequence is not coincidental and reinforces the Black-Red 
narrative. 
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8. SELECTIVE OUTRAGE 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

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

 

Methodological principle (v2.2): Document the triggering event. 

Finding 1: 

Triggering event: AfD achieves ~20% of votes (doubling compared to 2021) — Reaction: "The AfD's strong 
performance is causing cross-party concern." (approx. 04:20) — Comparison: The Left achieves 8.8% (almost 
doubling compared to 2021 second votes) — Reaction: No "concern", instead positive comeback narrative ("luxury 
problem", approx. 10:10) — Asymmetry: Identical phenomenon (strong vote gains by a party), diametrically 
opposed emotional framing. The triggering event is structurally comparable (vote gains), the reaction is asymmetric. 
This fulfils the methodological principle K5+K13. 

 

Finding 2: 

Triggering event: Weidel receives congratulatory call from Elon Musk — Reaction: Prominently placed as part of the 
AfD report (approx. 04:50) — Comparison: International congratulations to Merz or other parties are not mentioned 
— Asymmetry: Selective highlighting of an international association that is negatively connoted, without comparable 
treatment of other international reactions. 

 

Finding 3: 

Triggering event: Klingbeil and Esken remain party leaders despite historic election defeat (16.4%) — Reaction: 
Factual statement without evaluative classification (approx. 03:40) — Comparison: Habeck's withdrawal after the 
Greens' result (~11.6%) is framed as a consistent response to electoral defeat — Asymmetry: Habeck draws 
consequences = framed positively; Klingbeil/Esken remain = framed neutrally. Different standards for comparable 
situations. 

 

Summary: Selective outrage is clearly demonstrable in this broadcast: AfD gains trigger "concern", Left gains are 
celebrated. The asymmetry is evidenced by comparable triggering events and is methodologically valid. 
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9. COMPLETENESS 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

The broadcast frames the federal election primarily as a mandate for the democratic centre to form a stable 
government, while the AfD result is portrayed as a concerning but powerless phenomenon. The coalition question is 
treated as a matter of negotiation between the Union and SPD, with the SPD appearing as a hesitant but necessary 
partner. The East-West divide is addressed as a structural problem, but AfD voter behaviour is explained primarily 
through frustration and migration scepticism, without deeper economic or social policy causal analysis. The firewall 
against the AfD is presented as a self-evident democratic consensus. 

 

Share of perspectives covered 

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

[A] Perspective of AfD voters as rational political actors (not only as the frustrated) 

[B] Critical analysis of the firewall policy and its implications for democratic theory 

[C] Economic policy causes of the East-West divide (deindustrialisation, wage differences, wealth distribution) 

[D] Coalition alternatives beyond Black-Red (e.g. minority government, Black-Green) 

[E] Critical classification of the electoral law dispute (Merz's claim of one-sidedness vs. Constitutional Court ruling) 

[F] Perspective of BSW voters and reasons for failing to clear the 5% threshold 

[G] International reactions to the election result (beyond the Musk call: EU, NATO partners) 

[H] Perspective of young voters and their motivations (Left success among young voters only briefly mentioned) 

[I] Critical classification of the SPD leadership question (Klingbeil/Esken remain despite defeat) 

[J] Perspective of non-voters and voter turnout 

 

[A] INDICATED 

Timestamp: approx. 07:30 — Quote: "We have a lot of frustration in the town." — Assessment: AfD voters get to 
speak, but are primarily framed through the frustration narrative, not as politically rational actors. 

 

[B] OMITTED 

Timestamp: — Quote: — Assessment: The democratic theory debate about excluding the strongest opposition 
party is not critically examined; the firewall is treated as consensus. 

 

[C] INDICATED 

Timestamp: approx. 08:20 — Quote: "The rural areas feel left behind as a result." — Assessment: Structural 
economic causes are only superficially indicated by a CDU town councillor, not analytically deepened. 

 

[D] OMITTED 

Timestamp: — Quote: — Assessment: Black-Red is treated as the only realistic option; alternatives are not 
discussed. 

