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DE DETAILED ANALYSIS 

2025-09-10_tagesschau_2000_Uhr_10092025 

Broadcast: Tagesschau  |  2025-09-10  |  Analysed on: 2026-05-01 13:26 

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

 

OVERALL 
SCORE 

6.1/10 
Serious deviation from the impartiality requirement. High degree of 
deviation 

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

POLITICAL SPECTRUM 

Classification according to Chapel Hill Expert Survey (CHES) 2024 

 

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

Party 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) 5.0 / 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: 10.09.2025 

•  Presenter: Romy Hiller 

•  Item 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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Item Topic Duration (approx.) Classification 

1 Russian drones in Polish 
airspace / NATO reaction 

~3:30 min. Security policy, 
international 

2 Von der Leyen: State of the 
Union address / EU 
reaction to drones / Gaza 

~2:30 min. EU politics, international 

3 France: Protests against 
austerity measures, new 
Prime Minister Lecornu 

~2:00 min. Domestic politics France 

4 Federal Constitutional 
Court: New candidate 
Emmenegger (SPD) 

~0:45 min. Domestic politics Germany 

5 Tax relief: Commuters, 
hospitality sector, 
agricultural diesel 
(Klingbeil) 

~0:45 min. Domestic politics Germany 

6 Solingen verdict: Life 
imprisonment + preventive 
detention 

~2:30 min. Justice, domestic politics 

7 Unicef report: Child obesity 
worldwide / Germany 

~2:00 min. Society, health 

8 Warning Day notice 
(11.09.) 

~0:20 min. Service 

9 Weather forecast ~0:45 min. Service 

10 Tagesthemen preview 
(Doha attack, basketball) 

~0:20 min. Promo 

 

Main topic of this edition 

Russian drones enter Polish airspace, triggering NATO consultations and a European solidarity debate. 

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: Ina Ruck (ARD correspondent Moscow) 

Timestamp 

~02:55 — Statement: *"There are two possibilities: Either Russia sent drones to Poland... Or — 
and this cannot be ruled out either — Russia lost 19 drones at once through a military error."* — 
Classification: ARD correspondent, not an independent expert; her assessment is journalistic 
analysis, but is presented as expert opinion. 

 

Source in-depth check: 

(a) FUNDING: ARD/NDR — public broadcaster, licence-fee funded. Structural conflict of interest: the correspondent 
is an employee of the reporting broadcaster; her assessment is not independent of editorial policy. 

(b) MANDATE: Journalistic reporting, no military or geopolitical specialist mandate. Analysis of drone flight paths 
and military tactics lies outside the journalistic area of competence. 

•  Conflict of interest present? INDIRECT (employee of the reporting broadcaster) 

•  Personal risk from position? NO 

•  Does the organisation benefit from her assessment? INDIRECT (confirmation of the aggressor frame supports the 
broadcast narrative) 

•  Result: MEDIUM 

(c) SUBJECT COMPETENCE: The assessment is framed as a correspondent's analysis, which is formally correct. 
The problem is that no independent military or geopolitical countervoice follows. 

Expert 2: Claudia Buckenmaier (ARD correspondent Berlin) 

Timestamp 
~04:40 — Statement: *"The Federal Chancellor and the Foreign Minister also condemn the 
violation of Polish airspace."* — Classification: Berlin correspondent, reports government 
positions without critical contextualisation. 

 

Source in-depth check: 

(a) FUNDING: ARD/NDR — public broadcaster. Same conflict of interest as Ruck. 

(b) MANDATE: Political reporting. Reports government positions correctly, but without a counter-perspective. 

•  Conflict of interest present? INDIRECT 

•  Personal risk from position? NO 

•  Does the organisation benefit from her assessment? NO (factual reporting) 

•  Result: MEDIUM 

(c) SUBJECT COMPETENCE: No structural partiality discernible, but lacking critical distance from the government 
position. 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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Expert 3: Doctor/physician from Klinikum Stuttgart (not named) 

Timestamp 
~13:45 — Statement: *"We notice that food takes on a different quality: instead of a toy, instead of 
a conversation, instead of movement, in response to worries, to problems."* — Classification: 
Clinical practitioner, not identified as a nutritional scientist or epidemiologist. 

 

Source in-depth check: 

(a) FUNDING: Klinikum Stuttgart — municipally/publicly funded. No direct conflict of interest on the topic of 
childhood obesity. 

(b) MANDATE: Clinical practice, compatible with observations on patient behaviour. No epidemiological research 
mandate. 

•  Conflict of interest present? NO 

•  Personal risk from position? NO 

•  Does the organisation benefit from her assessment? NO 

•  Result: HIGH (for clinical observation) 

(c) SUBJECT COMPETENCE: Correctly deployed as a practitioner, not as a researcher. No mislabelling 
discernible. 

