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EN DETAILED ANALYSIS 

2025-04-15_tagesschau_2000_Uhr_15042025 

Broadcast: Tagesschau  |  2025-04-15  |  Analysed on: 2026-05-01 13:22 

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

 

 

BROADCAST INFO AND THEMATIC FRAMEWORK 

 

Broadcast data 

•  Date: 15.04.2025 

•  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 Copernicus Climate Report 
Europe 2024 

~2:30 min. Climate policy / EU 

2 Wildfire and drought risk 
Germany 

~2:00 min. Climate impacts / domestic 

3 SPD membership vote on 
coalition agreement 

~0:45 min. Domestic politics 

4 AfD committee 
chairmanships / Jens 
Spahn debate 

~2:30 min. Domestic politics / 
parliamentarism 

5 Federal Court of Auditors: 
budget / subsidies 

~2:00 min. Economy / fiscal policy 

6 Trump vs. Harvard 
University 

~2:30 min. USA / academic freedom 

7 Alzheimer's drug EU 
approval 

~1:30 min. Health / medicine 

8 Bridge closure Magdeburg 
(Damaschkeplatz) 

~1:30 min. Infrastructure / domestic 

9 Weather forecast ~0:45 min. Service 

 

Main topic of this edition 

Climate change as a European threat reality forms the substantive opening and framework of the broadcast, while 
domestically the handling of the AfD in the new Bundestag dominates as the second leading topic. 

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: Copernicus researchers (EU Climate Service, not named) 

Timestamp ~00:45 

Statement 
*"Researchers from the EU Climate Service Copernicus attribute this to human-made global 
warming."* 

Classification Copernicus is an EU-funded programme under the European Commission. 

 

Source in-depth check: 

(a) FUNDING: EU Commission / ESA. Fully publicly and European-funded. Conflict of interest: The EU has 
substantial political and financial investments in climate policy (Green Deal, ETS). A report that portrays climate 
change as urgent strengthens the legitimacy of this policy. 

(b) MANDATE: Copernicus has the mandate to collect and interpret climate data. The mandate is fundamentally 
compatible with scientific neutrality, but the institutional embedding in EU climate policy creates structural incentives 
for certain framings. 

•  Conflict of interest present? INDIRECT (EU funding, EU climate policy) 

•  Personal risk from position? NO 

•  Does the organisation benefit from its assessment? YES (maintaining relevance, securing budget) 

•  Result: MEDIUM 

(c) PROFESSIONAL COMPETENCE: The assessment is framed as neutral-scientific, although the institutional 
embedding in EU climate policy constitutes a structural conflict of interest. → Technique No. 12 (source selection). 

Missing countervoice: Independent climate researchers with a methodology-critical position (e.g. on attribution 
research), meteorologists outside the EU framework. 

Expert 2: Forester Marko Richter 

Timestamp ~03:30 

Statement *"It is difficult to get trees into the forest. When it is this dry, the tree cannot grow."* 

Classification 
Practitioner, no scientific qualification in the field of climate. Credible as an affected party, but not 
as a climate expert. 

 

Source in-depth check: 

(a) FUNDING: Unclear (state or private forestry operation not specified). 

(b) MANDATE: Forestry practice — compatible with statements about drought damage, not with climate causality. 

•  Conflict of interest present? INDIRECT (subsidies for reforestation) 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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•  Personal risk from position? NO 

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

•  Result: MEDIUM 

(c) PROFESSIONAL COMPETENCE: Is used as an emotional witness, not as an expert — but the placement in 
the climate segment lends his statements a scientific framing. 

Expert 3: President of the Federal Court of Auditors (not named) 

Timestamp ~08:30 

Statement 
*"In the case of money laundering we have a loss of 100 billion, in the case of undeclared work of 
300 billion euros."* 

Classification Constitutional body, independent, high institutional credibility. 

 

Source in-depth check: 

(a) FUNDING: State-funded, but constitutionally independent. 

(b) MANDATE: Budget oversight — compatible with statements on tax shortfalls. 

•  Conflict of interest present? NO 

•  Personal risk from position? NO 

•  Does the organisation benefit from its assessment? INDIRECT (maintaining relevance) 

•  Result: HIGH 

(c) PROFESSIONAL COMPETENCE: No structural partiality discernible. 

Expert 4: Harvard President (not named) + Obama 

Timestamp ~11:30 

Statement *"This harms everyone in our country and in the world."* 

Classification 
The Harvard President is directly affected and a party to the conflict. Obama is a political opponent 
of Trump and a Harvard alumnus. 

 

Source in-depth check: 

(a) FUNDING: Harvard is privately funded but receives substantial federal funds (2.2 billion dollars according to the 
report). 

(b) MANDATE: No neutral mandate — direct interested party. 

•  Conflict of interest present? YES (directly affected) 

•  Personal risk from position? YES (institutionally) 

•  Does the organisation benefit from its assessment? YES (public support) 

•  Result: LOW (as a neutral source) 

(c) PROFESSIONAL COMPETENCE: Both are framed as moral authorities without naming their partiality. → 
Technique No. 12. 

Expert 5: Neurologist (not named, Alzheimer's segment) 

Timestamp ~13:00 

Statement *"It is a modest effect, but a measurable one."* 

Classification Subject-matter expert, no discernible conflicts of interest from the transcript. 

