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DE DETAILED ANALYSIS 

2025-06-10_tagesschau_2000_Uhr_10062025 

Broadcast: Tagesschau  |  2025-06-10  |  Analysed on: 2026-05-01 13:26 

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

 

OVERALL 
SCORE 

6.0/10 Significant Bias 

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

POLITICAL SPECTRUM 

Classification according to Chapel Hill Expert Survey (CHES) 2024 

 

The Chapel Hill Expert Survey (CHES 2024) is an academic survey of 609 political scientists in 31 countries. Each 
party is rated on a scale from 0 (far left) to 10 (far right). 

Party Left Greens SPD BSW CDU/CSU FDP Freie W. AfD 

CHES 1.23 2.28 3.41 3.78 6.23 6.54 6.77 9.10 

Spectrum Left Left Left Left Right Right Right Right 

 

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

TENDENCY (L − R) 4.2 / 10 Balanced 

 

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

← Left Right → 

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

 

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

 

 

BROADCAST INFO AND THEMATIC FRAMEWORK 

 

Broadcast data 

•  Date: 10.06.2025 

•  Presenter: Susanne Daubner 

•  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 Rampage Graz (school, 10 
dead) 

approx. 4:00 min. Domestic politics Austria / 
Society 

2 Constitutional Protection 
Report 2024 / Extremism 
Germany 

approx. 2:00 min. Domestic politics Germany 
/ Security 

3 Naturalisation record 2024 approx. 0:45 min. Domestic politics Germany 
/ Migration 

4 Sanctions against Israeli 
ministers Smotrich & Ben-
Gvir 

approx. 0:45 min. Foreign policy / Middle East 

5 Russian drone attack on 
Ukraine / Kyiv & Odessa 

approx. 2:30 min. Foreign policy / War 

6 National Guard in Los 
Angeles / Trump vs. 
Governor 

approx. 2:00 min. Foreign policy USA / 
Domestic politics USA 

7 UN World Population 
Report / Family planning 

approx. 2:00 min. Society / International 

8 Weather approx. 0:45 min. Service 

9 Programme 
announcements 
(Brennpunkt, tagesthemen) 

approx. 0:15 min. Editorial 

 

Main topic of this edition 

The rampage at a Graz secondary school with ten fatalities dominates the broadcast as the lead story and is extended 
by a subsequent ARD Brennpunkt special. 

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: Anna Tillack (ARD correspondent, Graz) 

Timestamp 
approx. 02:00 — Statement: "One wonders how someone could commit such an act after this 
assessment had been issued." — Classification: ARD's own correspondent; no external specialist. 

 

Source in-depth check: 

(a) FUNDING: ARD/NDR, public broadcaster, licence-fee funded. Conflict of interest: structural proximity to the 
editorial line of the broadcaster; no institutional independence from the editorial team. 

(b) MANDATE: Correspondents report, but do not provide specialist analysis. The rhetorical question regarding the 
firearms law issue goes beyond the reporter's role in the direction of commentary. 

•  Conflict of interest present? INDIRECT (editorial line) 

•  Personal risk from position? NO 

•  Does the organisation benefit from its assessment? INDIRECT (narrative consistency) 

•  Result: MEDIUM 

(c) SPECIALIST COMPETENCE: The assessment of the firearms law issue is framed as journalistic observation, 
but is factually a commentary with an implicit political thrust. → Technique No. 12 (source selection) applies. 

Expert 2: Interior Minister (not named in the transcript — from context: Alexander Dobrindt, CSU) 

Timestamp 
approx. 05:30 — Statement: "It is a dramatic finding that this is progressing at this speed." — 
Classification: Incumbent Federal Interior Minister; politically motivated statement in the context of 
the Constitutional Protection Report. 

 

Source in-depth check: 

(a) FUNDING: Federal ministry, state-funded. Conflict of interest: the minister has an institutional interest in 
emphasising threat levels (legitimation of agency expansion and budget demands). 

(b) MANDATE: Political actor, not a neutral expert. His mandate is political governance, not neutral analysis. 

•  Conflict of interest present? YES 

•  Personal risk from position? NO 

•  Does the organisation benefit from its assessment? YES (budget increase, staff expansion) 

•  Result: LOW (as a neutral expert) 

(c) SPECIALIST COMPETENCE: The minister is presented as a factual source for the Constitutional Protection 
Report without addressing his political self-interests. → Technique No. 12. 

Expert 3: Oleksandr (Ukrainian civilian, Kyiv) 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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Timestamp 
approx. 09:00 — Statement: "It was horrific. As we fled downstairs, the explosions continued." — 
Classification: Affected civilian; emotional testimony, not a specialist expert. 

 

Source in-depth check: 

(a) FUNDING: No institutional funding; private individual. 

(b) MANDATE: Authentic testimony; no analytical mandate. 

•  Conflict of interest present? INDIRECT (Ukrainian citizen in wartime) 

•  Personal risk from position? YES 

•  Does the organisation benefit from its assessment? NO 

•  Result: HIGH (for emotional testimony), LOW (for political analysis) 

(c) SPECIALIST COMPETENCE: The testimony is legitimate, but is used as the sole "counter-voice" to Russian 
claims, without a Russian civilian perspective or neutral war observers. 

Expert 4: Unidentified LA critic 

Timestamp 
approx. 11:00 — Statement: "It feels like LA is the precedent. The US government is taking power 
away from the state and local authorities." — Classification: Unknown person; no qualification 
stated. 

 

Source in-depth check: 

(a) FUNDING: Unknown. 

