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FRANCE TV DETAILED ANALYSIS 

2026-04-22_Journal-20h_Edition du mercredi 22 avril 2026.qsm 

Broadcast: 2026-04-22  |  Analysed on: 2026-05-12 11:51 

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

 

OVERALL 
SCORE 

5.9/10 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 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) 4.9 / 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). 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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CHAPTER 1 — PARTISAN BIAS 

 

Assessment by party 

Party Score (-
5..+5) 

Representation in the broadcast vs. programmatic position 

Renaissance 
(Macron) 

+1 35:33–36:02 "Renaissance, for example, has a fortune of 40 million euros" — 
Programmatic position: not addressed — Mentioned only from a financial angle, 
without a representative or position; A. Pannier-Runacher present in the sexism 
report but without programmatic connection. Neutral but incomplete representation. 

RN (Le Pen) -2 37:13–37:32 "The RN, for example, wants to borrow 10 million, but the problem is: 
already 2 rejections from French banks" — Programmatic position: not addressed — 
The RN is mentioned only in the context of financial difficulties, without a 
representative, without a programmatic position, and with an implicitly negative 
connotation (bank rejections without context). 

LFI (Mélenchon) -1 47:44–47:57 "you will not vote for J.-L. Mélenchon" — Programmatic position: not 
addressed — LFI is mentioned only through the prism of M. Tondelier's rejection and 
the citation of A. Léaument on polls. No programmatic position presented. C. Guetté 
(LFI) present in the sexism report but without programmatic connection. 

PS (Socialists) 0 Mentioned briefly in the context of the primary (43:33–43:43) — Programmatic 
position: not addressed — No representative, no position. Purely nominal presence. 

LR (Republicans) +1 36:43–37:06 "B. Retailleau, now the party's official candidate, can count on a war 
chest: the membership fees of 76,000 members" — Programmatic position: not 
addressed — Mentioned positively (war chest, members), without programmatic 
position or representative in the studio. 

EELV (Greens) +3 43:17–48:51 — Full interview of M. Tondelier, presentation of the "ecological social 
security", defence of the primary, environmental positions developed — 
Programmatic position: correctly and favourably presented — The only party whose 
programmatic positions are developed in detail. 

PCF 
(Communists) 

0 Not mentioned — Programmatic position: not addressed — Total absence. 

 

Summary of partisan bias 

•  Most faithful representation: EELV (Score +3) — The only party whose programmatic positions are developed, 
thanks to the exclusive interview with M. Tondelier. 

•  Strongest distortion: RN (Score -2) — Mentioned only in a negative context (bank rejections) without a 
representative or programmatic position. 

•  Average deviation from 0: 1.0 

•  Conclusion: The broadcast presents a structural partisan bias in favour of EELV, which benefits from exclusive 
programmatic coverage, while the other parties are either absent or mentioned only from factual or negative 
angles. This imbalance is particularly pronounced for the RN (the leading opposition force) and LFI (the second-
largest left-wing force), whose programmatic positions are entirely absent from the presidential format. 

Overall left-right tendency 

TENDENCY SCORE: +2.1 

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 4 

 

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

CLASSIFICATION: Favourable to the left 

Justification: The tendency favourable to the left results from a combination of several factors: exclusive invitation of a 
left-wing candidate (EELV) in the presidential format, a report on sexism presenting exclusively testimonies from left-
wing and centre-left women (C. Guetté/LFI, A. Pannier-Runacher/Renaissance), favourable framing of the energy 
transition and lithium mines (ecologist agenda), and negative treatment of the RN (bank rejections without context). 
This tendency is not extreme but is sufficiently documented to be qualified as a structural editorial bias favourable to 
the left-centre spectrum. 

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

 

Broadcast data 

•  Title: 8 p.m. News — France 2 

•  Date (based on content): Wednesday 22 April 2026 (explicitly mentioned at 00:03) 

•  Duration (estimated from transcript): approximately 50 minutes 

•  Presenter: J.-B. Marteau 

•  Persons interviewed (with function/party/affiliation): 

Person Function Party/Affiliation Political spectrum 

M. Tondelier National Secretary of the 
Greens, declared candidate 
for the 2027 presidential 
election 

EELV / Les Écologistes 2.5 (ecological left) 

F. Ruffin Declared candidate for the 
2027 presidential election 

Independent (ex-LFI) 2.0–3.0 (left) 

A. Léaument Rapporteur of a 
parliamentary inquiry 
commission on polls 

LFI 1.5 (radical left) 

B. Retailleau Official LR candidate for the 
presidential election 

LR 7.0 (right) 

A. Pannier-Runacher Former minister (7 years 
under Macron) 

Renaissance 5.0 (centre) 

C. Guetté LFI Vice-President of the 
National Assembly 

LFI 1.5 (radical left) 

