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FRANCE TV DETAILED ANALYSIS 

2026-04-16_Journal-20h_Edition du jeudi 16 avril 2026.qsm 

Broadcast: 2026-04-16  |  Analysed on: 2026-05-12 12:24 

Version 2.8-detail  |  Universal 2.8-detail  |  Konverter 3.4 (2026-05-20)  |  Référence: Loi 86-1067 Art. 43-11 

 

OVERALL 
SCORE 

6.0/10 Significant imbalance 

0 = balanced, 10 = strongly biased/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 LFI PCF EELV PS Renaissance LR RN 

CHES 1.50 1.80 2.50 3.50 5.50 7.00 8.80 

Spectrum Left Left Left Left Centre Right Right 

 

The overall tendency is presented on a scale from 0 to 10 (0 = strongly left-leaning, 5 = balanced, 10 = strongly right-
leaning). The calculation is based on the difference in average favouritism of left-wing vs. right-wing parties (grouped 
according to CHES 2024). 

TENDENCY (L − R) 4.2 / 10 Balanced 

 

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

← Left Right → 

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

 

This section provides political context and does not contribute to the overall score. 

 

  

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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POLITICAL LANDSCAPE 

 

Party CHES L-R Classification 

LFI 1.50 Left 

PCF 1.80 Left 

EELV 2.50 Left 

PS 3.50 Left 

Renaissance 5.50 Centre 

LR 7.00 Right 

RN 8.80 Right 

 

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). 
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CHAPTER 1 — PARTISAN BIAS 

 

Assessment by party 

Party Score (-
5..+5) 

Representation in the broadcast vs. programmatic position 

Renaissance 
(Macron) 

0 Not directly mentioned in this broadcast; programmatic position not addressed. 

RN (Le Pen) -3 21:48–22:08: J. Bardella presented exclusively as an author benefiting from 
disproportionate promotional expenditure (62,000 € for one evening) — RN's 
programmatic position not addressed; representation is limited to a suspect financial 
dimension. 

LFI (Mélenchon) 0 Not mentioned in this broadcast. 

PS (Socialists) 0 Not mentioned in this broadcast. 

LR (Republicans) 0 Not directly mentioned; P. de Villiers (MPF, close to LR) cited as a Fayard author 
without analysis of his programmatic positions. 

EELV (Greens) 0 Not directly mentioned; the report on insects addresses environmental themes 
without partisan reference. 

PCF 
(Communists) 

0 Not mentioned in this broadcast. 

 

Score legend: 

+5 = Programmatic positions correctly and completely represented 

0 = Party/topic absent from the broadcast 

-5 = Programmatic positions actively distorted or misrepresented 

Summary of partisan bias 

•  Most faithful representation: No party is represented in a complete and faithful manner in this broadcast. 

•  Strongest distortion: RN (Score -3) — J. Bardella is presented exclusively through the lens of Fayard's promotional 
expenditure, without his political positions being addressed or his right of reply being sought. 

•  Average deviation from 0: 0.4 (low, as most parties are absent from the broadcast) 

•  Conclusion: The partisan bias of this broadcast is less related to a distortion of parties' programmatic positions 
than to a presentation of right-wing personalities (Bardella, Zemmour, Maréchal) exclusively through the lens of 
their membership in a "Bolloré ecosystem" presented as suspect, without their political positions being analysed or 
challenged. 

Overall left-right tendency 

TENDENCY SCORE: +1.8 

(Positive = favourable to the left, Negative = favourable to the right, 0.0 = balanced) 

CLASSIFICATION: Slightly favourable to the left 

Justification: The left-right tendency of this broadcast is primarily determined by the Fayard investigation, which 
frames right-wing media concentration as a threat to pluralism without applying the same analytical framework to 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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media concentrations on other sides of the political spectrum. The presentation of the Trump-Meloni break as "good 
news" for Italians, without representation of Italians favourable to this alliance, slightly reinforces this tendency. The 
other segments of the news programme (Ukraine, Lebanon, Stellantis, social fraud) are broadly balanced or present 
imbalances not directly related to the left-right axis. 
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CHAPTER 2 — BROADCAST INFORMATION AND THEMATIC FRAMEWORK 

 

Broadcast data 

•  Title: 8 p.m. News — France 2 

•  Date (based on content): Thursday, 16 April 2025 

•  Duration (estimated from transcript): approximately 50 minutes 

•  Presenter: Léa Salamé 

•  Correspondents / Reporters: M. Burgot (Beirut), D. Olliéric (Ukraine), R. Schapira (Italy) 

Person Role Party/Affiliation Political spectrum 

Léa Salamé Presenter, France 2 France Télévisions (public 
service) 

Neutral (institutional) 

M. Burgot Correspondent in Beirut France 2 Neutral (journalistic) 

D. Olliéric Ukraine reporter France 2 Neutral (journalistic) 

R. Schapira Italy reporter France 2 Neutral (journalistic) 

B. Lavernhe Actor, guest None Apolitical 

J.-Y. Mollier Historian, Fayard author None declared Cultural left (implicit) 

Anonymous source Former Fayard employee None declared Not identifiable 

Lise Boëll President of Fayard Fayard/Hachette/Vivendi Neutral (institutional) 

M. Maréchal Politician, author Reconquête (R!) 9.0 (far right) 

J. Bardella President of RN RN 8.5 (far right) 

E. Zemmour Politician, author Reconquête (R!) 9.0 (far right) 

P. de Villiers Politician, author Mouvement pour la France 8.0 (sovereignist right) 

X. Fedorova Former director of RT 
France 

Russian media Not classifiable 

A. de Benoist Political theorist Nouvelle Droite (GRECE) 9.5 (far right) 

 

Main topic 

A general television news programme covering seven distinct topics: Israel-Lebanon ceasefire, closure of the 
Stellantis plant in Poissy, assassination in Neuilly-sur-Seine, health insurance fraud, Russian strikes in Ukraine, 
Trump-Meloni break, and an in-depth investigation into Fayard's editorial shift under Bolloré's ownership. 

Context of the reference universe 

In April 2025, France is going through a period of domestic political tension marked by the Bayrou minority 
government, while the media landscape is being profoundly reshaped by the expansion of the Bolloré empire into 
publishing and media. The question of editorial and media pluralism has been at the heart of public debate since 
Vivendi's acquisition of Lagardère in 2023. At the same time, the conflicts in the Middle East and Ukraine continue to 
dominate international news, with direct diplomatic implications for France. The crisis in the European automotive 
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industry, illustrated by the Stellantis-Poissy case, is part of a context of energy transition and Chinese competition that 
deeply divides French political parties. 

Completeness score: 4/10 

Justification: Of ten identified perspectives, four are entirely absent and four others are only partially addressed. The 
Fayard investigation, which constitutes the longest and most elaborate segment, suffers particularly from a structural 
imbalance: the party under scrutiny (Fayard/Vivendi/Bolloré) has no effective right of reply, and the authors targeted 
are not interviewed. The international topics (Ukraine, Lebanon) also present significant gaps in the representation of 
the different parties to the conflict. 
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CHAPTER 3 — 15 CRITERIA: DETAILED ANALYSIS 

 

Hardfacts — 9 quantifiable and scientifically verifiable techniques 

 

1. EXPERT SELECTION 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Definition: Who speaks as an expert? 

Expert 1: J.-Y. Mollier, historian 

Timestamp: 26:43–27:27 

Statement: "This publishing house uses the reputation of historians, sociologists, and anthropologists as a 
springboard for a purely political operation." 