Missing expert groups: 

•  Independent military analyst (IISS, SIPRI, Bundeswehr University) on drone technology 

•  Professor of international law on NATO Article 4/5 thresholds 

•  Independent nutritional epidemiologist to contextualise the Unicef figures 

 

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: Polish government (Tusk, Foreign Minister) 

Timestamp ~01:40–02:20 

Statement 
*"There is no reason to claim that we are at war. But there is no doubt that this provocation goes 
beyond existing boundaries."* 

(a) Funding and sponsorship: Polish state government — politically motivated source. 

(b) Structural conflict of interest: The Polish government has an institutional interest in portraying the incident as 
serious (NATO solidarity, domestic political strength). 

(c) Missing counter-source: Polish opposition parties, independent Polish security experts. 

 

Source 2: NATO Secretary General Rutte 

Timestamp ~02:30 

Statement *"Stop violating airspace. Be assured that we will defend every centimetre of NATO territory."* 

(a) Funding: NATO — multilateral defence organisation, politically oriented. 

(b) Structural conflict of interest: NATO has an institutional interest in portraying its own capacity for action and 
strength. 

(c) Missing counter-source: Independent security analysts, critical NATO members. 

 

Source 3: Unicef 

Timestamp ~13:10 

Statement 
*"The children's aid organisation Unicef speaks of a turning point in the malnutrition of young 
people."* 

(a) Funding: UN children's aid organisation — international, funded by member states and private donations. 

(b) Structural conflict of interest: Unicef has an institutional interest in dramatising children's issues to secure 
donation income and political relevance. 

(c) Missing counter-source: Independent nutritional epidemiologists, critical assessment of the methodology. 

Labelling: Should be identified as an advocacy organisation with a structural conflict of interest in dramatising 
children's issues. In the broadcast it is treated as a neutral specialist authority. 

 

Source 4: Federal government (Merz, Pistorius, Baerbock) 

Timestamp ~04:40–05:20 

(a) Funding: Federal government — state. 

(b) Structural conflict of interest: Government has an interest in portraying its own capacity for action and NATO 
solidarity. 

(c) Missing counter-source: Opposition parties (AfD, BSW) with divergent positions on Russia policy are not 
quoted. 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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Summary: The source selection is one-sidedly oriented towards Western governments, NATO institutions and 
advocacy organisations. Independent experts, critical voices and counter-perspectives are systematically absent. 
Unicef is treated as a neutral specialist authority, although structural conflicts of interest exist. 
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3. TIME DISTRIBUTION 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Item duration by political direction/topic: 

Position/Topic Duration (approx.) Share 

NATO/Western reaction to drones ~4:00 min. ~27% 

EU politics (Von der Leyen) ~2:30 min. ~17% 

France (protests/Lecornu) ~2:00 min. ~13% 

Solingen verdict ~2:30 min. ~17% 

Unicef/childhood obesity ~2:00 min. ~13% 

Domestic politics Germany (Federal 
Constitutional Court, tax) 

~1:30 min. ~10% 

Service (weather, warning day, 
promo) 

~1:20 min. ~9% 

Russian position (drones) ~0:30 min. ~3% 

 

Summary: Despite its central relevance to the main topic, the Russian position receives only approx. 3% of 
airtime. The ratio of Western reaction to Russian representation is approximately 8:1, which constitutes a 
considerable imbalance. Domestic political topics (Federal Constitutional Court, tax relief) are each covered very 
briefly at under one minute. 
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4. OMISSION (Selective Omission) 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Omission 1: Previous drone incidents over NATO territory 

Context 

In 2022 a drone struck Poland (Przewodów); the investigation concluded it was a Ukrainian air 
defence missile. This precedent is central to contextualising the current incident. — Relevant at: 
~00:10–03:30 — Effect: Without this context the current incident appears truly "unprecedented"; 
with it, a more differentiated assessment would be possible. 

 

Omission 2: Ukrainian drones as a possible source 

Context 
In the Ukraine war, Ukrainian drones are also intercepted or drift off course. The possibility that it 
was not Russian but Ukrainian drones that were involved is not mentioned. — Relevant at: ~01:30 
— Effect: The broadcast takes drones = Russian as a premise without verifying it. 

 

Omission 3: Official US reaction 

Context 
Trump had described Poland as a close friend (mentioned by Ruck), but no official US reaction to 
the drone incident itself is reported. — Relevant at: ~03:00–05:00 — Effect: The most important 
NATO power remains without a statement on the specific incident. 

 

Omission 4: Solingen — failure of the authorities / deportation history 

Context 

Al Hasan had a rejected asylum application; deportation attempts failed. This institutional history is 
only hinted at in the report as an open question (*"Who is responsible for deporting them?"*), but 
is not substantively addressed. — Relevant at: ~11:00–12:30 — Effect: The question of political 
responsibility remains unanswered, even though it is central to the migration debate. 

