
 

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 1 

 

 

 

FRANCE TV DETAILED ANALYSIS 

2026-04-22_C-dans-l'air_Trump et l'arme nucleaire... Anatomie d'une rumeur.qsm 

Broadcast: 2026-04-22  |  Analysed on: 2026-05-12 14:01 

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

 

OVERALL 
SCORE 

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

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 favourable to the left, 5 = balanced, 10 = 
strongly favourable to the right). The calculation is based on the difference in average favouritism of left-wing vs. right-
wing parties (grouping according to CHES 2024). 

TENDENCY (L − R) 5.0 / 10 Balanced 

 

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

← Left Right → 

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

 

This section 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 — French government's position on Iran not raised 

RN (Le Pen) 0 Not mentioned — absent from the broadcast 

LFI (Mélenchon) 0 Not mentioned — absent from the broadcast 

PS (Socialists) 0 Not mentioned — absent from the broadcast 

LR (Republicans) 0 Not mentioned — absent from the broadcast 

EELV (Greens) 0 Not mentioned — absent from the broadcast 

PCF 
(Communists) 

0 Not mentioned — absent from the broadcast 

 

Methodological note: The broadcast focuses on international geopolitics (Iran, United States, Russia, Lebanon) and 
does not directly address French political parties. The assessment of partisan bias in the strict sense (representation 
of French party programmes) is therefore not applicable. The bias identified is of a geopolitical and ideological nature 
(treatment of Trump/United States), not partisan in the French sense of the term. 

Summary of partisan bias 

•  Most accurate representation: N/A (no French party directly addressed) 

•  Strongest distortion: N/A 

•  Average deviation from 0: 0.0 (on French parties) 

•  Conclusion: The broadcast does not address French political parties. The bias identified is geopolitical: 
systematically negative treatment of the American Trump administration, with no equivalent for other actors (Iran, 
Russia). This bias is relevant with regard to the pluralism required by Law 86-1067 Art. 43-11, but does not fall 
under French partisan bias in the strict sense. 

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 broadcast does not directly address French parties, but its geopolitical framing presents several 
characteristics associated with a centre-left sensibility: systematic criticism of Trump (a figure of the international 
populist right), valorisation of multilateralism and international institutions (UN, UNIFIL), presentation of the MAGA 
electorate as credulous, and the absence of any voice defending the American maximum pressure policy. These 
elements do not constitute an explicit partisan bias, but reflect an editorial positioning consistent with the sensibilities 
of the French and European centre-left. 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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CHAPTER 2 — BROADCAST INFORMATION AND THEMATIC FRAMEWORK 

 

Broadcast data 

•  Title: Geopolitical debate broadcast (exact title not mentioned in the transcript — presumably C dans l'air or a 
similar broadcast on France 5 / France Télévisions) 

•  Date: Not specified in the file — contemporary broadcast (internal references: Iran-United States ceasefire, 
upcoming 250th anniversary of the United States, ongoing war in Ukraine) 

•  Estimated duration: ~63 minutes (based on timestamps) 

•  Moderator: C. Roux 

•  Persons interviewed: 

Person Function Party/Affiliation Political spectrum 

Gen. D. Trinquand Former head of the French 
military mission to the UN, 
author 

No declared party affiliation Centre / institutional 

F. Encel Doctor of geopolitics, 
lecturer at Sciences Po 
Paris & Paris School of 
Business, author 

No declared party affiliation Centre / liberal-Atlanticist 

M. Khadra Teacher, international 
columnist (La Revue 
politique et parlementaire), 
former journalist (L'Orient-
Le Jour) 

No declared party affiliation Centre / Orientalist 

R. Sciora Essayist, director of the 
Observatoire politique 
géostratégique at IRIS, 
author 

No declared party affiliation Centre-left / multilateralist 

P. Gogo Independent journalist, 
former Moscow 
correspondent, author of 
Moscou parano 

No declared party affiliation Centre / pro-Western liberal 

 

Main theme 

The broadcast analyses the geopolitical situation surrounding the Iran–United States conflict (fragile ceasefire, 
blockade of the Strait of Hormuz, rumour of a nuclear option), in parallel with the internal weakening of Donald Trump 
and Vladimir Putin. 

Context of the discussion 

The Iran–United States conflict constitutes the central thread of the broadcast, in a context of an unstable ceasefire 
and an American naval blockade of the Strait of Hormuz. The nuclear question — relayed in France by Dominique de 
Villepin — structures the central part of the debate. In the background, the personality of Donald Trump is 
systematically examined from the angle of his psychological stability and military competence. The Russian situation 
(Ukraine, public opinion, Putin's fragility) is addressed in the second part. The broadcast takes place in a context of 
strong international polarisation, in which Western democracies are questioning the reliability of their American ally. 

Completeness score: 4/10 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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Justification: The broadcast deals in depth with Trump's psychology and the Iran–United States dynamic, but 
systematically omits legal perspectives, pro-Trump voices, European diplomacy and rigorous economic analysis. The 
Iranian perspective is reduced to an official quotation without contradictory analysis. The panel is homogeneous in its 
analytical presuppositions. 
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CHAPTER 3 — 15 CRITERIA: DETAILED ANALYSIS 

 

Hard facts — 9 quantifiable and scientifically verifiable techniques 

 

1. SELECTION OF EXPERTS 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Definition: Who speaks as an expert? 

Expert 1: F. Encel — Doctor of geopolitics, Sciences Po Paris 

Timestamp: 06:01 

Statement: "This president is manifestly totally incompetent on military matters. He is incompetent on political 
matters. He has an oversized ego. He has no superego." 

Positioning: French geopolitical analyst, Atlanticist profile, author of La guerre mondiale n'aura pas lieu — a title that 
presupposes an analytical conclusion. 