J. Haensler Mayor of Kédange-sur-
Canner 

Not specified Not specified 

Y. Alléno Starred chef, campaigner 
against nitrous oxide 

No affiliation N/A 

Sociologist (anonymous) Researcher who studied 
polling institutes 

Academic N/A 

Harris Interactive 
representative 

Director/head of the polling 
institute 

Private N/A 

Dermatologist specialising 
in alopecia (anonymous) 

Medical specialist Medical N/A 

Velvet representative Co-founder of the private 
railway company 

Private N/A 

Kerosene supply expert 
(anonymous) 

Air transport specialist Private/institutional N/A 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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Critical minerals expert 
(anonymous) 

Mining/sovereignty 
specialist 

Institutional N/A 

 

Main theme 

The broadcast of 22 April 2026 covers a range of current national and international topics, with the 2027 presidential 
election as the political thread, illustrated by an extended feature on polls, campaign financing and an exclusive 
interview with M. Tondelier (EELV). 

Context of the reference universe 

One year before the 2027 French presidential election, the political landscape is fragmented: the left is struggling to 
unite around a common candidacy, the RN remains the leading opposition force, and the Macronist centre is looking 
for a successor. The question of a left-wing primary deeply divides the parties concerned (LFI, PS, EELV, PCF). At the 
same time, the geopolitical situation in the Middle East (Iran–United States conflict, Lebanon) is weighing on the 
global economy, particularly fuel prices. Sexism in politics is receiving growing media attention, particularly following 
several recent incidents in the National Assembly. 

Completeness score: 4/10 

Justification: Of 10 relevant perspectives identified, only 1 is fully addressed ([I]), 3 are touched upon ([B], [C], [H]) and 
1 is partially addressed ([D]). Right-wing political perspectives ([A]), structured critical voices ([E], [F], [J]) and 
balanced geopolitical analysis ([G]) are absent. The extended presidential feature, which takes up approximately 20 
minutes, is particularly unbalanced in its representation of political forces. 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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CHAPTER 3 — 15 CRITERIA: DETAILED ANALYSIS 

 

Hard facts — 9 quantifiable and scientifically verifiable techniques 

 

1. EXPERT SELECTION 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Definition: Who speaks as an expert? 

Expert 1: Anonymous sociologist who studied polling institutes 

Timestamp: 32:45–33:13 

Statement: "In the interviews I conducted with pollsters, they say: 'We are moving away from science. We are 
almost in the realm of craftsmanship.' [...] they will correct their figures and apply a final weighting step, but one that 
is not known to the general public." 

Positioning: Critical of polling institutes, academic perspective. 

Missing contradictory voice: A statistician favourable to current methods or a representative of the Polling 
Commission would have balanced this perspective. 

 

In-depth source verification: 

(a) FUNDING: Not specified (anonymity). Probably public university funding. Potential conflict of interest: academic 
interest in criticising industry practices. 

(b) MANDATE: Compatible with a critical assessment of polling methods. 

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

D1 Conflict of interest: +1 — Probable public funding, no direct commercial interest 
D2 Personal risk: +1 — Criticism of a powerful sector, moderate professional risk 
D3 Competence: +2 — Sociologist specialised in the field studied 
D4 Consistency of opinions: 0 — No verifiable track record (anonymity) 
D5 Emotional vs. data: +1 — Factual discourse based on interviews 
D6 Source level: +1 — Primary source (direct immersion) 

•  TOTAL: +6 → GREEN LIGHT 

(c) PROFESSIONAL COMPETENCE: The presentation is relatively neutral, but anonymity prevents any 
independent verification. 

Expert 2: Representative of the Harris Interactive institute 

Timestamp: 33:16–33:41 

Statement: "We could talk about tinkering, about cooking, if everyone could do whatever they wanted in their own 
corner. Today, every time we are called upon to carry out a voting intention survey [...] that survey is monitored by 
the Polling Commission." 

Positioning: Defence of the institute's practices, direct institutional interest. 

 

In-depth source verification: 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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(a) FUNDING: Private (Harris Interactive is a commercial company). Direct conflict of interest: defends the practices 
of its own sector. 

(b) MANDATE: Incompatible with a neutral assessment — it defends its own business model. 

(c) CREDIBILITY MATRIX: 

D1 Conflict of interest: -2 — Direct commercial interest in defending polls 
D2 Personal risk: -1 — No risk in defending one's own company 
D3 Competence: +2 — Expert in the field 
D4 Consistency of opinions: -1 — Predictable and constant position (corporate defence) 
D5 Emotional vs. data: 0 — Factual but selective discourse 
D6 Source level: 0 — Secondary source (institutional defence) 

•  TOTAL: -2 → YELLOW LIGHT 

(c) PROFESSIONAL COMPETENCE: Presented as a balanced response, whereas it is a corporate defence. 
Technique no. 12 (source selection) activated. 