 

Omission 5: Criticism of the Unicef report / methodology 

Context 
Unicef reports on nutrition are in some cases methodologically criticised by nutritional scientists 
(definitions of obesity, comparability of data). — Relevant at: ~13:10 — Effect: The report is 
adopted uncritically as a factual basis. 

 

Omission 6: Gaza context in the Von der Leyen speech 

Context 
The EU threat of sanctions against Israel is reported, but the context (humanitarian situation in 
Gaza, number of casualties, Israeli military strategy) is entirely absent. — Relevant at: ~06:30 — 
Effect: Viewers cannot assess the proportionality of the announced measures. 
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Summary: The broadcast systematically omits contextual information that would enable a more differentiated 
assessment of the main topics. Particularly serious is the absence of the Przewodów 2022 precedent in the drone 
topic and the lack of any examination of the institutional failure in the Solingen verdict. 

 

Missing voices 

•  Independent military analyst (e.g. IISS, SIPRI): Would have assessed the technical plausibility of the drift 
hypothesis vs. deliberate provocation and classified the drone types. 

•  Professor of international law: Would have explained Article 4 vs. Article 5 of the NATO Treaty and contextualised 
the legal threshold for invoking the alliance. 

•  Conflict and peace researcher (e.g. HSFK Frankfurt): Would have identified escalation risks and de-escalation 
options. 

•  Belarusian opposition representative or analyst: Would have contextualised Belarus's role as a transit country and 
its relationship with Moscow. 

•  Critical NATO member state (e.g. Hungarian or Turkish position): Would have made the internal differentiation 
within the alliance visible. 

•  Russian opposition figure or independent Russian analyst (in exile): Would have provided a Russian internal 
perspective beyond the Kremlin spokesperson. 

•  Historian on previous drone incidents: Would have provided context on the 2022 incidents in Poland and Romania 
and explained patterns. 

•  Ukrainian government / military: Would have provided context on the ongoing wave of attacks and possible drone 
drift from Ukrainian operational territory. 
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5. MANIPULATION OF FIGURES 5/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

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

 

Finding 1: "19 drones" — without verification source 

Timestamp ~01:20 

Figure: "It was one of the 19 drones that had entered the airspace." 

Missing 
context 

Where does the figure 19 come from? Polish military? NATO? Independent verification? No 
source cited. 

Effect 
The precise figure suggests an established factual basis, even though in crisis situations initial 
reports are frequently corrected. 

 

Finding 2: "Every fourth child overweight" — without methodological information 

Timestamp ~13:30 

Figure: "In Germany, every fourth child is overweight." 

Missing 
context 

Which definition of "overweight" (BMI threshold, age group, survey year, source)? Unicef report or 
national statistics? 

Effect 
The figure appears as an established fact, but without methodological information it cannot be 
verified. 

 

Finding 3: "Almost every third child obese" in certain countries 

Timestamp ~13:50 

Figure: "There, almost every third child is obese." 

Missing 
context 

"Almost every third" is an imprecise formulation. The specific percentage, survey method and 
comparability with German data are absent. 

Effect Dramatisation through comparison without methodological basis. 

 

Summary: The broadcast uses figures without adequate source citations and methodological transparency. 
Particularly in the drone incident, the verification source for the figure 19 is missing, which is journalistically 
problematic in a crisis situation. 
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6. GUILT BY ASSOCIATION 3/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Association 1: Solingen perpetrator and migration debate 

Timestamp ~12:20 

Quote 
*"Politically, he has triggered a debate about immigration: How can it be prevented that IS 
supporters live undetected in Germany?"* 

Technique: The immediate linking of IS perpetrator → immigration debate in the same sentence creates an 
associative connection between immigration and terrorism without making it explicit. 

Effect 
Viewers are implicitly led to associate immigration with a security risk, without this connection 
being argued substantively. 

 

No further guilt-by-association techniques identified within the meaning of the definition (discrediting through 
association with negative groups). The broadcast contains no framing of individuals as "conspiracy theorists" or 
similar. 

Summary: The guilt-by-association technique is used moderately in this broadcast, primarily through the structural 
linking of the Solingen verdict with the migration debate. Explicit discrediting of individuals through association 
does not occur. 
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7. TIMING 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Finding 1: Emotional witness as second item 

Position: ~00:50 (immediately after opening statement) 

Content: "Suddenly there was a bang... I was 15 minutes away from dying." 

Timing effect 
The emotional victim statement is placed before any facts, verification or contextualisation. This 
creates maximum emotional priming of the viewer for all subsequent information. 

 

Finding 2: Solingen verdict after EU/France — migration debate as conclusion 

Position: ~11:00 (sixth item) 

Content: Verdict + migration debate 

Timing effect 
The Solingen topic is placed after international topics, giving it a certain distance. The link to the 
migration debate at the end of the item remains as the last impression. 

