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EN DETAILED ANALYSIS 

2026-02-21_tagesschau_2000_Uhr_21022026 

Broadcast: Tagesschau  |  2026-02-21  |  Analysed on: 2026-03-19 13:21 

Version 2.5-detail  |  K5+K13 — Auslöseereignis-Dokumentation vor Asymmetriebewertung; Asymmetrie nur 
belegbar wenn vergleichbarer Auslöser bei anderen keine analoge Reaktion erzeugte.  |  Konverter 3.3 (2026-
05-14)  |  Massstab: §26 MStV 

 

OVERALL 
SCORE 

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

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

POLITICAL SPECTRUM 

Classification according to Chapel Hill Expert Survey (CHES) 2024 

 

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

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

CHES 1.23 2.28 3.41 3.78 6.23 6.54 6.77 9.10 

Spectrum Left Left Left Left Right Right Right Right 

 

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

TENDENCY (L − R) 5.1 / 10 Balanced 

 

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

← Left Right → 

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

 

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

 

 

BROADCAST INFO AND THEMATIC FRAMEWORK 

 

Broadcast data 

•  Date: 21.02.2026 

•  Presenter: Thorsten Schröder 

•  Segment overview: 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
https://www.chesdata.eu/
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.electstud.2021.102420
https://www.pewresearch.org/
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Segment Topic Duration (approx.) Classification 

1 Trump tariffs: court ruling, 
reaction, new tariffs 

approx. 3:30 min. International/Economy 

2 EU/Germany reaction to 
US tariffs, CDU party 
conference (Merz) 

approx. 2:30 min. National/Economy/Politics 

3 CDU party conference: JU 
motions on welfare state, 
Söder speech 

approx. 2:30 min. Domestic politics 

4 France: Death of student 
Quentin Deranque, Lyon 

approx. 2:00 min. International/Society 

5 Berlinale: Golden Bear for 
"Yellow Letters" 

approx. 2:00 min. Culture 

6 Bundesliga: Bayern–
Frankfurt 3:2, Köln–
Hoffenheim 2:2 

approx. 2:00 min. Sport 

7 Olympics: Preuß, Klaebo approx. 0:30 min. Sport 

8 Weather approx. 0:45 min. Service 

 

Main topic of this edition 

The reaction to the US Supreme Court ruling against Trump's tariff policy and the resulting economic policy 
uncertainty for the EU and Germany form the thematic focus 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 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Expert/Voice 1: Chuck Schumer (US Democrat, Senate Minority Leader) 

Timestamp approx. 01:20 

Statement *"He doesn't know a damn thing about what he's doing, decides from the gut."* 

Classification 
Schumer is the highest-ranking Democrat in the US Senate and Trump's main political opponent. 
His statement is purely political-oppositional, not a factual assessment. 

Missing 
countervoice 

Republican senator or White House spokesperson providing justification for the tariff policy. 

 

Source in-depth check: 

(a) FUNDING: Public office, funded by US taxpayers. Conflict of interest: Schumer has a direct political interest in 
weakening Trump. 

(b) MANDATE: His mandate is political opposition — not neutral policy assessment. 

•  Conflict of interest present? YES (main political opponent) 

•  Personal risk through position? NO (opposition role is his function) 

•  Does the organisation benefit from its assessment? YES (Democrats benefit from weakening Trump) 

•  Result: LOW (as a neutral assessment) 

(c) SUBJECT EXPERTISE: The statement is presented without identification as an opposition politician and is 
given the status of a factual assessment through the broadcast structure. → Technique No. 12 (source selection). 

Voice 2: Gavin Newsom (Governor of California, Democrat) 

Timestamp: approx. 01:45 

Statement: "Every dollar the government has collected unlawfully must be repaid immediately, with interest." 

Classification: Newsom is a prominent Democratic politician with known presidential ambitions. His statement is 
politically motivated. 

Missing countervoice: Republican governor or financial law expert on the question of repayment obligations. 

Source in-depth check: 

(a) FUNDING: Public office. Conflict of interest: Newsom has filed a lawsuit against Trump — he is a party to the 
proceedings. 

(b) MANDATE: Governor, not a financial law expert. Statement is political, not legally qualified. 

•  Conflict of interest present? YES (plaintiff in the proceedings) 

•  Personal risk through position? NO 

•  Does the organisation benefit from its assessment? YES 

•  Result: LOW (as a neutral legal assessment) 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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(c) SUBJECT EXPERTISE: Presented as a factual statement ("now demands"), not as a political demand from an 
opposing party to the proceedings. → Technique No. 12. 

Voice 3: Bernd Lange (MEP, Chair of the Trade Committee) 

Timestamp: approx. 03:30 

Statement: "That is absolutely not the case. In that respect, we are discussing the option of putting it on ice." 

Classification: Lange is an SPD member and chair of the Trade Committee. His position is institutionally pro-EU free 
trade. 

Missing countervoice: Representative arguing for a swift conclusion of a trade agreement even under uncertainty. 

