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

0 = balanced, 10 = strongly one-sided/manipulative

POLITICAL SPECTRUM

Classification according to Chapel Hill Expert Survey (CHES) 2024

The Chapel Hill Expert Survey (CHES 2024) is an academic survey of 609 political scientists in 31 countries. Each
party is rated on a scale from O (far left) to 10 (far right).

Party Linke Greens SPD | BSW | CDU/CSU | FDP FreieW. | A
CHES 1.23 2.28 3.41 3.78 6.23 6.54 6.77 9.10
Spectrum Left Left Left Left Right Right Right Right

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

DI AN 2.9 /10 Left-favouring

0 N > 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

«— Left Right —

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

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

BROADCAST INFO AND THEMATIC FRAMEWORK

Broadcast data

» Date: 02.05.2025
* Presenter: Jens Riewa
* |tem overview:
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Item Topic Duration (approx.) Classification
1 AfD classification as approx. 6:30 min. Domestic politics / party
confirmed right-wing politics

extremist by the Office for
the Protection of the

Constitution
2 EU-USA tariff dispute / EU  approx. 2:00 min. Foreign trade
trade offer
3 Dismissal of security approx. 1:45 min. International politics

adviser Waltz (USA)

4 TikTok fine (530 million approx. 0:30 min. Law / Technology
euros, data protection)
5 Car accident Stuttgart approx. 0:30 min. Local / Security
(vehicle into group of
people)
6 Press freedom index approx. 0:45 min. Media / Democracy
(Reporters Without
Borders)
7 80th anniversary of the approx. 0:30 min. History / Commemoration
capitulation of Berlin
(WWII)
8 Gerhard Richter exhibition  approx. 1:30 min. Culture
Munich
9 Weather forecast approx. 0:45 min. Service
10 Announcement of approx. 0:15 min. Programme announcement

Brennpunkt AfD /
tagesthemen interview with
von Storch

Main topic of this edition

The Federal Office for the Protection of the Constitution has classified the AfD as confirmed right-wing extremist,
which the Tagesschau treats as the dominant topic with approx. 43 % of airtime, flanked by expert commentary and
parliamentary consequences.
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CHAPTER 1 — DETAILED ANALYSIS OF THE 15 CRITERIA

Hard facts — 9 techniques that are countable and scientifically robust

1. EXPERT SELECTION 6/10

1 2 3 4 5 6

Expert 1: Claudia Kornmeier, ARD Berlin studio

02:40 — Statement: *"The classification as right-wing extremist could lead to a rethink."* —
Timestamp Assessment: ARD's own correspondent; not an external, independent expert. Her assessments
are editorially shaped.

Missing Independent political scientist with a critical perspective on the classification.
countervoice

Source in-depth check Kornmeier:
(a) FUNDING: ARD / public broadcasting, funded by the broadcasting licence fee. Institutional interest in
legitimising state institutions (Office for the Protection of the Constitution as an authority).

(b) MANDATE: Political reporting — compatible with the classification, but not with a neutral expert role. Kornmeier
is a journalist, not a constitutional lawyer.

» Conflict of interest present? INDIRECT (ARD-internal, institutional proximity to state bodies)

* Personal risk from position? NO

* Does the organisation benefit from her assessment? INDIRECT (legitimisation of the public broadcasting
framework)

* Result: MEDIUM

(c) SUBJECT-MATTER EXPERTISE: Kornmeier is presented as an expert on parliamentary consequences without
her assessments being identified as editorial opinion. — Technique No. 12 (source selection).

Expert 2: Frank Brautigam, ARD legal expert

"k

03:20 — Statement: *"This fuels the debate. But a ban procedure is a different matter entirely."* —
Assessment: ARD's own legal expert; not an external, independent constitutional lawyer.

Timestamp

Missing Constitutional lawyer who critically evaluates the independence problem of the BfV or the
countervoice proportionality of the classification.

Source in-depth check Brautigam:

(a) FUNDING: ARD / public broadcasting. Same institutional embedding as Kornmeier.

(b) MANDATE: Legal classification — fundamentally compatible, but not independent as an ARD-internal expert.
+ Conflict of interest present? INDIRECT

» Personal risk from position? NO

* Does the organisation benefit from his assessment? INDIRECT

* Result: MEDIUM
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(c) SUBJECT-MATTER EXPERTISE: Brautigam is presented as a neutral legal expert but is an ARD employee.
His assessments are not identified as an editorial perspective. — Technique No. 12.

Expert 3: Unnamed speaker (civil service law consequences)

01:55 — Statement: *"Can someone who belongs to the AfD still be a teacher for our children?"*

Timestamp — Assessment: Speaker not identified; unclear whether politician, civil service lawyer or
commentator.
Missing Civil service lawyer who explains the high legal hurdles for disciplinary consequences.

countervoice

Source in-depth check:
(a) FUNDING: Cannot be determined, as person is not identified.
(b) MANDATE: Cannot be assessed.
(c) SUBJECT-MATTER EXPERTISE: The failure to identify the speaker is a journalistic shortcoming. — Technique
No. 12.