Missing counter-voice: An analyst favourable to the maximum pressure policy (e.g. AEI think tank, Heritage 
Foundation) or a specialist in American negotiation doctrine. 

 

In-depth source verification: 

(a) FUNDING: Sciences Po Paris (French public institution) + Paris School of Business (private school). No partisan 
funding identified. Independent author. 

(b) MANDATE: Compatible with geopolitical analysis, but the title of his work (La guerre mondiale n'aura pas lieu) 
suggests a predictive orientation that may bias the ongoing analysis. 

(c) CREDIBILITY MATRIX (Source Traffic Light, 6 dimensions): 

D1 Conflict of interest: 0 — No partisan funding identified, but consistent Atlanticist positioning 
D2 Personal risk: +1 — Public positions assumed, reputation at stake 
D3 Disciplinary competence: +2 — Geopolitics = field of the broadcast 
D4 Consistency of opinions: +1 — Positions consistent with his previous publications 
D5 Emotional vs. data: -1 — Several unsourced assertions ("totally incompetent", "no superego") 
D6 Source level: +1 — Secondary analysis based on primary sources (American press, WSJ) 

TOTAL: +4 → YELLOW LIGHT 

(c) PROFESSIONAL COMPETENCE: His judgements on Trump's personality are presented as analytical findings 
when they are in fact subjective political commentary. 

Expert 2: R. Sciora — Director of the Observatoire politique géostratégique at IRIS 

Timestamp: 12:44 

Statement: "The American president is cornered. He trapped himself in this war that he launched against the advice 
of his vice-president." 

Positioning: IRIS (Institut de Relations Internationales et Stratégiques) is a French think tank whose positioning is 
generally multilateralist and critical of American unilateralism. 

 

In-depth source verification: 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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(a) FUNDING: IRIS is funded by French public funds (ministries), local authorities and private companies. No direct 
partisan funding, but partial dependence on French public commissions. 

(b) MANDATE: IRIS produces geopolitical analyses; its mandate is compatible with the subject, but its institutional 
positioning tends towards multilateralism and criticism of unilateral American foreign policy. 

(c) CREDIBILITY MATRIX: 

D1 Conflict of interest: -1 — Partial public funding, multilateralist institutional positioning 
D2 Personal risk: +1 — Public positions assumed 
D3 Disciplinary competence: +2 — Geopolitics and strategy = field of the broadcast 
D4 Consistency of opinions: +1 — Consistent with the usual positions of IRIS 
D5 Emotional vs. data: -1 — Strong assertions without data ("Trump is at bay", "begging") 
D6 Source level: 0 — Secondary analysis 

TOTAL: +2 → YELLOW LIGHT 

(c) PROFESSIONAL COMPETENCE: His analyses are presented as neutral when IRIS has an identifiable 
institutional positioning. 

Expert 3: Gen. D. Trinquand — Former head of the French military mission to the UN 

Timestamp: 02:09 

Statement: "There is a problem of psychological balance with this president, that is obvious." 

Positioning: Career military officer, UN/UNIFIL experience. High credibility on operational military matters, but the 
psychological diagnosis goes beyond his field of competence. 

 

In-depth source verification: 

(a) FUNDING: Retired military officer, independent author. No partisan funding identified. 

(b) MANDATE: Competent on military and UN matters; the psychological diagnosis of Trump goes beyond his 
mandate. 

(c) CREDIBILITY MATRIX: 

D1 Conflict of interest: +1 — No conflict identified 
D2 Personal risk: +1 — Public positions taken 
D3 Disciplinary competence: +2 — Military/UN = field of the broadcast; -1 for the psychological diagnosis 
D4 Consistency of opinions: +1 — Consistent 
D5 Emotional vs. data: 0 — Balance between data and judgements 
D6 Source level: +1 — Direct experience on certain subjects (UNIFIL) 

TOTAL: +5 → GREEN LIGHT (on military matters) / YELLOW LIGHT (on psychological matters) 

(c) PROFESSIONAL COMPETENCE: His psychological diagnosis of Trump is presented with the same authority 
as his military analyses, which constitutes a competence drift. 

Missing expert groups: 

•  Analyst favourable to the Trump strategy (American conservative think tank) 

•  Legal specialist in international maritime law 

•  Economist specialising in Gulf energy markets 

 

Source credibility traffic light: 

Source D1 D2 D3 D4 D5 D6 Total Signal 

F. Encel — Doctor of 
geopolitics, Sciences Po 
Paris 

0 +1 +2 +1 -1 +1 ? ? 

R. Sciora — Director of 
the Observatoire 
politique géostratégique 
at IRIS 

-1 +1 +2 +1 -1 0 ? ? 
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Summary (matrix result): 

•  F. Encel: YELLOW LIGHT (+4) — Competent in geopolitics, but unsourced psychological judgements 

•  R. Sciora / IRIS: YELLOW LIGHT (+2) — Undeclared multilateralist institutional positioning 

•  Gen. Trinquand: GREEN LIGHT on military matters (+5), YELLOW LIGHT on psychology 

Source credibility traffic light: 

Source D1 D2 D3 D4 D5 D6 Total Signal 

Gen. D. Trinquand — 
Former head of the 
French military mission 
to the UN 

+1 +1 +2 +1 0 +1 ? ? 
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2. SELECTION OF SOURCES 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

Assertions without primary source = penalty points (rumour verification) 

 

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

Source 1: Wall Street Journal 

Timestamp: 36:16 — Statement: "The Wall Street Journal publishes a damning investigation into the president." 

(a) Funding and structure: Property of News Corp (Rupert Murdoch) — historically conservative on the editorial 
side, but independent investigative journalism. 