Source in-depth check: 

(a) FUNDING: European Parliament, publicly funded. 

(b) MANDATE: Compatible with the topic, but institutionally oriented towards pro-EU integration. 

•  Conflict of interest present? INDIRECT 

•  Personal risk through position? NO 

•  Does the organisation benefit from its assessment? INDIRECT 

•  Result: MEDIUM 

Voice 4: Business representative (not identified by name in the transcript) 

Timestamp: approx. 04:00 

Statement: "We cannot rely on the tariff chaos being over." 

Classification: Not named — no verification possible. Use of the term "tariff chaos" shows a clear positioning. 

Missing countervoice: Business representative who sees opportunities in the reorganisation of trade relations. 

Source in-depth check: 

(a) FUNDING: Unclear — no name given. 

(b) MANDATE: Unclear. 

(c) SUBJECT EXPERTISE: Presented as business expertise, but not verifiable. → Technique No. 12. 

Missing expert groups: 

•  US constitutional lawyer on the question of the admissibility of the new law 

•  Economist with a differentiated view on protective tariffs (pro and contra) 

•  Republican politician providing justification for the tariff policy 

•  Schumer: Conflict of interest YES | Risk NO | Benefits YES → LOW 

•  Newsom: Conflict of interest YES | Risk NO | Benefits YES → LOW 

•  Lange: Conflict of interest INDIRECT | Risk NO | Benefits INDIRECT → MEDIUM 

•  Business representative (anonymous): Not assessable → NOT VERIFIABLE 

 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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2. SOURCE SELECTION 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

Claims without primary source = penalty points (rumour check) 

 

Source 1: Chuck Schumer (US Democrat) 

Timestamp approx. 01:20 

Statement *"He doesn't know a damn thing about what he's doing, decides from the gut."* 

(a) Funding and sponsorship: Public office, US taxpayers. 

(b) Structural conflict of interest: Schumer is Trump's main political opponent — maximum conflict of interest. 

(c) Is a source missing that would substantiate a counter-view? YES — no Republican representative. 

Missing 
counter-source 

Republican senator, White House spokesperson. 

 

Source 2: Gavin Newsom (Governor of California) 

Timestamp approx. 01:45 

Statement *"Every dollar [...] must be repaid immediately, with interest."* 

(a) Funding: Public office. Newsom is a plaintiff in the proceedings. 

(b) Structural conflict of interest: Party to the proceedings — maximum conflict of interest. 

(c) Is a source missing? YES — no financial law expert, no representative of the federal government. 

Missing 
counter-source 

US financial law expert on the question of repayment obligations. 

 

Source 3: Anonymous business representative 

Timestamp approx. 04:00 

Statement *"We cannot rely on the tariff chaos being over."* 

(a) Funding: Unknown — no name given. 

(b) Structural conflict of interest: Not assessable. 

(c) Is a source missing? YES — no business representative with a different assessment. 

Missing 
counter-source 

Business representative who sees opportunities in the reorganisation. 

 

Source 4: Bernd Lange (European Parliament, SPD) 

Timestamp approx. 03:30 

Statement *"That is absolutely not the case."* 

(a) Funding: European Parliament, public. 

(b) Structural conflict of interest: Institutionally pro-EU integration, SPD member. 

(c) Is a source missing? YES — no representative arguing for a swift conclusion. 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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Missing 
counter-source 

EU Commission representative with a different assessment. 

 

Summary: All cited sources on the main topic are critical of Trump and have structural conflicts of interest. Not a 
single source with a different perspective is cited. The source selection on the main topic is systematically one-
sided. 

 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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3. TIME DISTRIBUTION 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Segment duration per political direction/topic: 

•  Trump/US tariff policy (critical): approx. 3:30 min. (approx. 23%) 

•  EU/Germany reaction (neutral to positive): approx. 2:30 min. (approx. 17%) 

•  CDU party conference: approx. 2:30 min. (approx. 17%) 

•  France (death of Deranque): approx. 2:00 min. (approx. 13%) 

•  Berlinale: approx. 2:00 min. (approx. 13%) 

•  Sport: approx. 2:30 min. (approx. 17%) 

Within the tariff topic: 

•  Critical voices (Schumer, Newsom, EU representatives, business): approx. 3:00 min. 

•  Supportive or explanatory voices (US side): 0 min. 

Within the CDU party conference: 

•  Merz/Union positive: approx. 1:30 min. 

•  Criticism/dissent: approx. 1:00 min. 

Summary: The time distribution on the main topic is strongly asymmetric — exclusively critical voices on US tariff 
policy receive airtime. On the CDU party conference, the distribution is more balanced. 

 

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: 

Context 
Not a single argument in favour of US tariff policy is presented. — Relevant in: entire tariff block 
(00:00–05:00) — Effect: The viewer receives exclusively a rejecting perspective; the tariff policy 
appears irrational and unlawful without any discernible logic. 