 

Finding 3: Warning Day notice after Solingen 

Position: ~12:45 

Content: "In the morning at 11 o'clock, sirens will sound across Germany." 

Timing effect 
The Warning Day notice immediately after the Solingen item (terrorist attack, preventive detention) 
creates an atmospheric connection between threat and state protective measures, which may not 
be intentional but is nonetheless effective. 

 

Summary: The timing of the broadcast follows an emotional escalation logic: affected witness → Western reaction 
→ EU solidarity → French unrest → Solingen → Warning Day. This sequence creates a sense of threat that is 
institutionally confirmed by the Warning Day notice. 

 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch


 

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

 

 
 

Präsident: Schläpfer, David  -  Kontakt:   kontakt@SVFAB.ch  -  Adresse:    SVFAB, Postfach, CH-8021 Zürich 1 
Seite 13 

 

 

8. SELECTIVE OUTRAGE 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

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

 

Finding 1: Russian drones — strong outrage language 

Triggering event: Russian drones in Polish airspace. 

Reaction: "reckless conduct" (Merz), "unprecedented" (Polish government), "provocation" (Tusk), "Stop violating 
airspace" (Rutte) — all adopted without critical distancing. 

Comparison 
Ukrainian drone attacks on Russian territory (which occur regularly) are not mentioned in this 
broadcast and generate no analogous outrage language. 

Asymmetry: The outrage language is directed exclusively at Russian actions. Comparable actions by other parties 
to the conflict are not described with analogous language. 

 

Finding 2: Gaza — Von der Leyen threatens Israel 

Triggering event: Humanitarian situation in Gaza. 

Reaction: "We will suspend payments to Israel... We will propose sanctions against extremist ministers and violent 
settlers." 

Comparison No analogous outrage language directed at Hamas or other parties to the conflict in the broadcast. 

Asymmetry: The outrage is directed one-sidedly against Israel, without mentioning the context (Hamas attack of 7 
October 2023, hostages). This is selective outrage, reinforced by the absence of context. 

 

Summary: The broadcast selectively adopts outrage language from Western governments towards Russia and 
Israel, without showing analogous outrage towards other parties to the conflict (Hamas, Ukraine). This 
corresponds to a structural asymmetry in the emotional framing. 
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9. COMPLETENESS 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

The broadcast frames the drone incident as clear Russian aggression against NATO territory and portrays the 
Western alliance as united and capable of action. Russia is consistently positioned as the aggressor, while the NATO 
reaction is praised as appropriate and measured. The possibility of a military error (drone drift) is briefly mentioned but 
not treated with equal weight. The incident is embedded in an escalation framework that makes European 
rearmament and solidarity appear as a logical consequence. 

 

Share of perspectives covered 

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

[A] Russian account: Drones were not intended for Poland, an offer of talks has been made — possible technical 
malfunction or drift. 

[B] Independent military experts: Technical analysis of whether drone types and flight paths are compatible with a 
deliberate attack or drift. 

[C] De-escalation perspective: Diplomatic options, channels for dialogue, risk of an escalation spiral through NATO 
Article 4 consultations. 

[D] Polish civilian population / those affected: Already included (witness from Wyricki). 

[E] Critical NATO voices: Member states that prefer a more restrained reaction or emphasise escalation risks. 

[F] Historical context: Previous drone incidents over NATO territory (e.g. Poland 2022, Romania), their investigation 
and consequences. 

[G] Legal classification under international law: What triggers an Article 4 consultation procedure, what would 
constitute Article 5, where is the threshold? 

[H] Belarus perspective: Role of Belarus as a transit country, relationship between Minsk and Moscow, its own 
responsibility. 

[I] Peace and conflict research: Assessment of the risk of war, de-escalation options, state of negotiations in the 
Ukraine war. 

[J] US reaction: Trump had described Poland as a close friend — how does Washington officially react to the 
incident? 

 

[A] INDICATED 

Timestamp: ~02:45 — Quote: "The Russian Defence Ministry said that the drones were not intended to hit targets 
in Poland. It offered talks." — Assessment: The Russian position is briefly reported, but immediately relativised 
and called into question by correspondent Ruck, without any further elaboration. 

 

[B] OMITTED 

Timestamp: — — Quote: — — Assessment: No independent military expert on the technical plausibility of the 
drone flight paths or the drift hypothesis was consulted. 

 

[C] OMITTED 

Timestamp: — — Quote: — — Assessment: Diplomatic options and de-escalation pathways are not addressed; 
the broadcast ends with a declaration of solidarity. 

 

[D] COVERED 

Timestamp: ~00:55 — Quote: "Suddenly there was a bang. The lamp fell from the ceiling." — Assessment: The 
perspective of those affected is present and deployed with emotional effect. 

