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OVERALL 
SCORE 

5.7/10 Significant imbalance 

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 the average favouring of left vs. right parties (grouping 
according to CHES 2024). 

TENDENCY (L − R) 4.2 / 10 Balanced 

 

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

← Left Right → 

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

 

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

 

 

BROADCAST INFO AND THEMATIC FRAMEWORK 

 

Broadcast data 

•  Date: 25.06.2025 

•  Presenter: Romy Hiller 

•  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 NATO Summit The Hague 
— spending targets, 
Trump, Rutte, Scholz 

approx. 4:00 min. Foreign policy / Security 
policy 

2 Iran nuclear programme — 
US strike, damage, IAEA, 
ceasefire 

approx. 3:30 min. Foreign policy / Military 

3 Mask affair Spahn — 
special report, budget 
committee 

approx. 2:30 min. Domestic politics / CDU 

4 Enquete Commission 
pandemic review 

approx. 1:30 min. Domestic politics / 
Parliamentary 

5 Pension package — 
mothers' pension, pension 
level, prior employment ban 

approx. 2:00 min. Social policy 

6 Drones on Mount Everest 
— waste disposal 

approx. 0:45 min. Miscellaneous / 
Environment 

7 Weather forecast approx. 0:45 min. Service 

 

Main topic of this edition 

The NATO Summit in The Hague with the resolution on massively increased defence spending (5% of GDP by 2035) 
forms the lead topic of the broadcast. 

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: Gudrun Engel (ARD correspondent The Hague) 

Timestamp 
03:00 — Statement: *"As always with Donald Trump, this is a lucky dip."* — Classification: ARD's 
own correspondent, not an external expert. Her assessment is presented as journalistic analysis. 

Missing 
counter-voice 

Independent security policy expert with a differing assessment of Trump's NATO reliability. 

 

Source in-depth check: 

(a) FUNDING: ARD — public broadcaster, GEZ-funded. Structural conflict of interest: ARD reports on NATO policy 
co-shaped by the federal government, which in turn co-determines the ARD state treaty. 

(b) MANDATE: Correspondents are obliged to report, not to provide neutral expert assessments. The boundary 
between reporting and opinion blurs here. 

•  Conflict of interest present? INDIRECT (institutional proximity to the federal government) 

•  Personal risk from position? NO 

•  Does the organisation benefit from its assessment? INDIRECT 

•  Result: MEDIUM 

(c) SUBJECT EXPERTISE: The assessment is framed as journalistic analysis, but is in fact a political value 
judgement without a source reference. 

Expert 2: Unnamed expert (IAEA context) 

Timestamp 
07:45 — Statement: *"It is important to have independent investigators. To prevent countries and 
individuals with an agenda from trying to gain interpretive authority over a country."* — 
Classification: Not identified. No name, no institution, no qualification stated. 

Missing 
counter-voice 

Expert who addresses the limits of IAEA verification or the political instrumentalisation of the 
agency. 

 

Source in-depth check: 

(a) FUNDING: Unknown — no information provided. 

(b) MANDATE: Unknown — no information provided. 

•  Conflict of interest present? UNKNOWN 

•  Personal risk from position? UNKNOWN 

•  Does the organisation benefit from its assessment? UNKNOWN 

•  Result: NOT ASSESSABLE 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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(c) SUBJECT EXPERTISE: The statement is framed as expert opinion without the person being identifiable. This is 
methodologically problematic and does not meet minimum journalistic standards. 

Expert 3: Nadine Bader (ARD correspondent Berlin) 

Timestamp 
12:30 — Statement: *"Sociologists consider this long overdue."* — Classification: ARD's own 
correspondent. The cited "sociologists" are not named. 

Missing 
counter-voice 

Sociologists or political scientists who consider an enquete commission inadequate or politically 
instrumentalised. 

 

Source in-depth check: 

(a) FUNDING: ARD — public broadcaster. 

(b) MANDATE: Reporting, not expert assessment. 

•  Conflict of interest present? INDIRECT 

•  Personal risk from position? NO 

•  Does the organisation benefit from its assessment? NO 

•  Result: MEDIUM 

(c) SUBJECT EXPERTISE: "Sociologists consider this long overdue" is an unverifiable blanket statement without a 
source reference. 

Missing expert groups: 

•  Peace researchers / security policy critics (NATO segment) 

•  Constitutional lawyers (NATO spending targets and Basic Law) 

•  Independent nuclear experts (Iran nuclear programme, not IAEA-affiliated) 

•  Gudrun Engel (ARD): MEDIUM — institutional proximity, evaluative language 

•  Anonymous expert (IAEA): NOT ASSESSABLE — no identification possible 

•  Nadine Bader (ARD): MEDIUM — blanket citation without source reference 

 

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: New York Times / CNN (Iran nuclear programme) 

Timestamp 06:00 — Statement: *"The Iranian nuclear programme had been 'set back by only a few months'."* 

(a) Funding and ownership: New York Times — private, publicly listed, American. CNN — private, Warner Bros. 
Discovery. 