 

Omission 2: 

Context 
The new law that Trump invokes is neither named nor explained. — Relevant in: approx. 01:10 — 
Effect: The viewer cannot assess the legal situation; the formulation *"he now invokes a different 
law"* sounds like evasion, not a legitimate legal basis. 

 

Omission 3: 

Context 
The question of whether and how other countries (China, India) are affected by the tariffs is 
entirely absent. — Relevant in: entire tariff block — Effect: The geopolitical dimension (tariffs as an 
instrument vis-à-vis China) is not addressed, even though it is central to understanding US policy. 

 

Omission 4: 

Context 

In the France segment, any background information on the clashes in Lyon is missing — who are 
the groups involved, how long have these conflicts been going on? — Relevant in: approx. 07:00–
09:00 — Effect: The viewer cannot contextualise the situation; the presentation remains superficial 
and politically framing. 

 

Omission 5: 

Context 
The reaction of the family of the deceased (they asked people to refrain from rallies) is mentioned 
but not elaborated upon. — Relevant in: approx. 08:00 — Effect: The human dimension of the 
case recedes behind the political framing. 

 

Summary: The broadcast systematically omits all perspectives that could make US tariff policy appear rational or 
legitimate. On the France topic, structural context is missing that would enable an independent assessment. 

 

Missing voices 

•  US business representative (pro tariffs): Would have explained the industrial policy logic behind protective tariffs 
(steel, aluminium, semiconductors). 

•  US constitutional lawyer (neutral): Would have contextualised the new law Trump invokes and explained its scope. 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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•  Economist with free trade AND protective tariff expertise: Would have differentiated when tariffs are economically 
sensible. 

•  Representative of German export industry with concrete figures: Would have quantified the actual impact rather 
than merely naming "uncertainty". 

•  EU Trade Commissioner or representative: Would have explained the EU's negotiating position and its own 
protective measures. 

•  Republican congressional representative: Would have presented the majority view of the governing party on tariff 
policy. 

•  Historian/economic historian: Would have placed Trump's tariff policy in the context of the US protectionist 
tradition. 

•  Affected US importer: Would have made the practical dimension concrete for businesses. 

 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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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: 

Timestamp approx. 01:30 

Figure: "More than 60 percent of Americans are against the tariffs according to polls" 

Missing 
context 

Which poll? When was it conducted? What question was asked? What is the margin of error? Are 
there polls with different results? 

Effect 
The figure appears as objective evidence of rejection of the tariff policy, without its origin or 
methodology being verifiable. 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp approx. 01:50 

Figure: "According to experts, this could be up to 175 billion dollars." 

Missing 
context 

Which experts? How was this figure calculated? What is the range of estimates? "Up to" is a 
maximum figure that creates the impression of maximum damage. 

Effect 
The figure appears alarming without its basis being explained. "Up to" obscures the fact that this is 
a maximum value. 

 

Finding 3: 

Timestamp approx. 02:00 

Figure: "More than 200,000 importers in the US are affected." 

Missing 
context 

Affected how? To what extent? How many might benefit from import substitution? 

Effect The figure creates the impression of mass harm without differentiation. 

 

Summary: All figures used are presented without source references and without context. They serve exclusively to 
reinforce the negative image of US tariff policy. 
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6. GUILT BY ASSOCIATION 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Association 1: 

Timestamp approx. 07:20 

Quote *"They followed the call of far-right and strictly Catholic groups."* 

Technique: "Strictly Catholic" is associated with "far-right" through syntactic juxtaposition, without any substantive 
connection being explained. 

Effect 
The viewer associates religious practice (strictly Catholic) with political extremism. Grieving 
Catholics are placed in proximity to far-right extremists. 

 

Association 2: 

Timestamp approx. 08:15 

Quote 
*"Several arrested suspects are attributed to the far-left scene with connections to the left-populist 
LFI."* 

Technique: LFI (La France Insoumise, a legal party) is associated with the far-left scene through the addition of 
"connections". 

Effect 
A legal party is placed in proximity to perpetrators of violence, without the nature of the 
"connections" being explained. 

 

For the deceased Quentin Deranque: 

SOURCE CHECK: 

•  Does this actor work with verifiable primary sources? NOT APPLICABLE (victim of a violent act, not a publicist) 

•  Are his core statements falsifiable? NOT APPLICABLE 

RISK MATRIX: 

•  What did the actor lose through their position? Their life. 

•  What do they gain? Nothing. 

•  Net: Maximum risk, no gain → highest credibility as a victim 

TONALITY: Not applicable (victim, not an actor) 

RESULT CATEGORY: The framing as a "far-right activist" is a political classification of the victim that influences their 
human dignity and the viewer's empathy. The broadcast itself provides no evidence for this classification — it is 
presented as fact. 

(Category assignment): 

•  Deranque: Victim of a violent act — political classification as "far-right" is framing, not a substantiated fact within 
the context of this broadcast. 