Contextualisation: J.-Y. Mollier is a historian specialising in the history of publishing, author of eight books with 
Fayard, currently in direct dispute with the publishing house over the recovery of his author's rights. 

Missing counter-voice: A historian or media sociologist with no personal connection to Fayard could have provided a 
more detached analysis of the phenomenon. 

 

In-depth source verification: 

(a) FUNDING: J.-Y. Mollier is an emeritus professor at the University of Versailles-Saint-Quentin, funded by public 
higher education. Conflict of interest: he is in direct litigation with Fayard over the recovery of his author's rights at 
the time of the interview. 

(b) MANDATE: His expertise in the history of publishing is relevant, but his academic mandate does not cover the 
analysis of the political intentions of a private shareholder. 

(c) CREDIBILITY MATRIX (Source traffic light, 6 dimensions): 

D1 Conflict of interest: -2 — In direct litigation with Fayard; personal interest in discrediting the publishing house. 
D2 Personal risk: +1 — Has taken a public stance at the risk of his professional reputation. 
D3 Disciplinary competence: +1 — Expert in the history of publishing, but the claim of a "purely political operation" exceeds 

his factual field of expertise. 
D4 Consistency of opinions: +1 — His positions are consistent with his previous work on the history of publishing. 
D5 Emotionalisation vs. data: -1 — "I was humiliated, deeply wounded in my honour" — strongly emotional discourse. 
D6 Source level: 0 — Secondary source (personal testimony, not primary documentary). 

•  TOTAL: 0 → SOURCE TRAFFIC LIGHT: YELLOW 

(c) PROFESSIONAL COMPETENCE: The presentation of J.-Y. Mollier as a neutral expert on publishing, without 
mentioning his direct conflict of interest with Fayard, constitutes misleading framing falling under technique no. 12 
(source selection). 

Expert 2: Anonymous source (former Fayard employee) 

Timestamp: 24:39–25:03 

Statement: [modified voice, content not fully transcribed in the transcript] 

Contextualisation: Anonymous source, modified voice, affiliation and motivations unknown. 

Missing counter-voice: A current Fayard employee favourable to management could have provided a counterpoint. 
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In-depth source verification: 

(a) FUNDING: Unknown. 

(b) MANDATE: Unknown. 

(c) CREDIBILITY MATRIX: 

D1 Conflict of interest: -1 — Motivations unknown; possible post-employment resentment. 
D2 Personal risk: +2 — Anonymity suggests a real perceived risk. 
D3 Disciplinary competence: +1 — Direct witness to internal practices. 
D4 Consistency of opinions: 0 — Impossible to verify. 
D5 Emotionalisation vs. data: 0 — Content not fully available. 
D6 Source level: +1 — Direct witness (partial primary source). 

•  TOTAL: +3 → SOURCE TRAFFIC LIGHT: YELLOW 

(c) PROFESSIONAL COMPETENCE: Anonymity prevents any independent verification; presenting this as a 
reliable source without cross-checking is problematic. 

Missing expert groups: 

•  Expert in press law and media pluralism (independent) 

•  Economist specialising in the book industry 

•  Representative of Fayard/Hachette/Vivendi (refusal noted but not compensated for) 

 

Source credibility traffic light: 

Source D1 D2 D3 D4 D5 D6 Total Signal 

J.-Y. Mollier, historian -2 +1 +1 +1 -1 0 ? ? 

 

Summary (matrix result per expert): 

•  J.-Y. Mollier: YELLOW (0) — direct conflict of interest not declared on air 

•  Anonymous source: YELLOW (+3) — direct witness but unverifiable 

Source credibility traffic light: 

Source D1 D2 D3 D4 D5 D6 Total Signal 

Anonymous source 
(former Fayard 
employee) 

-1 +2 +1 0 0 +1 ? ? 
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2. SOURCE SELECTION 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

Statements without primary source = penalty points (rumour verification) 

 

Definition: Which sources are cited? Are they diverse and independent? 

Source 1: J.-Y. Mollier (historian) 

Timestamp: 26:43 — Statement: "This publishing house uses the reputation of historians [...] as a springboard for a 
purely political operation." 

(a) Funding and oversight: French public university (Versailles-Saint-Quentin). Conflict of interest: in direct 
litigation with Fayard. 

(b) Structural conflict of interest: Has a direct personal interest in discrediting Fayard in order to recover his 
author's rights. 

(c) Missing source: A historian of publishing with no connection to Fayard would have provided a more neutral 
analysis. 

 

Source 2: Anonymous source (former Fayard employee) 

Timestamp: 24:39 — Statement: [modified voice] 

(a) Funding: Unknown. 

(b) Structural conflict of interest: Motivations unknown; possible post-employment resentment. 

(c) Missing source: A current employee favourable to Fayard's management. 

 

Source 3: Lise Boëll (President of Fayard) 

Timestamp: 27:46–28:04 — Statement: Extract from an interview in a "Bolloré group media outlet" in September. 

(a) Funding: Fayard/Hachette/Vivendi. 

(b) Structural conflict of interest: Defends her employer's strategy. 

(c) Missing source: A direct interview granted to France 2 (refused according to the transcript). 

 

Regarding institutional sources: 

•  The CHU de Montpellier (SAMU): public institutional source, potential conflict of interest in the Marie Dejean case. 

•  The gendarmes cited in the fraud report: institutional sources, official position. 

•  The researcher from the Muséum d'histoire naturelle: public academic source, a priori neutral on the subject of 
insects. 

Overall missing source: No independent media pluralism expert (not affiliated with a Bolloré competitor) is cited in the 
Fayard investigation. 

Summary: The selection of sources in the Fayard investigation is structurally imbalanced: all sources cited are 
critical of Fayard/Bolloré, while favourable or neutral sources are either absent or reduced to pre-recorded 
excerpts in unfavourable conditions. 
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3. DISTRIBUTION OF SPEAKING TIME 4/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Definition: Distribution of speaking time between different positions. 

Estimated speaking time: 

•  Presenter L. Salamé (introductions, transitions): approximately 8 min. (16%) 

•  Voice-over reports (France 2 journalists): approximately 18 min. (36%) 

•  Witnesses/citizens (Stellantis employees, Ukraine victims, patients): approximately 8 min. (16%) 

•  B. Lavernhe (cultural guest): approximately 6 min. (12%) 

•  J.-Y. Mollier (historian, critic of Fayard): approximately 2 min. (4%) 

•  Right-wing political figures (Bardella, Maréchal, Zemmour — excerpts): approximately 1 min. 30 (3%) 

•  Institutional experts (Stellantis, gendarmes, researchers): approximately 4 min. (8%) 

•  Anonymous Fayard source: approximately 1 min. (2%) 

•  Others (Meloni, Trump, various witnesses): approximately 2 min. (4%) 

Summary: The distribution of speaking time in the Fayard investigation is significantly imbalanced: the voices 
critical of Fayard/Bolloré (Mollier, anonymous source) receive approximately 3 minutes, while the targeted 
personalities (Bardella, Maréchal, Zemmour) appear only in promotional excerpts of less than 2 minutes in total, 
without an effective right of reply. 
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4. OMISSIONS (Selective omission) 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Definition: What is not shown even though it is relevant? (Include step 0) 

Omission 1: 

Context: The Fayard investigation does not mention that France Télévisions itself is a direct competitor of CNews 
and Bolloré group media for audience and advertising revenue. 