 

[E] INDICATED 

Timestamp: approx. 03:10 — Quote: "This is an electoral law directed one-sidedly against the Union." — 
Assessment: Merz's claim is reproduced without comment, without legal classification or counter-perspective. 

 

[F] OMITTED 

Timestamp: — Quote: — Assessment: BSW failure is mentioned in the presenter text but not analysed; voters do 
not get to speak. 
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[G] INDICATED 

Timestamp: approx. 04:50 — Quote: "Congratulations also came from abroad." — Assessment: International 
reactions are exemplified only through the Musk call to Weidel, which creates a specific framing. 

 

[H] INDICATED 

Timestamp: approx. 10:20 — Quote: "enormous popularity among young voters" — Assessment: The young 
voter topic is only mentioned as a footnote in the context of the Left's success, not independently analysed. 

 

[I] INDICATED 

Timestamp: approx. 03:40 — Quote: "Despite the clear election defeat, Klingbeil and Esken want to remain party 
leaders." — Assessment: Factually correctly stated, but without critical follow-up or intra-party dissenting voices. 

 

[J] OMITTED 

Timestamp: — Quote: — Assessment: Voter turnout and non-voter perspective are completely absent. 

 

 

Completeness score: 4/10 

Justification: Of ten relevant perspectives, four are completely omitted (B, D, F, J) and five are only indicated. 
The broadcast concentrates on the coalition narrative and the AfD concern framing, neglecting structural causal 
analyses, alternative scenarios and the perspective of BSW voters and non-voters. The depth of analysis falls 
clearly short of what is journalistically required for all indicated perspectives. 
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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 approx. 00:45 

Quote "The Union is getting itself ready for government." 

Manipulation 
Anticipatory framing — the Union's assumption of government is presented as a foregone 
conclusion before coalition negotiations have begun. 

Why 
problematic 

Suggests the inevitability of a black-red coalition and excludes other scenarios from viewers' 
frame of thought; does not correspond to the state of affairs at the time of broadcast. 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp approx. 04:20 

Quote "The AfD's strong performance is causing cross-party concern." 

Manipulation 
Emotional framing — the election result of a party is not framed neutrally as a political fact, but 
through the emotion of "concern". The word "cross-party" suggests societal consensus of 
rejection. 

Why 
problematic 

An election result representing the will of approximately 10 million voters is defined primarily 
through the reaction of political opponents, not through factual analysis. By comparison: the Left's 
result (8.8%) is not framed as "causing concern". 

 

Finding 3: 

Timestamp approx. 04:35 

Quote 
"Although the party has no real power option despite strong vote gains, because nobody wants to 
work with it." 

Manipulation 
Normalisation framing of the firewall — the political exclusion of a party with ~20% vote share is 
presented as a natural state ("nobody wants"), not as a political decision with implications for 
democratic theory. 

Why 
problematic 

The formulation "nobody wants" obscures the fact that this is an active political strategy that is 
itself open to debate. The perspective of AfD voters, whose votes structurally remain without 
governmental influence, is not addressed. 

 

Finding 4: 
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Timestamp approx. 05:10 

Quote "Friedrich Merz has committed to maintaining his blocking stance towards the AfD." 

Manipulation 
Contradictory framing — the statement is attributed to Weidel ("That is undemocratic"), but the 
term "blocking stance" is evaluative and originates from the AfD narrative. Tagesschau here 
implicitly adopts the language of the AfD without marking this. 

Why 
problematic 

Unclear whether "blocking stance" is a quote or editorial classification; creates confusion about the 
source of the evaluation. 

 

Summary: The framing of the broadcast establishes Black-Red as an unavoidable coalition, frames the AfD result 
primarily through the concern narrative and treats the firewall as a democratic matter of course. Several frames 
are presented as fact without labelling. 
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11. WORD CHOICE AND TERMINOLOGY 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Finding 1: 

Timestamp approx. 00:30 

Quote "The Social Democrats are still braking." 

Manipulation 
Negatively connotated verb — "braking" implies obstruction of a positive process (government 
formation), while the SPD's position could be framed as legitimate democratic deliberation. 