(b) Structural conflict of interest: Both media outlets have a documented critical stance towards Trump. Reliance 
on anonymous intelligence sources is methodologically problematic. 

(c) Is a source missing that would substantiate a counter-view? Yes — independent nuclear experts who support 
Trump's account or provide a third assessment. 

Missing 
counter-source 

Independent nuclear weapons experts (e.g. Federation of American Scientists, Arms Control 
Association). 

 

Source 2: Unnamed "human rights organisation" (Iran casualty figures) 

Timestamp 
09:00 — Statement: *"A human rights organisation documented more than 800 deaths, including 
at least 109 civilians."* 

(a) Funding and ownership: Unknown — no information provided. 

(b) Structural conflict of interest: Unknown — no information provided. 

(c) Is a source missing that would substantiate a counter-view? Yes — Israeli or Western military sources on 
casualty figures. 

Missing 
counter-source 

Israeli military figures, UN sources. 

 

Source 3: "Sociologists" (pandemic review) 

Timestamp 13:00 — Statement: *"Sociologists consider this long overdue."* 

(a) Funding and ownership: Unknown — no information provided. 

(b) Structural conflict of interest: Academic sociologists have an institutional interest in the relevance of 
sociological research for political processes. 

(c) Is a source missing that would substantiate a counter-view? Yes — sociologists or political scientists who 
consider an enquete commission inadequate or politically instrumentalised. 

Missing 
counter-source 

Critics of the commission idea (e.g. representatives of those critical of the measures, who call for a 
more independent review). 

 

Summary: The source selection in this broadcast is problematic on multiple counts: anonymous intelligence 
sources via US media, unidentified human rights organisations and unnamed sociologists are used as evidence 
without disclosing their identity, funding or possible conflicts of interest. 

 

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 by political direction/topic: 

•  NATO/foreign policy (affirmative): approx. 4:00 min. (approx. 27%) 

•  Iran/Middle East (descriptive): approx. 3:30 min. (approx. 23%) 

•  CDU-critical (mask affair): approx. 2:30 min. (approx. 17%) 

•  Coalition politics (pension, pandemic review): approx. 3:30 min. (approx. 23%) 

•  Miscellaneous/weather: approx. 1:30 min. (approx. 10%) 

Detailed analysis NATO segment: 

•  Pro-NATO voices (Rutte, Trump, Scholz, Engel): approx. 3:30 min. 

•  Critical voices: 0 min. 

•  Ratio: 100% : 0% 

Detailed analysis mask affair: 

•  Critical voices (Greens, Warken): approx. 1:30 min. 

•  Spahn defence: approx. 0:30 min. 

•  Ratio: 75% critical : 25% defence 

Summary: The time distribution is entirely one-sided in favour of proponents on the NATO topic, while the critical 
perspective dominates in the mask affair. This asymmetry is structural and cannot be explained by news value 
alone. 

 

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

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Omission 1: Budgetary consequences of the 5% NATO targets 

Context 

What is missing? — The question of which social programmes, education spending or 
infrastructure projects will be displaced by the additional expenditure is not raised. — Relevant at: 
00:45–03:30 — Effect: The decision appears cost-neutral and capable of consensus, even though 
it implies massive distributional conflicts. 

 

Omission 2: Spain's substantive justification 

Context 
What is missing? — Spain is mentioned as a dissenter, but its substantive position (e.g. social 
priorities, constitutional limits) is not presented. — Relevant at: 02:10 — Effect: Spain appears 
only through Trump's criticism, not as an independent political position. 

 

Omission 3: Critical assessment of the reliability of the NATO resolution 

Context 
What is missing? — The question of whether the 5% targets are legally binding or remain political 
declarations of intent is not raised. — Relevant at: 03:00–04:30 — Effect: The resolution appears 
more binding than it is. 

 

Omission 4: Role of the Federal Finance Ministry in the mask affair 

Context 

What is missing? — The mask affair is attributed exclusively to Spahn (CDU/Health Ministry). The 
role of the then Federal Finance Minister Scholz (SPD) in releasing the funds is not addressed. — 
Relevant at: 10:30–12:00 — Effect: Responsibility appears to be purely CDU-specific, even 
though it was a coalition government. 

 

Omission 5: Parliamentary opposition to the NATO course 

Context 
What is missing? — Not a single opposition voice (AfD, BSW, Left) on the NATO resolution is 
cited. — Relevant at: 00:05–04:30 — Effect: The resolution appears as parliamentary consensus, 
even though considerable parliamentary opposition exists. 