(b) Structural conflict of interest: The WSJ has an editorial line generally favourable to Republicans, but its 
investigative journalism is recognised. The adjective "damning" is added by the moderator, not by the WSJ itself. 

(c) Missing contradictory source: A source favourable to the Trump administration (e.g. New York Post, official 
White House statements) would have balanced the citation. 

 

Source 2: CNN (cited in the report) 

Timestamp: 37:36 — Statement: "An American official told CNN that the general staff had been caught off guard." 

(a) Funding: CNN / Warner Bros. Discovery — American private media. 

(b) Conflict of interest: CNN is perceived as critical of the Trump administration; citing CNN as the sole source on 
Trump/general staff tensions without a counter-source constitutes a selection bias. 

(c) Missing contradictory source: Official statements from the Pentagon or the White House on the same subject. 

 

Source 3: Podcast "with a confidential audience" 

Timestamp: 34:23 — Statement: "It only took one sentence in a podcast with a confidential audience for the rumour 
to spread." 

(a) Funding: Not identified. 

(b) Conflict of interest: Anonymous, unverifiable source, presented as the starting point of a rumour about the 
nuclear option. 

(c) Problem: A rumour originating from a confidential podcast is treated as the main subject of a public service 
broadcast, without sufficient prior verification. 

 

Summary: The sources cited are predominantly critical of the Trump administration (WSJ investigation, CNN, 
anonymous podcast); no source favourable to the American strategy is mobilised to balance the analysis. 
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3. DISTRIBUTION OF SPEAKING TIME 3/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Definition: Distribution of speaking time between the different positions. 

Estimated speaking time: 

•  Gen. D. Trinquand: ~12 min. (19%) 

•  F. Encel: ~13 min. (21%) 

•  M. Khadra: ~8 min. (13%) 

•  R. Sciora: ~10 min. (16%) 

•  P. Gogo: ~5 min. (8%) 

•  C. Roux (moderator): ~10 min. (16%) 

•  Report excerpts/citations: ~5 min. (8%) 

Summary: The distribution of speaking time among the four main guests is relatively balanced. The absence of a 
contradictory voice (pro-Trump, pro-American strategy) is not a matter of speaking time but of guest selection — 
which falls under criterion 3. 

 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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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? (Integrate step 0) 

Omission 1: 

Context: No analysis of the international legality of the American naval blockade. 

Relevant to: 10:41 — "The United States maintains its naval blockade of the Strait of Hormuz." 

Effect: The blockade is presented as a strategic fact without its compliance with international law (UNCLOS, 
freedom of navigation) being questioned, even though the Iranian spokesperson describes it as "maritime piracy". 

 

Omission 2: 

Context: Complete absence of any voice defending the Trump strategy or presenting its positive results. 

Relevant to: 12:44 — "The American president is cornered." 

Effect: American policy is analysed exclusively from the angle of its failures and presidential impulsiveness, without 
ever presenting the strategic justification for maximum pressure (obtaining Iranian nuclear concessions). 

 

Omission 3: 

Context: The role of France and the E3 in Iranian nuclear negotiations (JCPOA, Vienna negotiations) is never 
mentioned. 

Relevant to: 32:04 — "I would add that this is the business of the entire world." 

Effect: France is presented as an observer (via UNIFIL) but never as a diplomatic actor in the Iranian nuclear file, 
which diminishes its actual role and avoids any question about French foreign policy. 

 

Summary: The most significant omissions concern the legality of the American blockade, the absence of pro-
Trump strategy voices, and the European diplomatic role — three angles that would have complicated the 
dominant framing. 

 

Missing voices 

•  Expert in international maritime law: Would have provided an analysis of the legality of the American naval 
blockade under the UNCLOS Convention and the law of the sea. 

•  Economist specialising in energy markets: Would have quantified the actual impact of the blockade on global oil 
prices and dependent economies. 

•  Representative or analyst favourable to the Trump administration: Would have presented the strategic justification 
for the maximum pressure policy. 

•  Iranian specialist in internal studies: Would have analysed the dynamics of Iranian civil opposition and fractures 
within the regime with greater precision. 

•  E3 diplomat or expert: Would have shed light on the role of France, Germany and the United Kingdom in Iranian 
nuclear negotiations (JCPOA). 

•  Military analyst specialising in nuclear doctrine: Would have technically contextualised the rumour about the 
tactical nuclear option. 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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•  Gulf country representative or GCC analyst: Would have set out the interests and constraints of Gulf states in the 
face of the blockade. 

•  Independent Iranian journalist or analyst: Would have provided an internal perspective on Iranian civil society, 
distinct from official propaganda. 
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5. MANIPULATION OF FIGURES 3/10 

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: 21:05 

Figure: "Exactly 0% of the United States" (regarding oil imports from the Middle East) 

Missing context: This assertion is presented without a source or reference date. The United States does indeed 
import little oil from the Middle East, but "exactly 0%" is a simplification that warrants verification (EIA data shows 
residual imports that vary by year). 

Effect: Reinforces the argument that Trump can maintain the blockade indefinitely at no cost to the United States, 
which underestimates the indirect effects (global prices, allies). 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp: 46:38 

Figure: "After having targeted more than 12,000 targets..." 

Missing context: This figure is put forward without a source, without distinction between military and civilian targets, 
without comparison with other conflicts. 

Effect: Creates an impression of overwhelming American strike capability without contextualisation. 

 

Summary: Numerical manipulations are limited but present; they tend to reinforce the dominant framing 
(overwhelming American power, zero cost to the United States). 
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6. GUILT BY ASSOCIATION 5/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Definition: Discrediting by association with negative groups/ideas. 

Association 1: 

Timestamp: 49:17 

Quote  
*"Trump is a man of rupture. He is after all the only person in the modern history of the United 
States to have attempted a serious coup d'état."* 

Technique: Assimilation of Trump into the category of coup perpetrators, without legal nuance. 