•  LFI: Legal party — association with perpetrators of violence through "connections" without explanation is guilt by 
association. 
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7. TIMING 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Finding 1: 

Position: 00:00–00:20 (opening sentence) 

Content: "Despite yesterday's court ruling, US President Trump is insisting on his tariff policy." 

Timing effect 
The first sentence of the broadcast sets the tone for the entire edition. "Insisting" as the opening 
word establishes Trump as a stubborn actor before any facts have been explained. The primacy 
effect reinforces this framing. 

 

Finding 2: 

Position: approx. 06:30 (after CDU party conference report) 

Content: "A strengthened chancellor is to deliver electoral results in the federal states." 

Timing effect 
The positive characterisation of Merz follows immediately after the negative characterisation of 
Trump. The contrast is reinforced by the sequence. 

 

Finding 3: 

Position: approx. 07:00 (France segment after CDU party conference) 

Content: Report on the death of a far-right activist by left-wing extremists in France. 

Timing effect 
The report follows the CDU party conference and could be read in context as a warning against 
far-right tendencies — even though the perpetrators are left-wing extremists. The placement after 
the party conference is not necessarily intentional, but noteworthy. 

 

Summary: The opening sentence uses the primacy effect for a negative Trump framing. The sequence Trump 
(negative) → Merz (positive) reinforces the contrast through timing. 
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8. SELECTIVE OUTRAGE 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

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

 

Methodological principle (v2.2): Document the triggering event. 

Finding 1: 

Triggering event: Trump raises tariffs despite court ruling. 

Reaction: "furious", "angry posts", "defeat", "tariff chaos" — consistently negative emotional framing. 

Comparison 
No analogous emotional framing for EU trade protection measures (anti-dumping tariffs, 
subsidies) or for other countries that use trade restrictions. 

Asymmetry: The outrage over tariffs is directed exclusively at Trump. Structurally similar measures by other actors 
are not described with comparable language. → Asymmetry substantiated. 

 

Finding 2: 

Triggering event: Death of a far-right student by left-wing extremists in France. 

Reaction: Factual reporting, but with political classification of the victim as "far-right" already in the first sentence. 

Comparison 
Hypothetically: Would a left-wing extremist student killed by right-wing extremists also be 
described as *"far-left"* in the first sentence? The broadcast's logic suggests: probably not. 

Asymmetry: The political classification of the victim before the description of the act is a form of selective framing 
that influences empathy. → Asymmetry plausible, but in the absence of a comparable case in this broadcast, 
assessable only as a tendency. 

 

Summary: The selective outrage is clearly substantiated on the main topic: Trump's tariff policy is framed in an 
emotionally negative way, while structurally similar measures by other actors produce no analogous reaction. On 
the France topic, a tendency is discernible that cannot be conclusively assessed in the absence of a direct 
comparable case. 

 

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 14 

 

 

9. COMPLETENESS 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

The broadcast consistently frames Trump's tariff policy as unlawful, irrational and destabilising. The court ruling is 
presented as a defeat for Trump, his reaction as emotional and unpredictable. The EU and Germany appear as 
passive but reasonable actors responding to external disruptions. The economic consequences for US consumers 
and importers are mentioned, but without structural analysis of the reasons that led to US tariff policy. 

 

Share of perspectives covered 

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

[A] Legal classification: Which laws permit presidents to impose tariffs, and how is the new law (which Trump 
invokes) to be assessed? 

[B] Economic arguments *in favour of* protective tariffs from a US perspective (reindustrialisation, trade balance 
deficit, job protection) 

[C] Critical perspective on EU trade policy and its own protective measures (subsidies, anti-dumping) 

[D] Perspective of US business associations and companies that support tariffs 

[E] Historical contextualisation: tariff policy as a classic instrument of economic policy (Hamilton, protectionism 
debate) 

[F] Perspective of affected US importers and consumers (differentiated: who benefits, who loses?) 

[G] Geopolitical dimension: tariffs as a negotiating instrument vis-à-vis China — impact on the EU 

[H] Perspective of German export industry: concrete figures on the extent of impact 

[I] Democratic theory question: limits of executive power in the US — separation of powers 

[J] Perspective of economists who assess free trade *and* protective tariffs in a differentiated manner 

 

[A] INDICATED 

Timestamp: approx. 00:45 — Quote: "because they are justified by an emergency law" — Assessment: The legal 
basis is briefly mentioned but not explained or contextualised. 

 

[B] OMITTED 

Timestamp: — — Quote: — — Assessment: Not a single argument in favour of protective tariffs from a US 
perspective is presented; the perspective does not exist in the broadcast. 

 

[C] OMITTED 

Timestamp: — — Quote: — — Assessment: The EU's own trade protection measures are not addressed. 

 

[D] OMITTED 

Timestamp: — — Quote: — — Assessment: US supporters of the tariff policy are not given a voice. 

 

[E] OMITTED 

Timestamp: — — Quote: — — Assessment: Historical contextualisation is entirely absent. 