 

Omission 6: Civilian population in Iran — Israeli casualty figures 

Context 
What is missing? — While Iranian casualty figures are presented in detail, there are no figures on 
Israeli casualties or damage from Iranian rocket attacks during the twelve-day war. — Relevant at: 
08:00–09:30 — Effect: Asymmetric portrayal of casualties in favour of the Iranian perspective. 
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Summary: The selective omissions systematically concern critical perspectives on NATO rearmament, the SPD's 
shared responsibility in the mask affair, and parliamentary opposition voices. The omissions are not coincidental 
but follow a recognisable pattern. 

 

Missing voices 

•  Peace researchers (e.g. SIPRI, HSFK Frankfurt): Would have provided context on the arms spiral, escalation risks 
and historical comparative figures. 

•  Budget politicians from the opposition: Would have raised the question of which social programmes are displaced 
by the additional expenditure. 

•  Constitutional lawyers: Would have provided legal context on the binding effect of the NATO resolution for the 
German budget. 

•  Economists: Would have presented the macroeconomic consequences of defence spending (crowding-out, 
inflation, investment effects). 

•  Representatives of the peace movement / civil society organisations: Would have represented the societal 
counter-perspective to rearmament. 

•  Spanish government representative: Would have provided the substantive justification for Spain's dissenting 
position, rather than merely showing Trump's criticism of it. 

•  Security policy critic from the Bundestag (AfD, BSW, Left): Would have reflected parliamentary counter-positions 
to the NATO course. 

•  OSCE representative or diplomat with a negotiation perspective: Would have addressed alternative security 
architectures beyond military deterrence. 
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5. NUMERICAL MANIPULATION 5/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

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

 

Finding 1: "5 percent of economic output" 

Timestamp 01:00 

Figure: "Members are to spend five percent of economic output by 2035." 

Missing 
context 

No historical comparison (NATO states were partly above 5% during the Cold War; current 
average approx. 2%). No indication of the absolute sum for Germany. No indication of what share 
applies to infrastructure vs. armaments. 

Effect The figure appears abstract and harmless, without its societal significance becoming clear. 

 

Finding 2: Iranian casualty figures 

Timestamp 08:15 

Figure: "In Iran, according to official figures, 627 people are said to have been killed and almost 5,000 injured." / "A 
human rights organisation documented more than 800 deaths, including at least 109 civilians." 

Missing 
context 

The human rights organisation is not named. Israeli casualty figures from Iranian rocket attacks 
are entirely absent. No comparison with other conflicts. 

Effect 
Asymmetric portrayal of casualties: Iranian casualties are presented in detail, Israeli casualties are 
not mentioned. 

 

Finding 3: "6 billion euros" masks 

Timestamp 11:00 

Figure: "He had masks purchased to the value of 6 billion euros." 

Missing 
context 

No comparison with other countries (e.g. UK, France) that had similar procurement problems. No 
reference to the then market price for FFP2 masks in March/April 2020. 

Effect 
The figure appears as evidence of waste, without adequately weighing the exceptional context of 
the early pandemic phase. 

 

Summary: Figures in this broadcast are presented without sufficient context, which in all three cases amplifies the 
effect: NATO spending appears abstractly harmless, Iranian casualties are highlighted one-sidedly, and Spahn's 
mask purchase appears as clear waste. 
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6. GUILT BY ASSOCIATION 3/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Association 1: Trump — "lucky dip" and CNN conflict 

Timestamp 04:10 / 06:30 

Quote 
*"As always with Donald Trump, this is a lucky dip."* / *"Fake News, a 'disgusting, horrible group 
of people'."* 

Technique: Trump is characterised through the combination of an unreliability metaphor and the complete citation of 
his most aggressive statements. The association: unpredictable + hostile to media. 

Effect 
Trump appears as an unreliable, aggressive actor, without his substantive positions being 
presented on equal terms. 

 

No further guilt-by-association techniques in the classical sense identified. 

Summary: A moderate guilt-by-association technique is recognisable towards Trump, which emphasises his 
unreliability and aggressiveness through word choice and selection of quotes. This technique is not applied 
towards other actors. 
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7. TIMING 5/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Finding 1: NATO Summit as lead story 

Position: 00:05 — Content: "The mood at a NATO summit has not been this exuberant for a long time." — Timing 
effect: The lead story sets the emotional tone for the entire broadcast. The positive mood of the NATO summit is set 
as the first and thus most important topic. 

 

Finding 2: Mask affair after Iran segment 

Position: 10:30 — Content: Spahn segment after the Iran segment — Timing effect: The mask affair is placed after 
two foreign policy topics, which relativises its domestic political weight. At the same time, it is the first domestic 
political topic and thus prominent. 