 

Source in-depth check: 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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(a) FUNDING: Unclear — clinic/university not named. 

(b) MANDATE: Compatible with assessment of drug efficacy. 

•  Conflict of interest present? INDIRECT (possible pharmaceutical connections not verified) 

•  Personal risk from position? NO 

•  Does the organisation benefit from its assessment? UNCLEAR 

•  Result: MEDIUM 

Missing expert groups: 

•  Independent climate researchers with a methodology-critical position 

•  Economists on the costs of climate policy 

•  Trump administration / Department of Education with its own reasoning (only cited indirectly) 

 

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: EU Climate Service Copernicus 

Timestamp ~00:30 

Statement 
*"Researchers from the EU Climate Service Copernicus attribute this to human-made global 
warming."* 

(a) Funding: EU Commission / ESA — fully publicly and European-funded 

(b) Structural conflict of interest: The EU has the Green Deal as its central policy project. A climate report that 
emphasises urgency strengthens the legitimacy of this policy and the relevance of the Copernicus programme itself. 

(c) Missing counter-source: IPCC reports with uncertainty ranges, independent climate researchers outside the 
EU framework, meteorologists with a methodology-critical position. 

 

Source 2: Federal Court of Auditors 

Timestamp ~08:30 

(a) Funding: State-funded, constitutionally independent 

(b) Structural conflict of interest: Low — mandate is budget oversight 

(c) Missing counter-source: Business associations on the consequences of subsidy cuts, diesel driver 
associations (briefly mentioned, but not as a counter-source) 

 

Source 3: Harvard President / Obama 

Timestamp ~11:30 

(a) Funding: Harvard private + federal funds; Obama: no institutional affiliation 

(b) Structural conflict of interest: Both are direct interested parties 

(c) Missing counter-source: Trump administration with its own reasoning (only cited indirectly), critics of Harvard's 
quota policy, Jewish student organisations on antisemitism incidents 

 

Source 4: Saxony's Minister-President Michael Kretschmer (CDU) 

Timestamp ~07:10 

Statement 
*"The democratic rights that every member of parliament has: these must also apply to this 
party."* 

(a) Funding: State-funded (Minister-President) 

(b) Structural conflict of interest: Kretschmer governs in Saxony with AfD toleration — political self-interest in 
normalisation 

(c) Missing counter-source: SPD position on the AfD question, constitutional lawyers on the legal situation 

 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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Summary: The source selection is one-sided on the climate topic and the Harvard segment — exclusively sources 
are cited that support the respective main narrative. Structural conflicts of interest are not disclosed. 

 

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: 

•  Climate change (Copernicus + forest): approx. 4:30 min. (30%) 

•  Domestic politics total: approx. 3:15 min. (22%) 

•  of which AfD debate: approx. 2:30 min. (17%) 

•  of which SPD vote: approx. 0:45 min. (5%) 

•  USA/Trump/Harvard: approx. 2:30 min. (17%) 

•  Economy/budget: approx. 2:00 min. (13%) 

•  Health (Alzheimer's): approx. 1:30 min. (10%) 

•  Infrastructure (bridge): approx. 1:30 min. (10%) 

•  Weather/service: approx. 0:45 min. (5%) 

Analysis of political time distribution: 

•  Government-critical topics (climate protection in the coalition agreement, budget problems): approx. 6:30 min. 
(43%) 

•  Government defence / neutral presentation: approx. 2:00 min. (13%) 

•  AfD-critical framing: approx. 2:30 min. (17%) 

•  International topics: approx. 2:30 min. (17%) 

Summary: The climate segment receives a dominant position with 30% of airtime, which acquires an implicitly 
government-critical function through its direct link to the coalition agreement. The AfD debate receives more time 
than the SPD membership vote, even though the latter has more immediate democratic relevance. 

 

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 9 

 

 

4. OMISSION (Selective Omission) 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Omission 1: Trump's justification for the Harvard measures 

Context 

The government's position is only mentioned in a subordinate clause (*"Harvard had not spoken 
out clearly enough against antisemitism in connection with pro-Palestinian protests"*) — Relevant 
at: ~11:00 — Effect: Trump's measures appear as arbitrary exercise of power, not as a response 
to specific incidents. The antisemitism incidents at Harvard (documented cases 2023/2024) are 
not presented. 

 

Omission 2: AfD constitutional legal situation 

Context 

The Federal Constitutional Court has clarified that there is no right to a committee chairmanship — 
but also no right to exclude the AfD from them. The complex legal situation is simplified. — 
Relevant at: ~07:00 — Effect: The impression arises that the CDU position is legally questionable, 
even though it is constitutionally defensible. 

 

Omission 3: Positive climate developments / CO₂ reduction successes 

Context 
The Copernicus report also contains data on progress in renewable energies and CO₂ reduction in 
the EU. — Relevant at: ~00:30 — Effect: One-sidedly negative presentation reinforces alarmism. 

 

Omission 4: Cost of the Alzheimer's drug 

Context 
Lecanemab (Leqembi) costs approximately 26,500 dollars/year in the USA. The question of 
reimbursability and accessibility for statutory health insurance patients is missing. — Relevant at: 
~12:30 — Effect: The "breakthrough" appears unreservedly positive, without systemic questions. 