Relevant to: 20:22–28:15 

Effect: The viewer is not informed of France 2's structural conflict of interest in its coverage of the Bolloré empire, 
which undermines the apparent neutrality of the investigation. 

 

Omission 2: 

Context: The sales figures for far-right authors at Fayard (Bardella: 107,000 copies, Zemmour: 74,000, de Villiers: 
188,000) are not compared with the sales figures of left-wing or centrist authors published by competing houses that 
also benefit from media support. 

Relevant to: 24:19–24:27 

Effect: The absence of comparison suggests that these figures are abnormally high, when they may be comparable 
to those of political authors from other sides of the spectrum. 

 

Omission 3: 

Context: In the report on health insurance fraud, no mention is made of the cost of employer fraud or tax fraud, 
which are estimated at far higher amounts (several tens of billions of euros according to the Cour des comptes). 

Relevant to: 10:02–13:13 

Effect: The exclusive focus on individual social fraud creates the impression that this type of fraud is the main 
problem, obscuring systemic fraud of far greater magnitude. 

 

Summary: The most significant omissions concern France 2's conflict of interest in the Fayard investigation and 
the absence of comparative contextualisation in the reports on fraud and editorial sales figures. 

 

Missing voices 

•  Lawyer specialising in press law: Could have analysed the legal limits of shareholder control over a publishing 
house and compliance with the law on freedom of communication. 

•  Independent automotive economist: Could have contextualised the Stellantis crisis within the framework of 
European energy transition policies and trade protectionism. 

•  Official representative of the Lebanese government: Could have clarified Lebanese conditions for a lasting 
ceasefire and the position vis-à-vis Hezbollah. 

•  Emergency physician or SAMU representative: Could have explained the structural constraints that led to the 
refusal to treat Marie Dejean. 

•  Unaffiliated media pluralism expert: Could have objectively assessed the impact of Bolloré's control on editorial 
diversity without an apparent conflict of interest. 
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•  Author published at Fayard among the targeted authors: Could have defended the legitimacy of their editorial 
approach and challenged the framing of the investigation. 

•  Trade union representative from the automotive industry: Could have proposed alternatives to the closure of the 
Poissy plant and criticised Stellantis's strategic choices. 

•  Social fraud prevention specialist: Could have analysed the root causes of health insurance fraud beyond the 
purely criminal dimension. 
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5. MANIPULATION OF FIGURES 4/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

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

 

Definition: Selective or misleading use of statistics. 

Finding 1: 

Timestamp: 06:53–07:06 

Figure: "The car market fell by nearly 20%, dropping from 18 million vehicles sold in 2019 to nearly 15 million 
vehicles sold in 2025 alone." 

Missing context: 2019 was a pre-COVID record year; the comparison with 2019 maximises the appearance of 
decline. A comparison with 2015 or 2017 would give a different picture. 

Effect: The scale of the automotive crisis is presented as more severe than it structurally is, implicitly justifying 
Stellantis's decisions. 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp: 10:08–10:17 

Figure: "Inspectors detected nearly 723 million euros. [...] these frauds could be far higher still and reach 2 billion 
euros." 

Missing context: These figures are not put into perspective with the total health insurance budget (approximately 
250 billion euros), which represents less than 1% of the budget. The absence of this contextualisation amplifies the 
impression of a major crisis. 

Effect: The viewer perceives fraud as a major systemic problem without being able to assess its actual proportion. 

 

Finding 3: 

Timestamp: 33:33–33:36 

Figure: "Minus 80% of insects from 2021 to 2025." 

Missing context: This figure comes from a British study covering a period of only 4 years; no details are provided on 
the methodology, geographical area, or representativeness of the sample. 

Effect: An alarming figure is presented without the methodological precautions necessary for its correct 
interpretation. 

 

Summary: Figures are generally presented without sufficient comparative contextualisation, tending to amplify the 
impression of crisis in the topics covered. 
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6. GUILT BY ASSOCIATION 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Definition: Discrediting by association with negative groups or ideas. 

Association 1: 

Timestamp: 25:05–25:13 

Quote  
*"Authors such as X. Fedorova, the former head of Russia Today France, a Russian propaganda 
outlet banned by the EU: 2,230 copies sold."* 

Technique: X. Fedorova is presented immediately after a list of far-right authors (Bardella, Zemmour, Maréchal, de 
Villiers), creating an implicit association between these authors and Russian propaganda. 

Effect: The viewer is led to associate French sovereignist authors with Russian interests, without this connection 
being established factually. 

 

Verification for X. Fedorova: 

•  Does she work with verifiable primary sources? Impossible to determine from the transcript. 

•  Are her claims falsifiable? Not assessable from the transcript. 

•  Personal risk: Lost her position at RT France following the ban on the outlet. Risk > apparent gain. 

•  Tone: Not assessable from the transcript. 

•  CATEGORY: B — Borderline case: the characterisation of RT France as "propaganda" is an EU position, not a 
scientifically established fact; the presentation in this context constitutes framing. 

Association 2: 

Timestamp: 25:14–25:18 

Quote  *"Or A. de Benoist, a theorist of the far right: only 468 books sold."* 

Technique: A. de Benoist is presented as a "theorist of the far right" without further qualification, in a list that 
includes a figure of Russian propaganda. 

Effect: The association in the same list as X. Fedorova suggests an ideological proximity to hostile foreign interests. 

 

Verification for A. de Benoist: 

•  Does he work with primary sources? YES — philosopher and essayist with an extensive academic bibliography. 

•  Are his claims falsifiable? YES — his positions are debated in academic circles. 

•  Personal risk: Marginalised from mainstream public debate for decades. Risk > gain. 

•  Tone: Analytical in his writings, according to available academic sources. 

•  CATEGORY: A/B — Controversial intellectual with methodology, but whose positions are legitimately 
characterised as far right by the majority of political scientists. 

Association 3: 

Timestamp: 23:06–23:27 

Quote  
*"Vivendi, of which V. Bolloré's group is the majority shareholder, took control of Lagardère in 
2023. It now has control over the Hachette group [...] but also over several media outlets, Europe 
1 and 'Le JDD', which are added to CNews."* 
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Technique: The chain of shareholder control is presented as an implicit "chain of influence", without distinguishing 
between capitalistic control and editorial control. 

Effect: The viewer is led to perceive the entire Bolloré ecosystem as a coordinated propaganda system. 