Why 
problematic 

Neutral alternative: "The Social Democrats want to take more time" or "The SPD is examining 
participation in government." 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp approx. 01:10 

Quote "The appearance of Merz, the future chancellor" 

Manipulation 
Anticipatory titling — Merz is referred to as "future chancellor", even though at the time of 
broadcast neither coalition negotiations had been concluded nor a chancellor elected. 

Why 
problematic 

Neutral alternative: "Union chancellor candidate Merz" or "the prospective chancellor candidate 
Merz." The formulation anticipates the outcome of a parliamentary process. 

 

Finding 3: 

Timestamp approx. 09:50 

Quote "There, people had feared a descent into irrelevance." 

Manipulation 
Dramatising language for the Left — "descent into irrelevance" is a strong formulation that is then 
contrasted by the success. For the FDP, which actually exited, no comparably dramatic language 
was used ("clearly failed to clear the five-percent threshold" — more factual). 

Why 
problematic 

Asymmetry in emotional charge: the Left receives a dramatic rescue narrative, the FDP a sober 
loss report. Neutral alternative for the Left: "The party had feared a weak result." 

 

Finding 4: 

Timestamp approx. 10:10 

Quote "The clear attack against CDU and AfD helps the party to 8.8 percent" 

Manipulation 
The word "attack" for the Left is combative, while Merz's sharp rhetoric during the campaign was 
not labelled with comparable combat terms. 

Why 
problematic 

Neutral alternative: "The clear opposition course against CDU and AfD" or "the pointed 
demarcation." 
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Finding 5: 

Timestamp approx. 11:00 

Quote "Friedrich Merz is already playing the statesman" 

Manipulation 
"Playing the statesman" is ironically distancing — it implies that Merz is playing a role he does not 
authentically fill. 

Why 
problematic 

This formulation comes from the commentary of ARD correspondent Deiß and is an evaluative 
assessment presented as journalistic analysis. Neutral alternative: "Merz presents himself as a 
statesman" or "Merz emphasises responsibility to the state." 

 

Summary: The word choice shows a systematic asymmetry: Merz and the Union receive partly ironically 
distancing formulations, the Left a dramatic rescue narrative, the AfD a concern framing, while the SPD appears 
as "braking". Several terms are not neutral. 
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12. PRESENTER BEHAVIOUR 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

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

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

Finding 1: 

Timestamp 

approx. 00:30 — Triggering event: Description of the SPD's stance on the coalition — Quote: "The 
Social Democrats are still braking" — Comparison: The Union is described in the same starting 
situation (no coalition negotiations yet) as active and resolute ("is getting ready for government", 
"Merz pace") — Asymmetry: The SPD's restraint is labelled with the negatively connotated verb 
"braking", while the Union is described with positively connotated verbs ("making pace", "getting 
ready"). The triggering event is identical (neither party has yet negotiated), the linguistic evaluation 
is asymmetric. 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp 

approx. 01:10 — Triggering event: First mention of Friedrich Merz after the election — Quote: 
"The appearance of Merz, the future chancellor" — Comparison: Klingbeil is referred to as "SPD 
leader", not as "future vice-chancellor" or similarly anticipatory — Asymmetry: Merz receives an 
anticipatory title that is factually incorrect at the time of broadcast. This is not a neutral description, 
but a framing that sets Merz's chancellorship as fact. 

 

Finding 3: 

Timestamp 

approx. 04:20 — Triggering event: Mention of the AfD result — Quote: "The AfD's strong 
performance is causing cross-party concern." — Comparison: The Left's strong performance 
(8.8%, doubling) does not, according to the presenter, trigger "concern", but is framed as a 
positive comeback — Asymmetry: Identical phenomenon (strong performance by a party), 
diametrically opposed emotional framing by the presenter text. 

 

Summary: The presenter text shows a consistent linguistic asymmetry in favour of the Union and at the expense 
of the AfD and SPD. The findings are evidenced by comparable triggering events without analogous reactions and 
thus fulfil the methodological principle K5+K13. 
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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 

approx. 06:00 — Schönenborn is asked: "How large are the differences between West and East?" 
— The follow-up question leads to the explanation "key migration policy" for the AfD's success. No 
follow-up question is asked about what other factors (economy, loss of trust in institutions, media 
trust) play a role. The question is framed in a way that favours the migration explanation. 