Missing expert groups:

» Independent constitutional lawyer with a critical perspective on the BfV classification
« Civil service lawyer on the question of disciplinary consequences

+ Political scientist on the democratic-theoretical dimension

» Kornmeier (ARD): MEDIUM — institutionally embedded, not independent

» Brautigam (ARD): MEDIUM — institutionally embedded, not independent

» Unknown speaker: LOW — not identified, cannot be contextualised
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2. SOURCE SELECTION 6/10

1 2 3 4 5 6

Claims without primary source = penalty points (rumour check)

Source 1: Federal Office for the Protection of the Constitution (BfV)

00:10 — Statement: Classification of the AfD as confirmed right-wing extremist
(a) Funding and sponsorship: State-run, subordinate to the Federal Ministry of the Interior (mentioned in the item
itself). Funded by the federal budget.

(b) Structural conflict of interest: The BfV is subordinate to the executive (Ministry of the Interior). In classifying
an opposition party, a structural conflict of interest exists, as the executive may have an institutional interest in
restricting political competition. This conflict is not addressed in the item.

(c) Missing counter-source: Independent constitutional lawyer who critically evaluates the standards and
proportionality of the classification.

Source 2: Federal Interior Minister Faeser (SPD)

01:40 — Statement: *"There had been no political influence on the decision."

(a) Funding: State-run, Federal Ministry.

(b) Structural conflict of interest: Faeser is the political superior of the BfV. Her statement that there had been no
political influence is a self-declaration by the supervising authority — not an independent confirmation.

(c) Missing counter-source: Independent review of the decision-making processes; statement from an
independent constitutional lawyer on the question of independence.

Source 3: Alexander Dobrindt (CSU, prospective Interior Minister)

02:15 — Statement: *"Considers further monitoring of the party to be imperative."*
(a) Funding: State / party.
(b) Structural conflict of interest: As future Interior Minister, Dobrindt has an institutional interest in maintaining

the classification. No counter-position from within the Union (some had spoken out in favour of a different approach
regarding committee chairmanships).

(c) Missing counter-source: Voices from within the Union who hold a different position.

Source 4: Vance (US Vice President, on Waltz)

: 04:30 — Statement: *"Donald Trump has fired many people. He doesn't give them good jobs
Timestamp R

(a) Funding: US government.
(b) Structural conflict of interest: Vance is defending his president's decision — not a neutral source.
(c) Missing counter-source: Critical voice from the US Congress or independent security experts.
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Summary: The source selection on the AfD topic is one-sidedly state-based (BfV, Ministry of the Interior, future
Interior Minister) without independent countervoices. The structural conflicts of interest of the cited bodies are not

disclosed.
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3. TIME DISTRIBUTION 6/10

1 2 3 4 5 6

Item duration per political direction/topic:

» AfD (classification, consequences, ban procedure): approx. 6:30 min. (approx. 43 %)
+ EU/USA trade policy: approx. 2:00 min. (approx. 13 %)

» US domestic politics (Waltz): approx. 1:45 min. (approx. 12 %)

» TikTok/data protection: approx. 0:30 min. (approx. 3 %)

« Stuttgart car accident: approx. 0:30 min. (approx. 3 %)

* Press freedom: approx. 0:45 min. (approx. 5 %)

* WWII commemoration: approx. 0:30 min. (approx. 3 %)

» Gerhard Richter: approx. 1:30 min. (approx. 10 %)

» Weather + programme announcements: approx. 1:00 min. (approx. 7 %)

Summary: The AfD topic dominates with an extraordinarily high 43 % of airtime. Within the AfD block, the AfD's
own position (rejection of the classification) receives less than 10 % of speaking time, while the Office for the
Protection of the Constitution's position, parliamentary consequences and ban procedure account for the
remainder.
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R\P

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

The BfV is subordinate to the Federal Ministry of the Interior (mentioned in the item itself: *"which
is subordinate to the Federal Ministry of the Interior"). The resulting question of institutional
Context independence when classifying an opposition party is not addressed. — Relevant at: 00:50 —
Effect: Viewers receive no indication of the authority's structural dependence on the executive,
which significantly affects the assessment of the neutrality of the classification.

Omission 2:

The AfD received approx. 20.8 % of votes in the 2025 federal election and is the second-strongest
force in the Bundestag. The implications of the classification for the democratic representation of
around 10 million voters are not addressed. — Relevant at: entire AfD block — Effect: The societal
dimension of the classification remains hidden; voters of the AfD do not appear.

Context

Omission 3:

The Office for the Protection of the Constitution's report has been available since Monday
(according to the item). The content of the report — concrete evidence, methodology, scope — is
not presented. — Relevant at: 00:15 — Effect: Viewers cannot assess the quality of the reasoning;
the classification appears as a given.