 

[F] INDICATED 

Timestamp: approx. 01:30 — Quote: "because many products have become more expensive" — Assessment: 
The consumer side is mentioned but not differentiated (who benefits from import substitution?). 

 

[G] OMITTED 

Timestamp: — — Quote: — — Assessment: The China dimension of US tariff policy is not mentioned. 
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[H] INDICATED 

Timestamp: approx. 04:30 — Quote: "uncertainty in the economy" — Assessment: Kept general, no concrete 
figures on the impact on German exports. 

 

[I] INDICATED 

Timestamp: approx. 00:50 — Quote: "That is possible — for 150 days, then Congress must approve" — 
Assessment: The separation of powers aspect is briefly mentioned, not elaborated upon. 

 

[J] OMITTED 

Timestamp: — — Quote: — — Assessment: No differentiated economic specialist debate. 
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Soft facts — 6 qualitative techniques 

 

10. FRAMING (setting the frame) 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Finding 1: 

Timestamp approx. 00:20 

Quote *"Despite yesterday's court ruling, US President Trump is insisting on his tariff policy."* 

Manipulation 
The word "insisting" sets a negative frame: it implies stubbornness and unwillingness to accept a 
legitimate decision. Neutral alternatives would be: "is maintaining" or "is responding to". 

Why 
problematic 

The first sentence of the broadcast establishes Trump as someone who resists lawful decisions — 
before any facts have been explained. This shapes the entire reception. 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp approx. 01:00 

Quote *"The US President is furious, posting one angry post after another."* 

Manipulation 
Colloquial emotionalisation (*"furious"*, *"angry"*) instead of factual description. No other actor in 
the broadcast is characterised emotionally. 

Why 
problematic 

The choice of words delegitimises Trump as an irrational actor before his arguments are 
presented. Asymmetry: No EU politician is described with comparable emotional language. 

 

Finding 3: 

Timestamp approx. 04:00 

Quote *"We cannot rely on the tariff chaos being over."* 

Manipulation 
The term "tariff chaos" is a value judgement, not a description. It is put in the mouth of a business 
representative and not marked as an opinion, but framed as fact through the context. 

Why 
problematic 

"Chaos" implies irrationality and loss of control — a political value judgement presented as an 
economic assessment. 

 

Finding 4 (France segment): 

Timestamp approx. 07:30 

Quote *"They followed the call of far-right and strictly Catholic groups."* 

Manipulation 
The linking of "far-right" and "strictly Catholic" in the same breath without explanation of the 
connection suggests a substantive proximity between the two groups. 
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Why 
problematic 

"Strictly Catholic" is not a political category. The association with "far-right" is an act of framing 
that politically discredits religious practice. 

 

Summary: The framing of the broadcast is consistently negative towards Trump and positive towards the 
EU/Germany on the main topic. In the France segment, religious affiliation is associated with political extremism. 
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11. CHOICE OF WORDS AND TERMS 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Finding 1: 

Timestamp approx. 01:00 

Quote *"furious"* 

Manipulation Strongly colloquial, emotionally derogatory. 

Why 
problematic 

Neutral alternative: *"angered"* or *"sharply criticises the ruling"*. The choice of words infantilises 
the US President. 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp approx. 01:05 

Quote *"posting one angry post after another"* 

Manipulation "Angry" is a psychological attribution, not a description of the content. 

Why 
problematic 

Neutral alternative: *"publishes several statements"*. The formulation evaluates the emotional 
state rather than the content. 

 

Finding 3: 

Timestamp approx. 01:10 

Quote *"After the defeat before the Supreme Court"* 

Manipulation "Defeat" is a sporting-combative framing that positions Trump as a loser. 

Why 
problematic 

Neutral alternative: *"After the Supreme Court ruling"*. The word "defeat" implies personal failure 
rather than legal clarification. 

 

Finding 4: 

Timestamp approx. 04:00 

Quote *"tariff chaos"* 

Manipulation Evaluative term instead of neutral description. 

Why 
problematic 

Neutral alternative: *"tariff policy"* or *"tariff situation"*. "Chaos" is a political value judgement. 

 

Finding 5 (France): 

Timestamp approx. 07:20 
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Quote *"far-right and strictly Catholic groups"* 

Manipulation Coupling of two semantically different categories without explanation. 

Why 
problematic 

Neutral alternative: *"conservative and religious groups"* or separate mention with explanation. 
The formulation suggests ideological unity. 

 

Finding 6 (France): 

Timestamp approx. 08:10 

Quote 
*"The far-right activist had been brutally kicked during a brawl between far-left and right-wing 
individuals"* 

Manipulation 
The deceased is referred to as "far-right", the perpetrators as "far-left". The asymmetry in the 
labelling (extremism label applied to the victim, but also to the perpetrators) is striking — however, 
the victim is politically classified in advance through the label. 

Why 
problematic 

The political classification of the victim before the description of the act influences the viewer's 
empathy. Neutral alternative: facts first, then political context. 