(b) MANDATE: Unknown; no qualification for constitutional assessment discernible. 

•  Conflict of interest present? UNKNOWN 

•  Personal risk from position? UNKNOWN 

•  Does the organisation benefit from its assessment? UNKNOWN 

•  Result: NOT ASSESSABLE / structurally problematic 

(c) SPECIALIST COMPETENCE: An unidentified person with a politically charged statement is presented as a 
voice without contextualisation. → Technique No. 12. 

Missing expert groups: 

•  Criminologist (rampage prevention) 

•  Independent constitutional lawyer (LA/Trump conflict: federal vs. state rights) 

•  Russia expert with critical distance from both warring parties 

 

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: Constitutional Protection Report (Federal Office for the Protection of the Constitution) 

Timestamp approx. 05:00 

Statement Increase in politically motivated crimes, extremism at record high. 

(a) Funding and sponsorship: Federal authority, state-funded, subordinate to the Federal Interior Ministry. 

(b) Structural conflict of interest: The Constitutional Protection Office has an institutional interest in classifying 
threat levels as high (legitimation of budget increases, staff expansion, expansion of competences). The report is 
presented by the responsible minister, who shares the same interests. 

(c) Missing counter-source: Civil liberties organisations (e.g. GFF, Humanistische Union), data protection 
commissioners, independent criminologists who could critically contextualise the methodology of the Constitutional 
Protection Office. 

Missing 
counter-source 

Independent criminology, civil liberties organisations. 

 

Source 2: Federal Statistical Office (naturalisation statistics) 

Timestamp approx. 07:00 

Statement 292,000 naturalisations in 2024, 46% more than in 2023. 

(a) Funding: Federal authority, state-funded. 

(b) Structural conflict of interest: The Federal Statistical Office is methodologically neutral; no direct conflict of 
interest in data collection. However: the selection of which statistics are presented lies with the editorial team. 

(c) Missing counter-source: Integration research, migration economists, naturalised citizens themselves. 

 

Source 3: UN World Population Report (UNFPA) 

Timestamp approx. 12:00 

Statement Criticism of baby bonuses, demand for reproductive self-determination. 

(a) Funding: UN specialised agency, funded by member states. Largest donors: USA (historically), EU states, 
Sweden, United Kingdom. Political orientation: progressive-liberal on population issues. 

(b) Structural conflict of interest: UNFPA has an institutional interest in interpretive authority over population 
policy. Its position (less state influence on birth rates) is not politically neutral, but corresponds to a specific 
ideological tradition (demographic liberalism). 

(c) Missing counter-source: Conservative family policy experts, religious perspectives, demographers who regard 
state birth promotion as legitimate. 

Missing 
counter-source 

Conservative family policy, religious perspectives, demographers with a divergent position. 

 

Source 4: Local Ukrainian authorities 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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Timestamp approx. 09:15 

Statement 
"According to local authorities, the attack was carried out with more than 320 drones, rockets and 
cruise missiles." 

(a) Funding: Ukrainian state authorities, a party to the conflict. 

(b) Structural conflict of interest: Ukrainian authorities have a strategic interest in portraying attacks as 
particularly severe (securing Western support, increasing pressure on allies). 

(c) Missing counter-source: Independent war observers (e.g. OSCE, where available), neutral military analysts. 

 

Summary: The source selection is structurally one-sided: state and institutional sources with demonstrable self-
interests are presented as neutral providers of facts. Independent counter-voices are systematically absent. This 
does not meet the requirements of §26 MStV regarding diversity of opinion. 

 

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: 

•  Rampage Graz (Austria): approx. 4:00 min. (approx. 27%) 

•  Extremism/Constitutional Protection (Germany): approx. 2:00 min. (approx. 13%) 

•  Naturalisation record (Germany): approx. 0:45 min. (approx. 5%) 

•  Sanctions Israel: approx. 0:45 min. (approx. 5%) 

•  Ukraine/Russia: approx. 2:30 min. (approx. 17%) 

•  Los Angeles/Trump: approx. 2:00 min. (approx. 13%) 

•  UN World Population Report: approx. 2:00 min. (approx. 13%) 

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

Political time distribution (Germany topics): 

•  Topics with centre-left framing (extremism warning, naturalisation, UN family planning): approx. 4:45 min. 

•  Topics with conservative/right-wing framing: no independent segments 

•  Merz quote (Ukraine): approx. 15 seconds 

International time distribution: 

•  Ukraine (pro-Ukrainian perspective dominant): approx. 2:30 min. 

•  Israel/Palestine (sanctions against Israel): approx. 0:45 min. 

•  USA (Trump-critical framing dominant): approx. 2:00 min. 

Summary: The time distribution shows a structural imbalance: topics with a centre-left framing receive significantly 
more airtime than conservative counter-positions. Internationally, pro-Ukrainian and Trump-critical narratives 
dominate. A balanced time distribution within the meaning of §26 MStV is not discernible. 
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4. OMISSION (Selective Omission) 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Omission 1: Russian civilian perspective in the Ukraine report 

Context 

The Ukraine report shows exclusively Ukrainian victims and Zelensky's demands. — Relevant at: 
approx. 08:30 — Effect: One-sided portrayal of the war; the Russian civilian population, which also 
suffers from the war, does not appear. Russia's claim about military targets is cited, but 
immediately qualified by "according to local authorities", without any neutral verification taking 
place. 