 

Omission 5: Bridge problem — political responsibility 

Context 
The bridge closure in Magdeburg is presented as a technical problem. The question of why 
inspections did not detect the damage earlier and who bears political responsibility is missing. — 
Relevant at: ~13:30 — Effect: Structural failure of infrastructure policy is not addressed. 

 

Omission 6: SPD membership vote — arguments of supporters 

Context 
Only points of criticism of the coalition agreement are mentioned (climate protection, migration). 
Arguments in favour of the agreement (economic policy, security, social affairs) are missing. — 
Relevant at: ~05:20 — Effect: The vote appears to be a ballot on a poor agreement. 

 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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Summary: The broadcast systematically omits information that would relativise the respective main narrative — 
particularly in the Harvard segment (antisemitism context) and in the climate segment (progress, costs). This is 
the strongest manipulation pattern of this edition. 

 

Missing voices 

•  Climate economist: Would have contributed a cost-benefit analysis of climate protection measures vs. damage 
prevention 

•  Attribution researcher with a methodology-critical position: Would have explained the limits of causal attribution of 
individual extreme weather events to climate change 

•  Representative of the transport sector / SMEs: Would have named the economic consequences of climate 
protection requirements concretely (beyond the brief diesel comment) 

•  Nuclear energy advocate / energy technologist: Would have presented technological alternatives for CO₂ reduction 

•  Climate-sceptical scientist or methodology critic: Would have represented the intra-scientific debate 

•  EU climate policy critic (e.g. from Eastern Europe): Would have illuminated different national interests within the 
EU 

•  Municipal administrative representative with implementation problems: Would have named the gap between 
political aspiration and reality 

•  Citizen with concrete cost burden from climate policy: Would have brought in the consumer perspective beyond 
the forestry-affected party 
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5. NUMERICAL MANIPULATION 5/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

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

 

Finding 1: Money laundering damage 100 bn / undeclared work 300 bn 

Timestamp ~08:45 

Figure: "In the case of money laundering we have a loss of 100 billion, in the case of undeclared work of 300 billion 
euros." 

Missing 
context 

These figures are estimates with considerable uncertainty ranges. The methodology of the 
estimate is not explained. Moreover, "damage" in the case of undeclared work is methodologically 
contested (substitution effects, informal economy). 

Effect 
The figures appear as precise facts, but are estimated quantities. The sum (400 bn) is implicitly 
presented as mobilisable potential, which is politically misleading. 

 

Finding 2: 2.2 billion dollars Harvard 

Timestamp ~10:45 

Figure: "2.2 billion dollars in research funding the government wants to freeze" 

Missing 
context 

Harvard's total budget is approximately 6 billion dollars/year, the endowment approximately 50 
billion dollars. The share of federal funds in the total budget (~37%) is missing, as is the 
information that Harvard will not become insolvent. 

Effect 
The absolute figure sounds existentially threatening; the relative context would differentiate the 
picture. 

 

Finding 3: 358,000 SPD members 

Timestamp ~05:25 

Figure: "358,000 SPD party members who have been able to vote on the document since today" 

Missing 
context 

The voter turnout in previous SPD membership votes (e.g. 2021: 78%) and the quorum 
requirement (1/5 = approx. 71,600) are missing. The vote could therefore be binding with very low 
participation. 

Effect The democratic legitimacy of the vote appears greater than it is. 

 

Summary: Figures are consistently presented without context, methodology or qualification, which amplifies their 
effect and makes critical assessment by the viewer more difficult. 
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6. GUILT BY ASSOCIATION 5/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Association 1: CDU and "normalisation" 

Timestamp ~07:30 

Quote *"This is the CDU's first step towards normalisation."* 

Technique: The AfD quote is presented without contextualisation. "Normalisation" is a political buzzword in 
discourse (normalisation of right-wing extremism). By the AfD using this term and the broadcast leaving it 
uncommented, the CDU is associated with the normalisation discourse. 

Effect 
Viewers who know the term "normalisation" from the right-wing extremism discourse associate the 
CDU with this discourse — without the broadcast explicitly claiming this. 

 

Association 2: Jens Spahn and proximity to the AfD 

Timestamp ~06:30 

Quote *"In view of the AfD's strength, a statement by Jens Spahn is causing discussion."* 

Technique: Spahn's statement is presented in direct connection with the AfD's strength, suggesting a causal link 
(AfD strong → Spahn responds with rapprochement). 

Effect 
Spahn appears as a reactor to AfD strength, not as an independent democratic-political actor with 
a constitutionally grounded position. 

 

No persons were framed as "conspiracy theorists" or similar in this broadcast — the corresponding source check 
therefore does not apply. 

Category assignment: 

Actors Framing Category according to criteria 

Jens Spahn Implicitly close to AfD Not applicable (no conspiracy 
allegation) 

CDU (Spahn faction) "Normalisation" Not applicable 

 

Summary: Guilt by association is used subtly in this broadcast — not through explicit attributions, but through 
sequencing and uncommented quote selection. 
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7. TIMING 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Finding 1: Climate segment as broadcast opening 

Position: 00:00–05:00 (first 5 minutes) 

Content: Copernicus report + wildfire/drought 

Timing effect 
The primacy effect (first information shapes perception more strongly) is used to set climate 
alarmism as the interpretive framework for the entire broadcast. The immediately following 
coalition agreement criticism (climate protection subordinated) benefits from this framework. 