 

Asymmetry 2: 

Timestamp 

approx. 07:00 — In the Weida reportage, AfD voters are asked about their reasons. A Greens 
voter is allowed to express his dismay ("I was glad in '89 when reunification came. Now I think 
some people haven't quite understood that."). This statement — which implicitly portrays AfD 
voters as politically immature — is not questioned or classified, while AfD voter statements are 
framed through the context of "concern". 

 

Asymmetry 3: 

Timestamp 
approx. 13:00 — Deiß is asked: "How does government formation proceed from here?" — The 
question presupposes Black-Red as the framework. The question is not asked: "What coalition 
alternatives are there?" or "How realistic is an agreement by Easter?" 

 

Summary: The questions to ARD correspondents and the selection of soundbites systematically favour the Black-
Red narrative and the migration explanation for the AfD's success. Counter-questions or alternative explanatory 
frameworks are not demanded. 
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14. FALSE BALANCE 4/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Finding 1: 

Timestamp 

approx. 07:30 — In the Weida reportage, AfD voters, a Greens voter and a CDU town councillor 
get to speak. This creates the appearance of balance, but is structurally unbalanced: the Greens 
voter is allowed to implicitly label AfD voters as politically immature ("not properly understood"), 
while AfD voters justify their position only through frustration narratives. The "balance" is formal 
(different voices), but substantively asymmetric (one side is allowed to evaluate the other, not vice 
versa). 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp 

approx. 06:00 — Schönenborn's analysis presents the migration explanation for the AfD's success 
as the main explanation. There is no dissenting voice presenting other explanations (economy, 
institutional trust, media trust) on an equal footing. The analysis appears balanced (data, 
graphics), but is one-sided through the selection of the explanatory variable. 

 

Summary: False balance occurs in this broadcast in the form of formal balance with substantive asymmetry — 
different voices get to speak, but the framing and selection of statements creates an unbalanced overall picture. 

 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch


 

Schweizerischer Verein für ausgewogene Berichterstattung 
Association suisse pour une information équilibrée 
Associazione svizzera per un reporting equilibrato 

 

 
 

Präsident: Schläpfer, David  -  Kontakt:   kontakt@SVFAB.ch  -  Adresse:    SVFAB, Postfach, CH-8021 Zürich 1 
Seite 23 

 

 

15. AGENDA-SETTING 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Finding 1: 

Agenda element set: Black-Red as the only realistic coalition option — Timestamp: 00:00–11:00 (entire election 
coverage) — Evidence: "The prospects for a black-red governing alliance are also the subject of a special 
programme after this tagesschau." (approx. 11:30) 

Alternative agenda: Discussion of coalition alternatives, minority government, new election scenarios, SPD 
conditions. 

 

Finding 2: 

Agenda element set: AfD as a concern phenomenon, not as a political force with legitimate voter interests — 
Timestamp: approx. 04:20 — Evidence: "The AfD's strong performance is causing cross-party concern." 

Alternative agenda: Analysis of the AfD electorate as political actors with specific policy preferences; question of 
how the democratic centre should respond to these preferences. 

 

Finding 3: 

Agenda element set: Migration policy as the main explanation for AfD success — Timestamp: approx. 06:30 — 
Evidence: "The key to the AfD's successes remains migration policy." 

Alternative agenda: Multicausal explanation (economy, institutional trust, media trust, East Germany-specific 
history, social inequality). 

 

Finding 4: 

Agenda element set: Ukraine war as a moral obligation without peace negotiation alternative — Timestamp: approx. 
12:00 — Evidence: "Europe's fate is at stake." (von der Leyen) 

Alternative agenda: Peace negotiation positions, costs of the war for Germany, role of the new federal government 
in possible negotiations. 