 

Omission 2: Methodological foundations of the Constitutional Protection Report 

Context 

The increase in politically motivated crimes is presented as fact. — Relevant at: approx. 05:00 — 
Effect: Not mentioned is the fact that the recording methodology of the Constitutional Protection 
Office has been criticised on multiple occasions in the past (e.g. attribution of crimes to political 
camps, dark figure problem). Critics of the Constitutional Protection Office (e.g. civil liberties 
organisations) are not given a voice. 

 

Omission 3: Context of the naturalisation statistics 

Context 

The naturalisation record is reported, the new coalition wants to "tighten" the rules. — Relevant at: 
approx. 07:00 — Effect: Not mentioned are: the integration achievements of those naturalised, 
return migration rates, economic effects, or the voices of naturalised citizens themselves. The 
report remains limited to bare figures and political reaction. 

 

Omission 4: Context of the sanctions against Israeli ministers 

Context 

Sanctions against Smotrich and Ben-Gvir are reported. — Relevant at: approx. 07:45 — Effect: 
Not mentioned are: the specific incidents in the West Bank that led to the sanctions; Israeli 
counter-positions beyond the government's reaction; the question of whether similar sanctions 
were imposed against other states with comparable behaviour (consistency question). 

 

Omission 5: Counter-position to UN family planning 

Context 

The UN World Population Report is presented uncritically. — Relevant at: approx. 12:00 — Effect: 
Not mentioned are: criticism of UN population policy from a conservative or religious perspective; 
the question of whether state baby bonuses actually restrict self-determination or expand choices; 
demographic counter-arguments. 

 

Summary: The broadcast shows a systematic pattern of selective omission: counter-positions, methodological 
limitations of statistics and contextualising information are consistently absent in the direction of a particular 
political reading. This particularly affects the topics of Ukraine, extremism and migration. 
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Missing voices 

•  Criminologist: Would have contextualised perpetrator profiles in school rampages, warning signs and evidence-
based prevention measures. 

•  Firearms law jurist: Would have presented the legal situation regarding firearms licences in Austria and possible 
reform options objectively. 

•  Psychiatrist / assessor: Would have explained under what conditions psychological assessments for firearms 
ownership are issued and where the limits of the system lie. 

•  Austrian opposition politician: Would have contributed political demands and parliamentary reactions. 

•  Pupil or school member: Would have authentically represented the perspective of those directly affected. 

•  Media ethicist: Would have addressed reporting standards in rampages (copycat effects, naming of perpetrators). 

•  Prevention expert (e.g. Weißer Ring, victim protection organisation): Would have contextualised structural 
prevention approaches and victim support. 

•  International comparative expert: Would have compared European rampage prevention and firearms law systems. 
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5. MANIPULATION OF FIGURES 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

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

 

Finding 1: Naturalisation record without relativisation 

Timestamp approx. 07:00 

Figure: "Just under 292,000 people received German citizenship in 2024 – 46% more than in 2023." 

Missing 
context 

Not mentioned are: total number of foreigners living in Germany (approx. 13 million), naturalisation 
rate in international comparison, decline in previous years, which partly explains the increase in 
2024 (catch-up effect following a change in the law). 

Effect 
The figure of 46% appears dramatic; without context, a distorted picture of the actual 
naturalisation dynamic is created. 

 

Finding 2: Drone attack — figures without comparative context 

Timestamp approx. 09:15 

Figure: "more than 320 drones, rockets and cruise missiles" 

Missing 
context 

"On the preceding nights there were sometimes significantly more." — This qualification is 
mentioned, but not substantiated with concrete figures. The statement "a new dimension of 
Russian aerial warfare since the end of May" is not supported by comparative data. 

Effect The dramatisation ("new dimension") is rendered unverifiable by the absence of comparative data. 

 

Finding 3: Extremism statistics without methodological information 

Timestamp approx. 05:30 

Figure: Implicit: increase in politically motivated crimes to a record high. 

Missing 
context 

No indication of absolute figures, no explanation of the recording methodology, no distinction 
between crimes with and without violence. 

Effect 
The "negative record high" appears absolute and indisputable, even though the recording 
methodology of the Constitutional Protection Office is methodologically contested. 

 

Summary: Figures in this broadcast are consistently presented without sufficient context, which amplifies their 
dramatising effect. This particularly affects the naturalisation statistics and the Constitutional Protection Report. 
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6. GUILT BY ASSOCIATION 5/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Association 1: Pro-Palestinian demonstration and Islamism 

Timestamp approx. 05:50 

Quote 
"One example: this pro-Palestinian demonstration in Berlin. Police officers were attacked, anti-
Israeli slogans were chanted." 

Technique: The pro-Palestinian demonstration is introduced as an example of the increase in Islamist-motivated 
crimes. This implicitly associates all pro-Palestinian demonstrators with Islamism and police violence, even though 
the majority of demonstrators did not commit any crimes. 

Effect Pro-Palestinian protest is blanket-criminalised and placed in the context of Islamist radicalisation. 

 

Association 2: "Right-wing extremist association" and young people 

Timestamp approx. 05:10 

Quote 
"Apparently set by the right-wing extremist association called: The Last Line of Defence. The 
suspects are said to be just 15 years old." 

Technique: The age indication ("just 15 years old") is used in a dramatising manner to reinforce the threat image. 
The formulation "just" is evaluative. 

Effect Reinforcement of the threat narrative through emotional framing. 

 

No persons in this broadcast are referred to as "conspiracy theorists" or "conspiracy ideologues" — the 
corresponding source check therefore does not apply. 

Summary: The guilt-by-association technique is used primarily in the Constitutional Protection Report, where pro-
Palestinian demonstrations are framed as an example of Islamist extremism. This is a problematic generalisation. 
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7. TIMING 5/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Finding 1: Naturalisation record directly after Constitutional Protection Report 

Position: approx. 07:00 (immediately after extremism report) 

Content: "In 2024, a particularly large number of foreigners became German citizens." 