Effect: Associating Trump with coup plotters in history morally disqualifies his presidency without legal 
argumentation. 

 

Association 2: 

Timestamp: 49:21 

Quote  *"A coup d'état in the United States is a nuclear bomb at the level of national politics."* 

Technique: Double association: Trump = coup d'état + nuclear bomb (in a context where the nuclear bomb is the 
central subject of the broadcast). 

Effect: The metaphor creates a subliminal association between Trump and the use of nuclear weapons, reinforcing 
the anxiety-inducing framing. 

 

Association 3: 

Timestamp: 35:44 

Quote (report)  
*"What are the words of this former CIA analyst really worth, a controversial figure known for his 
pro-Russian positions?"* 

Technique: The source of the nuclear rumour is disqualified by the label "pro-Russian positions" before its content is 
even analysed. 

Effect: The disqualification of the source by association (pro-Russian = unreliable) avoids analysing the substance 
of the allegation. 

 

Verification for the disqualified source (CIA analyst "pro-Russian"): 

•  Does he work with verifiable primary sources? UNKNOWN (not specified in the broadcast) 

•  Are his assertions falsifiable? YES (assertion about a meeting at the White House) 

•  Personal risk: HIGH (serious accusations against a sitting president) 

•  Potential gain: MODERATE (audience of a confidential podcast) 

•  Net: Risk > Gain → increased credibility, not reduced 

•  Tone: Not assessable (only the disqualification is presented, not the content) 

CATEGORY: B — Borderline case (neither confirmed nor refuted; disqualification by label is insufficient) 
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Summary: The Trump/coup d'état association is presented as an established fact; the disqualification of the 
source of the nuclear rumour by political label constitutes a technique of reversed guilt by association (discrediting 
the source to avoid analysing the substance). 
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7. TIMING 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

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

Finding 1: 

Position: 00:42 (beginning — introductory summary) 

Content: "Investigations published by the American press give an edifying account of how the Trump presidency 
functions." 

Timing effect: Placing the judgement on Trump at the very start of the introductory summary conditions the entire 
reception of the broadcast. The viewer enters the debate with the presupposition of presidential dysfunction. 

 

Finding 2: 

Position: 47:13 (middle — after the debate on nuclear matters) 

Content: "Trump is a man of rupture. He is after all the only person in the modern history of the United States to 
have attempted a serious coup d'état." 

Timing effect: This assertion is placed after the debate on the nuclear option, creating an accumulation effect: 
Trump = impulsive + incompetent + coup plotter + potentially nuclear. 

 

Finding 3: 

Position: 02:00 (very beginning — before any debate) 

Content: Tribute to Corporal Anicet Girardin, killed in Lebanon. 

Timing effect: The tribute to French soldiers killed on mission is placed at the opening, creating an initial emotion 
that may predispose the viewer to a critical reading of the geopolitical environment (Hezbollah, regional instability). 

 

Summary: The placement of the most critical elements regarding Trump at the opening and in progressive 
accumulation constitutes a technique for conditioning the viewer. 

 

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 17 

 

 

8. SELECTIVE INDIGNATION 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

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

 

Definition: Indignation 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 qualified as selective if comparable triggers from other positions have not produced an analogous 
reaction. 

Finding 1: 

Timestamp: 44:29 

Triggering event: General Trinquand mentions publications by psychiatrists about Trump. 

Reaction: "We've been wondering for a long time whether he's mad!" (moderator, approving tone) 

Comparison: At 55:47, General Trinquand states that General Gerasimov "lies to President" Putin — no comparable 
emotional reaction from the moderator. 

Asymmetry: Established — The mention of Trump's mental health elicits enthusiastic validation; comparable 
elements regarding Putin (isolation, disinformation by his entourage) produce no similar reaction. 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp: 11:00 

Triggering event: The Iranian spokesperson describes the American blockade as "maritime piracy and state 
terrorism". 

Reaction: No reaction from the moderator or guests to contest or nuance this qualification. 

Comparison: At 09:11, the moderator comments negatively on Trump's extensions of the ceasefire ("Difficult to 
follow the American president"). 

Asymmetry: Partially established — An extreme Iranian statement ("state terrorism") passes without critical 
comment, while American decisions are systematically commented on negatively. 

 

Finding 3: 

Timestamp: 38:02 

Triggering event: The report describes the dismissal of American generals as "a purge unprecedented in its speed 
and brutality". 

Reaction: The moderator repeats the term "purge" without critical distance. 

Comparison: Purges within the Iranian regime (elimination of leading figures, forced decentralisation) are analysed 
coldly as "decisional decentralisation" (27:14). 

Asymmetry: Established — The same phenomenon (elimination of military officials) is described as a "brutal purge" 
for the United States and as "decentralisation" for Iran. 

 

Summary: Indignation is selectively directed towards American actions (Trump); comparable behaviour by the 
Iranian regime or Putin is analysed with greater analytical distance. 
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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). 

(List established from general knowledge, independently of the transcript) 

[A] Official Iranian perspective: strategic motivations of the regime, logic of resistance, internal constraints 

[B] Pro-Trump American perspective: justification of the maximum pressure strategy, results achieved 

[C] Perspective of Gulf countries (Saudi Arabia, UAE): economic interests, vulnerability to the blockade 

[D] Perspective of Iranian civil society: internal opposition, democratic aspirations 

[E] International legal perspective: legality of the naval blockade, law of the sea, UN resolutions 

[F] Global economic perspective: impact of the blockade on energy markets, developing countries 

[G] Technical nuclear perspective: non-proliferation doctrine, NPT treaties, control mechanisms 

[H] American opposition perspective (Democrats): criticism of Trump's foreign policy 

[I] Israeli perspective: own strategic objectives, independence of action 

[J] Perspective of European allies (France, Germany, United Kingdom): role in negotiations, E3 

[A] PARTIALLY ADDRESSED 

Timestamp: 10:57 — Quote: "These actions that the Americans have carried out, I describe them as maritime piracy 
and state terrorism." — Assessment: The official Iranian perspective is cited via an excerpt from the spokesperson 
of the Iranian MFA, but without in-depth analysis of the regime's strategic motivations. 