 

Chain of association: Bolloré → Vivendi → Fayard → far-right authors → X. Fedorova (RT France) → Russian 
propaganda 

Summary (category attribution with matrix justification): 

•  X. Fedorova: Category B — borderline case, characterisation as "propaganda" is a political position of the EU, not 
a scientifically established fact. 

•  A. de Benoist: Category A/B — intellectual with methodology, positions legitimately controversial but not 
assimilable to foreign propaganda. 

•  The chain of association Bolloré → Russian propaganda is constructed by juxtaposition, not by causal 
demonstration. 
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7. TEMPORALITY (Strategic placement) 5/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Definition: Strategic placement of information (beginning/middle/end). 

Finding 1: 

Position: 00:54–01:08 (beginning — studio announcement) 

Content: "A thunderbolt in French publishing. More than 100 authors have announced their departure from the 
prestigious publishing house Grasset to denounce the dismissal of its CEO, O. Nora, by shareholder V. Bolloré." 

Temporal effect: The Bolloré affair is announced at the very beginning of the news programme, giving it an 
importance equivalent to the Israel-Lebanon ceasefire and the Stellantis closure. This front-page placement 
amplifies the perception of urgency and gravity of the publishing affair. 

 

Finding 2: 

Position: 20:22–28:15 (middle — longest segment of the news programme) 

Content: In-depth investigation into Fayard/Bolloré 

Temporal effect: The Fayard segment is the longest in the news programme (approximately 8 minutes), surpassing 
in duration the reports on the ceasefire in Lebanon (approximately 4 minutes) and the strikes in Ukraine 
(approximately 3 minutes). This central placement and disproportionate duration signal an editorial priority. 

 

Finding 3: 

Position: 43:14–49:35 (end — studio guest) 

Content: Interview with B. Lavernhe on "Le Cid" 

Temporal effect: Closing the news programme with a light cultural interview after a weighty political investigation 
creates a "normalisation" effect that attenuates the impact of the revelations about Fayard. 

 

Summary: The placement of the Bolloré affair as the opening item and as the longest central segment of the news 
programme reveals a clear editorial priority, potentially influenced by the competition between France Télévisions 
and the Bolloré group's media outlets. 
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8. SELECTIVE OUTRAGE 5/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

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

 

Definition: Outrage at certain positions but not at comparable positions. 

Methodological principle (v2.7): Before any assessment, the triggering event must be documented. A reaction can 
only be characterised as selective if comparable triggers from other positions have not produced an analogous 
reaction. 

Finding 1: 

Timestamp: 20:22–20:27 

Triggering event: The dismissal of O. Nora by V. Bolloré and the departure of 170 authors from Grasset. 

Reaction: "L'Oeil du 20h on the earthquake shaking the world of publishing." — The term "earthquake" expresses 
implicit outrage. 

Comparison: No comparable event in the left-wing or centrist publishing world is treated with the same intensity in 
this broadcast. However, the absence of a comparable triggering event at other publishing houses at the same time 
makes comparison difficult. 

Asymmetry: Partially demonstrable — The term "earthquake" is an editorial value judgement, but the event 
(departure of 170 authors) is objectively significant. 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp: 24:34–24:39 

Triggering event: Publication of authors whose sales are in deficit at Fayard. 

Reaction: "But, more than the sales figures, it would be the ideas of these writers that matter." — Suggestion of a 
suspect ideological motivation. 

Comparison: No similar question is raised about the ideological motivations of publishing houses that publish left-
wing authors at a loss (a common practice in literary and political publishing). 

Asymmetry: Demonstrable — The suspicion of an ideological motivation is applied exclusively to right-wing 
publications, without a symmetrical questioning of loss-making left-wing publications. 

 

Summary: Selective outrage is primarily visible in the Fayard investigation, where the publication of right-wing 
authors at a loss is presented as suspect, without the same analytical framework being applied to the editorial 
practices of other political sides. 
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9. COMPLETENESS 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Share of perspectives covered 

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

(Encyclopaedic knowledge, independent of the transcript) 

[A] Perspective of Stellantis-Poissy employees and trade unions on possible industrial alternatives 

[B] Point of view of Fayard/Hachette/Vivendi on their editorial strategy (right of reply) 

[C] Perspective of far-right authors published at Fayard on the legitimacy of their publication 

[D] Independent legal analysis on editorial freedom and the legal limits of shareholder control 

[E] Official Lebanese government point of view and Hezbollah's point of view on the ceasefire 

[F] Perspective of Ukrainian AND Russian civilian victims on the conflict 

[G] Independent economic analysis of the causes of the automotive crisis (European standards, electric transition, 
protectionism) 

[H] Point of view of health insurance fraudsters (social dimension, precariousness) 

[I] Perspective of doctors and healthcare professionals on medical desertification (SAMU case) 

[J] Analysis of media pluralism by an independent expert not affiliated with a Bolloré competitor 

 

[A] PARTIALLY ADDRESSED 

Timestamp: 05:28–07:44 — Quote: "Management has nothing concrete to offer employees." — Assessment: 
Employees speak about their distress but no concrete industrial alternative is discussed. 

 

[B] ABSENT 

Timestamp: 28:04 — Quote: "Despite our multiple interview requests, neither Fayard, nor Hachette, nor Vivendi 
wished to answer our questions." — Assessment: The absence of a response is noted, but no excerpt from Lise 
Boëll's statement is sufficiently developed to constitute a genuine right of reply. 

 

[C] ABSENT 

Timestamp: 21:00–28:15 — Quote: "Because since the publishing house came under the control of V. Bolloré, it 
has multiplied publications by far-right and sovereignist authors." — Assessment: The authors concerned 
(Bardella, Zemmour, Maréchal) are not questioned about the legitimacy of their editorial approach. 

 

[D] ABSENT 

Timestamp: none — Assessment: No lawyer specialising in press law or company law is consulted on the legal 
limits of shareholder control over a publishing house. 

 

[E] PARTIALLY ADDRESSED 

Timestamp: 03:22 — Quote: "The Lebanese pro-Iranian Shia movement indicated that it accepted the ceasefire if 
Israel stopped targeting it." — Assessment: Hezbollah's position is mentioned indirectly; no official Lebanese 
voice is cited directly. 

 

[F] PARTIALLY ADDRESSED 

Timestamp: 15:54–18:11 — Quote: "I refuse to tell myself that one day we won't wake up anymore." — 
Assessment: Only Ukrainian victims are presented; no Russian civilian perspective is included. 

 

[G] PARTIALLY ADDRESSED 

Timestamp: 06:53–07:06 — Quote: "The car market fell by nearly 20%." — Assessment: Stellantis management 
provides figures but no independent economist analyses the structural causes. 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch


 

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

 

 
 

Président: Schläpfer, David  -  Contact : kontakt@SVFAB.ch  -  Adresse :    SVFAB, Postfach, CH-8021 Zürich 1 
Page 19 

 

 

[H] ABSENT 

Timestamp: 10:27–13:13 — Assessment: Fraud is presented exclusively through the lens of criminality; no social 
or economic dimension (precariousness, medical desertification) is addressed. 