Timing effect 

The placement of the naturalisation record immediately after the report on Islamist-motivated 
crimes and foreign influence (Russia) creates, through contiguity, an implicit association between 
migration/naturalisation and security threats, without this connection being explicitly established or 
refuted. 

 

Finding 2: UN World Population Report as the last substantive segment 

Position: approx. 12:00 (penultimate segment before weather) 

Content: Family planning, reproductive self-determination, criticism of baby bonuses. 

Timing effect 
The placement at the end of the broadcast gives the topic a "rounding-off" function. The report 
ends with a positive image (Anne Nguli, who "can go her own way"), which generates emotional 
approval of the UN position. 

 

Finding 3: Rampage as lead story with Brennpunkt announcement 

Position: 00:00–04:00 (lead story) 

Content: Rampage Graz 

Timing effect 
The placement as lead story is journalistically justified. However, the announcement of an ARD 
Brennpunkt special directly after the Tagesschau extends attention to the topic and gives it a 
weight that other topics (e.g. the Ukraine attack) do not receive. 

 

Summary: The timing shows a problematic contiguity between the extremism report and the naturalisation 
statistics, as well as an emotional rounding-off function of the UN report. Both effects are demonstrable through 
the order of the segments. 
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8. SELECTIVE OUTRAGE 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

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

 

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

Finding 1: "Most serious war crimes" for Russia — no analogous formulation for Israel 

Triggering event: Russian drone attack on Kyiv and Odessa (approx. 08:30); sanctions against Israeli ministers for 
"extremist rhetoric on violence against Palestinians" (approx. 07:45). 

Reaction: "Chancellor Merz accuses Russia of 'most serious war crimes' in Ukraine." (approx. 10:00) — The quote 
is placed prominently and adopted without a distancing verb. 

Comparison 

In the case of the sanctions against Israeli ministers, it is not stated that Western governments 
accuse Israel of "most serious war crimes", even though the justification for the sanctions 
("violence against Palestinians in the West Bank") has similar implications. Israel's reaction is 
described as "outraged", without an analogous outrage of Western governments over Israeli 
actions being cited. 

Asymmetry: Russian actions are characterised with the legal term "war crimes" (Merz quote); Israeli actions are 
described with "extremist rhetoric" (sanction justification). The moral weighting is asymmetric. 

 

Finding 2: "Dramatic finding" on extremism — no analogous formulation for other threats 

Triggering event: Constitutional Protection Report 2024 (approx. 05:30). 

Reaction: "It is a dramatic finding that this is progressing at this speed." (Interior Minister, adopted without 
distancing) 

Comparison 
No analogous dramatising formulations are used for other social problems (e.g. naturalisation 
record, family planning). 

Asymmetry: Security policy threats are dramatised; social developments that could trigger conservative concerns 
(naturalisation record) are presented in a factual-neutral manner. 

 

Summary: The selective outrage manifests itself primarily in the asymmetric treatment of Russia vs. Israel and in 
the dramatisation of security threats compared to other social developments. 
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9. COMPLETENESS 8/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

The rampage in Graz is framed as a national trauma for Austria, with a focus on the state response (national 
mourning, crisis intervention) and the question of the legality of the weapons used. The broadcast implicitly links the 
event to the firearms law debate without naming it explicitly. The perpetrator is portrayed as an individual without a 
discernible motive, which prevents a societal analysis of causes. The report remains at the level of the immediate 
events and emotional impact. 

 

Share of perspectives covered 

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

[A] Victim perspective and relatives of those killed 

[B] School management / teaching staff / educational environment 

[C] Firearms law debate: arguments for tightening 

[D] Firearms law debate: arguments against tightening / effectiveness of existing regulations 

[E] Psychological/psychiatric contextualisation: how do assessment systems fail? 

[F] Criminological perspective: perpetrator profiles in rampages, prevention 

[G] Political opposition in Austria: reaction and demands 

[H] Pupils as those affected and witnesses 

[I] Media ethics perspective: reporting on rampages and copycat effects 

[J] International comparative perspective: rampages in Europe, prevention models 

 

[A] INDICATED 

Timestamp: approx. 01:30 — Quote: "Candles and flowers at the school grounds" — Assessment: Victims are 
shown as a collective mass of mourners, no individual voice of a relative. 

 

[B] OMITTED 

Timestamp: — — Quote: — — Assessment: School management, teaching staff and educational environment 
are not given a voice. 

 

[C] INDICATED 

Timestamp: approx. 02:45 — Quote: "One wonders how someone could commit such an act after this 
assessment had been issued." — Assessment: Implicit criticism of the assessment system, but no explicit 
demand for tightening of firearms law. 

 

[D] OMITTED 

Timestamp: — — Quote: — — Assessment: Counter-arguments to the firearms law debate (e.g. effectiveness of 
existing controls, international comparisons) are completely absent. 

 

[E] INDICATED 

Timestamp: approx. 02:40 — Quote: "For that you need a psychological assessment." — Assessment: The failure 
of the assessment system is addressed, but not contextualised by a specialist. 

 

[F] OMITTED 

Timestamp: — — Quote: — — Assessment: Criminological contextualisation of perpetrator types, warning signs 
and prevention is absent. 
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[G] OMITTED 

Timestamp: — — Quote: — — Assessment: Austrian opposition parties are not given a voice. 