 

Finding 2: Coalition agreement climate criticism directly after wildfire segment 

Position: ~05:20 

Content: "In the coalition agreement of the Union and SPD, climate protection plays a subordinate role." 

Timing effect 
The emotional charge from the wildfire segment (dying trees, fire risk) is immediately converted 
into political criticism. The viewer is emotionally activated when the government criticism arrives. 

 

Finding 3: Harvard segment after budget segment 

Position: ~10:00 

Content: Trump/Harvard after Federal Court of Auditors 

Timing effect 
After the factual budget segment, an emotionally charged segment on academic freedom follows. 
The contrast amplifies the emotional impact of the Harvard segment. 

 

Summary: The broadcast structure follows a recognisable pattern: emotional activation (climate) → political 
criticism (coalition agreement) → factual information (budget) → emotional activation (Harvard). This is 
professional dramaturgy, but one that produces political effects. 
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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 14 

 

 

8. SELECTIVE OUTRAGE 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

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

 

Finding 1: Harvard/Trump — outrage frame without equivalent 

Triggering event: Trump freezes federal funds for Harvard 

Reaction: "Students and faculty are appalled by the linking of funding and political influence." + "The government 
wants to gain power over free science." 

Comparison 
The EU Commission has also tied funding to political conditions (e.g. the rule of law mechanism 
towards Poland/Hungary). This practice was not given a comparable outrage framing in the 
Tagesschau. 

Asymmetry: The linking of funding and political conditions is framed as an attack on academic freedom in Trump's 
case; in the EU's case as a rule of law instrument. The principle is identical, the assessment asymmetrical. 

 

Finding 2: AfD exclusion practice — no outrage 

Triggering event: AfD candidate Otten was not elected as Bundestag Vice-President 

Reaction: Factual statement: "The AfD candidate Otten was not elected as Bundestag Vice-President." 

Comparison 
If another party were systematically excluded from parliamentary offices, the framing would 
presumably be different. 

Asymmetry: The exclusion of the AfD from parliamentary offices is not framed as a democratic-political problem, 
even though the Federal Constitutional Court has fundamentally confirmed the rights of the AfD parliamentary 
group. 

 

Summary: Selective outrage is particularly evident in the Harvard segment, where the principle of conditional 
funding is only framed as problematic in Trump's case. On the AfD topic, outrage over the exclusion from 
parliamentary rights is absent. 
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9. COMPLETENESS 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

The broadcast opens with the Copernicus climate report and links it directly to current extreme weather events in 
Germany, constructing a causal narrative from global climate change to local impact. The EU Climate Service report is 
presented as a scientific authority without qualification; alternative explanatory models or methodological debates 
within climate research are not mentioned. The worldview is that of an anthropogenically caused, accelerating climate 
crisis that must be countered with state measures. The link to the coalition agreement ("climate protection plays a 
subordinate role") implicitly establishes a political value judgement. 

 

Share of perspectives covered 

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

[A] Scientific main thesis: Anthropogenic climate change accelerates extreme weather events in Europe 
(Copernicus position) 

[B] Intra-scientific debate: Methodological criticism of attribution research (How certain is the causal attribution of 
individual events?) 

[C] Economic perspective: Costs of climate protection measures vs. costs of climate change for businesses and 
citizens 

[D] Agricultural/forestry practice: Concrete adaptation strategies beyond state subsidies 

[E] Political counter-position: Criticism of EU climate policy and its effectiveness (e.g. efficiency of CO₂ trading) 

[F] Citizen/consumer perspective: Burdens from climate protection measures for average earners 

[G] International comparative perspective: Climate policy of other states outside the EU 

[H] Technological innovation perspective: Market-based solutions, nuclear technology, carbon capture 

[I] Critical assessment of model projections: Uncertainty ranges in climate models 

[J] Local administrative perspective: Implementation problems with climate adaptation measures in municipalities 

 

[A] ADDRESSED 

Timestamp: ~00:30 — Quote: "Researchers from the EU Climate Service Copernicus attribute this to human-
made global warming." — Assessment: Fully and prominently presented, without qualification. 

 

[B] INDICATED (minimally) 

Timestamp: ~01:10 — Quote: "Which have how strong an influence on Europe's climate is uncertain." — 
Assessment: The only qualification, in a subordinate clause, without elaboration or an expert voice on the matter. 

 

[C] OMITTED 

Timestamp: — — Quote: — — Assessment: Costs of climate protection measures for the economy and citizens 
are not addressed. 

 

[D] INDICATED 

Timestamp: ~03:30 — Quote: "They are testing tree species considered robust and undemanding." — 
Assessment: Forestry practice is shown, but only as a story of suffering, not as an independent solution 
perspective. 

 

[E] OMITTED 

Timestamp: — — Quote: — — Assessment: Criticism of EU climate policy or its effectiveness is entirely absent. 

 

[F] OMITTED 

Timestamp: — — Quote: — — Assessment: Citizens' cost burden from climate policy is not mentioned. 
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[G] OMITTED 

Timestamp: — — Quote: — — Assessment: International comparison is absent. 

 

[H] OMITTED 

Timestamp: — — Quote: — — Assessment: Technological alternatives (nuclear power, CCS) are not mentioned. 