 

[I] PARTIALLY ADDRESSED 

Timestamp: 13:14–15:27 — Quote: "He told me: 'Call family. See with your neighbours.'" — Assessment: The 
patient's testimony is powerful, but no emergency physician or SAMU representative speaks to contextualise the 
resource shortage. 

 

[J] ABSENT 

Timestamp: 20:22–28:15 — Assessment: The Fayard investigation cites no independent media pluralism expert 
not affiliated with a Bolloré competitor. 

 

 

Instance 1: J.-Y. Mollier (historian, University of Versailles-Saint-Quentin) 

 

1. FUNDING: French public university, funded by the Ministry of Higher Education. Conflict of interest: in direct 
litigation with Fayard over the recovery of his author's rights at the time of the interview. 

2. MANDATE: Expert in the history of publishing — compatible with a historical analysis of the phenomenon, but 
not with statements about the political intentions of a private shareholder. 

3. CONFLICT OF INTEREST: Direct personal interest in discrediting Fayard in order to prevail in his dispute over 
author's rights. Institutional interest in defending the autonomy of academic authors vis-à-vis shareholders. 

4. CREDIBILITY MATRIX: 

- D1 Conflict of interest: -2 — Direct undisclosed litigation 

- D2 Personal risk: +1 — Public stance taken 

- D3 Disciplinary competence: +1 — Expert in the history of publishing, but outside his field regarding political 
intentions 

- D4 Consistency of opinions: +1 — Consistent with his previous work 

- D5 Emotionalisation vs. data: -1 — Emotional discourse ("humiliated", "wounded in my honour") 

- D6 Source level: 0 — Personal testimony (secondary source) 

- TOTAL: 0 → SOURCE TRAFFIC LIGHT: YELLOW 

5. COUNTER-VOICE: A historian of publishing with no connection to Fayard (e.g. Pascal Fouché, specialist in 
French publishing) would have provided a more detached analysis. 

 

IMPORTANT: The presentation of J.-Y. Mollier as a neutral expert without disclosure of his direct conflict of 
interest constitutes a failure of information honesty within the meaning of Article 43-11. 
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Softfacts — 6 qualitative techniques 

 

10. FRAMING 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Definition: How is the topic fundamentally framed? 

Finding 1: 

Timestamp: 21:28–21:36 

Quote  
*"Because since the publishing house came under the control of V. Bolloré, it has multiplied 
publications by far-right and sovereignist authors."* 

Manipulation: The framing presents Fayard's editorial shift as a deliberate ideological anomaly rather than a 
legitimate commercial or editorial strategy. 

Why problematic: The viewer is led to perceive the publication of right-wing authors as inherently suspect, without 
the editorial legitimacy of these choices being discussed. The term "multiplied" suggests a deliberate and 
problematic acceleration. 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp: 24:34–24:39 

Quote  *"But, more than the sales figures, it would be the ideas of these writers that matter."* 

Manipulation: The conditional tense ("it would be") attributes to an anonymous source a serious claim — that 
Fayard publishes to disseminate ideas rather than for commercial reasons — without this claim being verifiable or 
challenged. 

Why problematic: This framing transforms a debatable editorial strategy into a deliberate political influence 
operation, without direct evidence. 

 

Finding 3: 

Timestamp: 13:14–13:16 

Quote  
*"This harrowing testimony, that of a pregnant woman who lost her baby due to an ectopic 

pregnancy."* 

Manipulation: The qualifier "harrowing" is used by the presenter even before the testimony is broadcast, emotionally 
priming the viewer. 

Why problematic: A news programme should present the facts and allow the viewer to form their own emotional 
judgement; emotional pre-framing constitutes manipulation of affect. 

 

Summary: The framing of the broadcast is broadly oriented towards emotion and suspicion in sensitive topics, 
particularly in the Fayard investigation where the presentation of right-wing authors is systematically associated 
with a logic of political rather than editorial influence. 
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11. WORD CHOICE AND TERMINOLOGY 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Definition: What language is used? What connotations are established? 

Finding 1: 

Timestamp: 21:33–21:36 

Quote  *"it has multiplied publications by far-right and sovereignist authors"* 

Manipulation: The systematic association of "far-right and sovereignist" in a single phrase creates an equivalence 
between two distinct political categories. 

Why problematic: Neutral alternative: "right-wing and radical right-wing authors" or simply "authors with conservative 
and nationalist positions". The term "far right" applied to personalities such as M. Maréchal or J. Bardella, who 
participate in the democratic process, is a contested political characterisation. 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp: 25:05–25:10 

Quote  
*"X. Fedorova, the former head of Russia Today France, a Russian propaganda outlet banned by 
the EU"* 

Manipulation: The term "propaganda" is presented as an established fact rather than a legal or political 
characterisation. 

Why problematic: Neutral alternative: "a Russian state-funded media outlet, suspended by the EU". The word 
"propaganda" is a value judgement, not a factual descriptor. 

 

Finding 3: 

Timestamp: 08:06–08:16 

Quote  
*"An execution in broad daylight on this affluent street in Neuilly-sur-Seine. The victim had no 
chance. Eric Robic, a criminal already convicted on multiple occasions."* 

Manipulation: The characterisation of "criminal" to describe the victim of an assassination, immediately after 
describing the scene as an "execution", creates a moral ambiguity about the value of the victim's life. 

Why problematic: Neutral alternative: "a man with an extensive criminal record". The current formulation may 
implicitly suggest that the victim deserved his fate. 

 

Summary: The vocabulary used in the Fayard investigation and in the report on the Neuilly assassination reveals 
a tendency to substitute value judgements for factual descriptions, shaping the viewer's perception even before 
analysis. 
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12. MODERATION BEHAVIOUR 3/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Definition: Asymmetries in follow-up questions, interruptions, expressions of sympathy. 

Methodological principle (v2.7): Before any assessment, the triggering event must be documented. An intervention 
can only be characterised as asymmetric if comparable triggers from other guests have not produced an 
analogous reaction. 

Finding 1: 

Timestamp: 43:29–49:35 

Triggering event: B. Lavernhe is the sole studio guest; this is a cultural interview with no political stakes. 

Quote 
(presenter)  

*"We are delighted to have you."* / *"You have enchanted us"* / *"Thank you. 'Le Cid' is at the 
Théâtre de la Porte-Saint-Martin..."* 

Comparison: No other political guest or expert is received in the studio in this broadcast, making comparison 
impossible. 

Asymmetry: Not demonstrable — The interview with B. Lavernhe is cultural and promotional in nature, with no 
political equivalent in this broadcast. The warm tone is consistent with the genre of the cultural interview. 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp: 04:03–04:05 

Triggering event: The presenter questions correspondent M. Burgot on the reaction of the Lebanese. 

Quote 
(presenter)  

*"M. Burgot, good evening. You are in Beirut. How are the Lebanese behind you reacting?"* 

Comparison: No similar question is asked about the reaction of Israelis or Palestinians in Gaza in this same 
segment. 

Asymmetry: Partial — The question is geographically logical (correspondent in Beirut), but the absence of a 
symmetrical question about the official Israeli reaction creates a slight imbalance in the coverage. 