 

Summary: The choice of words is consistently emotionally derogatory on the Trump topic and politically framing 
on the France topic. Neutral alternatives would have been available in all cases. 
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12. PRESENTER BEHAVIOUR 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

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

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

Finding 1: 

Timestamp approx. 01:00 

Triggering event: Description of Trump's reaction to the court ruling. 

Quote *"The US President is furious, posting one angry post after another."* 

Comparison 
No other politician in the broadcast is described with comparably emotional language. Merz is 
referred to as a *"strengthened chancellor"* (approx. 06:30), Söder as someone who *"rallies the 
Union"* — both neutral to positive. 

Asymmetry: The emotional characterisation is applied exclusively to Trump. Comparable triggering events (political 
reactions by other actors) produce no analogous emotional language. → Asymmetry substantiated. 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp approx. 06:30 

Triggering event: Description of the outcome of the CDU party conference following the Merz election. 

Quote 
*"At the election of Friedrich Merz, the ranks were closed. A strengthened chancellor is to deliver 
electoral results in the federal states."* 

Comparison 
Trump is described as *"furious"* following a political success (maintaining his tariff policy despite 
the ruling). Merz is described as *"strengthened"* following a party conference success. 

Asymmetry: Same structure (politician prevails), opposite linguistic framing. → Asymmetry substantiated. 

 

Summary: The presenter behaviour shows a measurable linguistic asymmetry between the description of Trump 
(emotionally negative) and German/European politicians (neutral to positive). The asymmetry is substantiated by 
direct comparison. 
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13. QUESTION ASYMMETRY 5/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

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

Asymmetry 1: 

On the tariff topic, exclusively statements from Trump critics are played in (Schumer, Newsom, Lange, anonymous 
business representative). No statement from a Trump supporter, Republican or US business representative who 
supports the tariff policy is shown. 

 

Asymmetry 2: 

On the CDU party conference, both supporters (Merz, Söder) and critics (JU motion, eastern associations) are 
given a voice — a balance that is absent on the main topic. 

 

Summary: The statement selection on the main topic is one-sided: all voices played in on US tariff policy are 
critical. On the CDU topic, the selection is considerably more balanced, which makes the asymmetry on the main 
topic all the more conspicuous. 
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14. FALSE BALANCE 3/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Finding 1: 

On the CDU party conference, a certain balance is established: the JU motion (cuts) is rejected, eastern 
associations criticise pension plans, Söder urges coalition discipline. Various positions within the Union are 
presented. 

 

Finding 2: 

On the main topic (tariffs), there is no false balance — there is no balance at all. All voices are one-sided. False 
balance as a technique (pseudo-balance) is not the problem here; the problem is complete one-sidedness. 

 

Finding 3: 

On the France segment, a certain balance is attempted: both far-right and far-left violence are mentioned. However, 
the victim is classified as "far-right" and the perpetrators as "far-left" — the framing is not symmetrical. 

 

Summary: False balance as a technique (pseudo-balance through equal presentation of unequal positions) is less 
the problem in this broadcast than complete one-sidedness on the main topic. On the CDU topic, the presentation 
is more balanced. 
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15. AGENDA-SETTING 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Finding 1: 

Agenda element set: Trump acting irrationally and unlawfully. 

Timestamp 00:00–05:00 

Evidence: "insisting", "furious", "angry", "defeat", "tariff chaos" 

Alternative agenda: Tariffs as a negotiating instrument in a complex geopolitical context; question of US 
reindustrialisation; US trade balance deficit. 

 

Finding 2: 

Agenda element set: CDU party conference as a success for Merz. 

Timestamp approx. 05:00–07:00 

Evidence: "A strengthened chancellor", "ranks closed" 

Alternative agenda: Substantive engagement with the rejected JU motions; question of welfare state reform as an 
independent topic. 

 

Finding 3: 

Agenda element set: Berlinale as a politically engaged, positively assessed event. 

Timestamp approx. 09:30 

Evidence: "The Berlinale lives up to its reputation as the most political of film festivals." 

Alternative agenda: Critical engagement with the politicisation of a cultural festival; question of artistic freedom vs. 
political instrumentalisation. 

 

Finding 4: 

Agenda element set: France conflict as a warning against political polarisation. 

Timestamp approx. 07:00–09:00 

Evidence: "Accusations are flying.", "Ahead of the municipal elections in March, the death is causing unrest in all 
camps." 

Alternative agenda: Concrete question of the prosecution of the perpetrators; question of the security situation in 
Lyon; question of the responsibility of political leadership. 

 

Summary: The broadcast sets a clear agenda: Trump as a destabilising factor, Merz as a strengthened 
chancellor, Berlinale as a positive cultural event. This agenda corresponds to a particular political worldview that is 
not identified as such. 
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CHAPTER 2 — OVERALL EVALUATION 

 

Results 

Dominant techniques 

1. Framing / choice of words (Score 7): The broadcast consistently uses emotionally derogatory language 
towards Trump ("furious", "angry", "defeat"), while European actors are described neutrally to positively. This 
asymmetry is substantiated by direct comparison and runs throughout the entire broadcast. 