[B] ABSENT 

Timestamp: N/A — Quote: N/A — Assessment: No defender of the Trump strategy is present; American policy is 
systematically analysed from the angle of its flaws and presidential impulsiveness. 

[C] PARTIALLY ADDRESSED 

Timestamp: 19:40 — Quote: "For the Gulf countries, it is a catastrophe." — Assessment: Briefly mentioned by 
General Trinquand, without substantial development. 

[D] ADDRESSED 

Timestamp: 50:00 — Quote: "Currently, people are searching on Google and Yandex to find out how to leave 
Russia." — Assessment: Addressed via the Russian blogger, but transposed to Russia rather than Iran. 

[E] ABSENT 

Timestamp: N/A — Quote: N/A — Assessment: The international legality of the American naval blockade is never 
legally questioned, despite its direct relevance. 

[F] PARTIALLY ADDRESSED 

Timestamp: 20:29 — Quote: "Hundreds of millions of farmers in Africa, Asia and, to a lesser extent, Latin America, 
are seeing the price of fertilisers skyrocket." — Assessment: Mentioned by F. Encel, but without quantified data or 
in-depth analysis. 

[G] PARTIALLY ADDRESSED 

Timestamp: 32:00 — Quote: "The most credible war aim of D. Trump, even if he speaks of it without speaking of it, 
is still the nuclear." — Assessment: The nuclear question is addressed from the angle of rumour and presidential 
psychology, not from the technical angle of non-proliferation treaties. 

[H] ABSENT 

Timestamp: N/A — Quote: N/A — Assessment: No American Democratic voice, no expert critical of American 
foreign policy from a progressive perspective. 

[I] PARTIALLY ADDRESSED 

Timestamp: 33:02 — Quote: "Israel has a fundamental strategy against the government of Tehran." — Assessment: 
Mentioned by General Trinquand, but without an Israeli representative or analysis of Israel's own objectives. 

[J] ABSENT 

Timestamp: N/A — Quote: N/A — Assessment: The role of the E3 (France, Germany, United Kingdom) in Iranian 
nuclear negotiations is never mentioned. 

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 20 

 

### Instance 1: IRIS (Institut de Relations Internationales et Stratégiques) — via R. Sciora 

1. FUNDING: IRIS is funded by French public funds (Ministries of Defence, Foreign Affairs), local authorities and 
private companies (research contracts). Estimated annual budget: ~5 million euros. Mixed public-private funding. 

2. MANDATE: Production of geopolitical and strategic analyses. Mandate compatible with the subject of the 
broadcast. However, partial dependence on French public commissions may orient analyses towards the positions 
of French foreign policy. 

3. CONFLICT OF INTEREST: IRIS has an institutional interest in maintaining its relevance in the French public 
debate on geopolitical matters. Its multilateralist positioning is consistent with the orientations of French foreign 
policy (UN, international law), which may create a structural bias in the analysis of American unilateralism. 

4. CREDIBILITY MATRIX (6D): 

- D1 Conflict of interest: -1 — Partial public funding, identifiable institutional positioning 

- D2 Personal risk: +1 — Public positions assumed 

- D3 Disciplinary competence: +2 — Geopolitics and strategy 

- D4 Consistency of opinions: +1 — Consistent with the usual positions of IRIS 

- D5 Emotional vs. data: -1 — Several strong assertions without data ("Trump is at bay") 

- D6 Source level: 0 — Secondary analysis 

TOTAL: +2 → YELLOW LIGHT 

5. COUNTER-VOICE: An analyst from the American Enterprise Institute (AEI) or the Heritage Foundation would 
have provided a contradictory perspective on the Trump strategy. Not cited. 
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Soft facts — 6 qualitative techniques 

 

10. FRAMING 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Definition: How is the theme fundamentally framed? 

Finding 1: 

Timestamp: 00:42 

Quote  
*"Investigations published by the American press give an edifying account of how the Trump 
presidency functions."* 

Manipulation: The word "edifying" (in the sense of revealing/damning) frames the Trump presidency as 
dysfunctional from the outset, before any analytical development. 

Why problematic: The viewer is conditioned from the introduction to perceive Trump as a problem, not as a strategic 
actor whose decisions would be analysed. 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp: 00:48 

Quote  *"In wartime, the meetings from which D. Trump is excluded on account of impulsiveness."* 

Manipulation: The expression "on account of impulsiveness" is presented as an established fact in the introductory 
summary, before any discussion or verification. 

Why problematic: What is an allegation from anonymous Wall Street Journal sources is transformed into a factual 
premise structuring the entire broadcast. 

 

Finding 3: 

Timestamp: 12:44 

Quote  
*"The American president is cornered. He trapped himself in this war that he launched against the 
advice of his vice-president, the Secretary General of the White House, most of the Pentagon 
generals and above all his MAGA opinion."* 

Manipulation: The framing presents Trump as isolated, incompetent and failing — without this interpretation being 
weighed against an alternative reading. 

Why problematic: An alternative reading (Trump is exerting calculated pressure to obtain nuclear concessions) 
exists and is even partially raised later, but is never presented as the main frame. 