 

[I] OMITTED 

Timestamp: — — Quote: — — Assessment: Model criticism and uncertainty ranges are not presented. 

 

[J] INDICATED 

Timestamp: ~02:00 — Quote: "In Europe, many cities are trying to slow warming through measures." — 
Assessment: Only positively framed, implementation problems are absent. 

 

 

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 17 

 

 

Soft facts — 6 qualitative techniques 

 

10. FRAMING (setting the frame) 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Finding 1: Climate report as uncontested truth 

Timestamp ~00:20 

Quote 
*"Europe is becoming a hotspot of climate change — with alarming consequences for people and 
nature."* 

Manipulation 
The opening sentence sets the entire climate segment in an alarm frame. The word "alarming" is 
evaluative, not descriptive. The Copernicus report is not presented as one scientific source among 
several, but as a description of reality. 

Why 
problematic 

Viewers are placed in a threat mode before facts are presented. Alternatives or qualifications 
thereby appear as trivialisation. 

 

Finding 2: Coalition agreement climate link as implicit criticism 

Timestamp ~05:20 

Quote 
*"In the coalition agreement of the Union and SPD, climate protection plays a subordinate role. A 
point of criticism for parts of the 358,000 SPD party members."* 

Manipulation 
The direct placement of this statement immediately after the climate segment and the wildfire 
segment constructs an implicit causal connection: climate catastrophe → new government does 
not act. This is editorial evaluation through sequencing, not through explicit statement. 

Why 
problematic 

The government is indirectly made co-responsible for climate damage, without this being explicitly 
claimed and thus made contestable. Counter-position (climate protection is present in the 
agreement, just differently prioritised) is absent. 

 

Finding 3: Harvard segment as democracy-threat narrative 

Timestamp ~10:30 

Quote *"Anyone who takes on Donald Trump must expect consequences."* 

Manipulation 
The opening sentence frames Trump as an authoritarian actor who imposes consequences. The 
formulation "takes on" implies confrontation on equal terms, which Trump then punishes — a 
power abuse frame. 

Why 
problematic 

Trump's position (antisemitism allegations against Harvard, demand for meritocracy instead of 
quotas) is not framed as a legitimate political position, but as abuse of power. The counter-position 
is not presented on equal terms. 
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Finding 4: AfD segment — "normalisation" frame 

Timestamp ~07:30 

Quote *"This is the CDU's first step towards normalisation."* 

Manipulation 

The quote comes from the AfD itself, but is presented without contextualisation. The term 
"normalisation" is negatively connoted in political discourse (normalisation of right-wing 
extremism). The broadcast allows the AfD to use this term itself without contextualising it — which 
transfers the negative connotation to the CDU. 

Why 
problematic 

Viewers associate "normalisation" with the discourse on a shift to the right. The CDU appears as 
an enabler, without this being explicitly claimed. 

 

Summary: The broadcast consistently works with opening frames that suggest threat and failure. Particularly the 
climate segment and the Harvard segment set value judgements through word choice and sequencing that are 
not recognisable as opinion. 
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11. WORD CHOICE AND TERMINOLOGY 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Finding 1: "alarming" 

Timestamp ~00:20 

Quote *"with alarming consequences for people and nature"* 

Manipulation Evaluative adjectivisation instead of descriptive reporting. 

Why 
problematic 

Neutral alternative: *"with considerable consequences"* or *"with far-reaching consequences"*. 
"Alarming" is an activation word that produces an emotional response. 

 

Finding 2: "parched" / "dried out" 

Timestamp ~00:25 

Quote *"Some landscapes dried out completely."* 

Manipulation Vivid, emotionally charged language instead of factual description. 

Why 
problematic 

Neutral alternative: *"recorded extreme drought"*. "Dörren" evokes images of desert and 
apocalypse. 

 

Finding 3: "right-wing extremist" 

Timestamp ~06:50 

Quote *"even if it is right-wing extremist in parts"* 

Manipulation 
The formulation is presented as a quote from a CDU member, but without attribution (who 
exactly?). It thereby becomes an uncontested premise of the debate. 

Why 
problematic 

The Office for the Protection of the Constitution's suspect status of the AfD is legally complex 
(Federal Administrative Court ruling pending). Treating the formulation "right-wing extremist in 
parts" as self-evident is a prejudgement that is not made recognisable as such to the viewer. 
Neutral alternative: *"the party classified as a suspect case by the Office for the Protection of the 
Constitution"*. 

 

Finding 4: "takes on" (Trump/Harvard) 

Timestamp ~10:30 

Quote *"Anyone who takes on Donald Trump must expect consequences"* 

Manipulation 
"Takes on" implies that Harvard is the aggressor and Trump the one reacting — which inverts the 
facts. 

Why 
problematic 

Neutral alternative: *"Anyone who rejects Trump's demands must expect consequences."* The 
chosen formulation rhetorically exonerates Trump. 
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Finding 5: "romantic" (forest) 

Timestamp ~03:45 

Quote *"It actually looks romantic in the German forest — but it experiences it differently."* 

Manipulation 
Literary personification of the forest ("it experiences") and contrast between appearance and 
reality creates emotional engagement. 

Why 
problematic 

Journalistically unusual stylisation in a news broadcast; serves emotional activation, not 
information. 