 

[E] OMITTED 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch


 

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

 

 
 

Präsident: Schläpfer, David  -  Kontakt:   kontakt@SVFAB.ch  -  Adresse:    SVFAB, Postfach, CH-8021 Zürich 1 
Seite 15 

 

Timestamp: — — Quote: — — Assessment: No NATO member states with a divergent stance (e.g. Hungary, 
Turkey) are mentioned. 

 

[F] OMITTED 

Timestamp: — — Quote: — — Assessment: Previous drone incidents over NATO territory and their investigative 
outcomes are entirely absent as contextual background. 

 

[G] OMITTED 

Timestamp: — — Quote: — — Assessment: Legal thresholds (Article 4 vs. Article 5) are not explained; viewers 
receive no contextualisation of the legal significance. 

 

[H] OMITTED 

Timestamp: — — Quote: — — Assessment: Belarus is mentioned as the direction of origin of the drones, but is 
not analysed as an independent actor. 

 

[I] OMITTED 

Timestamp: — — Quote: — — Assessment: No peace or conflict research perspective on the escalation 
dynamics. 

 

[J] INDICATED 

Timestamp: ~03:10 — Quote: "Poland is a close friend of the USA. They stand firmly by Poland's side." — 
Assessment: The Trump quote is incorporated by correspondent Ruck, but no official US reaction to the incident 
itself is reported. 
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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: Aggressor-victim frame without verification caveat 

Timestamp ~00:10 

Quote *"The government in Poland speaks of an unprecedented incident."* 

Manipulation 
The superlative "unprecedented" is set as the opening frame before any verification has taken 
place. The formulation adopts the Polish government's position as the broadcast's frame. 

Why 
problematic 

Viewers are placed from the outset in a state-of-exception frame that filters all subsequent 
information through this lens. A verification caveat ("according to Polish statements") is absent 
from the opening sequence. 

 

Finding 2: Russian offer of talks as a rhetorical footnote 

Timestamp ~02:45 

Quote 
*"The Russian Defence Ministry said that the drones were not intended to hit targets in Poland. It 
offered talks."* 

Manipulation 
The Russian offer of talks is dealt with in a single sentence and immediately deconstructed by 
correspondent Ruck. It is accorded no independent news value. 

Why 
problematic 

An offer of talks in a crisis situation is diplomatically relevant and should have been contextualised 
independently. Framing it as a mere reaction to accusations minimises its significance. 

 

Finding 3: "Europe is in a fight" — war frame through Von der Leyen 

Timestamp ~06:10 

Quote *"Europe is in a fight. Do we have the courage? Do we have the unity, do we feel the urgency?"* 

Manipulation 
The Von der Leyen quote is presented without critical contextualisation. The rhetorical questions 
are not marked as political rhetoric but are integrated into the news flow as a factual description. 

Why 
problematic 

"Europe is in a fight" is a political statement with a mobilising function, not a news item. The 
Tagesschau adopts this war frame without a distancing formula. 

 

Finding 4: Solingen — Islamism frame as the primary interpretation 

Timestamp ~11:20 

Quote *"The court sees him as an Islamist who acted out of conviction."* 
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Manipulation 
The Islamism frame is presented as judicially confirmed, which is correct. However, the migration 
debate is immediately appended: *"Politically, he has triggered a debate about immigration."* 

Why 
problematic 

The linking of Islamism → migration debate in the same breath sets an associative frame that 
structurally connects immigration with terrorism, without this connection being explicitly 
established or questioned. 

 

Summary: The broadcast works with three dominant frames: Russia as aggressor, Europe/NATO as a united 
defence community, and Islamism as a migration problem. All three frames are adopted without adequate 
distancing formulas. 
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11. WORD CHOICE AND TERMINOLOGY 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Finding 1: "unprecedented" — superlative without verification 

Timestamp ~00:10 

Quote *"The government in Poland speaks of an unprecedented incident."* 

Manipulation Adoption of a political superlative as the broadcast's frame. 

Why 
problematic 

Neutral alternative: *"The Polish government describes the incident as serious."* — The 
superlative "unprecedented" is a value judgement, not a description. 

 

Finding 2: "reckless conduct" — adoption of political language 

Timestamp ~04:50 

Quote 
*"Federal Chancellor Merz emphasised at a press encounter: It was reckless conduct on the part 
of the Russian government."* 

Manipulation 
The adjective "reckless" is a moral value judgement that, embedded as a quote but lacking a 
distancing formula, functions as a fact within the news flow. 

Why 
problematic 

Neutral alternative: *"Merz sharply criticised Russia's conduct."* — The direct adoption of 
evaluative language without contextualisation reinforces the aggressor frame. 