 

Finding 3: Pension package before weather 

Position: 13:30 — Content: Pension package segment — Timing effect: The pension package is placed shortly 
before the weather report, giving it a subordinate position, even though it directly affects millions of pensioners. 

 

Summary: The timing favours NATO coverage as the lead topic and relativises social policy topics through late 
placement. The mask affair receives a domestically prominent but overall broadcast-subordinate position due to 
its placement after foreign policy topics. 
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8. SELECTIVE OUTRAGE 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

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

 

Methodological principle (v2.5): The triggering event must be documented before each assessment. An 
intervention can only be assessed as asymmetric if comparable triggers in other positions did not produce an 
analogous reaction. 

Finding 1: Outrage over Spahn (CDU) — no analogous reaction to SPD actors 

Triggering event: Special report on the mask affair, Spahn (CDU) at the budget committee — Reaction: Detailed 
critical report with Greens quote ("We have no evidence for much of what was said"), listing of all allegations — 
Comparison: The role of Federal Finance Minister Scholz (SPD) in releasing the funds is not addressed (no 
analogous triggering event in this broadcast, but structural omission). — Asymmetry: The outrage is directed 
exclusively at the CDU actor, even though the mask affair took place under a CDU/SPD coalition government. 
Triggering event documented: special report, 10:30. 

 

Finding 2: No outrage over anonymous intelligence sources 

Triggering event: US media rely on anonymous intelligence documents — Reaction: Reliance on anonymous 
sources is not critically commented upon, even though this is journalistically problematic. — Comparison: Trump's 
statements are critically questioned (lucky dip, fake news allegation). — Asymmetry: Anonymous intelligence 
sources in US media are adopted uncritically, while Trump's statements are critically framed. Triggering event 
documented: 06:00. 

 

Summary: The selective outrage in this broadcast is directed against CDU actors (Spahn) and against Trump, 
while the SPD's shared responsibility in the mask affair and the methodological problems of anonymous 
intelligence sources are not addressed. 
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9. COMPLETENESS 8/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

The NATO Summit is framed as a success for all involved — Trump, Rutte and Scholz appear as winners. The 
increase in defence spending to 5% of GDP is presented as a necessary and consensus-capable measure, without 
addressing the societal distributional questions or the democratic legitimacy of this decision. The coverage follows the 
narrative of a stable, capable NATO under US leadership responding to Russian threats. Critical voices on 
militarisation, opportunity costs or the constitutionality of the spending paths are entirely absent. 

 

Share of perspectives covered 

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

[A] Proponents of increased defence spending (governments, NATO leadership): security argument, deterrence 

[B] Critics of militarisation (peace researchers, peace movement): arms spiral, escalation risk 

[C] Budgetary perspective: Where do the funds come from? Which social programmes are displaced? 

[D] Constitutional perspective: Is the spending commitment compatible with the Basic Law? 

[E] Economic perspective: Macroeconomic consequences of defence spending 

[F] Civil society / public opinion: What do citizens think about 5% of GDP for defence? 

[G] Opposition political perspective (AfD, BSW, Left): criticism of the NATO course and Trump dependency 

[H] Diplomatic alternative: negotiated solutions, disarmament initiatives, OSCE perspective 

[I] Spain's dissenting position: substantive justification, not just Trump's criticism of it 

[J] Historical context: What does 5% of GDP mean in historical comparison? (Cold War, arms race) 

 

[A] COVERED 

Timestamp: 00:30 — Quote: "The member states resolve on a build-up of armaments on an unprecedented 
scale." — Assessment: Fully and dominantly represented by Rutte, Trump, Scholz. 

 

[B] OMITTED 

Timestamp: — — Quote: — — Assessment: No peace researcher, no peace movement, no disarmament expert 
was cited or mentioned. 

 

[C] OMITTED 

Timestamp: — — Quote: — — Assessment: The question of which budget areas are displaced by the additional 
expenditure is not raised. 

 

[D] OMITTED 

Timestamp: — — Quote: — — Assessment: Constitutional questions on the binding effect of international 
spending targets are entirely absent. 

 

[E] OMITTED 

Timestamp: — — Quote: — — Assessment: No economic contextualisation of defence spending. 

 

[F] OMITTED 

Timestamp: — — Quote: — — Assessment: Public opinion on 5% of GDP for defence is not reflected. 

 

[G] INDICATED 

Timestamp: — — Quote: — — Assessment: Spain's dissenting stance is briefly mentioned, but framed only 
through Trump's criticism, not substantively justified. 
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[H] OMITTED 

Timestamp: — — Quote: — — Assessment: Diplomatic alternatives, negotiation approaches or OSCE 
perspectives are entirely absent. 

 

[I] INDICATED 

Timestamp: 02:10 — Quote: "Spain wants to achieve the targets with less money." — Assessment: Only as a 
footnote, without substantive justification of the Spanish position. 