Omission 4:

In the Stuttgart car accident, *"investigations are being conducted in all directions"* is mentioned,
without any information on the perpetrator, motive or background. — Relevant at: 05:30 — Effect:
Without context, room for speculation arises; in comparable events in the past, reporting has
varied in level of detail.

Context

Summary: The most serious omissions concern the institutional dependence of the BfV and the democratic-
theoretical dimension of the classification. Both gaps favour an uncritical reception of the authority's decision.

Missing voices

» AfD leadership (substantively): Would have set out the specific constitutional counter-arguments to the
classification and substantiated the accusation of political instrumentalisation.

* Independent constitutional lawyer (critical): Would have shed light on the standards of the classification, the
proportionality and the independence problem of the Office for the Protection of the Constitution.

» AfD voters / electoral research: Would have addressed the democratic-theoretical dimension of classifying 10
million voters as supporters of an extremist party.

« Civil service lawyer: Would have specified the concrete legal requirements for disciplinary consequences, rather
than leaving the question rhetorically open.
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+ Political scientist with a critical perspective on the Office for the Protection of the Constitution: Would have
analysed the institutional dependence of the BfV on the Ministry of the Interior and its implications for neutrality.

* Historian / comparativist: Would have introduced the international comparison with similar parties in other
democracies (e.g. France, Italy, Sweden).

« Civil society / civil rights advocates: Would have expressed concerns regarding the expansion of state surveillance
powers and the effect on political participation.
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/ . Schweizerischer Verein fur ausgewogene Berichterstattung
5. NUMBERS MANIPULATION 5/10

1 2 3 4 5

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

Finding 1:

05:00 — Figure: *"50 billion euros™ (EU trade offer) — Missing context: It is not explained how
this figure relates to the total EU-USA trade volume (approx. 800 billion euros annually), which
makes it difficult to contextualise the magnitude. — Effect: The figure appears significant without
viewers being able to contextualise it.

Timestamp

Finding 2:

05:10 — Figure: *"trade surplus of 50 billion" (EU vis-a-vis USA, when services are included) —
Missing context: The difference between the goods trade deficit (significantly higher) and the
combined goods/services balance is not clearly explained. — Effect: Viewers cannot critically
contextualise the EU's argumentation.

Timestamp

Finding 3:

07:30 — Figure: *"530 million euros"* (TikTok fine) — Missing context: No comparison with
TikTok's annual revenue or previous data protection fines (e.g. Meta: 1.2 billion euros). — Effect:
Without a reference figure, it is not possible to assess whether the fine is high or low.

Timestamp

Summary: Figures are presented without sufficient context, which makes critical assessment by viewers more
difficult. This is partly unavoidable in a 15-minute broadcast, but is problematic for central arguments (EU trade
offer).
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6. GUILT BY ASSOCIATION 6/10

1 2 3 4 5 6

Association 1:

Timestamp 02:00

*"The basis for the classification was said to be xenophobic statements by senior party
Quote representatives. And campaigns such as this computer game by the dissolved youth organisation
Junge Alternative."™

Technique: A computer game by a dissolved youth organisation is presented as evidence for the classification of
the party as a whole. The association between a youth organisation (which no longer exists) and the current party
as a whole is not questioned.

Viewers associate the entire AfD with the computer game of the dissolved organisation, without
the relevance of this association to the current party being explained.

Association 2:

Timestamp 01:55

Quote *"Can someone who belongs to the AfD still be a teacher for our children?"*

Technique: AfD membership is associated with a potential threat to children. Mere party membership is implicitly
equated with unreliability in public service.

All AfD members in public service are framed as broadly problematic, without individual
examination or legal differentiation.

For the AfD as a whole (as an organisation implicitly framed as extremist):
SOURCE CHECK:
» Does the AfD work with verifiable primary sources? YES (party programme, Bundestag speeches, public
statements)
 Are its core statements falsifiable? YES (political positions are verifiable)
RISK MATRIX:
* What has the party lost through its position? Coalition viability, social acceptance, now potential civil service law
consequences for members
* What does it gain? Voter protest, opposition role
» Net: Considerable institutional risk through classification
TONALITY: The AfD's positions are not directly quoted in the broadcast (apart from the cease-and-desist declaration);
an assessment of objectivity is therefore not possible.

RESULT CATEGORY: B — Borderline case (The classification by the Office for the Protection of the Constitution is
an administrative act, not proof. The party is democratically elected, its positions are public and falsifiable. The
categorisation as "confirmed right-wing extremist" is an official assessment, not a legally confirmed fact.)

IMPORTANT: The framing of the AfD by the broadcast as extremist is NOT evidence for Category C. That is
framing. The categorisation is made exclusively according to the above criteria.
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7. TIMING 7110

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Finding 1:

Position: 00:00 (broadcast opening) — Content: AfD classification as first and dominant topic — Timing effect: The
placement in first position and the length of the block (43 % of airtime) establish the AfD classification as the most
important event of the day. This is an editorial decision that makes other topics (e.g. EU trade policy with global
relevance) appear secondary.