 

Finding 3: "made to look a fool" — journalistic value judgement by the correspondent 

Timestamp ~03:05 

Quote *"It would thereby have provoked NATO and made Donald Trump look a fool."* 

Manipulation 
"Made to look a fool" (embarrassed, shown up) is a journalistic value judgement, not a neutral 
description. Correspondent Ruck uses an emotionally charged term here. 

Why 
problematic 

Neutral alternative: *"...and placed the USA in a difficult position."* — "Made to look a fool" implies 
a personal defeat for Trump and is not journalistically neutral. 

 

Finding 4: "turning point" — Unicef framing adopted 

Timestamp ~13:10 

Quote 
*"The children's aid organisation Unicef speaks of a turning point in the malnutrition of young 
people."* 

Manipulation "Turning point" is a dramatising term from Unicef's PR material, adopted without scrutiny. 

Why 
problematic 

Neutral alternative: *"Unicef reports that for the first time more children worldwide are obese than 
undernourished."* — The adoption of advocacy language as news language is methodologically 
problematic. 

 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch


 

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

 

 
 

Präsident: Schläpfer, David  -  Kontakt:   kontakt@SVFAB.ch  -  Adresse:    SVFAB, Postfach, CH-8021 Zürich 1 
Seite 19 

 

Finding 5: "Issa al Hasan will never be released in his lifetime" 

Timestamp ~11:00 

Quote *"Issa al Hasan will never be released in his lifetime."* 

Manipulation 
This formulation is a journalistic prognosis, not a legal determination. Preventive detention is 
subject to regular review. 

Why 
problematic 

Neutral alternative: *"The court imposed a life sentence with subsequent preventive detention."* — 
The formulation suggests a finality that does not exist in law. 

 

Summary: The broadcast repeatedly adopts political evaluative language (Polish government, Merz, Von der 
Leyen, Unicef) without adequate distancing formulas, thereby reinforcing the respective frames of the actors 
quoted. 
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12. PRESENTER BEHAVIOUR 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Note: Tagesschau presenters read from the teleprompter; linguistic colouring and emphasis are assessed. 

Finding 1: Adoption of political value judgement without distancing formula 

Timestamp ~00:10 

Triggering event: Opening of the broadcast on the drone incident. 

Quote *"The government in Poland speaks of an unprecedented incident."* 

Comparison 
In reporting on the Russian reaction (~02:45) the correct distancing is applied: *"The Russian 
Defence Ministry said..."* — here the analogous distancing formula for the Polish position is 
absent from the opening. 

Asymmetry: Russian statements are consistently accompanied by distancing formulas ("said", "insisted"), while 
Polish and Western statements are sometimes adopted directly. This is a structural asymmetry in the treatment of 
sources. 

 

Finding 2: Emotionalisation through victim statement in a prominent position 

Timestamp ~00:55 

Triggering event: Broadcast of the witness from Wyricki immediately after the opening. 

Quote *"I was 15 minutes away from dying."* 

Comparison 
No comparable emotional perspective of those affected is introduced for the Russian civilian 
population (who suffer under Ukrainian drone attacks) or for other parties to the conflict. 

Asymmetry: The placement of the emotional witness statement immediately after the opening creates maximum 
emotional impact in favour of the aggressor-victim frame, before any facts are presented. 

 

Summary: Romy Hiller reads the teleprompter professionally and without discernible personal colouring. The 
asymmetry lies in the script: Western positions are more frequently adopted without a distancing formula than 
Russian ones, creating a structural imbalance in the presenter's text. 
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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 statements is assessed. 

Asymmetry 1: Drone incident — only Western statements broadcast 

Timestamp ~01:30–05:00 

Broadcast: Polish Foreign Minister (drones from Belarus), Tusk (provocation), Rutte (warning to Russia), Merz 
(reckless conduct), Pistorius (deliberate action). 

Not broadcast: Russian Foreign Ministry (only reported), Belarusian reaction, Ukrainian reaction. 

Asymmetry: Five Western statements are set against one reported Russian sentence. 

 

Asymmetry 2: Solingen — court and survivors, no defence counsel 

Timestamp ~11:00–12:30 

Broadcast: Judge (reasoning for verdict), survivors (relief at maximum sentence). 

Not broadcast: Defence counsel (although it is mentioned that they follow the reasoning), victims' families, migration 
experts. 

Asymmetry: The selection of statements reinforces the impression of the unambiguity of the case, without 
deepening the open political questions. 

 

Summary: The statement selection consistently follows the Western/institutional narrative. Counter-positions are 
either not broadcast or only briefly reported, creating a structural asymmetry in the representation. 
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14. FALSE BALANCE 8/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Finding 1: No false balance on the drone topic — instead, missing balance 

On the drone topic, the broadcast shows no false balance (equal treatment of unequal positions), but the opposite: 
the Russian position is treated so marginally that balance cannot be said to exist. This is not a false balance 
problem, but a problem of impartiality. 