 

Summary: The broadcast sets a clear agenda: Black-Red as the solution, AfD as the problem, migration as the 
AfD explanation, Ukraine as a moral duty. Alternative interpretive frameworks are systematically excluded. This is 
the strongest manipulation technique in this edition. 
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CHAPTER 2 — OVERALL EVALUATION 

 

Results 

Dominant techniques 

1. Agenda-Setting (Score 7): The broadcast systematically sets an agenda that establishes Black-Red as 
unavoidable, the AfD as a concern phenomenon and migration as the main explanation for its success. Alternative 
interpretive frameworks are structurally excluded through omission and framing. 

2. Omission / Selective Omission (Score 7): Voter turnout, BSW analysis, coalition alternatives, electoral law 
classification and international reactions to the overall result are completely absent. These omissions are not 
coincidental, but consistently in one direction. 

3. Selective Outrage (Score 6): AfD gains are framed with "concern", Left gains celebrated as a positive comeback 
— with structurally comparable triggering events. The asymmetry is methodologically evidenced by the K5+K13 
principle. 

[ ] 
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CHAPTER 3 — PARTY-POLITICAL BIAS 

 

Party evaluation table 

Party Score (-
5..+5) 

Concrete evidence (timestamp + brief quote) 

CDU/CSU +3 00:45 "Union chancellor candidate Merz pace" / 01:12 "I am firmly resolved to 
conduct constructive, good, swift talks" — Programme position: assuming leadership 
responsibility, rapid government formation — correct. 02:15 electoral law criticism 
("electoral law directed one-sidedly against the Union") — presented without counter-
position — slightly distorted in favour of CDU narrative. Merz is referred to as "future 
chancellor" (01:05) — factually correct, but evaluatively formulated. 

SPD +2 00:55 "The Social Democrats are still braking" — Programme position: orderly 
coalition negotiations, member participation — correct. 03:10 "Klingbeil and Esken 
want to remain party leaders" — presented factually. Scholz quote (02:45 "to bring 
this work to a proper conclusion until the last day") — correctly reproduced. SPD core 
positions (minimum wage, citizens' income, infrastructure) are not mentioned — 
thematically omitted, given election night context. 

Greens +2 14:20 "Robert Habeck wanted to move the party towards the centre. There was talk 
of Black-Green" — Programme position: pro-European, ecological transformation — 
omitted. Habeck withdrawal correctly portrayed (14:35 "I will no longer seek a leading 
role"). 15:45 "Greens and Left will be needed, should the debt brake be reformed, for 
example" — Greens programme position (investment, climate policy) implicitly 
correctly indicated, but not substantively elaborated. 

FDP +2 13:45 "The party clearly failed to clear the five-percent threshold" — factually correct. 
13:55 "Party leader Lindner announced his withdrawal from politics" — correct. FDP 
programme positions (reduction of bureaucracy, liberal economic policy) are not 
presented — thematically omitted, as the party has left the Bundestag. No distortion, 
but complete substantive gap. 

AfD +1 03:30 "The AfD's strong performance is causing cross-party concern" — evaluatively 
framed, concern presented as consensus. 03:50 "no real power option, because 
nobody wants to work with it" — factually correct, but framing emphasises isolation. 
Weidel quote (04:05 "established as a people's party") correctly reproduced. 06:10 
Schönenborn analysis: migration competence as key — correct according to party 
programme. 04:45 Merz: "It is undemocratic" — AfD counter-position ("excluding 
millions of voters") is quoted, but Merz's statement stands without comment. AfD 
programme position (remigration, national sovereignty) is not substantively 
presented, only as migration competence perception. 

BSW 0 BSW is only mentioned in the context of failing to clear the five-percent threshold 
(00:30) and briefly named in the Schönenborn analysis as "party of the wings in the 
East" (07:15). No substantive presentation of programme positions. Score 0 = not 
substantively represented in broadcast. 

Left +3 15:10 "The clear attack against CDU and AfD helps the party to 8.8 percent and 
enormous popularity among young voters" — positively framed, success is explained 
by clear opposition stance. Ziemann quote (15:25 "I don't have the worry that it will 
collapse") correctly reproduced. 15:45 "Greens and Left will be needed" — Left 
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portrayed as a relevant actor. Programme positions (social justice, anti-war stance) 
not explicit, but success narratives implicitly positive. 