 

Summary: The moderation behaviour of L. Salamé does not present any manifest and documentable asymmetry 
in this broadcast, the sole studio guest being an actor in a cultural context. The slight asymmetries in questions to 
correspondents are more related to logistical constraints than to deliberate bias. 
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13. QUESTION ASYMMETRY 5/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Definition: Questions that are differently difficult or easy depending on the person. 

Asymmetry 1: 

To [M. Maréchal], 21:16–21:27: "Why did you publish your book with Fayard?" — neutral/factual 

To [J.-Y. Mollier], 26:43: [No visible question — the journalist allows him to freely develop his critique] — facilitative 

Comparison: M. Maréchal receives a factual question to which she responds briefly; J.-Y. Mollier develops an in-
depth critique without being challenged on his own conflicts of interest. The asymmetry lies in the absence of a 
critical question to Mollier about his personal dispute with Fayard. 

 

Asymmetry 2: 

To [Lise Boëll, President of Fayard], 27:46–28:04: Extract from a statement in a "Bolloré group media outlet" — no 
direct question possible 

To [Anonymous source], 24:39: Free development without contradiction 

Comparison: Fayard's management can only respond through a pre-recorded excerpt in an unfavourable context, 
while the anonymous source speaks freely. The asymmetry is structural. 

 

Summary: Question asymmetry is primarily visible in the Fayard investigation, where critical voices benefit from a 
free and unchallenged space for expression, while the parties under scrutiny have only pre-recorded excerpts or 
statements of refusal to be interviewed. 
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14. FALSE EQUIVALENCE 3/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Definition: Artificial balance despite a real imbalance. 

Finding 1: 

Timestamp: 02:56–03:11 

Construct: Two testimonies from Lebanese people are presented: one hoping for a ceasefire, the other calling for a 
complete Israeli withdrawal. Two testimonies from Israelis: one hoping Lebanon will act against Hezbollah, the other 
refusing the ceasefire. 

Analysis: The presentation of two testimonies from each side creates an appearance of balance, but the positions 
are not equivalent: the Lebanese speak as displaced civilian victims, while the Israelis speak as citizens supporting 
or criticising a military operation. The false equivalence lies in placing civilian victims and supporters of a military 
operation on the same level. 

 

Summary: False equivalence is limited in this broadcast; the most notable case concerns the coverage of the 
Lebanon-Israel ceasefire, where testimonies of a different nature are presented as symmetrical. 
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15. AGENDA-SETTING 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Definition: What is considered normal/self-evident? What is not placed on the agenda? 

Finding 1: 

Established agenda item: Bolloré's shareholder control over publishing houses is presented as a threat to cultural 
pluralism. 

Timestamp: 20:22 — Evidence: "Investigation into the Fayard saga in the Bolloré empire." 

Alternative agenda: The concentration of media and publishing in left-wing or centrist groups (Lagardère before 
Bolloré, Le Monde, Libération) is not placed on the agenda as an equivalent problem. 

 

Finding 2: 

Established agenda item: Health insurance fraud is presented as a primarily individual and criminal problem. 

Timestamp: 10:02 — Evidence: "False sick notes, fictitious health centres, money laundering..." 

Alternative agenda: Corporate tax fraud and employer contribution fraud, of far greater magnitude according to 
official estimates, are not placed on the agenda. 

 

Finding 3: 

Established agenda item: The Trump-Meloni break is presented as "good news" for Italians. 

Timestamp: 19:48–19:53 — Evidence: "A divorce hailed as good news by many Italians, who had been waiting for 
the break for some time." 

Alternative agenda: Italians favourable to the Trump-Meloni alliance are not represented, even though Meloni was 
elected on a sovereignist programme supported by a majority of Italians. 

 

Summary: The agenda-setting of this broadcast establishes several ideological presuppositions as self-evident: 
right-wing media concentration is dangerous, individual social fraud is the main problem of health insurance, and 
the break with Trump is good news. These presuppositions are never questioned. 
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CHAPTER 4 — OVERALL ASSESSMENT 

 

OVERALL ASSESSMENT OF THE 15 CRITERIA 

 

Individual scores — The 15 criteria 

No. Criterion Score Classification 

1 EXPERT SELECTION 7 ●●●● 

2 SOURCE SELECTION 7 ●●●● 

3 DISTRIBUTION OF SPEAKING TIME 4 ●● 

4 OMISSIONS (Selective omission) 7 ●●●● 

5 MANIPULATION OF FIGURES 4 ●● 

6 GUILT BY ASSOCIATION 7 ●●●● 

7 TEMPORALITY (Strategic placement) 5 ●●● 

8 SELECTIVE OUTRAGE 5 ●●● 

9 COMPLETENESS 6 ●●● 

10 FRAMING 6 ●●● 

11 WORD CHOICE AND TERMINOLOGY 6 ●●● 

12 MODERATION BEHAVIOUR 3 ●● 

13 QUESTION ASYMMETRY 5 ●●● 

14 FALSE EQUIVALENCE 3 ●● 

15 AGENDA-SETTING 7 ●●●● 

 

HARDFACTS SCORE (1-8) 6.0/10 Significant imbalance 

 

SOFTFACTS SCORE (9-14) 6.0/10 Significant imbalance 

 

OVERALL SCORE 6.0/10 Significant imbalance 

Average of Hardfacts and Softfacts 
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KEY — Meaning of scores 

 

Individual scores per criterion (0–10) 

0 No finding No relevant anomaly detected. 

1–2 Weak finding Minor anomaly without substantial impact on balance. 

3–4 Slight to moderate finding Recognisable tendency; low to moderate impact relevance. 

5 
Moderate finding with 
impact 

Relevant imbalance affecting the public's opinion-forming potential. 

6 
Significant finding 
(threshold) 

Scores of 6 and above are classified as "significant findings". 

7 Significant finding Clear and well-documented imbalance with distinct impact relevance. 

8–9 Serious finding 
Pronounced imbalance; several individual findings documented within this 
criterion. 

10 Maximum severity Systematic and pervasive imbalance within this criterion. 

 

Aggregated deviation index — Interpretation ranges 

0.0 – 2.5 Unremarkable 
No significant pattern detected; the broadcast respects the duty of 
impartiality. 

2.6 – 4.0 Slight imbalance 
Isolated anomalies; statistically visible but within the tolerance 
zone. 

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

6.1 – 8.0 
Serious deviation from the duty 
of impartiality. High degree of 
deviation 

Pronounced patterns across broadcasts; strong impact relevance. 

8.1 – 10 
Fundamental systemic partiality. 
Very high degree of bias 

Maximum severity on almost all criteria; systematically partial 
reporting. 

 

Political-partisan bias (-5 to +5) 

-5 to -3 
Strongly 
disadvantaged 

The party is clearly under-represented in framing, airtime or presentation. 

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

0 Neutral No detectable favouritism or disadvantage. 

+1 to +2 Slightly favoured Recognisable but minor favouritism. 