 

[H] OMITTED 

Timestamp: — — Quote: — — Assessment: Pupils as those directly affected are not interviewed or quoted. 

 

[I] OMITTED 

Timestamp: — — Quote: — — Assessment: Media-ethical reflection on reporting standards in rampages is 
completely absent. 

 

[J] OMITTED 

Timestamp: — — Quote: — — Assessment: No international comparison, no prevention models from other 
countries. 
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Soft facts — 6 qualitative techniques 

 

10. FRAMING (setting the frame) 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Finding 1: State mourning frame in the rampage 

Timestamp approx. 01:10 

Quote "Today, above all, it is about compassion. About the strength of solidarity." 

Manipulation 
The segment adopts the interpretive framework of the Austrian Chancellor (state mourning, 
national unity) without critical distance. The political reaction is presented as appropriate and 
unquestionable. 

Why 
problematic 

State communication in crisis situations has an agenda (demonstrating capacity to act, deflecting 
criticism). The uncritical adoption of this framing prevents questions about the failure of authorities 
or prevention systems. 

 

Finding 2: Firearms law frame through selective emphasis 

Timestamp approx. 02:30 

Quote 
"He was legally permitted to carry his weapons." / "One wonders how someone could commit such 
an act after this assessment had been issued." 

Manipulation 
The legality of the weapons is placed prominently and linked by the correspondent with a 
rhetorical question that implicitly targets tightening of firearms law. A counter-position (e.g. that 
tightening firearms laws does not prevent rampages) is not introduced. 

Why 
problematic 

The broadcast sets a one-sided interpretive framework for a complex socio-political debate without 
identifying it as opinion. 

 

Finding 3: Extremism frame in the Constitutional Protection Report 

Timestamp approx. 05:30 

Quote "A negative record high." 

Manipulation 
The term "negative record high" is an evaluative formulation that frames the Constitutional 
Protection Report as unambiguously alarming, without questioning the methodological foundations 
of the recording of politically motivated crimes (e.g. changes in the recording methodology). 

Why 
problematic 

Statistics on politically motivated crimes are methodologically complex; the uncritical adoption of 
official agency communication as fact is journalistically insufficient. 

 

Finding 4: Trump frame as abuse of power 
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Timestamp approx. 11:00 

Quote 
"It feels like LA is the precedent. The US government is taking power away from the state and 
local authorities." 

Manipulation 
This quote from an unnamed critic is presented without a counterweight from a Republican 
citizen's voice. The frame "seizure of power" dominates the portrayal. 

Why 
problematic 

The broadcast adopts the Democratic interpretation of the conflict as a structural framework, while 
the Republican interpretation (federal security responsibility) appears only as a justification by the 
government. 

 

Summary: The broadcast sets interpretive frameworks in several segments that favour a particular political 
reading — particularly regarding firearms law, the extremism report and the LA conflict. These frames are not 
identified as such. 
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11. CHOICE OF WORDS AND TERMS 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Finding 1: "Negative record high" 

Timestamp approx. 05:45 

Quote "A negative record high." 

Manipulation 
Evaluative connotation that assesses an official statistic as unambiguously negative, without 
qualification. 

Why 
problematic 

Neutral alternative: "a record high" or "a record value for recorded crimes". 

 

Finding 2: "Ultra-right Israeli ministers" 

Timestamp approx. 08:00 

Quote "against two ultra-right Israeli ministers" 

Manipulation 
"Ultra-right" is a political classification that is not consistently applied to other politicians in the 
Tagesschau (e.g. left-wing politicians are rarely referred to as "ultra-left"). 

Why 
problematic 

Neutral alternative: "right-wing nationalist Israeli ministers" or "ministers of the right-wing camp". 
The asymmetry in the use of political labels is an indicator of editorial bias. 

 

Finding 3: "Disposable agents" 

Timestamp approx. 06:30 

Quote "Russia recruits 'disposable agents' who are paid for one-off operations" 

Manipulation 
The term "disposable agents" is a vivid, dramatising formulation that was either taken from the 
Constitutional Protection Report or chosen editorially. It reinforces the threat image. 

Why 
problematic 

Neutral alternative: "occasional agents" or "persons recruited for individual operations". The 
formulation serves to emotionally reinforce the threat narrative. 

 

Finding 4: "Terror" (Merz quote without contextualisation) 

Timestamp approx. 10:00 

Quote "This was terror and anything but proportionate." 

Manipulation 
The Merz quote uses the legal term "terror" for Russian attacks. The Tagesschau adopts this term 
without legal contextualisation (under international law, "terror" is a specific term). 

Why 
problematic 

Neutral alternative: identify Merz's statement as a political assessment, not adopt it as fact. 
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Finding 5: "Hard pressure" (Zelensky) 

Timestamp approx. 09:45 

Quote "Hard pressure would be needed for peace, actions must follow." 

Manipulation 
Zelensky's demand for Western intervention is presented without contextualisation of the 
geopolitical implications (escalation risk). 

Why 
problematic 

Neutral alternative: contextualise Zelensky's position as one of several possible reactions to the 
attack. 

 

Summary: The choice of words shows a consistent tendency towards dramatisation in threat narratives (Russia, 
extremism) and towards asymmetric political labelling (Israeli ministers, Trump). Neutral alternatives would have 
been available in all cases. 
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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 assessed. 

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

Finding 1: Emphasis on "ONE child" in the UN report 

Timestamp approx. 12:30 

Triggering event: Description of the decision of Kenyan teacher Anne Nguli. 