 

Summary: The broadcast is framed from its introduction around the thesis of Trump's incompetence and 
impulsiveness, this framing structuring all exchanges without ever being seriously called into question. 
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11. WORD CHOICE AND TERMINOLOGY 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

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

Finding 1: 

Timestamp: 39:35 

Quote  
*"Where I share the ambient concern is that this president is manifestly totally incompetent on 
military matters. He is incompetent on political matters. He has an oversized ego. He has no 
superego."* 

Manipulation: Accumulation of unsourced pejorative qualifiers ("totally incompetent", "oversized ego", "no 
superego") presented as analytical findings. 

Why problematic: Neutral alternative: "whose governance style is contested by several generals" or "whose 
decisions are considered unpredictable by his advisers". The use of psychoanalytical terms ("superego") without 
medical qualification constitutes a drift towards diagnosis. 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp: 29:46 

Quote  *"If the Iranian regime did not give him the few crumbs that Trump is begging for today..."* 

Manipulation: The verb "to beg" applied to the American president is a degrading metaphor that goes beyond 
geopolitical analysis. 

Why problematic: Neutral alternative: "the minimal concessions that Trump is seeking". The term "begging" implies 
a position of humiliating inferiority, which constitutes a value judgement, not an analysis. 

 

Finding 3: 

Timestamp: 47:13 

Quote  
*"Trump is a man of rupture. He is after all the only person in the modern history of the United 
States to have attempted a serious coup d'état."* 

Manipulation: The assertion that Trump "attempted a serious coup d'état" is presented as an established fact, 
without legal nuance or reference to a judicial conviction. 

Why problematic: This qualification is legally and politically contested; presenting it as an incontestable fact 
constitutes a major framing bias. Neutral alternative: "whose actions of 6 January 2021 are the subject of legal 
proceedings and divergent interpretations". 

 

Summary: The vocabulary used to describe Trump is systematically pejorative and goes beyond the analytical 
register to enter the register of moral and psychological judgement, with no equivalent for other actors (Putin, 
Iranian regime). 
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12. MODERATOR BEHAVIOUR 5/10 

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 qualified as asymmetric if comparable triggers from other guests have not produced an analogous 
intervention. 

Finding 1: 

Timestamp: 44:29 

Triggering event: General Trinquand mentions publications by psychiatrists about Trump. 

Quote 
(moderator)  

*"We've been wondering for a long time whether he's mad!"* 

Comparison: No similar comment is made by the moderator when Putin is mentioned (50:00–56:00), despite 
comparable elements (isolation, disinformation by his entourage). 

Asymmetry: Partially established — The moderator enthusiastically validates the questioning of Trump's mental 
health, with no equivalent for Putin. However, the main subject of the broadcast is Trump/Iran, which may partially 
justify the asymmetry of treatment. 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp: 22:11 

Triggering event: R. Sciora mentions an American triumphal arch "better than ours". 

Quote 
(moderator)  

*"Better than ours."* [ironic tone, laughter] 

Comparison: The moderator participates in the mockery of Trump without analytical distance. 

Asymmetry: Not fully established — This is a moment of shared levity, but it illustrates a tonal complicity with the 
guests critical of Trump. 

 

Finding 3: 

Timestamp: 09:11 

Triggering event: The report mentions Trump's repeated extensions of the ceasefire. 

Quote 
(moderator)  

*"He backed down again last night... Difficult to follow the American president."* 

Comparison: No similar comment on the "retreats" or contradictions of the Iranian regime, which are nonetheless 
documented in the same report. 

Asymmetry: Established — The same behaviour (extension of deadlines, contradictory positions) is commented on 
negatively for Trump but presented as a "strategy" for Iran (17:51: "It is the strategy of dilatory delays."). 
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Summary: The moderator maintains an overall professional framework, but allows several comments to pass that 
validate the critical framing of Trump without equivalent for the other actors (Iran, Russia). 
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13. ASYMMETRY OF QUESTIONS 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Definition: More or less difficult questions depending on the person. 

Asymmetry 1: 

To F. Encel, 39:35: "You say it is almost normal that it crosses his mind?" — A validation question, inviting a 
nuancing of an already critical statement about Trump. 

To M. Khadra, 45:43: "That is why we chose to talk about it this evening." — Immediate validation of the caution 
expressed by the guest. 

Comparison: No difficult question is put to the guests about their own analytical presuppositions (e.g. "On what 
basis do you assert that Trump is 'totally incompetent'?"). 

 

Asymmetry 2: 

To R. Sciora, 29:40: "What does it mean to push the rope? What are the Iranians doing?" — Open question 
allowing the guest to develop his thesis. 

No equivalent question is posed to challenge the thesis of Trump's incompetence: the moderator never asks "On 
what basis do you assert that Trump is incompetent rather than a strategist?" 

 

Asymmetry 3: 

To P. Gogo, 50:26: "Is this video making the Kremlin tremble?" — Open, unloaded question. 

Regarding Trump, 44:15: "Is it serious or not?" — Question oriented towards confirming a seriousness already 
established by the report. 

Comparison: Questions about Putin are more open and less loaded than those about Trump. 

 

Summary: The questions put to the guests tend to validate and deepen the critical framing of Trump rather than 
challenge it; no difficult question is posed about the guests' analytical presuppositions. 
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14. FALSE BALANCE 3/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Definition: Artificial balance despite a real imbalance. 

Finding 1: 

Timestamp: 44:49 

Construction: "There is a problem of psychological balance with this president, that is obvious. [...] Fortunately there 
are people..." 

Analysis: The formula "fortunately there are people" creates an appearance of balance (Trump is dangerous BUT 
counter-powers exist) while maintaining the presupposition of presidential dangerousness as a given. 