Finding 2:

Position: 14:30 (shortly before end of broadcast) — Content: Announcement of the tagesthemen interview with
Beatrix von Storch (AfD) — Timing effect: The AfD counter-perspective is not integrated into the Tagesschau but
referred to a later broadcast. This reinforces the one-sidedness of the Tagesschau's reporting, as most viewers do
not watch the tagesthemen.

Finding 3:

Position: 09:30 — Content: Gerhard Richter item (approx. 1:30 min.) — Timing effect: A culture item receives more
airtime than the TikTok fine (0:30), Stuttgart car accident (0:30) and press freedom index (0:45) combined. This is
an editorial weighting decision that can be questioned.

Summary: The placement of the AfD classification as the lead story with 43 % of airtime and the outsourcing of
the AfD counter-perspective to the tagesthemen are the most striking timing decisions of this edition.
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8. SELECTIVE OUTRAGE 7110

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

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

Finding 1:

Triggering event: Classification of the AfD as confirmed right-wing extremist — Reaction: "Can someone who
belongs to the AfD still be a teacher for our children? Or work as a police officer in the Bavarian police? This must
be examined and reconsidered." (01:55) — Comparison: For no other party or political group in this broadcast is a
comparable question raised about the suitability of members for public service. — Asymmetry: The question of
suitability for public service is raised exclusively in the context of the AfD. Comparable questions (e.g. regarding
members of other parties with extremist wings) are absent.

Finding 2:

Triggering event: Dismissal of Waltz by Trump — Reaction: "Hegseth is the most unqualified Secretary of Defense
of all time. He must go." (04:45) — Comparison: This statement comes from an insert (not from the presenter) but is
presented without distancing. — Asymmetry: The statement about Hegseth is shown as a sound bite; a comparably
sharp statement about European politicians is not presented in this broadcast.

Summary: The selective outrage is most evident in the question about the suitability of AfD members for public
service, which is presented without a comparative standard and without a counter-position.
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9. COMPLETENESS 6/10

1 2 3 4 5 6

The classification of the AfD as confirmed right-wing extremist by the Office for the Protection of the Constitution is a
state administrative act with considerable legal, political and societal consequences. It concerns fundamental rights
questions (Art. 1, Art. 21 Basic Law), the relationship between the executive and party law, and the question of
democratic equal opportunity. The decision falls in a phase of government transition and immediately after a federal
election in which the AfD became the second-strongest force. It is legally contestable and will in all likelihood be
reviewed by several judicial instances.

Share of perspectives covered
Inverted: Original value measures coverage (higher = better). Displayed as deviation (higher = greater gaps).
[A] Office for the Protection of the Constitution position: Justification of the classification on the basis of the report
(concept of the people, human dignity, Art. 1 Basic Law)
[B] AfD position: Rejection of the classification as politically motivated, legal counter-action
[C] Constitutional law classification: Standards for classification, proportionality, legal recourse
[D] Political consequences for parliamentary operations (committee chairmanships, cooperation questions)
[E] Civil service law consequences for AfD members (teachers, police officers)
[F] Party ban procedure: Requirements, risks, political majority question

[G] Democratic-theoretical perspective: Relationship between the Office for the Protection of the Constitution
executive and party law, independence question

[H] Timing criticism: Why shortly after the election and before the change of government — political influence
possible?

[I] Voter perspective: Around 10 million AfD voters — implications of the classification for democratic representation
[J] International comparative perspective: How do other democracies deal with similar parties?

[A] ADDRESSED

Timestamp: 00:15 — Quote: "A right-wing extremist character had solidified into certainty." — Assessment: Fully
and prominently presented, without critical distancing.

[B] INDICATED

Timestamp: 01:45 — Quote: "The AfD sees it differently, speaks of public discrediting." — Assessment: Only
briefly referenced, no independent elaboration, no sound bite from the AfD leadership on the substantive
justification.

[C] INDICATED

Timestamp: 03:30 — Quote: "The classification is not the final word. The courts will review whether it was
correct." — Assessment: Only mentioned procedurally, no substantive engagement with standards or
proportionality.

[D] ADDRESSED

Timestamp: 02:45 — Quote: "The classification as right-wing extremist could lead to a rethink." — Assessment:
Addressed, but one-sidedly from the perspective of excluding the AfD.

[E] ADDRESSED

Timestamp: 01:55 — Quote: "Can someone who belongs to the AfD still be a teacher for our children?" —
Assessment: Addressed, but framed as a rhetorical question with an implicitly negative answer, without a counter-
position.
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[F] ADDRESSED

Timestamp: 03:15 — Quote: "This fuels the debate. But a ban procedure is a different matter entirely." —
Assessment: Addressed, but without presenting the counter-arguments against a ban procedure.

[G] OMITTED

Timestamp: — — Quote: — — Assessment: The structural question of whether an Office for the Protection of the
Constitution subordinate to the Ministry of the Interior should classify an opposition party is not addressed.