 

Summary: Word choice is consistently emotionally charged in the climate topic and the Harvard segment; in the 
AfD topic, legally contested categorisations are treated as self-evident. 
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12. PRESENTER BEHAVIOUR 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

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

Finding 1: Evaluative opening formulation in climate segment 

Timestamp ~00:20 

Triggering event: Announcement of the Copernicus report 

Quote 
*"Europe is becoming a hotspot of climate change — with alarming consequences for people and 
nature."* 

Comparison 
When announcing the Federal Court of Auditors report (~08:00), the formulation is neutral: *"The 
Federal Court of Auditors warns"* — no evaluative adjectivisation. 

Asymmetry: The climate report receives emotionally charged language ("alarming", "hotspot"), while other critical 
reports are announced factually. This is an editorial decision anchored in the teleprompter text. 

 

Finding 2: Implicit value judgement on the AfD topic 

Timestamp ~06:30 

Triggering event: Announcement of the Spahn debate 

Quote *"In view of the AfD's strength, a statement by Jens Spahn is causing discussion."* 

Comparison 
Other political statements in the broadcast (e.g. SPD youth organisation recommends rejecting the 
coalition agreement, ~05:30) are not framed as "causing discussion", even though they are 
equally controversial within the party. 

Asymmetry: Spahn's statement is marked as worthy of discussion, the SPD Jusos recommendation is not — even 
though both represent intra-party controversies. 

 

Summary: Presenter behaviour shows a consistent asymmetry: climate topics and CDU positions close to the AfD 
receive emotionally charged or problematising framings, while comparable events from other political directions 
are presented factually. 
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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: Harvard segment — only one side with direct quotes 

Timestamp ~11:00–12:00 

The broadcast shows direct quotes from the Harvard President and implicitly Obama (support). The Trump 
administration is only cited indirectly ("The Department of Education demands further measures"). No direct quote 
from the White House or the Department of Education. 

Effect 
The Harvard position receives emotional authenticity through direct quotes; the Trump position 
remains abstract and thus more easily contestable. 

 

Asymmetry 2: AfD debate — CDU critics vs. CDU supporters 

Timestamp ~06:30–08:00 

Within the CDU, both Spahn (supporter) and the Deputy Chairman of the Parliamentary Oversight Committee (critic) 
are quoted. The AfD itself receives a direct quote ("This is the CDU's first step towards normalisation"). The SPD's 
position on the AfD question is absent. 

Effect The AfD is allowed to frame itself positively; the coalition partner SPD has no voice in this debate. 

 

Summary: Statement selection systematically favours voices that support the respective main narrative — 
particularly in the Harvard segment, where the opposing side receives no direct voice. 
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14. FALSE BALANCE 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Finding 1: Climate report — no false balance, but missing balance 

The broadcast presents the Copernicus report without a counter-voice. This is not false balance (equal weighting of 
unequal things), but the opposite: complete omission of an intra-scientific debate. Not applicable in the classical 
sense. 

 

Finding 2: AfD debate — apparent balance with structural asymmetry 

Timestamp ~06:30–08:00 

The broadcast presents both Spahn (supporter) and the CDU critic. This creates the impression of balance. In fact, 
the AfD itself receives a direct quote that strengthens the CDU supporter position, while the critic position is 
emotionally charged through the reference to "security-relevant committees". 

Effect 
Apparent balance conceals the structural favouring of the critic position through emotional framing 
(security risk). 

 

Finding 3: Alzheimer's drug — no counter-voice to "breakthrough" 

Timestamp ~12:30–13:30 

The neurologist speaks of a "breakthrough", but concedes "modest efficacy". Critical voices (health economists on 
costs, patient representatives on side-effect risks) are absent. 

Effect The "breakthrough" frame dominates, even though the data situation is more differentiated. 

 

Summary: False balance in this broadcast occurs less as equal weighting of unequal things, but as structural 
asymmetry behind apparent balance — particularly on the AfD topic. 
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15. AGENDA-SETTING 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Finding 1: Climate change as the primary societal problem 

Agenda element set: Climate change as an existential threat to Europe 

Timestamp ~00:00–05:00 

Evidence: "Europe is becoming a hotspot of climate change — with alarming consequences for people and nature." 

Alternative agenda: Germany's economic situation (recession, deindustrialisation), energy prices, loss of purchasing 
power — topics that according to surveys concern the population more than climate change. 

 

Finding 2: AfD as the main democratic-political problem 

Agenda element set: Handling of the AfD as the central question of the new legislative term 

Timestamp ~06:00–08:00 

Evidence: "Right at the start of the legislative term, the Union faces the fundamental question: How to deal with the 
AfD?" 

Alternative agenda: Coalition negotiation results on the economy, pensions, health — topics with more direct 
relevance to citizens. 

 

Finding 3: Trump as a threat to science and democracy 

Agenda element set: Trump administration as an attack on free science 

Timestamp ~10:30–12:00 

Evidence: "The government wants to gain power over free science." 

Alternative agenda: Trump's economic policy and its effects on Germany (tariffs, trade relations) — more directly 
relevant for German viewers. 