+3 to +5 Strongly favoured The party is clearly over-represented in framing, airtime or presentation. 
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CHAPTER 5 — LEGAL ASSESSMENT (Law 86-1067 Art. 43-11) 

 

Assessment in light of Law 86-1067 Art. 43-11 

The law on freedom of communication (Law 86-1067) requires honesty, independence, pluralism and rigour in the 
presentation of information. 

Violation 1: 

Standard: Law 86-1067 Art. 43-11 — Honesty of information 

Constitutive fact: J.-Y. Mollier is presented as a neutral expert on the history of publishing without his direct dispute 
with Fayard over the recovery of his author's rights being declared on air. 

Evidence: Timestamp 26:43–27:27 — Quote: "This publishing house uses the reputation of historians [...] as a 
springboard for a purely political operation." / Timestamp 27:02–27:11: "J.-Y. Mollier therefore requested, a few 
months ago, to recover his author's rights." 

Assessment: The non-disclosure of the direct conflict of interest of the investigation's main source constitutes a failure 
to meet the requirement of information honesty set out in Article 43-11, which obliges national broadcasting 
companies to present information with rigour and transparency. 

Violation 2: 

Standard: Law 86-1067 Art. 43-11 — Pluralism of currents of thought and opinion 

Constitutive fact: The Fayard investigation cites no source favourable or neutral towards Fayard/Bolloré's editorial 
strategy, and the parties under scrutiny (Fayard, Hachette, Vivendi) have no effective right of reply beyond a pre-
recorded excerpt in an unfavourable context. 

Evidence: Timestamp 28:04–28:12 — Quote: "Despite our multiple interview requests, neither Fayard, nor Hachette, 
nor Vivendi wished to answer our questions." 

Assessment: While the refusal to be interviewed is noted, it does not exempt the editorial team from the obligation to 
present the positions of the parties under scrutiny in a fair manner. Article 43-11 requires national broadcasting 
companies to ensure "the pluralistic expression of currents of thought and opinion"; an investigation that cites only 
sources critical of a specific editorial position does not satisfy this requirement. 

Violation 3: 

Standard: Law 86-1067 Art. 43-11 — Independence of information 

Constitutive fact: France Télévisions is a direct competitor of the Bolloré group's media outlets (CNews, Europe 1, Le 
JDD) for audience and advertising revenue. This structural conflict of interest is never mentioned in the investigation, 
which deals with the expansion of the Bolloré empire in the media. 

Evidence: Timestamp 23:06–23:27 — Quote: "Vivendi [...] now has control over [...] Europe 1 and 'Le JDD', which are 
added to CNews, which Vivendi already owned." 

Assessment: Article 43-11 requires national broadcasting companies to guarantee their independence from any 
particular interest. The non-disclosure of France 2's competitive conflict of interest in an investigation into a direct 
competitor constitutes a failure to meet this requirement of independence. 

Overall assessment in light of Law 86-1067 Art. 43-11 

The France 2 8 p.m. news broadcast of 16 April 2025 presents documentable failures to meet the requirements of 
Law 86-1067 Art. 43-11, concentrated in the segment devoted to the investigation into Fayard and the Bolloré empire. 
These failures concern three of the four pillars of Article 43-11: honesty (non-disclosure of the main source's conflict of 
interest), pluralism (absence of sources favourable or neutral towards the editorial strategy under scrutiny) and 
independence (non-disclosure of France Télévisions' competitive conflict of interest). These failures are all the more 
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significant given that the segment in question is the longest in the news programme and deals with a subject directly 
related to the commercial interests of the national broadcasting company. The other segments of the news 
programme (Ukraine, Lebanon, Stellantis, social fraud, culture) do not present sufficiently characterised failures to 
justify a separate legal qualification, although completeness imbalances are observed. A referral to ARCOM on the 
basis of Article 43-11 would be legally well-founded for the Fayard segment alone, subject to a supplementary 
analysis of France 2's editorial practices on this subject over time. 

IN-DEPTH SOURCE VERIFICATION (Mandatory for all cited instances) 

Instance 1: J.-Y. Mollier (historian, University of Versailles-Saint-Quentin) 

1. FUNDING: French public university, funded by the Ministry of Higher Education. Conflict of interest: in direct 
litigation with Fayard over the recovery of his author's rights at the time of the interview. 

2. MANDATE: Expert in the history of publishing — compatible with a historical analysis of the phenomenon, but 
not with statements about the political intentions of a private shareholder. 

3. CONFLICT OF INTEREST: Direct personal interest in discrediting Fayard in order to prevail in his dispute over 
author's rights. Institutional interest in defending the autonomy of academic authors vis-à-vis shareholders. 

4. CREDIBILITY MATRIX: 

D1 Conflict of interest: -2 — Direct undisclosed litigation 
D2 Personal risk: +1 — Public stance taken 
D3 Disciplinary competence: +1 — Expert in the history of publishing, but outside his field regarding political intentions 
D4 Consistency of opinions: +1 — Consistent with his previous work 
D5 Emotionalisation vs. data: -1 — Emotional discourse ("humiliated", "wounded in my honour") 
D6 Source level: 0 — Personal testimony (secondary source) 

•  TOTAL: 0 → SOURCE TRAFFIC LIGHT: YELLOW 

5. COUNTER-VOICE: A historian of publishing with no connection to Fayard (e.g. Pascal Fouché, specialist in 
French publishing) would have provided a more detached analysis. 

IMPORTANT: The presentation of J.-Y. Mollier as a neutral expert without disclosure of his direct conflict of 

interest constitutes a failure of information honesty within the meaning of Article 43-11. 

Instance 2: Anonymous source (former Fayard employee) 

1. FUNDING: Unknown. 

2. MANDATE: Direct witness to internal practices — relevant, but not verifiable. 

3. CONFLICT OF INTEREST: Motivations unknown; possible post-employment resentment, possible ideological 
conviction, possible material interest (remuneration for testimony). 

4. CREDIBILITY MATRIX: 

D1 Conflict of interest: -1 — Motivations unknown 
D2 Personal risk: +2 — Anonymity suggests a real perceived risk 
D3 Disciplinary competence: +1 — Direct witness 
D4 Consistency of opinions: 0 — Impossible to verify 
D5 Emotionalisation vs. data: 0 — Content not fully available 
D6 Source level: +1 — Direct witness (partial primary source) 

•  TOTAL: +3 → SOURCE TRAFFIC LIGHT: YELLOW 

5. COUNTER-VOICE: A current Fayard employee favourable to management would have provided a necessary 
counterpoint. 

Instance 3: CHU de Montpellier / SAMU (Marie Dejean case) 

1. FUNDING: Public health institution, funded by health insurance and the State. 

2. MANDATE: Provision of emergency care — potential conflict of interest in assessing its own management of the 
incident. 

3. CONFLICT OF INTEREST: Institutional interest in minimising the SAMU's responsibility in the described incident. 

4. CREDIBILITY MATRIX: 

D1 Conflict of interest: -2 — Directly implicated in the case 
D2 Personal risk: -1 — Institution protected by its public status 
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D3 Disciplinary competence: +2 — Expert in emergency medicine 
D4 Consistency of opinions: 0 — First known position on this incident 
D5 Emotionalisation vs. data: +1 — Formal institutional response 
D6 Source level: +1 — Primary source (institution concerned) 

•  TOTAL: +1 → SOURCE TRAFFIC LIGHT: YELLOW 

5. COUNTER-VOICE: An independent emergency physician could have contextualised the structural constraints of 
the SAMU (resource shortage, medical desertification) without a direct conflict of interest. 