 

[J] OMITTED 

Timestamp: — — Quote: — — Assessment: Historical contextualisation of the 5% target is entirely absent. 
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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: NATO Summit as a success event 

Timestamp 00:05 

Quote *"The mood at a NATO summit has not been this exuberant for a long time."* 

Manipulation 
The opening sets the emotional frame: joy, relaxation, success. The presenter adopts the self-
presentation of the summit participants as fact. 

Why 
problematic 

A news format should describe moods, not set them as a benchmark for evaluation. The sentence 
prejudges the entire coverage as a success story before a single piece of content has been 
mentioned. 

 

Finding 2: "Everyone got what they wanted" 

Timestamp 00:18 

Quote *"All sides got what they wanted."* 

Manipulation 
This statement is presented by the presenter as fact, not as an assessment. She adopts the 
interpretation of the press conferences as objective reality. 

Why 
problematic 

Whether all sides actually got what they wanted is a political value judgement. Populations of 
NATO states who reject 5% of GDP for defence are not included in this "all sides" formulation. 

 

Finding 3: Rearmament as an unavoidable necessity 

Timestamp 00:45 

Quote *"The member states resolve on a build-up of armaments on an unprecedented scale."* 

Manipulation 
The superlative "on an unprecedented scale" creates drama that frames the decision as 
historically significant and thus implicitly necessary. A critical contextualisation is absent. 

Why 
problematic 

The sentence could equally be read as a warning about a historically unprecedented militarisation 
— this reading is systematically suppressed by the context (beaming faces, atmosphere of 
success). 

 

Finding 4: Iran nuclear programme — framing through competing sources 

Timestamp 05:45 

Quote 
*"'Yes,' US President Trump said again today. The Iranian nuclear programme had been 
completely destroyed. Several US media outlets doubt this."* 
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Manipulation 
The juxtaposition of Trump vs. US media frames the question as a credibility conflict between an 
unreliable president and reputable media. The intelligence documents themselves are not 
assessed on their substance. 

Why 
problematic 

The framing favours the media position without critically questioning their sources (anonymous 
intelligence officials). 

 

Finding 5: Mask affair — framing as CDU failure 

Timestamp 10:30 

Quote *"The way he went about it is drawing criticism."* 

Manipulation 
The formulation "is drawing criticism" is passive and avoids a clear classification, but 
simultaneously suggests that the criticism is justified. 

Why 
problematic 

The segment focuses exclusively on Spahn (CDU), without addressing the context of the then 
governing coalition (CDU/SPD) or the role of the Federal Finance Ministry. 

 

Summary: The dominant framing of the broadcast is affirmative towards NATO rearmament and critical towards 
CDU actors (Spahn). Critical perspectives on militarisation are structurally absent, while the mask affair is one-
sidedly focused on a CDU politician. 
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11. WORD CHOICE AND TERMINOLOGY 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Finding 1: "Build-up of armaments on an unprecedented scale" 

Timestamp 00:45 

Quote *"The member states resolve on a build-up of armaments on an unprecedented scale."* 

Manipulation 
"Build-up of armaments" is a value-neutral term that is dramatised here by the superlative. In the 
context of the atmosphere of success, it appears affirmative rather than cautionary. 

Why 
problematic 

Neutral alternative: "The member states resolve on a significant increase in defence spending." 
The superlative is not substantiated (Cold War: many NATO states were above 5%). 

 

Finding 2: "Lucky dip" for Trump 

Timestamp 04:10 

Quote *"As always with Donald Trump, this is a lucky dip."* 

Manipulation 
The ARD correspondent uses a colloquial, derogatory term for the incumbent US President. 
"Lucky dip" implies unpredictability and unreliability. 

Why 
problematic 

Neutral alternative: "Trump's positions can change at short notice." The chosen formulation is 
evaluative and would not be used for other heads of state (e.g. Scholz, Macron). This is a 
linguistic asymmetry. 

 

Finding 3: "Fake News, a disgusting, horrible group of people" 

Timestamp 06:30 

Quote 
*"Fake News, a 'disgusting, horrible group of people': That is how he had already described the 
journalists beforehand."* 

Manipulation 
Trump's statement is quoted in full and thus reproduced in the broadcast context. The presenter 
does not comment, but lets the formulation speak for itself. 

Why 
problematic 

The selection of this quote without contextualisation serves to characterise Trump as aggressive 
towards media — legitimate information, but selective, since Trump's substantive criticism of the 
CNN report (incomplete quote) is not presented on equal terms. 