 

Summary: The agenda-setting function of the broadcast consistently prioritises topics that support a particular 
political worldview (climate urgency, AfD danger, Trump threat), while economic everyday topics remain 
underrepresented. 
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CHAPTER 2 — OVERALL EVALUATION 

 

Results 

Dominant techniques 

1. Omission / Selective Omission (Score 7): The broadcast systematically omits information that would relativise 
the respective main narrative — particularly the antisemitism context at Harvard, the intra-scientific debate on the 
climate topic and the constitutional complexity of the AfD question. This is the most impactful technique because it 
remains invisible to the viewer. 

2. Agenda-Setting (Score 7): The broadcast consistently prioritises topics that support a particular political 
worldview (climate urgency, AfD danger, Trump threat), while economic everyday topics that according to surveys 
concern the population more remain underrepresented. The topic selection itself is the strongest level of 
manipulation. 

3. Timing / Sequencing (Score 7): The placement of the coalition agreement criticism immediately after the 
emotional wildfire segment exploits the primacy effect and emotional activation for political impact. This technique is 
particularly difficult to prove because it appears as editorial dramaturgy. 

``` 

``` 

Justification: The combined score of 5.1 and the overall score of 6.0 point to a clear one-sidedness that is 
nevertheless not to be classified as an extreme imbalance. The broadcast contains factually correct information, but 
places it in a one-sided interpretive framework through framing, sequencing and selective omission. In particular, the 
completeness score of 3.0/10 shows that relevant perspectives are systematically absent, which contradicts the 
requirement of diversity of opinion under §26 para. 1 MStV. The one-sidedness is not attributable to individual errors, 
but to a consistent editorial pattern that affects several criteria simultaneously. 

CONCLUSION 

The Tagesschau of 15 April 2025 largely fulfils its public service mandate under the ARD State Treaty with regard to 
the factual accuracy of the facts presented, but violates the requirement of balance and diversity of opinion under §26 
para. 1 MStV through a consistent pattern of selective omission, emotional framing and one-sided source selection. In 
particular, the climate segment and the Harvard segment show a structural favouring of certain political positions that 
are not recognisable as opinion. 
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CHAPTER 3 — PARTY-POLITICAL BIAS 

 

Party evaluation table 

Party Score (-
5..+5) 

Concrete evidence (timestamp + brief quote) 

CDU/CSU +1 ~08:45 Spahn quote on the AfD question is referenced neutrally; coalition agreement 
mention without distorting CDU positions on climate protection — programme 
position (technology openness, reduction of bureaucracy): not explicitly addressed, 
but also not misrepresented. Slight incompleteness due to missing contextualisation 
of the CDU climate position. 

SPD -1 ~07:20 "In the coalition agreement of the Union and SPD, climate protection plays a 
subordinate role. A point of criticism for parts of the 358,000 SPD party members" — 
Programme position SPD (coal phase-out by 2030, massive expansion of renewable 
energies): The presentation implies that the SPD neglected climate protection in the 
agreement, without contextualising what positions the SPD brought to the table and 
which were set aside as a result of compromise in coalition negotiations. Slight 
distortion due to missing differentiation. 

Greens 0 Party not mentioned in the broadcast. Score 0 = not relevant. 

FDP 0 Party not mentioned in the broadcast. Score 0 = not relevant. 

AfD -1 ~09:10 "even if it is right-wing extremist in parts" — Programme position AfD 
(national sovereignty, remigration, EU scepticism): The substantive positions of the 
AfD are not presented; the party appears exclusively through the lens of the Office 
for the Protection of the Constitution debate. The reference to a "martyr role" 
(~09:30) and the non-election of the Vice-President candidate are reported without 
allowing the AfD's own representation to speak. Slight distortion through one-sided 
framing, but not factually incorrect. 

BSW 0 Party not mentioned in the broadcast. Score 0 = not relevant. 

Linke 0 Party not mentioned in the broadcast. Score 0 = not relevant. 

Freie Wähler 0 Party not mentioned in the broadcast. Score 0 = not relevant. 

 

Party bias summary 

•  Most accurate representation: CDU/CSU (Score +1) — positions are not actively distorted, merely incompletely 
contextualised. 

•  Strongest distortion: SPD (Score -1) and AfD (Score -1) — both with slight but demonstrable representational 
deficits. 

•  Average deviation: 0.4 (based on all eight parties including zero values) 

•  Conclusion: The broadcast addresses party-political topics only marginally. Where parties appear, their 
programme positions are neither systematically explained nor actively distorted. The most notable gap is the 
missing contextualisation of what climate protection positions the SPD and CDU/CSU each brought into the 
coalition agreement — this slightly disadvantages the SPD, as the impression arises that it gave up climate 
protection without a fight. 
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CHAPTER 4 — LEGAL CLASSIFICATION (§26 MStV / ARD State Treaty) 

 

Assessment under §26 MStV 

Potential violation 1 — Expression of opinion without labelling: 

Norm: §26 para. 1 MStV (requirement to separate news and opinion) — 

Facts: The formulation "In the coalition agreement of the Union and SPD, climate protection plays a subordinate role" 
(~07:20) is an evaluative assessment that is not labelled as commentary or contextualisation, but appears in the news 
flow as a statement of fact. A news item would have had to formulate neutrally, e.g. "Critics argue that climate 
protection plays a subordinate role in the coalition agreement." — 

Assessment: Minor formal violation of the separation requirement; the statement is substantively defensible, but not 
marked as opinion. Severity: low. 