 

Finding 2: Solingen — No false balance 

The verdict is correctly presented as legally unambiguous. The political questions are marked as open. No false 
balance discernible. 

 

Finding 3: Unicef report — No counter-voice, but also no false balance 

The Unicef report is presented without a counter-voice. This is a problem of omission (criterion 4), not false balance. 

 

Summary: False balance in the classical sense (equal treatment of scientifically unequal positions) is not 
identifiable in this broadcast. The dominant problem is the opposite: missing balance through systematic 
underrepresentation of counter-positions. The high score (8/10) reflects the fact that the broadcast establishes no 
problematic equivalence in any item — this is to be assessed positively. 

Correction of the score logic: A score of 8/10 here means that the criterion is largely fulfilled (no false balance). 
The scale is interpreted in inverted form for this criterion: 10 = no false balance identifiable. 
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15. AGENDA-SETTING 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Finding 1: Drone incident as main topic — escalation agenda 

Agenda element set: Russian aggression against NATO territory as an existential threat. 

Timestamp ~00:10–05:30 

Evidence: "The government in Poland speaks of an unprecedented incident." / "Europe is in a fight." 

Alternative agenda: State of negotiations in the Ukraine war, peace initiatives, economic consequences of the 
conflict for Europe. 

 

Finding 2: Solingen as migration debate 

Agenda element set: Islamist terrorist attack → migration policy. 

Timestamp ~12:20 

Evidence: "Politically, he has triggered a debate about immigration." 

Alternative agenda: Radicalisation prevention, institutional failure, IS networks in Europe (independent of the 
migration question). 

 

Finding 3: Warning Day as normalisation of threat scenarios 

Agenda element set: Civil protection and siren test as a social normality. 

Timestamp ~12:45 

Evidence: "The Warning Day is intended to raise public awareness of the event of a disaster." 

Alternative agenda: Critical assessment of whether warning days generate a sense of security or fear; cost-benefit 
analysis. 

 

Summary: The broadcast sets an agenda that establishes threat (Russian aggression, Islamism, civil protection) 
as the dominant topic. Alternative agendas (diplomacy, prevention, economic consequences) are not set. 
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CHAPTER 2 — OVERALL EVALUATION 

 

Results 

Dominant techniques 

1. Omission / Selective Omission (Score 7): The broadcast systematically omits contextual information that would 
enable a more differentiated assessment — in particular the Przewodów 2022 precedent, the institutional failure in 
Solingen and de-escalation options in the drone incident. This is the most impactful technique in this edition, as it 
structurally limits the viewer's information base. 

2. Framing (Score 6): The aggressor-victim frame in the drone topic and the war frame through Von der Leyen 
quotes are adopted without adequate distancing. The framing as "unprecedented" and "Europe in a fight" creates a 
sense of threat that structurally marginalises alternative interpretations (technical error, de-escalation). 

3. Selective Outrage (Score 6): Outrage language is used exclusively for Russian actions and Israeli policy; 
comparable actions by other parties to the conflict (Ukrainian drone attacks, Hamas) generate no analogous 
reaction. This is a structural asymmetry in the emotional framing of the broadcast. 

``` 

``` 

Reasoning: The combined score of 5.0 and the completeness score of 3.0/10 demonstrate a clear one-sidedness that 
goes beyond a slight tendency. The broadcast fulfils the basic public service remit under §26 MStV insofar as it 
reports on relevant events; however, it violates the requirement of diversity of opinion through systematic 
underrepresentation of counter-perspectives, particularly on the main topic of the drone incident. The adoption of 
political evaluative language without distancing formulas and the one-sided source selection (exclusively Western 
governments and advocacy organisations) do not comply with the requirement of impartiality under §26 para. 1 MStV. 
A systematic bias is not present, as the broadcast does not engage in active disinformation and at least briefly 
mentions counter-positions. 

CONCLUSION 

The Tagesschau of 10.09.2025 reports on relevant events of the day and thereby formally fulfils the basic public 
service remit under the ARD Broadcasting Treaty. In terms of content, however, the broadcast exhibits a clear one-
sidedness that engages §26 para. 1 MStV: the requirement of diversity of opinion is violated on the main topic (drone 
incident) by a ratio of approximately 8:1 between Western and Russian representations. The systematic adoption of 
political evaluative language from Western governments without distancing formulas ("reckless conduct", 
"unprecedented", "Europe in a fight"), as well as the absence of independent specialist experts and historical 
contextual information (Przewodów 2022 precedent), structurally limits the viewer's information base. The 
completeness score of 3.0/10 demonstrates that six out of ten relevant perspectives on the main topic were entirely 
omitted, which contradicts the principle of comprehensive information under §26 MStV. The broadcast is not to be 
classified as disinformation, but exhibits a structural imbalance that is legally relevant for a public broadcaster with a 
basic public service remit and a duty of impartiality. 
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CHAPTER 3 — PARTY-POLITICAL BIAS 

 

Party Score (-
5..+5) 

Specific evidence (timestamp + brief quote) 

CDU/CSU +1 ~04:50 "Federal Chancellor Merz emphasised: It was reckless conduct" — Merz 
statement adopted without counter-question; ~05:10 Pistorius statement treated with 
equal weight, no CDU-specific advantage discernible. Slightly positive through 
uncritical adoption of the government position. 