2. Selective Omission / omission (Score 7): Not a single argument in favour of US tariff policy is presented; the 
geopolitical context (China, trade balance) is entirely absent. The omission is systematic and exclusively affects 
perspectives that could make US policy appear rational. 

3. Source selection / selective outrage (Score 7): All cited sources on the main topic have structural conflicts of 
interest (opposition politicians, plaintiffs in proceedings, anonymous business representatives). Not a single source 
with a different perspective is cited. The outrage over tariffs is directed exclusively at Trump. 

``` 

``` 

Justification: The combined score of 5.2 and the completeness score of 3.0 demonstrate a clear one-sidedness on the 
main topic. The broadcast does not meet the requirements of §26 para. 1 MStV on the topic of US tariff policy, which 
requires diversity of opinion and balance. The one-sidedness is not limited to individual formulations but manifests 
systematically in choice of words, source selection, time distribution and omission. On the CDU party conference, the 
reporting is more balanced, which shows that the one-sidedness is topic-specific and not general. The completeness 
score of 3.0 is particularly serious, as it shows that 70% of the relevant perspectives on the main topic were omitted. 

CONCLUSION 

The Tagesschau of 21.02.2026 shows, on the main topic (US tariff policy), a clear and through multiple criteria 
substantiated one-sidedness that is not fully compatible with the requirement of diversity of opinion pursuant to §26 
para. 1 MStV and the ARD's public service mandate. The one-sidedness manifests itself in the exclusive citation of 
Trump-critical voices with structural conflicts of interest, the emotional language towards Trump combined with a 
simultaneously neutral to positive description of European actors, the complete absence of arguments in favour of US 
tariff policy, and the failure to mention the geopolitical context. On the CDU party conference, the reporting is 
considerably more balanced, which underlines the topic-specific nature of the imbalance. Pursuant to §26 para. 1 
MStV, public broadcasting services are obliged to provide diversity of opinion; the present broadcast does not fulfil this 
requirement on the main topic to a sufficient degree. The ARD's public service mandate, which requires 
comprehensive and balanced information for the public, is not fully met by the systematic omission of 70% of the 
relevant perspectives on the main topic. 
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CHAPTER 3 — PARTY-POLITICAL BIAS 

 

Party Score (-
5..+5) 

Concrete evidence (timestamp + brief quote) 

CDU/CSU +1 approx. 06:30 "A strengthened chancellor"; approx. 06:20 "ranks closed" — framed 
positively, but dissent (JU, eastern associations) also presented 

SPD 0 No direct mention; Bernd Lange (SPD) cited as EU representative, without party 
identification 

Greens 0 Not mentioned 

FDP 0 Not mentioned 

AfD 0 Not mentioned 

BSW 0 Not mentioned 

Linke 0 Not mentioned 

Freie Wähler 0 Not mentioned 

 

Note: The party-political bias in this broadcast is less directed at German parties than at the international 
dimension (Trump/USA vs. EU/Germany). The relevant axis is not left/right within the German party system, but 
pro-EU vs. pro-Trump. 

Party bias summary 

•  Most favoured: CDU/CSU (Score +1) — Merz is described as a "strengthened chancellor" with "closed ranks"; 
dissent is mentioned but not dominant. 

•  Most disadvantaged: No German party is clearly disadvantaged; the bias is directed against Trump/the US 
government, not against a German party. 

•  Average deviation: 0.1 (for German parties) 

•  Conclusion: The party-political bias in the German context is minor in this broadcast. The dominant bias axis is 
international: the US government under Trump is consistently framed negatively, while the EU and the German 
government are presented positively to neutrally. This is relevant for an analysis under §26 MStV, as the public 
service mandate also covers international topics. 
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CHAPTER 4 — LEGAL CLASSIFICATION (§26 MStV / ARD State Treaty) 

 

Assessment under §26 MStV 

Violation 1 (diversity of opinion): 

Norm: §26 para. 1 MStV — Facts: On the main topic (US tariff policy), exclusively critical voices are cited; not a single 
perspective that explains or supports US tariff policy is presented. — Evidence: approx. 00:00–05:00, entire tariff block 
without a single US-side or supportive voice. — Assessment: Possible violation of the requirement of diversity of 
opinion; the one-sidedness cannot be explained by time pressure or the news situation alone, as statements from US 
government representatives would have been available. 

Violation 2 (objectivity and balance): 

Norm: §26 para. 1 MStV in conjunction with ARD State Treaty §11 — Facts: The use of terms such as "furious", 
"angry", "defeat" and "tariff chaos" in the moderation and in played-in statements without identification as opinion 
violates the requirement of objective reporting. — Evidence: approx. 01:00 "The US President is furious"; approx. 
04:00 "tariff chaos". — Assessment: The choice of words crosses the boundary between news and commentary 
without making this boundary apparent. 