 

Finding 4: "Fatal, say experts" 

Timestamp 07:45 

Quote *"Fatal, say experts."* 

Manipulation 
The word "fatal" is an extreme value judgement presented as expert consensus. Who these 
experts are initially remains unclear. 
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Why 
problematic 

Neutral alternative: "Critical, say experts" or naming the specific assessment with a source. "Fatal" 
is an alarm word that suggests urgency and catastrophe. 

 

Finding 5: "Mask affair" 

Timestamp 10:35 

Quote *"How the mask affair came about in 2020."* 

Manipulation 
The term "affair" implies moral misconduct, not merely administrative errors. It is evaluative and 
prejudges the question of guilt. 

Why 
problematic 

Neutral alternative: "mask procurement" or "mask purchase allegations". "Affair" is a political 
fighting term. 

 

Summary: The word choice is clearly evaluative and derogatory towards Trump and Spahn (CDU), while NATO 
resolutions are linguistically framed affirmatively. The asymmetry in language use is structurally recognisable. 
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12. MODERATION BEHAVIOUR 6/10 

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 (v2.5): The triggering event must be documented before each assessment. An 
intervention can only be assessed as asymmetric if comparable triggers in other positions did not produce an 
analogous reaction. 

Finding 1: Affirmative opening of NATO Summit 

Timestamp 

00:05 — Triggering event: Coverage of NATO Summit outcome — Quote: *"The mood at a NATO 
summit has not been this exuberant for a long time."* — Comparison: In the coverage of the mask 
affair (10:30), no comparably positive introduction is used; critical distance dominates there. — 
Asymmetry: NATO resolutions are introduced with positive emotion, domestic CDU topics with 
critical distance. Triggering event documented: same broadcast, different tone depending on 
political actor. 

 

Finding 2: Adoption of the press conference interpretation 

Timestamp 

00:18 — Triggering event: Summary of the summit outcome — Quote: *"All sides got what they 
wanted."* — Comparison: In the mask affair (10:30), Spahn's self-presentation (*"We did what 
was necessary"*) is not adopted as fact but contextualised through criticism. — Asymmetry: 
Government representations are adopted as fact at the NATO Summit, while in the mask affair 
they are critically questioned. Triggering event documented: both times these are self-
presentations by political actors. 

 

Finding 3: No contextualisation of Trump's CNN criticism 

Timestamp 

06:30 — Triggering event: Trump describes CNN journalists as "a disgusting, horrible group of 
people" — Quote: *"Fake News, a 'disgusting, horrible group of people': That is how he had 
already described the journalists beforehand."* — Comparison: Trump's substantive criticism 
(incomplete quote) is mentioned, but not presented on equal terms. — Asymmetry: Trump's 
emotional statement is quoted in full, his factual criticism of the CNN report only cursorily. 
Triggering event documented: NATO Summit press conference. 

 

Summary: The presenter adopts the interpretive frameworks of governments on NATO topics, while critical 
distance is recognisable on domestic CDU topics. This asymmetry is demonstrable through comparable triggering 
events in the same broadcast. 
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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: Questions to Engel (NATO) vs. questions to Bader (mask affair) 

Timestamp 03:00 (Engel) vs. 12:30 (Bader) 

To Engel 
*"So are there only winners?"* — The question is openly formulated, but allows a positive answer 
to be expected (confirmation of the atmosphere of success). 

To Bader 
*"The pandemic polarised society. How could the commission counteract this?"* — The question 
takes polarisation as a given and asks for solutions, not for criticism of the commission itself. 

Asymmetry: Both questions are not critically confrontational, but the Engel question leaves more room for criticism 
(which is not used), while the Bader question presupposes the commission as a solution. 

 

Asymmetry 2: No critical question on the binding nature of the NATO resolutions 

Timestamp 03:00–04:30 

Question not asked: "How legally binding are the 5% targets? What happens if member states fail to meet them?" 

Effect The resolutions appear secure and binding. 

 

Summary: The questions to the correspondents are not critically confrontational, but asymmetric: on the NATO 
topic, the atmosphere of success is confirmed; on the pandemic topic, the commission is presupposed as a 
solution. Critical follow-up questions on binding nature or alternatives are absent. 
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14. FALSE BALANCE 3/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Finding 1: False balance on the Iran nuclear programme 

Timestamp 05:45–07:00 

Quote *"'Yes,' US President Trump said again today. [...] Several US media outlets doubt this."* 

Technique: The juxtaposition of Trump vs. US media suggests a balanced presentation, but is not genuine balance: 
both sides represent American perspectives. Independent nuclear experts are absent. 

Effect 
The false balance legitimises the media position as an equal counter-voice to Trump, without a 
truly independent third perspective being introduced. 

 

No further false balance techniques identified. 

Summary: A moderate false balance technique is recognisable on the Iran topic, where the juxtaposition of 
Trump/US media appears balanced, but both sides come from the same geopolitical context. 
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15. AGENDA-SETTING 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Finding 1: NATO rearmament as a consensus topic 

Agenda element set: The massive increase in defence spending is placed on the agenda as a necessary, 
consensus-capable and successful decision. — Timestamp: 00:05–04:30 — Evidence: "The mood at a NATO 
summit has not been this exuberant for a long time." / "All sides got what they wanted." 

Alternative agenda: Societal debate on the opportunity costs of rearmament; parliamentary opposition; peace 
initiatives. 

 

Finding 2: Mask affair as a CDU problem 

Agenda element set: The mask affair is placed on the agenda as an individual failure of Spahn (CDU), not as a 
systemic problem of pandemic policy or a coalition failure. — Timestamp: 10:30–12:00 — Evidence: "Former Health 
Minister Spahn (CDU) on his way to the budget committee." 

Alternative agenda: Systemic analysis of pandemic procurement across all federal ministries; role of SPD-led 
ministries. 

 

Finding 3: Pandemic review as a healing process 

Agenda element set: The enquete commission is framed as an instrument for societal healing and restoration of 
trust. — Timestamp: 12:30–13:30 — Evidence: "By trying to mend the rifts that ran and still run through society." 

Alternative agenda: Critical questions on the composition of the commission, the independence of the experts, the 
rights of those critical of the measures within the commission. 

 

Summary: The agenda-setting of this broadcast establishes NATO rearmament as consensus, the mask affair as 
a CDU-specific problem and the pandemic review as a healing process. Alternative agendas (criticism of 
rearmament, SPD shared responsibility, critical commission assessment) are systematically excluded. 
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CHAPTER 2 — OVERALL EVALUATION 

 

Results 

Dominant techniques 

1. Omission / Selective Omission (Score 7): The systematic omission of critical perspectives on NATO 
rearmament, the SPD's shared responsibility in the mask affair and parliamentary opposition voices is the most 
impactful technique in this broadcast. What is not said shapes the worldview of viewers more strongly than what is 
said. 

2. Agenda-Setting (Score 7): The broadcast sets three political agendas: NATO rearmament as consensus, mask 
affair as a CDU problem, pandemic review as a healing process. These agendas correspond to the political interest 
of the current federal government (CDU/SPD coalition with Greens participation in the committee). 

3. Framing (Score 6): The affirmative framing of the NATO Summit through an emotional opening and adoption of 
press conference interpretations stands in structural contrast to the critical framing of the mask affair. This 
asymmetry is demonstrable through comparable triggering events in the same broadcast. 

``` 

``` 

Justification: The combined score of 4.4 and the overall score of 5.4 point to a clear one-sidedness, underscored by 
the extremely low completeness score (2.0/10). Pursuant to §26 para. 1 MStV, broadcasting services are obliged to 
provide diversity of opinion; the present broadcast does not fulfil this requirement on the main topic (NATO Summit), 
as not a single critical perspective on the rearmament decision is reflected. The one-sidedness is not attributable to 
individual errors, but to a structural pattern of framing, omission and agenda-setting that consistently operates in one 
direction. 

CONCLUSION 

The Tagesschau of 25.06.2025 exhibits a clear structural one-sidedness on the main topic of the NATO Summit that is 
not fully compatible with the requirement of diversity of opinion pursuant to §26 para. 1 MStV and the balance 
requirement of the ARD state treaty. The coverage adopts the success communication of the governments as fact, 
without allowing a single critical voice to speak on the historically unprecedented rearmament decision. The mask 
affair is one-sidedly focused on the CDU actor Spahn, without addressing the shared responsibility of the then SPD 
coalition partners — an asymmetry that, in a broadcast intended to fulfil the basic public service remit, cannot be 
explained by news value alone. The completeness score of 2/10 on the main topic demonstrates that the broadcast 
does not meet the requirements of pluralistic basic public service provision within the meaning of the Federal 
Constitutional Court (BVerfGE 73, 118 — Lower Saxony ruling) on the central topic of this edition. A single broadcast 
does not in itself constitute a violation of §26 MStV, which refers to the overall programme; however, the documented 
patterns are capable of constituting a violation if systematically repeated. 
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CHAPTER 3 — PARTY-POLITICAL BIAS 

 

Party Score (-
5..+5) 

Concrete evidence (timestamp + brief quote) 

CDU/CSU -3 10:30 "Former Health Minister Spahn (CDU) on his way to the budget committee" — 
one-sided focus on CDU actor; 11:30 "against the advice of the specialist 
departments" — allegations without SPD context 

SPD +2 11:45 Warken (CDU) distances herself from Spahn — SPD shared responsibility 
(Scholz as Finance Minister) not addressed; pension package (13:30) presented 
positively without criticism 

Greens +1 11:20 "Today there were fine words. I would like to believe Jens Spahn. But we have 
no evidence" — Greens criticism of Spahn is cited and thereby legitimised; Greens 
mentioned positively in connection with mothers' pension (13:50) 

FDP 0 Not mentioned. 