Quote 
"But Anne has consciously decided to have just ONE child." (capitalisation in the subtitle indicates 
emphasis) 

Comparison 
No analogous emphasis on individual words is discernible in other statements in the broadcast 
(e.g. figures on drone attacks, naturalisation figures). 

Asymmetry: The emphasis on "ONE" evaluates the decision to have one child as a conscious, positive deviation 
from the norm. This is an editorial assessment embedded in the presenter's text that implicitly supports the UN 
position (fewer children = more self-determination). 

 

Finding 2: Formulation "Chancellor Merz accuses Russia of 'most serious war crimes'" 

Timestamp approx. 10:00 

Triggering event: Reporting on the Russian drone attack. 

Quote "Chancellor Merz accuses Russia of 'most serious war crimes' in Ukraine." 

Comparison 
In the report on sanctions against Israeli ministers (approx. 07:45), it is not stated that Western 
governments accuse Israel of "most serious war crimes", even though the justification for the 
sanctions implies similar accusations. 

Asymmetry: The adoption of the Merz quote with the legal term "war crimes" for Russia without an analogous 
formulation for Israel shows an asymmetric framing of two conflicts. 

 

Summary: The presenter behaviour shows two demonstrable asymmetries: an evaluative emphasis in the UN 
report and an unequal adoption of legal terms for Russia vs. Israel. Both findings are verifiable through the 
transcript. 
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13. QUESTION ASYMMETRY 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

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

Asymmetry 1: Correspondent interview Graz 

Timestamp approx. 02:00 

Correspondent Anna Tillack is asked an open question about the situation on the ground. Her answer contains an 
implicitly firearms-law-critical statement ("One wonders how someone could commit such an act after this 
assessment had been issued."). A follow-up question that relativises this statement or introduces a counter-position 
does not follow. 

 

Asymmetry 2: Statement selection Ukraine 

Timestamp approx. 09:00–10:00 

Zelensky receives two statements (online demand + summary of his position). Russia receives one claim ("Russia 
claims: it had targeted Ukrainian air force bases and weapons production"), which is framed as less credible by the 
verb "claims". Zelensky's statements are presented without an analogous distancing verb. 

 

Asymmetry 3: Statement selection Los Angeles 

Timestamp approx. 11:00–12:00 

Critics of Trump receive two statements (unidentified citizen + Democratic members of Congress). Trump and 
Hegseth each receive one statement, which is framed as a "justification". The formulation "justifies the deployment" 
(Hegseth) is evaluative; no analogous framing is used for critics. 

 

Summary: The statement selection shows a consistent asymmetry: positions that correspond to the editorial line 
(support for Ukraine, criticism of Trump, criticism of firearms law) are presented without distancing verbs and with 
more space than counter-positions. 
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14. FALSE BALANCE 4/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Finding 1: Los Angeles — false balance through unequal framing 

Timestamp approx. 11:30 

Quote 
"From a Republican perspective, Trump is rescuing the overwhelmed California. According to the 
Democrats, he is expanding his power by military means." 

Technique: Both positions are formally mentioned, but the Democratic position ("expanding his power by military 
means") is formulated more dramatically and concretely than the Republican one ("rescuing the overwhelmed 
California"). Furthermore, the formulation "overwhelmed" for California is a Republican framing that the broadcast 
adopts without identifying it as such. 

Effect False balance that favours the Democratic position through unequal formulation strength. 

 

Finding 2: Ukraine — not false balance, but one-sided portrayal 

Timestamp approx. 08:30–10:00 

The Ukraine reporting does not offer false balance, but a clearly one-sided portrayal. Russia's position is distanced 
with "claims"; Ukrainian positions are presented as facts. This is not a case of false balance, but of selective 
omission (→ criterion 4). 

 

Summary: False balance occurs only to a limited extent in this broadcast; the dominant problem is not the 
equating of unequal positions, but the one-sided portrayal without a counter-position. 
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15. AGENDA-SETTING 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Finding 1: Firearms law as implicit agenda in the rampage 

Agenda element set: legality of the weapons used and failure of the assessment system. 

Timestamp approx. 02:30 

Evidence: "He was legally permitted to carry his weapons." / "One wonders how someone could commit such an act 
after this assessment had been issued." 

Alternative agenda: Psychosocial prevention, school climate, early warning systems, international comparisons of 
rampage prevention without a firearms law focus. 

 

Finding 2: Extremism as state threat agenda 

Agenda element set: increase in extremism and foreign influence as legitimation for agency expansion. 

Timestamp approx. 05:00–06:30 

Evidence: "The Interior Minister wants to detect such threats earlier, to better equip the Constitutional Protection 
Office financially and in terms of personnel." 

Alternative agenda: Critical review of Constitutional Protection methodology, civil rights in the context of surveillance 
expansion, proportionality of measures. 

 

Finding 3: UN family planning as normative agenda 

Agenda element set: reproductive self-determination as a universal value; baby bonuses as a restriction of this self-
determination. 

Timestamp approx. 12:00 

Evidence: "In their report on world population, they criticise political measures such as baby bonuses to influence 
the birth rate." 

Alternative agenda: Demographic challenges in ageing societies, state responsibility for population development, 
conservative family policy perspectives. 

 

Finding 4: Trump as threat to democracy 

Agenda element set: Trump's National Guard deployment as a precedent for abuse of power. 

Timestamp approx. 11:00 

Evidence: "It feels like LA is the precedent. The US government is taking power away from the state and local 
authorities." 

Alternative agenda: Federal legal basis for National Guard deployment, security situation in LA, migration policy as 
the cause of the protests (only briefly mentioned). 

 

Summary: The broadcast sets a discernible political agenda in four of seven substantive segments: criticism of 
firearms law, strengthening of security agencies, reproductive liberalism and criticism of Trump. These agendas 
correspond to a centre-left political spectrum and are presented not as opinions, but as news frameworks. 
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CHAPTER 2 — OVERALL EVALUATION 

 

Results 

Dominant techniques 

1. Agenda-Setting (Score 7): The broadcast sets political agendas in the majority of its segments that correspond 
to a centre-left spectrum, without identifying these as opinions. This affects firearms law, security policy, family 
planning and the assessment of Trump. 

2. Omission / Selective Omission (Score 7): Counter-positions, methodological limitations of statistics and 
contextualising information are systematically absent in almost all segments. This is the most impactful technique, 
as it remains invisible. 

3. Presenter behaviour / Asymmetric framing (Score 7): The asymmetric adoption of the legal term "war crimes" 
for Russia without an analogous formulation for Israel, as well as the evaluative emphasis in the UN report, show an 
editorial bias anchored in the presenter's text. 

Justification: The combined score of 4.7 and the overall score of 5.8 show a clear one-sidedness, which however 
cannot be classified as systematic bias, since individual segments (e.g. the rampage lead story) are journalistically 
justified. The one-sidedness manifests itself 
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CHAPTER 3 — PARTY-POLITICAL BIAS 

 

Party assessment table 

Party Score (-
5..+5) 

Concrete evidence (timestamp + brief quote) 

CDU/CSU +2 ~04:45 "The new coalition wants to tighten this regulation again" — Programme 
position: tightening of nationality law, deportations — correctly presented, but without 
substantive justification of the coalition position; Merz quote on Russia (~08:10) 
correctly reproduced 

SPD 0 Not mentioned independently as a party; coalition actions are attributed to CDU/CSU 
— Programme position: not presented 

Greens 0 Not mentioned 

FDP 0 Not in the Bundestag, not mentioned 

AfD 0 Not mentioned, even though topics (migration, naturalisation, extremism) directly 
touch on core AfD issues — Programme position: not presented, but also not 
distorted 

BSW 0 Not mentioned 

Left 0 Not in the Bundestag, not mentioned 

Freie Wähler 0 Not mentioned 

 

Note on methodology: The broadcast is primarily news-oriented and contains hardly any explicit party references. 
Most scores are therefore 0 (not presented), not because positions were distorted, but simply because parties do not 
appear. Assessable party references are limited to CDU/CSU (coalition actions) and implicitly to the US 
Democrat/Republican context. 

Party bias summary 

•  Most accurate portrayal: CDU/CSU, Score +2 — coalition position on naturalisation correctly named, Merz 
statement objectively reproduced 

•  Strongest distortion: No party actively distorted; structural gap regarding AfD is notable — topics such as the 
naturalisation record and the rise of Islamism are core AfD issues, yet the party itself is not mentioned with a 
single word, neither quoted nor contextualised 

•  Average deviation: 0.3 (with 8 parties, of which 7 do not appear) 

•  Conclusion: The broadcast shows no active party-political bias in the sense of false representation of programme 
positions. However, a structural asymmetry is notable: topics that are strongly associated with the AfD in political 
discourse (naturalisation record, Islamist extremism, migration policy) are addressed without contextualisation 
from the largest opposition party. This is not a violation, but an editorial decision with a measurable effect on the 
perception of the political spectrum. 
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CHAPTER 4 — LEGAL CLASSIFICATION (§26 MStV / ARD State Treaty) 

 

Assessment under §26 MStV 

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

Norm: §26 para. 1 MStV — "Offerings shall reflect the diversity of opinions." 

Facts: In the segment on the naturalisation record (~04:30–04:55), the legislative reform is presented neutrally as a 
causal explanation for the record. The planned tightening by the new coalition is mentioned in a single sentence 
without substantive justification, without a sound bite from a government representative and without a counter-
perspective. Given the political sensitivity of the topic (a core issue of the 2025 federal election), a balanced 
presentation of the political debate is absent. 

Evidence: ~04:50 "The new coalition wants to tighten this regulation again." — no further context, no sound bite, no 
justification. 

Assessment: Borderline case, no clear violation, but editorially incomplete. Within the framework of a 20-minute main 
news broadcast, a brief mention without elaboration is defensible; a violation of §26 para. 1 MStV would only be 
demonstrable in the case of systematic repetition of this pattern. 

Potential violation 2 — Requirement of objectivity / separation requirement (§26 para. 1 MStV in conjunction with ARD 
guidelines) 

Norm: §26 para. 1 MStV — "Information must be truthful and objective." 

Facts: In the Los Angeles segment (~07:00–09:10), Democratic voices (Governor, members of Congress, resident) 
are provided with direct quotes and emotional contextualisation ("It feels like LA is the precedent"), while the 
Republican position is summarised in a concluding two-liner ("From a Republican perspective, Trump is rescuing the 
overwhelmed California"). The formulation "overwhelmed California" is an evaluative paraphrase, not a direct quote. 

Evidence: ~09:00 "From a Republican perspective, Trump is rescuing the overwhelmed California. According to the 
Democrats, he is expanding his power by military means." — The formulation is formally balanced, but the weighting 
in the segment (airtime, sound bite selection, emotional framing) favours the Democratic perspective. 

Assessment: No clear violation, since both positions are formally named. The imbalance lies in the ratio of airtime and 
emotional framing, which falls below the intervention threshold of §26 MStV, but does not fully correspond to the ARD 
programme principles on balance (ARD State Treaty §11 para. 2). 