Instance 4: Muséum national d'Histoire naturelle (insect study) 

1. FUNDING: Public scientific institution, funded by the Ministry of Higher Education and Research. 

2. MANDATE: Scientific research in natural history — compatible with a neutral assessment of insect decline. 

3. CONFLICT OF INTEREST: Institutional interest in demonstrating the relevance of its participatory research 
programmes in order to justify its funding. 

4. CREDIBILITY MATRIX: 

D1 Conflict of interest: -1 — Institutional interest in the visibility of its programmes 
D2 Personal risk: 0 — Public institution with no personal risk 
D3 Disciplinary competence: +2 — Recognised expert in biodiversity 
D4 Consistency of opinions: +1 — Consistent with the scientific literature on insect decline 
D5 Emotionalisation vs. data: +1 — Discourse based on measurable data 
D6 Source level: +2 — Primary source (research institution) 

•  TOTAL: +5 → SOURCE TRAFFIC LIGHT: GREEN 

5. COUNTER-VOICE: No counter-voice necessary on this topic; data on insect decline is the subject of broad 
scientific consensus. 

End of analysis — Version 2.7-detail 

Methodological principles K5+K13 applied 

Language: French throughout 

Format compliance: 5 steps (0-4), 15 criteria, all subsections present 

Legal and methodological framework 

No factual finding 
The results presented do not constitute factual findings about individual persons, editorial 
teams or broadcasts. They are the product of standardised operationalisation, and not a 
determination of individual responsibility. 

 

No legal judgement 

The aggregated deviation index does not replace a legal assessment within the meaning of 
Law 86-1067 Art. 43-11. The determination of a specific broadcast's compliance with legal 
requirements falls exclusively within the remit of the competent authorities (in particular 
Arcom). 

 

No proof of causality 
Statistical correlations must not be interpreted as proof of causal relationships or editorial 
intentions. Deviation values may be influenced by the choice of topics, the media 
environment, political controversy or format logic. 
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No judgement of 
intent 

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

 

Heuristic 
comparison tool 

The index serves for comparative pattern recognition across thousands of broadcasts, and 
not for precise metric measurement of individual segments. The thresholds serve as 
heuristic guidance, not as strict legal qualification. 
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ANNEX 1: NATIONAL LEGISLATION 

 

Legal basis France — France Télévisions, Radio France 

Law 

Law no. 86-1067 of 30 September 1986 on freedom of communication (Léotard Law) 

Relevant articles 

•  Art. 1: Communication to the public by electronic means is free. The exercise of this freedom [...] entails [...] the 
safeguarding of the pluralism of currents of thought and opinion. 

•  Art. 3-1 (ARCOM): The Regulatory Authority for Audiovisual and Digital Communication guarantees: the honesty, 
independence and pluralism of information and programmes, and respect for human dignity. 

•  Art. 43-11 (Public service mission): France Télévisions and Radio France: obligation of pluralism, rigour in the 
treatment of information, honesty, independence and respect for the diversity of opinions. 

Terms of reference 

•  Terms of reference of France Télévisions: Obligation of pluralism of perspectives and journalistic rigour. 

Airtime rules 

•  Three-thirds rule abolished in 2017 

•  Since 2018: principle of equity instead of strictly equal distribution 

•  ARCOM publishes monthly airtime statistics for all parties 

Regulatory authority 

•  ARCOM (Regulatory Authority for Audiovisual and Digital Communication): Since 2022, merger of the CSA and 
Hadopi. Monitors pluralism, can impose sanctions (fines, licence withdrawal). 

Complaints procedure 

1. Ombudsperson of France Télévisions / Ombudsperson of Radio France 

2. ARCOM (complaint) 

3. Conseil d'État (administrative court) 
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Assessments and SVFAB membership 

 

On SVFAB.ch, you will find detailed assessments and can order them for any broadcast of your choice (paid service). 

To ensure the quality of our work, we depend on the contributions of our members and donors. 

 

Contact and further information: 

www.SVFAB.ch  |  Kontakt@SVFAB.ch 

 

Bank details:  PostFinance – POFICHBE 

IBAN:  CH32 0900 0000 1675 6251 1 

Beneficiary:  SVFAB, Postfach, CH-8021 Zürich 1 
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The following books are available from SVFAB 

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

 

 

Unbalanced Information is the response to the halving initiative in 
Switzerland: the manipulation techniques are explained in detail, from 
personnel selection to source selection. Subsequently, 15 principles 
are explained: omission, framing, temporal framing, guilt by 
association, emotionalisation, suppression of context and many 
others, illustrated with numerous examples. In addition, one discovers 
where we ourselves apply these techniques — which promotes not 
only awareness but also empathy. 
Optionally, the book is accompanied by 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 are unaware of this provide material. Good quotes cut 
badly. Correct statements placed in the wrong context. Honest 
answers presented as admissions. 
This book is not a work of media criticism. It is a toolkit — for all those 
who face a microphone and want to know what to do. 7 chapters. 7 
tools: What an interview really is. The 7 most common traps. The 
three principles of sovereignty — anchor, reframe, set limits. 
Preparation in one hour. Body and voice. What to do when things go 
wrong. And what matters after the interview. 
For politicians, activists, entrepreneurs, whistleblowers — for all 
those who are exposed and want to understand how the game works. 
So that they stop playing along — and start shaping it. 
In A5 format. Direct. For preparation, consultation, follow-up and in 
case of difficulties 
 

 

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. What we feel. What we 
believe. How we decide. And it works — because we all participate in 
it. Every day. Unconsciously. You too. This book is not a dry manual. It 
is a workbook — playful, direct, full of examples drawn from real life. 
You do not only learn how others frame you. You learn how you frame 
yourself — and how to 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 no longer allow themselves to be so easily imposed 
upon by a frame chosen by someone else. 
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With many exercises and concrete examples from politics, media and 
everyday life — and a smile here and there. 
Framing with style. Because the frame changes everything. 
 

 

The SSR collects 1.56 billion francs per year — compulsorily, from 
every household. Anyone who feels treated unfairly can lodge a 
complaint. There is even an authority for this: the AIEP, the 
Independent Complaints Authority for Radio and Television. 
Only: it is not independent. It has no sanctioning power. And it 
decides in 99.6% of cases: nothing. 
This analysis exposes the system — factual, precise, without polemic. 
Procedures, personnel, competences, costs, statistics, avenues of 
appeal. And the constitutional examination that shows: the AIEP 
system meets none of the three fundamental criteria — it is neither 
proportionate, nor consistent with the separation of powers, nor 
market-compliant. 
The authority supposed to protect citizens primarily protects the 
system it is meant to oversee. 
Essential reading for all those considering a complaint — and for all 
those who want to understand why genuine media oversight in 
Switzerland is still lacking. 
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