[H] INDICATED

Timestamp: 03:00 — Quote: "Why not wait the few days until the change of government?" — Assessment: Briefly
raised, but immediately countered with the Ministry's argumentation, without critical consideration.

[I] OMITTED

Timestamp: — — Quote: — — Assessment: The perspective of the approx. 10 million AfD voters and the
democratic-theoretical question of representation are entirely absent.

[J] OMITTED

Timestamp: — — Quote: — — Assessment: No international comparison, although this would have considerably
enriched the contextualisation.
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Soft facts — 6 qualitative techniques

10. FRAMING (Setting the frame)

1

Finding 1:

Timestamp

Quote

Manipulation

Why
problematic

Finding 2:

Timestamp

Manipulation

Why
problematic

Finding 3:

Timestamp

Quote

Manipulation

Why
problematic
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710

3 4 5 6 7

00:10

*"The Federal Office for the Protection of the Constitution has classified the entire AfD as
confirmed right-wing extremist."*

The sentence opens the broadcast without any contextualising classification. The formulation
*"confirmed"* is presented as a statement of fact, although it is an official assessment that is
legally contestable and has not yet been judicially confirmed.

N

Viewers perceive *"confirmed"* as an epistemically closed truth, not as an administrative act with
an open legal process. The difference between an official classification and a legally binding
determination is not communicated.

00:30

*"The AfD's anti-migrant and anti-Muslim stance degrades entire population groups, violating their
human dignity."

This statement is presented without a distancing formula. It is unclear whether this is the
assessment of the Office for the Protection of the Constitution or of the presenter. The missing
source attribution (*"according to the Office for the Protection of the Constitution"* or *"in the
assessment of the authority"*) makes the statement appear as fact.

Journalistically required distancing is absent. The statement is framed as objective truth, although
it represents an official assessment that is legally contested.

01:55

*"Can someone who belongs to the AfD still be a teacher for our children? Or work as a police
officer in the Bavarian police? This must be examined and reconsidered."*

This statement — from an unnamed speaker — is presented without a counter-position. The
framing *"for our children"* makes an emotional appeal and implies a threat posed by AfD
members in public service.

The statement suggests that AfD membership per se is to be equated with civic unreliability. A
counter-position (e.g. a civil service lawyer pointing to the high hurdles for dismissals) is entirely
absent.
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Summary: The framing of the broadcast consistently treats the Office for the Protection of the Constitution's
classification as an established fact rather than a contestable administrative act. Emotional appeals and missing
distancing formulas reinforce the one-sided impression.
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11. WORD CHOICE AND TERMINOLOGY

1

Finding 1:

Timestamp

Quote

Manipulation

Why
problematic

Finding 2:
Timestamp

Quote

Manipulation

Why
problematic

Finding 3:
Timestamp

Quote
Manipulation

Why
problematic

Finding 4:
Timestamp

Quote

Manipulation

Why
problematic
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710

3 4 5 6 7

00:10

*"confirmed right-wing extremist"

*N

The adjective *"confirmed"* is a technical term used by the Office for the Protection of the
Constitution for a classification level, but in general usage is understood as *"proven beyond
doubt"*. This semantic ambiguity is not resolved.

*N

Neutral alternative:
Constitution"*

classified as right-wing extremist by the Office for the Protection of the
— this would have clearly marked the official character of the statement.

00:25

*1

exclusionary concept of the people™

The term *"exclusionary"* is evaluative and derives from the Office for the Protection of the
Constitution's report. It is used without quotation marks or source attribution, as if it were a neutral
description.

Neutral alternative: *"concept of the people defined as exclusionary according to the assessment
of the Office for the Protection of the Constitution™.

02:10
*"Citizens with a migration background are treated as second-class Germans."

This statement is also presented without a distancing formula. It is an assessment, not a proven
fact, and derives from the official assessment.

*N

Neutral alternative: *"according to the Office for the Protection of the Constitution, citizens with a
migration background are treated as second-class Germans in AfD positions™*.

04:10
*"A significantly less influential post."* (on Waltz's transfer as UN ambassador)

This assessment is presented as fact, although the relative significance of posts is subject to
interpretation.

*N

Neutral alternative:
post™.

a different post"* or *"in the assessment of observers, a less influential
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Summary: The word choice consistently adopts the terminology and assessments of the Office for the Protection
of the Constitution without journalistic distancing. Official assessments are linguistically presented as facts.
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12. PRESENTER BEHAVIOUR 6/10

1 2 3 4 5 6

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

Finding 1:

00:10 — Triggering event: Opening of the broadcast with the AfD topic — Quote: *"The Federal
Office for the Protection of the Constitution has classified the entire AfD as confirmed right-wing
extremist."* — Comparison: When announcing the Waltz departure (04:00), the formulation is
Timestamp *"has dismissed his security adviser Mike Waltz"™ — likewise without a distancing formula, but
without evaluative adjectives. — Asymmetry: On the AfD topic, the evaluative official adjective
*"confirmed"* is adopted without quotation marks or source attribution; on other topics, the
language is more sober.

Finding 2:

01:55 — Triggering event: Broadcast of the statement on civil service law consequences —
Quote: *"Can someone who belongs to the AfD still be a teacher for our children?™ —
Comparison: No comparable emotional framing for other political parties in this broadcast. —
Asymmetry: The rhetorical question with the appeal *"for our children™ is presented without
presenter contextualisation or distancing; no comparable emotional framing is found for other
parties.

Timestamp

Summary: The presenter behaviour shows a linguistic asymmetry on the AfD topic: official assessments are
adopted without distancing, emotional appeals remain uncommented. On other topics, the language is more
sober.
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13. QUESTION ASYMMETRY 6/10

1 2 3 4 5 6

Note: Tagesschau has few live interviews — insert selection and statement selection are evaluated.

Asymmetry 1:

02:40 — Questions directed at Kornmeier: *"What impact does the reclassification have on
parliamentary operations?"* and *"The report had been expected for months, why is it only coming
Timestamp now?"* — Both questions are directed at the consequences and legitimation of the classification.
No question addresses the AfD's perspective, the independence problem of the BfV or the voter
dimension.

Asymmetry 2:

03:20 — Questions directed at Brautigam: *"Has a ban procedure now become more likely?"™ and
*"The AfD is taking legal action with a cease-and-desist declaration. How does this proceed
Timestamp now?"* — The first question presupposes the classification as the basis for further measures; the
second treats the AfD's counter-action as a subordinate procedural matter. No question addresses
the substantive merit of the AfD's criticism of the classification.

Summary: The questions to both ARD experts are consistently directed at the consequences of the classification
and presuppose its legitimacy as given. The AfD's perspective is not actively sought through a single question.
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14. FALSE BALANCE 3/10

1 2 3

Finding 1:

05:05 — Context: EU trade dispute — The presentation of the EU position (*"President Trump is
Timestamp using incorrect figures™) is presented as fact, without the US counter-position being presented

with equal weight. This is not false balance in the classical sense (equal weighting of unequal
things), but a one-sided presentation in favour of the EU position.

Note: False balance in the classical sense (equal weighting of scientific consensus with fringe positions) is not
detectable in this broadcast. The problem is rather the opposite: too little balance on the AfD topic.

Summary: False balance in the classical sense is not detectable. The dominant problem of this broadcast is
missing balance, not false balance.
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15. AGENDA-SETTING 710
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Finding 1:

Agenda item set: AfD as confirmed right-wing extremist — Timestamp: 00:00 — Evidence: "The Federal Office for
the Protection of the Constitution has classified the entire AfD as confirmed right-wing extremist."

Alternative agenda: The democratic-theoretical question of classifying an opposition party by an authority
subordinate to the executive could also have been placed on the agenda.

Finding 2:
Agenda item set: Party ban procedure as the next logical step — Timestamp: 03:15 — Evidence: "But it fuels a

renewed debate about a party ban procedure."

Alternative agenda: The question of whether a ban procedure is democratically desirable is not treated as an open
question, but framed as a natural consequence.

Finding 3:

Agenda item set: Press freedom at a historic low — Timestamp: 08:30 — Evidence: "This year, the situation is said
to be at a historic low."

Alternative agenda: The question of whether public broadcasting media are themselves part of the press freedom
ecosystem and how their own independence is assessed remains unasked.

Summary: The agenda of this broadcast is clearly directed at legitimising the AfD classification. Alternative
framings (independence question, voter perspective, democratic-theoretical concerns) are not placed on the
agenda.
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CHAPTER 2 — OVERALL EVALUATION

Results

Dominant techniques

1. Framing (Score 7): The Office for the Protection of the Constitution's classification is consistently presented as
an established fact, not as a contestable administrative act. Missing distancing formulas and the adoption of official
assessments without quotation marks systematically reinforce this effect.

2. Agenda-Setting (Score 7): With 43 % of airtime and placement as the lead story, the AfD classification is
established as the most important event of the day. Alternative framings (independence question, voter perspective)
are not placed on the agenda.

3. Selective Outrage (Score 7): The question of the suitability of AfD members for public service is presented
without a comparative standard and without a counter-position. Comparable questions about members of other
parties are entirely absent.

Justification: The broadcast shows a clear one-sidedness on the dominant topic (AfD classification): the Office for the
Protection of the Constitution's position is framed as fact, the AfD counter-perspective is marginalised, structural
conflicts of interest of the cited authorities are not disclosed, and the democratic-theoretical dimension of classifying
an opposition party by an authority subordinate to the executive is entirely absent. Pursuant to §26 MStV, the
Tagesschau is obliged to ensure diversity of opinion and balanced presentation; this obligation is not fulfilled on the
main topic. The combined score of 5.6 falls within the range of clear one-sidedness, without crossing the threshold of
systematic imbalance.

CONCLUSION

The Tagesschau of 02.05.2025 covers the classification of the AfD as confirmed right-wing extremist with approx. 43
% of airtime and a consistently one-sided framing: the authority's decision is presented as fact, the AfD counter-
perspective is reduced to less than 10 % of the block's time, and structural conflicts of interest of the cited state bodies
(BfV, Ministry of the Interior) are not disclosed. The exclusive use of ARD-internal experts (Kornmeier, Brautigam)
without independent countervoices reinforces the one-sided presentation. Pursuant to §26 para. 1 MStV, public
broadcasting institutions are obliged to ensure diversity of opinion and balanced consideration of the diversity of
opinions; this obligation is not fulfilled on the main topic of this edition. The ARD public service mandate encompasses
comprehensive information for the population including the voters of all democratically permitted parties — the
perspective of approx. 10 million AfD voters is entirely absent from this broadcast.
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CHAPTER 3 — PARTY-POLITICAL BIAS

Concrete evidence (timestamp + brief quote)

CDhu/CsuU +1 02:15 "The prospective new Interior Minister, Alexander Dobrindt, considers further
monitoring of the party to be imperative." — Dobrindt is presented as a factual voice,
without critical contextualisation of his position of interest as future Interior Minister.

SPD +1 01:40 "Faeser emphasises that there had been no political influence on the decision."
— Faeser's self-declaration is presented without critical follow-up questioning.

Greens 0 No mention in this broadcast.
FDP 0 No mention in this broadcast.
AfD -4 00:10 "confirmed right-wing extremist" — 01:55 "Can someone who belongs to the

AfD still be a teacher for our children?" — 02:00 computer game as evidence — AfD
position presented only marginally and without substantive content.

BSW 0 No mention in this broadcast.
Linke 0 No mention in this broadcast.
Freie Wahler 0 No mention in this broadcast.

Party bias summary

* Most favoured: CDU/CSU and SPD (score +1 each) — both presented as factual, state-supporting voices

* Most disadvantaged: AfD (score -4) — one-sided presentation, marginalised counter-perspective, emotional
association with extremism

» Average deviation: 0.75 (across all parties)

» Conclusion: The party-political bias of this broadcast is pronounced on the AfD topic. The governing parties
(CDU/CSU, SPD) are presented as factual voices, while the AfD appears exclusively as the object of state
measures. The remaining parties do not appear, which in itself constitutes an editorial decision for a topic of this
domestic political significance.
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CHAPTER 4 — LEGAL CLASSIFICATION (§26 MStV / ARD State Treaty)

Assessment pursuant to §26 MStV

Violation 1:

Norm: §26 para. 1 MStV (diversity of opinion, balanced presentation) — Facts: The AfD as the second-strongest
Bundestag faction is presented on the dominant topic of this broadcast (43 % of airtime) with less than 10 % of the
block's time and without substantive content of its counter-position. The Office for the Protection of the Constitution's
position is framed as fact, not as a contestable administrative act. — Evidence: 00:10 "The Federal Office for the
Protection of the Constitution has classified the entire AfD as confirmed right-wing extremist" — without distancing
formula; 01:45 AfD position dealt with in one sentence. — Assessment: The presentation does not correspond to the
requirement of balanced diversity of opinion pursuant to §26 para. 1 MStV, as a democratically elected party with a
considerable share of voters is not given adequate opportunity to speak on the main topic directly concerning it.

Violation 2:

Norm: §26 para. 2 MStV (objectivity, separation of news and opinion) — Facts: Official assessments ("confirmed right-
wing extremist", "exclusionary", "anti-migrant and anti-Muslim") are presented as facts without distancing formulas. —
Evidence: 00:25 "The AfD's anti-migrant and anti-Muslim stance degrades entire population groups" — without
"according to the Office for the Protection of the Constitution" or comparable source attribution. — Assessment: The
missing separation between official assessment and journalistic presentation of facts violates the objectivity

requirement.
Violation 3:
Norm: §26 para. 1
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OVERALL EVALUATION OF THE 15 CRITERIA

Individual scores — All 15 criteria

Score Classification

No. ‘ Criterion

1

© 0o N o O »~ w N

HARD FACTS SCORE (1-8)

SOFT FACTS SCORE (9-14)

EXPERT SELECTION
SOURCE SELECTION

TIME DISTRIBUTION
OMISSION (Selective Omission)
NUMBERS MANIPULATION
GUILT BY ASSOCIATION
TIMING

SELECTIVE OUTRAGE
COMPLETENESS

FRAMING (Setting the frame)
WORD CHOICE AND TERMINOLOGY
PRESENTER BEHAVIOUR
QUESTION ASYMMETRY
FALSE BALANCE
AGENDA-SETTING

OVERALL SCORE

(<]

N 0 O O N N o N N o o N o o

6.2/10 Serious deviation from the impartiality requirement. High

degree of deviation

6.0/10 Considerable imbalance

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 scores

Individual scores per criterion (0—-10)

0 No finding

1-2 Weak finding

34 finding

Moderate finding

Slight to moderate

5 with impact
relevance

6 Considerable finding

(threshold)

7 Considerable finding

8-9

10 Maximum

Serious finding

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

Discernible tendency; impact relevance low to moderate.