No violation discernible in: 

•  Reporting Graz/rampage: factual, restrained, no speculation about motive 

•  Constitutional Protection Report: facts correctly reproduced, Interior Minister with sound bite 

•  Ukraine/Russia: clear presentation of facts, Zelensky and Merz correctly quoted 

•  UN World Population Report: report correctly identified as source 

Overall assessment §26 MStV 

The analysed Tagesschau broadcast of 10.06.2025 moves overall within the requirements of §26 MStV. Individual 
editorial decisions — in particular the asymmetric weighting in the Los Angeles segment and the context-poor mention 
of the coalition plans on naturalisation — do not fully correspond to the requirement of diversity of opinion under §26 
para. 1 MStV, but do not reach the threshold of a demonstrable violation. A formal violation of the ARD State Treaty 
(§11 para. 2: balance, objectivity, mutual respect) could at most be justified by demonstrating a systematic, cross-
broadcast pattern — which a single-broadcast analysis cannot achieve. It would be advisable to carry out an editorial 
review of the sound bite selection for politically sensitive domestic topics (naturalisation, migration), in order to fully 
comply with the internal pluralism requirement of public service broadcasting. 
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OVERALL EVALUATION OF THE 15 CRITERIA 

 

Individual scores — All 15 criteria 

No. Criterion Score Classification 

1 EXPERT SELECTION 5 ●●● 

2 SOURCE SELECTION 5 ●●● 

3 TIME DISTRIBUTION 6 ●●● 

4 OMISSION (Selective Omission) 7 ●●●● 

5 MANIPULATION OF FIGURES 6 ●●● 

6 GUILT BY ASSOCIATION 5 ●●● 

7 TIMING 5 ●●● 

8 SELECTIVE OUTRAGE 6 ●●● 

9 COMPLETENESS 8 ●●●● 

10 FRAMING (setting the frame) 6 ●●● 

11 CHOICE OF WORDS AND TERMS 6 ●●● 

12 PRESENTER BEHAVIOUR 7 ●●●● 

13 QUESTION ASYMMETRY 6 ●●● 

14 FALSE BALANCE 4 ●● 

15 AGENDA-SETTING 7 ●●●● 

 

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

 

SOFT FACTS SCORE (9-14) 6.0/10 Significant Bias 

 

OVERALL SCORE 6.0/10 Significant Bias 

Averaged from hard facts and soft facts 
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KEY — Meaning of scores 

 

Individual scores per criterion (0–10) 

0 No finding No relevant anomaly identified. 

1–2 Weak finding Minor anomaly without significant impairment of balance. 

3–4 
Slight to moderate 
finding 

Discernible tendency; relevance of effect low to moderate. 

5 

Moderate finding 
with relevance of 
effect 

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

6 
Significant finding 
(threshold) 

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

7 Significant finding Clear, well-documented bias with marked relevance of effect. 

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

10 
Maximum 
manifestation 

Systematic, pervasive bias in this criterion. 

 

Aggregated deviation index — interpretation ranges 

0.0 – 2.5 Unremarkable 
No significant patterns discernible; broadcast corresponds to the 
requirement of factual accuracy. 

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

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

6.1 – 8.0 

Serious deviation from 
the requirement of 
balance. High degree 
of deviation 

Pronounced, cross-broadcast patterns; high relevance of effect. 

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

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

 

Party-political bias (-5 to +5) 

-5 to -3 
Strongly 
disadvantaged 

Party is clearly disadvantaged in portrayal, airtime or framing. 

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

0 Neutral No discernible preference or disadvantage. 

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

+3 to +5 Strongly favoured Party is clearly favoured in portrayal, airtime or framing. 
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Legal and methodological classification 

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

 

No legal ruling 

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

 

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

 

No judgement of 
intent 

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

 

Heuristic 
comparison 
instrument 

The index serves 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 service broadcasters shall provide in their offerings a comprehensive overview of 
international, European, national and regional events in all essential areas of life. In doing so, they shall promote 
international understanding, European integration and social cohesion in the federal government and the states. 
Their offerings shall serve education, information, advice and entertainment. They shall offer contributions in 
particular to culture. Entertainment shall correspond to a public service offering profile. 

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

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

Core obligations 

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

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

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

Supervisory authority 

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

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

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

Complaints procedure 

1. Programme complaint to the responsible 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 will not only receive further detailed evaluations, but can also have them produced for any broadcasts of 
your choice (we charge for this). 

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

 

Contact and further information: 

www.SVFAB.ch  |  Kontakt@SVFAB.ch 

 

Bank details:  PostFinance – POFICHBE 

IBAN:  CH32 0900 0000 1675 6251 1 

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

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

 

 

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

  

 

The interview is not a conversation. It is a stage — and someone else 
has written the script. 
Those who do not know this provide material. Good quotes that are 
cut incorrectly. Correct statements that end up in the wrong context. 
Honest answers that are framed as confessions. 
This book is not a media criticism book. It is a 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 the news differently. Conduct conversations with more 
confidence. And can no longer so easily have a frame imposed on 
them that someone else has chosen. 
With many exercises and concrete examples from politics, media and 
everyday life — and the occasional smile. 
Framing with style. Because the frame changes everything. 
 

 

The SRG collects 1.56 billion francs per year — compulsorily, from 
every household. Those who feel unfairly treated can 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 subject to separation of powers, not market-based. 
The authority that is supposed to protect citizens primarily protects 
the system it was supposed to control. 
Essential reading for everyone considering a complaint — and for 
everyone who wants to understand why genuine media regulation in 
Switzerland is still outstanding. 
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