Free Voters 0 No mention in the broadcast. Score 0 = not represented in broadcast. 

 

Party bias summary 

•  Most accurate portrayal: CDU/CSU (Score +3) — Merz positions are correctly and extensively reproduced, 
leadership claim factually depicted. 

•  Strongest distortion: AfD (Score +1) — Programme positions are barely substantively presented; instead, framing 
through societal concern, isolation and external congratulations (Musk) dominates. Schönenborn's migration 
competence analysis is factually correct, but does not substitute for substantive programme presentation. 

•  Average deviation: 1.6 (mean of absolute values of all assessed parties, excluding 0 scores) 

•  Conclusion: The broadcast is primarily an election night news broadcast whose focus is on reactions and results 
— not on programme content. This creates structural omissions for almost all parties. The most striking 
asymmetry is that CDU/CSU and SPD as government-formers get to speak substantively more, while the AfD, 
despite its historic result, is defined primarily through the concern framing of other parties, rather than having its 
own positions factually presented. 
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CHAPTER 4 — LEGAL CLASSIFICATION (§26 MStV / ARD State Treaty) 

 

Assessment under §26 MStV 

Potential violation 1 — Diversity of opinion / balance (§26 para. 1 MStV) 

Norm: §26 para. 1 MStV — requirement of diversity of opinion and adequate consideration of the diversity of opinions. 

Facts: The AfD result (20.8%, second strongest force) is commented on exclusively through the concern framing of 
other parties (03:30 "causing cross-party concern"; 04:45 Merz: "It is undemocratic"). A factual presentation of AfD 
programme positions, which according to Schönenborn's own analysis (06:10) are causally responsible for the 
electoral success, is omitted. The voters of the AfD — over 10 million persons — are essentially represented by two 
citizen statements from Weida, one of which (Greens voter, 11:45) is explicitly framed in a rejecting manner. 

Evidence: 03:30 "The AfD's strong performance is causing cross-party concern" — one-sided framing without 
counterweight through factual programme presentation. 

Assessment: Borderline. In the context of an election night broadcast, a certain reaction-orientation is journalistically 
legitimate. However, the broadcast falls below the requirement of adequate diversity of opinion when the largest 
opposition faction is defined primarily through external perception. A formal violation is not unambiguously 
determinable, but a complaint by the NDR broadcasting council would be justifiably arguable. 

Potential violation 2 — Objectivity requirement / separation requirement (§26 para. 2 MStV) 

Norm: §26 para. 2 MStV — news must be factual and truthful; comment and news must be separated. 

Facts: The formulation "The appearance of Merz, the future chancellor" (01:05) is an evaluative anticipation of a 
constitutional act not yet completed (election of chancellor by the Bundestag). At the time of broadcast (24.02.2025), 
Merz had neither been elected nor formally nominated. The formulation conflates news and assessment without 
editorial labelling as commentary. 

Evidence: 01:05 "The appearance of Merz, the future chancellor" — without subjunctive or qualification. 

Assessment: Minor. The formulation is journalistically imprecise, but given the clear majority ratios after the election, 
not to be classified as a serious violation. A more precise formulation ("prospective chancellor" or "chancellor 
candidate") would have better satisfied the objectivity requirement. 

No serious violation discernible with regard to §26 para. 3 MStV (prohibition of inadmissible influence) or §26 para. 4 
MStV (right of reply). 