Potential violation 2 — Incomplete presentation in the AfD context: 

Norm: §26 para. 2 MStV (requirement of completeness and objectivity) in conjunction with §5 ARD State Treaty 
(internal pluralism) — 

Facts: The reporting on the AfD (~08:30–10:15) presents exclusively the debate about how to deal with the party, 
without giving the AfD itself space for self-representation. The reference "even if it is right-wing extremist in parts" is 
introduced as an uncommented fact, even though it is an assessment not yet conclusively clarified in law (BfV 
classification as confirmed right-wing extremist is the subject of ongoing court proceedings) — 

Assessment: Borderline case; the formulation is factually defensible, but potentially misleading without 
contextualisation of the legal status. Severity: low to medium. 

No violation discernible — climate reporting: 

The Copernicus reporting is based on an official EU authority and explicitly states scientific uncertainties ("Which have 
how strong an influence on Europe's climate is uncertain"). This meets the requirements for careful research under 
§26 para. 1 MStV. 

No violation discernible — Harvard/Trump: 

The reporting is one-sided in tone, but contains no demonstrably false statements of fact. A counter-statement from 
the Trump administration is absent, which in a short news broadcast with limited airtime still falls within the scope of 
editorial discretion. 

Overall assessment §26 MStV 

The broadcast moves overall within the framework of the broadcasting law requirements of §26 MStV and the ARD 
State Treaty. The identified irregularities — missing labelling of an evaluative statement on the coalition agreement 
and the uncommented use of the term "right-wing extremist" in the AfD context without reference to the ongoing legal 
status — constitute minor formal deficits that in themselves do not establish a serious violation. The requirement of 
internal pluralism under §5 ARD State Treaty is fulfilled through the overall programme structure of the ARD and is not 
to be measured against a single broadcast. Nevertheless, the accumulation of small framing effects (climate framing, 
AfD presentation, Harvard report) shows a consistent editorial tendency that could become relevant under 
broadcasting law if systematically repeated. 
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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 NUMERICAL MANIPULATION 5 ●●● 

6 GUILT BY ASSOCIATION 5 ●●● 

7 TIMING 7 ●●●● 

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 Considerable 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 Minor irregularity 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 imbalance that influences the opinion-forming potential of the audience. 

6 
Considerable finding 
(threshold) 

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

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

8–9 Serious finding Pronounced imbalance; several evidenced individual findings in this criterion. 

10 
Maximum 
manifestation 

Systematic, pervasive imbalance in this criterion. 

 

Aggregated deviation index — interpretation ranges 

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

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

4.1 – 6.0 
Considerable 
imbalance 

Several considerable 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 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 representation, 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 representation, airtime or framing. 
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Legal and methodological classification 

No finding of fact 
The results presented do not constitute findings of fact about individual persons, editorial 
teams or broadcasts. They are to be understood as the result of a standardised 
operationalisation, not as a determination of individual responsibility. 

 

No legal ruling 

The aggregated deviation index does not replace a legal assessment within the meaning of 
§26 MStV. The determination of whether a specific broadcast violates statutory 
requirements is the exclusive responsibility of the competent authorities (in particular 
media regulators). 

 

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

 

No judgement of 
intent 

The analysis measures observable structural characteristics of broadcasts. A score of 7 
means that a considerable 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. They shall thereby promote 
international understanding, European integration and social cohesion in the Federation and the Länder. Their 
offerings shall serve education, information, advice and entertainment. They shall offer contributions in particular 
to culture. Entertainment shall correspond to a public broadcasting offering profile. 

•  §5 para. 1 ZDF State Treaty: Obligation to objectivity and impartiality of reporting, consideration of diversity of 
opinion. 

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

Core obligations 

1. Diversity of opinion (internal pluralism): All relevant perspectives must be represented in the overall 
programme 

2. Objectivity and balance: Presenters must treat guests to the same standards 

3. Contribution to opinion formation: The audience must receive sufficient information for independent opinion 
formation 

Supervisory authority 

•  Broadcasting councils of the state broadcasting institutions: Supervision of ARD institutions (BR, WDR, NDR, etc.) 

•  ZDF Television Council (§19 ZDF State Treaty): Supervision of ZDF programme 

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

Complaints procedure 

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

2. Administrative court action 
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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 do our work solidly, we depend on membership and patron contributions. 

 

Contact and further information: 

www.SVFAB.ch  |  Kontakt@SVFAB.ch 

 

Bank details:  PostFinance – POFICHBE 

IBAN:  CH32 0900 0000 1675 6251 1 

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

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

 

 

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

  

 

The interview is not a conversation. It is a stage — and someone else 
has written the script. 
Those who do not know this provide material. Good quotes that are 
cut incorrectly. Correct statements that end up in the wrong context. 
Honest answers that are framed as confessions. 
This book is not a media criticism book. It is a 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. 
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 lodge a 
complaint. There is even an authority for this: the IGAC, the 
Independent Complaints Authority for Radio and Television. 
Only: it is not independent. It has no sanctioning powers. And in 
99.6% of all cases it decides: nothing. 
This analysis lays bare the system — factually, precisely, without 
polemic. Procedures, personnel, powers, costs, statistics, legal 
recourse. And the constitutional law review that shows: the IGAC 
system meets none of the three fundamental criteria — it is not 
appropriate, not 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 regulation in 
Switzerland is still outstanding. 
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