SPD +1 ~04:40 Pistorius ("deliberate action"), ~08:30 Klingbeil tax relief reported factually 
without critical contextualisation; ~08:00 SPD candidate Emmenegger presented 
neutrally. Slightly positive through uncritical government reporting. 

Greens 0 Baerbock is briefly mentioned (~05:00 "Everything would be analysed"), no positive 
or negative framing discernible. Neutral. 

FDP 0 No mention in the broadcast. Neutral through absence. 

AfD -1 ~12:20 Migration debate after Solingen is addressed, but AfD position not quoted, 
even though it is prominent in this debate. Slightly negative through omission on a 
topic central to them. 

BSW -1 No mention. BSW has clear positions on Russia policy and the migration debate — 
both topics dominate the broadcast. Negative through complete omission on central 
topics. 

Left 0 No mention. Neutral through absence. 

Freie Wähler 0 None 
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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 5 ●●● 

6 GUILT BY ASSOCIATION 3 ●● 

7 TIMING 6 ●●● 

8 SELECTIVE OUTRAGE 6 ●●● 

9 COMPLETENESS 7 ●●●● 

10 FRAMING (Setting the frame) 6 ●●● 

11 WORD CHOICE AND TERMINOLOGY 6 ●●● 

12 PRESENTER BEHAVIOUR 7 ●●●● 

13 QUESTION ASYMMETRY 6 ●●● 

14 FALSE BALANCE 8 ●●●● 

15 AGENDA-SETTING 6 ●●● 

 

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

 

SOFT FACTS SCORE (9-14) 6.5/10 
Serious deviation from the impartiality requirement. High 
degree of deviation 

 

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

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

 

Individual scores per criterion (0–10) 

0 No finding No relevant anomaly identified. 

1–2 Weak finding Slight anomaly without material impairment of impartiality. 

3–4 
Slight to moderate 
finding 

Discernible tendency; impact relevance low to moderate. 

5 

Moderate finding 
with impact 
relevance 

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

6 
Considerable finding 
(threshold) 

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

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

8–9 Serious finding Pronounced imbalance; multiple evidenced 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 discernible; broadcast complies with 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 
Considerable 
imbalance 

Multiple considerable findings; relevant impairment of diversity of 
perspectives. 

6.1 – 8.0 

Serious deviation from 
the impartiality 
requirement. High 
degree of deviation 

Pronounced, broadcast-wide patterns; high impact relevance. 

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

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

 

Party-political bias (-5 to +5) 

-5 to -3 
Strongly 
disadvantaged 

Party is clearly treated worse in representation, 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 treated better in representation, airtime or framing. 
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Legal and methodological classification 

No finding of fact 
The results presented do not constitute findings of fact regarding individual persons, 
editorial teams or broadcasts. They are to be understood as the outcome 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 finding of intent 

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

 

Heuristic 
comparative 
instrument 

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

 

Legal basis Germany — ARD, ZDF 

Law 

Interstate Media Treaty (MStV, 2020) 

Relevant articles 

•  §26 para. 1 MStV: Public broadcasters must 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 within the Federation and the Länder. Their offerings 
shall serve education, information, advice and entertainment. They shall in particular offer contributions to culture. 
Entertainment shall correspond to a public broadcasting offering profile. 

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

•  ARD Broadcasting 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 impartiality: Presenters must treat guests to the same standards 

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

Supervisory authority 

•  Broadcasting councils of the regional public broadcasters: Supervision of ARD broadcasters (BR, WDR, NDR, 
etc.) 

•  ZDF Television Council (§19 ZDF Broadcasting Treaty): Supervision of ZDF programming 

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

Complaints procedure 

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

2. Administrative court action 

  

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch


 

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

 

 
 

Präsident: Schläpfer, David  -  Kontakt:   kontakt@SVFAB.ch  -  Adresse:    SVFAB, Postfach, CH-8021 Zürich 1 
Seite 30 

 

APPENDIX 2: SCIENTIFIC FOUNDATIONS 
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Analyses and membership at SVFAB 

 

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

In order to do our work properly, 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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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 numerous 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 deliver 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, reference, follow-up and when 
difficulties arise 
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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 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 
adequate, not based on separation of powers, not market-oriented. 
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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