Overall assessment §26 MStV 

The broadcast moves within the bounds of what is permissible under media law, but exhibits two weaknesses that 
would have to withstand broadcasting law scrutiny. The diversity of opinion requirement of §26 para. 1 MStV is 
affected by the asymmetric treatment of the AfD — largest opposition faction, but without factual programme 
presentation — in a manner that at least requires editorial justification. The objectivity requirement of §26 para. 2 
MStV is marginally undercut by the unconditional designation of Merz as "future chancellor". Both findings do not 
individually reach the threshold of a formal violation that would compellingly justify a complaint by the competent 
media authority (MA HSH). In the overall picture, the broadcast corresponds to the standard customary for election 
night coverage by public service broadcasting, without clearly exceeding the limits of the ARD State Treaty — but falls 
short of the ideal of complete balance in the sense of the internal pluralism model. 
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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 6 ●●● 

3 TIME DISTRIBUTION 6 ●●● 

4 OMISSION (Selective Omission) 7 ●●●● 

5 NUMERICAL MANIPULATION 6 ●●● 

6 GUILT BY ASSOCIATION 5 ●●● 

7 TIMING 5 ●●● 

8 SELECTIVE OUTRAGE 6 ●●● 

9 COMPLETENESS 6 ●●● 

10 FRAMING (setting the frame) 6 ●●● 

11 WORD CHOICE AND TERMINOLOGY 6 ●●● 

12 PRESENTER BEHAVIOUR 6 ●●● 

13 QUESTION ASYMMETRY 5 ●●● 

14 FALSE BALANCE 4 ●● 

15 AGENDA-SETTING 7 ●●●● 

 

HARD FACTS SCORE (1-8) 5.8/10 Considerable bias 

 

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

 

OVERALL SCORE 5.8/10 Considerable bias 

Averaged from hard facts and soft facts 
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KEY — Meaning of 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; impact relevance low to moderate. 

5 

Moderate finding 
with impact 
relevance 

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

6 
Considerable finding 
(threshold) 

Scores from 6 are reported as "considerable findings". 

7 Considerable finding Clear, well-evidenced bias with marked impact relevance. 

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

10 
Maximum 
manifestation 

Systematic, pervasive bias in this criterion. 

 

Aggregated deviation index — interpretation ranges 

0.0 – 2.5 Unremarkable 
No material patterns discernible; broadcast satisfies 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 impact relevance. 

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 favouring or disadvantaging. 

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

+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 about individual persons, editorial 
teams or broadcasts. They are to be understood as the result of a standardised 
operationalisation, not as a determination of individual responsibility. 

 

No legal ruling 

The aggregated deviation index does not substitute for 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 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 service broadcasting institutions shall provide in their offerings a comprehensive 
overview of international, European, national and regional events in all essential areas of life. They shall thereby 
promote international understanding, European integration and social cohesion in the Federation and the Länder. 
Their offerings shall serve education, information, advice and entertainment. They shall offer contributions in 
particular to culture. Entertainment shall correspond to a public service 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: 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). 

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. Additionally, 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, demarcating. Preparation in one hour. Body 
and voice. What to do when things go wrong. And what counts after 
the interview. 
For politicians, activists, entrepreneurs, whistleblowers — for 
everyone who is exposed and wants to understand how the game 
works. So that they stop playing along — and start shaping it. 
In A5. Direct. For preparation, reference, follow-up and in difficult 
situations 
 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch


 

Schweizerischer Verein für ausgewogene Berichterstattung 
Association suisse pour une information équilibrée 
Associazione svizzera per un reporting equilibrato 

 

 
 

Präsident: Schläpfer, David  -  Kontakt:   kontakt@SVFAB.ch  -  Adresse:    SVFAB, Postfach, CH-8021 Zürich 1 
Seite 35 

 

 

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 news differently. Conduct conversations more confidently. 
And can no longer so easily have a frame imposed on them that 
someone else has chosen. 
With many exercises and concrete examples from politics, media and 
everyday life — and the occasional smile. 
Framing with style. Because the frame changes everything. 
 

 

The SRG collects 1.56 billion francs per year — compulsorily, from 
every household. Those who feel unfairly treated can complain. There 
is even an authority for this: the IGAC, the Independent Complaints 
Authority for Radio and Television. 
Only: it is not independent. It has no sanctioning powers. And in 
99.6% of all cases it decides: nothing. 
This analysis lays bare the system — factually, precisely, without 
polemic. Procedures, personnel, powers, costs, statistics, legal 
recourse. And the constitutional law review that shows: the IGAC 
system fulfils none of the three fundamental criteria — it is not 
adequate, 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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