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

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

Clear, well-evidenced imbalance with marked impact relevance.

Pronounced imbalance; multiple evidenced individual findings in this criterion.

Systematic, pervasive imbalance in this criterion.

manifestation

Aggregated deviation index — Interpretation ranges

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

Unremarkable

Slight imbalance

Considerable
imbalance

Serious deviation from
the impartiality
requirement. High
degree of deviation

Fundamental systemic
one-sidedness. Very
high degree of bias

Party-political bias (-5 to +5)

No material patterns discernible; broadcast corresponds to the objectivity
requirement.

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

Multiple considerable findings; relevant impairment of diversity of
perspectives.

Pronounced, broadcast-wide patterns; high impact relevance.

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

-5to -3

-2 to -1
0
+1 to +2

+3 to +5

Prasident: Schlapfer, David - Kontakt:

Strongly
disadvantaged

Slightly disadvantaged
Neutral
Slightly favoured

Strongly favoured

Party is clearly treated worse in presentation, speaking time or framing.

Discernible, but weak disadvantage.
No discernible favouring or disadvantaging.
Discernible, but weak favouring.

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

No finding of fact

No legal ruling

No proof of causality

No finding of intent

Heuristic

comparison
instrument

The results presented do not constitute findings of fact regarding individual persons,
editorial teams or broadcasts. They are to be understood as the result of a standardised
operationalisation, not as a determination of individual responsibility.

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 bodies (in particular media
authorities).

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.

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.

The index serves for comparative pattern recognition across thousands of broadcasts, not
for the precise metric measurement of individual items. Threshold values serve as heuristic
orientation, not as sharp legal qualification.
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APPENDIX: CANTONAL LEGISLATION

Legal basis Germany — ARD, ZDF

/ . Schweizerischer Verein fur ausgewogene Berichterstattung

Law
Media State Treaty (MStV, 2020)

Relevant articles

» §26 para. 1 MStV: Public broadcasting institutions shall provide in their offerings a comprehensive overview of
international, European, national and regional events in all essential areas of life. In doing so, they shall promote
international understanding, European integration and social cohesion in the Federation and the Lander. 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 regional broadcasting institutions: Supervision of ARD institutions (BR, WDR, NDR,
etc.)
+ ZDF Television Council (§19 ZDF State Treaty): Supervision of ZDF programming

* 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 can not only obtain further detailed evaluations, but can also have them produced for any broadcasts of
your choice (we charge for this).

In order to make our work solid, we depend on membership and patron contributions.

Contact and further information:
www.SVFAB.ch | Kontakt@SVFAB.ch

Bank details: PostFinance — POFICHBE
IBAN: CH32 0900 0000 1675 6251 1
Recipient: SVFAB, P.O. Box, CH-8021 Zurich 1
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You can obtain the following books from SVFAB

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

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

Optionally the book comes with playing cards

Also available as an audiobook

The interview is not a conversation. It is a stage — and someone else
has written the script.

Those who do not know this provide material. Good quotes that are
cut incorrectly. Correct statements that end up in the wrong context.
Honest answers that are framed as confessions.

This book is not a media criticism book. Itis a toolbox — for all those
who have a microphone in front of them and want to know what they
can do aboutit. 7 chapters. 7 tools: What an interview really is. The 7
most common traps. The three basic principles of sovereignty —
anchoring, reframing, setting boundaries. Preparation in one hour.
Body and voice. What to do when things go wrong. And what counts
after the interview.

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

In A5. Direct. For preparation, reference, follow-up and in difficult
situations
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You think you see the world.In reality you see the frame that
someone has placed around it. Framing is the oldest and most
elegant manipulation technique in the world. It does not change the
facts — it changes what we make of the facts. How we feel. What we
believe. How we decide. And it works — because we all participate.
Daily. Unconsciously. You too. This book is not a dry textbook. Itis a
workbook — playful, direct, full of examples from real life. You learn
not only how others frame you. You learn how you yourself frame —
and how you can use it consciously and fairly.

Because those who understand framing see the world more clearly.
Listen to the news differently. Conduct conversations with greater
confidence. And can no longer so easily have a frame imposed on
them that someone else has chosen.

With many exercises and concrete examples from politics, media and
everyday life — and the occasional smile.

Framing with style. Because the frame changes everything.
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. Ein, praxisorientiertes Lehrbuch 5
S ——
— David Schlapfer

. The SRG collects 1.56 billion francs per year — compulsorily, from
DAS UBI- every household. Those who feel unfairly treated can lodge a
BESCHWERDESYSTEM complaint. There is even a body for this: the IGAC, the Independent
hing e BB AAN R o5 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
adequate, not based on separation of powers, not market-based.
The body that is supposed to protect citizens protects above all the
system it was supposed to control.
Essential reading for all those considering a complaint — and for all
those who want to understand why genuine media oversight in
Switzerland is still outstanding.
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