AfD 0 Not mentioned; no opposition voice on the NATO course cited. 

BSW 0 Not mentioned. 

Left 0 Not mentioned. 

Free Voters 0 Not mentioned. 

 

Party bias summary 

•  Most favoured: SPD (Score +2) — shared responsibility in mask affair concealed, pension package positively 
framed. 

•  Most disadvantaged: CDU/CSU (Score -3) — mask affair one-sidedly focused on Spahn, no contextualisation of 
coalition responsibility. 

•  Average deviation: 0.7 (among the parties mentioned) 

•  Conclusion: The party-political bias of this broadcast is moderate but recognisable: CDU actors are portrayed 
critically, SPD shared responsibility is concealed. The omission of all opposition parties (AfD, BSW, Left, FDP) on 
the NATO topic prevents a pluralistic reflection of the parliamentary spectrum of opinion. 

Left-right- 
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OVERALL EVALUATION OF THE 15 CRITERIA 

 

Individual scores — All 15 criteria 

No. Criterion Score Classification 

1 EXPERT SELECTION 5 ●●● 

2 SOURCE SELECTION 5 ●●● 

3 TIME DISTRIBUTION 6 ●●● 

4 OMISSION (Selective Omission) 7 ●●●● 

5 NUMERICAL MANIPULATION 5 ●●● 

6 GUILT BY ASSOCIATION 3 ●● 

7 TIMING 5 ●●● 

8 SELECTIVE OUTRAGE 6 ●●● 

9 COMPLETENESS 8 ●●●● 

10 FRAMING (Setting the frame) 6 ●●● 

11 WORD CHOICE AND TERMINOLOGY 6 ●●● 

12 MODERATION BEHAVIOUR 6 ●●● 

13 QUESTION ASYMMETRY 6 ●●● 

14 FALSE BALANCE 3 ●● 

15 AGENDA-SETTING 7 ●●●● 

 

HARD FACTS SCORE (1-8) 5.6/10 Significant imbalance 

 

SOFT FACTS SCORE (9-14) 5.7/10 Significant imbalance 

 

OVERALL SCORE 5.7/10 Significant imbalance 

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

 

Individual scores per criterion (0–10) 

0 No finding No relevant anomaly identified. 

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

3–4 
Slight to moderate 
finding 

Recognisable tendency; impact relevance low to moderate. 

5 

Moderate finding 
with impact 
relevance 

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

6 
Significant finding 
(threshold) 

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

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

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

10 Maximum severity Systematic, pervasive imbalance in this criterion. 

 

Aggregated deviation index — interpretation ranges 

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

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

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

6.1 – 8.0 

Serious deviation from 
the balance 
requirement. High 
degree of deviation 

Pronounced, broadcast-wide patterns; high impact relevance. 

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

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

 

Party-political bias (-5 to +5) 

-5 to -3 
Strongly 
disadvantaged 

Party is clearly treated worse in presentation, airtime or framing. 

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

0 Neutral No discernible preference or disadvantage. 

+1 to +2 Slightly favoured Recognisable but weak preference. 

+3 to +5 Strongly favoured Party is clearly treated better in presentation, 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 regulators). 

 

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

 

No judgement of 
intent 

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

 

Heuristic 
comparative 
instrument 

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

 

Legal basis Germany — ARD, ZDF 

Law 

Interstate Media Treaty (MStV, 2020) 

Relevant articles 

•  §26 para. 1 MStV: Public broadcasting institutions must provide in their services 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 Länder. Their 
services shall serve education, information, advice and entertainment. They shall offer contributions in particular to 
culture. Entertainment shall correspond to a public broadcasting service profile. 

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

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

Core obligations 

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

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

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

Supervisory authority 

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

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

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

Complaints procedure 

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

2. Administrative court action 
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APPENDIX 2: SCIENTIFIC FOUNDATIONS 
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Evaluations and membership at SVFAB 

 

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

To make our work solid, we depend on membership and donor 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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The following books are available 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. It is a toolbox — for everyone 
who has a microphone in front of their face and wants to know what 
they can do about it. 7 chapters. 7 tools: What an interview really is. 
The 7 most common traps. The three basic principles of sovereignty 
— anchoring, reframing, 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, 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. 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 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. 
 

 

The SRG collects 1.56 billion francs per year — compulsorily, from 
every household. Those who feel unfairly treated can complain. There 
is even an authority for this: the IHRA, 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 IHRA 
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 protects above all 
the system it was supposed to control. 
Essential reading for all who are considering a complaint — and for all 
who want to understand why genuine media regulation in Switzerland 
is still pending. 
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