 

Summary: False balance is limited in this broadcast; the imbalance is assumed rather than masked by an 
appearance of balance. 
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15. AGENDA-SETTING 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Definition: What is considered normal/obvious? What does not enter the agenda? 

Finding 1: 

Established agenda item: Trump's incompetence and impulsiveness are posited as premises, not as hypotheses to 
be verified. 

Timestamp: 00:48 — Evidence: "The meetings from which D. Trump is excluded on account of impulsiveness." 

Alternative agenda: The question of whether Trump is deliberately applying a strategy of calculated pressure (briefly 
raised at 18:15 by M. Khadra) could have constituted the main framework of the broadcast. 

 

Finding 2: 

Established agenda item: The MAGA base is systematically presented as a credulous and manipulable electorate. 

Timestamp: 13:37 — Evidence: "Let us not forget that Trump is addressing above all his MAGA base, which hangs 
on his every word." 

Alternative agenda: The real economic and social motivations of the Trump electorate (deindustrialisation, sense of 
abandonment) are never mentioned. 

 

Finding 3: 

Established agenda item: The Iran–United States war is presented as a war "launched" by Trump. 

Timestamp: 12:46 — Evidence: "This war that he launched." 

Alternative agenda: The historical context (Iranian nuclear programme, Obama/Trump sanctions, withdrawal from 
the JCPOA in 2018) that led to the conflict is not analysed, which simplifies causality. 

 

Summary: The broadcast's agenda is structured around the thesis of Trump's incompetence and impulsiveness as 
unquestioned premises, excluding alternative analyses of his strategy and the motivations of his electorate. 
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CHAPTER 4 — OVERALL ASSESSMENT 

 

OVERALL ASSESSMENT OF THE 15 CRITERIA 

 

Individual scores — The 15 criteria 

No. Criterion Score Classification 

1 SELECTION OF EXPERTS 6 ●●● 

2 SELECTION OF SOURCES 6 ●●● 

3 DISTRIBUTION OF SPEAKING TIME 3 ●● 

4 OMISSIONS (Selective omission) 7 ●●●● 

5 MANIPULATION OF FIGURES 3 ●● 

6 GUILT BY ASSOCIATION 5 ●●● 

7 TIMING 6 ●●● 

8 SELECTIVE INDIGNATION 6 ●●● 

9 COMPLETENESS 6 ●●● 

10 FRAMING 7 ●●●● 

11 WORD CHOICE AND TERMINOLOGY 7 ●●●● 

12 MODERATOR BEHAVIOUR 5 ●●● 

13 ASYMMETRY OF QUESTIONS 6 ●●● 

14 FALSE BALANCE 3 ●● 

15 AGENDA-SETTING 7 ●●●● 

 

HARD FACTS SCORE (1-8) 5.7/10 Significant imbalance 

 

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

 

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

Average of Hard Facts and Soft Facts 
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KEY — Meaning of scores 

 

Individual scores per criterion (0–10) 

0 No finding No relevant anomaly 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 under this 
criterion. 

10 Maximum severity Systematic and generalised imbalance under 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. 

 

Politico-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 QUALIFICATION (Law 86-1067 Art. 43-11) 

 

Assessment in relation to 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 by public audiovisual services. 

Violation 1: 

Standard: Law 86-1067 Art. 43-11 — Obligation of honesty and rigour in the presentation of information 

Constitutive fact: Unsourced psychological qualifiers ("totally incompetent", "oversized ego", "no superego") are 
presented as analytical findings by an invited expert, without the moderator introducing critical distance or a counter-
point. 

Evidence: Timestamp 39:35 — Quote: "This president is manifestly totally incompetent on military matters. He is 
incompetent on political matters. He has an oversized ego. He has no superego." 

Assessment: These assertions constitute subjective political commentary, not sourced geopolitical analysis. Their 
presentation without nuance or counter-point contravenes the obligation of rigour. 

Violation 2: 

Standard: Law 86-1067 Art. 43-11 — Obligation of pluralism in the presentation of opinions 

Constitutive fact: The panel of four experts presents a homogeneity of positioning (all critical of Trump, no defender of 
the American strategy) that deprives the viewer of a pluralist presentation of the available geopolitical analyses. 

Evidence: Timestamp 12:44 — Quote: "The American president is cornered. He trapped himself in this war." — No 
contradictory voice is present to defend an alternative reading. 

Assessment: The absence of pluralism in the selection of experts constitutes a failure to meet the obligation of 
balanced presentation of opinions on a major international current affairs subject. 

Violation 3: 

Standard: Law 86-1067 Art. 43-11 — Obligation of honesty in the presentation of facts 

Constitutive fact: The assertion that Trump "attempted a serious coup d'état" is presented as an established fact 
without legal nuance, even though it is legally and politically contested. 

Evidence: Timestamp 47:17 — Quote: "He is after all the only person in the modern history of the United States to 
have attempted a serious coup d'état." 

Assessment: Presenting as an incontestable fact a legally contested qualification contravenes the obligation of 
honesty in the presentation of information. 

Overall assessment — Law 86-1067 Art. 43-11 

The analysed broadcast presents several measurable failures to meet the obligations imposed by Law 86-1067 Art. 
43-11 on public audiovisual communication services. The most significant failure concerns the obligation of pluralism: 
the panel of experts is homogeneous in its critical presuppositions regarding the Trump administration, without any 
contradictory voice being present to balance the analysis. The second failure concerns the obligation of rigour: 
unsourced psychological judgements about the American president are presented as analytical findings, without 
critical distance from the moderator. These failures do not constitute a deliberate and systematic violation of the law, 
but a structural editorial bias that affects the quality of information delivered to the public service viewer. In the context 
of an ARCOM review, these elements could justify a formal notice on grounds of pluralism and honesty of information, 
without necessarily constituting a serious violation within the meaning of Article 42-1 of the same law. 