Violation 3 (source diversity): 

Norm: §26 para. 1 MStV — Facts: All cited sources on the main topic have structural conflicts of interest (opposition 
politicians, plaintiffs in proceedings, anonymous representatives). No independent or opposing source is cited. — 
Evidence: Schumer (approx. 01:20), Newsom (approx. 01:45), anonymous business representative (approx. 04:00). 
— Assessment: The source sel 
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OVERALL EVALUATION OF THE 15 CRITERIA 

 

Individual scores — All 15 criteria 

No. Criterion Score Classification 

1 EXPERT SELECTION 6 ●●● 

2 SOURCE SELECTION 7 ●●●● 

3 TIME DISTRIBUTION 6 ●●● 

4 OMISSION (Selective Omission) 7 ●●●● 

5 MANIPULATION OF FIGURES 5 ●●● 

6 GUILT BY ASSOCIATION 7 ●●●● 

7 TIMING 6 ●●● 

8 SELECTIVE OUTRAGE 7 ●●●● 

9 COMPLETENESS 7 ●●●● 

10 FRAMING (setting the frame) 7 ●●●● 

11 CHOICE OF WORDS AND TERMS 7 ●●●● 

12 PRESENTER BEHAVIOUR 6 ●●● 

13 QUESTION ASYMMETRY 5 ●●● 

14 FALSE BALANCE 3 ●● 

15 AGENDA-SETTING 7 ●●●● 

 

HARD FACTS SCORE (1-8) 6.4/10 
Serious deviation from the impartiality requirement. High 
degree of deviation 

 

SOFT FACTS SCORE (9-14) 5.8/10 Considerable imbalance 

 

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 scores 

 

Individual scores per criterion (0–10) 

0 No finding No relevant irregularity identified. 

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

3–4 
Slight to moderate 
finding 

Discernible tendency; relevance of effect low to moderate. 

5 

Moderate finding 
with relevance of 
effect 

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-substantiated imbalance with marked relevance of effect. 

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

10 
Maximum 
manifestation 

Systematic, pervasive imbalance in this criterion. 

 

Aggregated deviation index — interpretation ranges 

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

2.6 – 4.0 Slight imbalance 
Isolated irregularities; 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 relevance of effect. 

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

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

 

Party-political bias (-5 to +5) 

-5 to -3 
Strongly 
disadvantaged 

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

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

0 Neutral No discernible favouring or disadvantaging. 

+1 to +2 Slightly favoured Discernible but weak favouring. 

+3 to +5 Strongly favoured Party is clearly favoured in 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, the news situation, 
political controversy or format logic. 

 

No judgement of 
intent 

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

 

Heuristic 
comparison 
instrument 

The index serves for comparative pattern recognition across thousands of broadcasts, not 
for 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 

Media State 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 the purposes of 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 of reporting, consideration of diversity of 
opinion. 

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

Core obligations 

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

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

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

Supervisory authority 

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

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

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

Complaints procedure 

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

2. Administrative court action 

  

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 31 

 

APPENDIX 2: SCIENTIFIC FOUNDATIONS 
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Evaluations and membership at SVFAB 

 

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

In order to make our work solid, we depend on membership and 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. Subsequently, 
15 principles are explained: omission, framing, temporal framing, guilt 
by association, emotionalisation, context removal and many more, 
illustrated with many examples. In addition, it becomes apparent 
where we ourselves apply these techniques — this promotes not only 
insight but also empathy.  
Optionally the book comes with playing cards 
Also available as an audiobook 

  

 

The interview is not a conversation. It is a stage — and someone else 
has written the script. 
Those who do not know this 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 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, for reference, for follow-up and in 
difficult situations 
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You think you see the world.In reality you see the frame that 
someone has placed around it. Framing is the oldest and most 
elegant manipulation technique in the world. It does not change the 
facts — it changes what we make of the facts. How we feel. What we 
believe. How we decide. And it works — because we all participate. 
Daily. Unconsciously. You too. This book is not a dry textbook. It is a 
workbook — playful, direct, full of examples from real life. You learn 
not only how others frame you. You learn how you yourself frame — 
and how you can use it consciously and fairly. 
Because those who understand framing see the world more clearly. 
Listen to the news differently. Conduct conversations with 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 Grievance Authority for Radio and Television. 
Only: it is not independent. It has no sanctioning powers. And in 
99.6% of all cases it decides: nothing. 
This analysis lays bare the system — factually, precisely, without 
polemic. Procedures, personnel, powers, costs, statistics, legal 
recourse. And the constitutional law review that shows: the IGAC 
system meets none of the three fundamental criteria — it is not 
appropriate, not consistent with the separation of powers, not 
market-based. 
The authority that is supposed to protect citizens protects above all 
the system it was supposed to control. 
Essential reading for everyone considering a complaint — and for 
everyone who wants to understand why genuine media regulation in 
Switzerland is still pending. 
 

 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch