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

Instance 1: IRIS (Institut de Relations Internationales et Stratégiques) — via R. Sciora 
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1. FUNDING: IRIS is funded by French public funds (Ministries of Defence, Foreign Affairs), local authorities and 
private companies (research contracts). Estimated annual budget: ~5 million euros. Mixed public-private funding. 

2. MANDATE: Production of geopolitical and strategic analyses. Mandate compatible with the subject of the 
broadcast. However, partial dependence on French public commissions may orient analyses towards the positions 
of French foreign policy. 

3. CONFLICT OF INTEREST: IRIS has an institutional interest in maintaining its relevance in the French public 
debate on geopolitical matters. Its multilateralist positioning is consistent with the orientations of French foreign 
policy (UN, international law), which may create a structural bias in the analysis of American unilateralism. 

4. CREDIBILITY MATRIX (6D): 

D1 Conflict of interest: -1 — Partial public funding, identifiable institutional positioning 
D2 Personal risk: +1 — Public positions assumed 
D3 Disciplinary competence: +2 — Geopolitics and strategy 
D4 Consistency of opinions: +1 — Consistent with the usual positions of IRIS 
D5 Emotional vs. data: -1 — Several strong assertions without data ("Trump is at bay") 
D6 Source level: 0 — Secondary analysis 

TOTAL: +2 → YELLOW LIGHT 

5. COUNTER-VOICE: An analyst from the American Enterprise Institute (AEI) or the Heritage Foundation would 
have provided a contradictory perspective on the Trump strategy. Not cited. 

Instance 2: Sciences Po Paris / Paris School of Business — via F. Encel 

1. FUNDING: Sciences Po Paris is a French public institution (FNSP). Paris School of Business is a private school. 
F. Encel is an independent author. 

2. MANDATE: Teaching and research in geopolitics. Compatible with the subject. No oriented institutional mandate. 

3. CONFLICT OF INTEREST: No financial conflict of interest identified. Atlanticist positioning consistent with his 
publications. The title of his work (La guerre mondiale n'aura pas lieu) suggests a predictive orientation that may 
bias the ongoing analysis (confirmation bias). 

4. CREDIBILITY MATRIX (6D): 

D1 Conflict of interest: 0 — No partisan funding identified 
D2 Personal risk: +1 — Public positions assumed 
D3 Disciplinary competence: +2 — Geopolitics 
D4 Consistency of opinions: +1 — Consistent with his publications 
D5 Emotional vs. data: -1 — Unsourced psychological judgements about Trump 
D6 Source level: +1 — Secondary analysis based on primary sources 

TOTAL: +4 → YELLOW LIGHT 

5. COUNTER-VOICE: A specialist in American studies favourable to the maximum pressure policy would have 
balanced the analysis. Not cited. 

Instance 3: CIA analyst "pro-Russian" (source of the nuclear rumour) 

1. FUNDING: Not identified in the broadcast. 

2. MANDATE: Former CIA analyst — past mandate, not current. Current status: independent commentator. 

3. CONFLICT OF INTEREST: The label "pro-Russian" is affixed by the report without documentation. If confirmed, 
it would constitute a potential conflict of interest. But the label itself is not sourced in the broadcast. 

4. CREDIBILITY MATRIX (6D): 

D1 Conflict of interest: -1 — "Pro-Russian" label undocumented but potentially significant 
D2 Personal risk: +2 — Serious accusations against a sitting president = high risk 
D3 Disciplinary competence: +1 — Former CIA analyst = competence on intelligence matters 
D4 Consistency of opinions: 0 — Unknown 
D5 Emotional vs. data: 0 — Not assessable (content not presented) 
D6 Source level: +2 — Claims to be a primary source (present at the meeting or directly informed) 

TOTAL: +4 → YELLOW LIGHT 

5. COUNTER-VOICE: The White House denied it. This denial is mentioned in the report but presented as not very 
credible ("hastens to deny it in its own way"). 
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Important note: The disqualification of this source by the label "pro-Russian" without documentation itself constitutes a 
technique of guilt by association (see criterion 8). The credibility of a source must be assessed on its methods and 
personal risks, not on an unsourced political label. 

End of analysis — Version 2.7-detail 

Legal and methodological framework 

No factual 
determination 

The results presented do not constitute factual determinations about individual persons, 
editorial teams or broadcasts. They are the product of a 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 the compliance of a specific broadcast 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 subjects, the media 
environment, political controversy or the logic of the format. 

 

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 assertion 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 [...] implies [...] the 
safeguarding of pluralism in currents of thought and opinion. 

•  Art. 3-1 (ARCOM): The Autorité de régulation de la communication audiovisuelle et numérique guarantees: the 
honesty, independence and pluralism of information and programmes, 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 diversity of opinions. 

Terms of reference 

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

Speaking time rules 

•  Three-thirds rule abolished in 2017 

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

•  ARCOM publishes monthly speaking time statistics for all parties 

Regulatory authority 

•  ARCOM (Autorité de régulation de la communication audiovisuelle et numérique): Since 2022, merger of the CSA 
and Hadopi. Monitors pluralism, can impose sanctions (fines, licence withdrawal). 

Complaints procedure 

1. Mediator of France Télévisions / Mediator of Radio France 

2. ARCOM (complaint) 

3. Conseil d'État (administrative jurisdiction) 
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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 badly 
cut. 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 frequent traps. The three 
principles of sovereignty — anchor, reframe, delimit. 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 participating in it — 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. 
For those who understand framing see the world more clearly. Listen 
to the news differently. Conduct conversations with greater 
confidence. And no longer allow a frame chosen by someone else to 
be so easily imposed on them. 
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With many exercises and concrete examples from politics, the 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 protects above all 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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