Expert 3: Dermatologist specialising in alopecia (anonymous) 

Timestamp: 25:28–26:30 

Statement: "Between 2/3 and 3/4 of people with androgenic alopecia have a condition that has stopped 
progressing, is stabilised [...] As for serums and other dietary supplements, ineffective, according to him." 

Positioning: Specialised medical opinion, presented as a reference authority. 

 

In-depth source verification: 

(a) FUNDING: Not specified. Probably private practice or hospital-based. 

(b) MANDATE: Compatible with a neutral medical assessment. 

(c) CREDIBILITY MATRIX: 

D1 Conflict of interest: +1 — No apparent conflict 
D2 Personal risk: +1 — Committed medical stance 
D3 Competence: +2 — Specialist in the exact field 
D4 Consistency of opinions: 0 — Not verifiable (anonymity) 
D5 Emotional vs. data: +2 — Discourse based on clinical data 
D6 Source level: +1 — Primary source (direct expertise) 

•  TOTAL: +7 → GREEN LIGHT 

(c) PROFESSIONAL COMPETENCE: Neutral and appropriate presentation. 

Missing expert groups: 

•  Political scientist specialising in electoral systems to analyse the issues surrounding the left-wing primary 

•  Independent economist on the consequences of rising oil prices 

•  Independent geologist or environmental expert on lithium mines 

 

Source credibility traffic light: 

Source D1 D2 D3 D4 D5 D6 Total Signal 

Anonymous sociologist 
who studied polling 
institutes 

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

Representative of the 
Harris Interactive 
institute 

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

 

Summary (matrix result by expert): 

•  Anonymous sociologist: GREEN LIGHT (+6) — Credible but unverifiable source 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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•  Harris Interactive: YELLOW LIGHT (-2) — Structural conflict of interest not disclosed 

•  Anonymous dermatologist: GREEN LIGHT (+7) — Reliable medical source 

Source credibility traffic light: 

Source D1 D2 D3 D4 D5 D6 Total Signal 

Dermatologist 
specialising in alopecia 
(anonymous) 

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

 

 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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2. SOURCE SELECTION 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

Claims without primary source = penalty points (rumour verification) 

 

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

Source 1: Polling Commission 

Timestamp: 33:35–33:41 — Statement: "this survey is monitored by the Polling Commission" (cited by Harris 
Interactive) 

(a) Funding and oversight: French public body, placed under the authority of the Council of State. Public funding. 

(b) Structural conflict of interest: The Polling Commission is responsible for monitoring the institutes it is 
supposed to regulate, without publishing the data collected ("in the name of trade secrets", 33:39–33:42). Moderate 
institutional conflict of interest. 

(c) Missing contradictory source: An independent statistician or political science researcher could have assessed 
the actual effectiveness of this oversight. 

Missing contradictory source: Yes — no independent expert on the Commission is cited. 

 

Source 2: Financial Times 

Timestamp: 11:03–11:10 — Statement: "according to the 'Financial Times', 34 tankers have already managed to 
circumvent it [the American blockade]." 

(a) Funding: British private media (Nikkei group). Funded by subscriptions and advertising. 

(b) Structural conflict of interest: Pro-Western media, generally favourable to American positions on sanctions. 
Potential bias in the selection of information on Iran. 

(c) Missing contradictory source: An Iranian source or a neutral medium (Al Jazeera English, Reuters) would 
have allowed triangulation. 

 

Source 3: Survey on sexism in politics (unsourced) 

Timestamp: 42:17–42:27 — Statement: "According to a survey conducted among 2,000 women in politics, 3 out of 4 
elected women declare they have already been victims of sexism." 

(a) Funding: Not specified. 

(b) Structural conflict of interest: Commissioner unknown. Impossible to assess methodological biases. 

(c) Missing contradictory source: No comparative study on discrimination experienced by men in politics is cited. 

 

Summary: The source selection presents significant gaps: unidentified sources, lack of triangulation on 
geopolitical subjects, and use of unsourced statistics to support ideological arguments. 
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3. DISTRIBUTION OF SPEAKING TIME 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Definition: Distribution of speaking time between different positions. 

Estimated speaking time: 

•  M. Tondelier (EELV, ecological left): approximately 8 min (16%) 

•  F. Ruffin (independent left): approximately 1 min 30 (3%) 

•  A. Léaument (LFI): approximately 1 min (2%) 

•  B. Retailleau (LR, right): approximately 30 sec (1%) 

•  A. Pannier-Runacher (Renaissance, centre): approximately 2 min (4%) — in the sexism report 

•  C. Guetté (LFI): approximately 2 min (4%) — in the sexism report 

•  J. Haensler (mayor, not specified): approximately 2 min (4%) — in the sexism report 

•  Non-political experts/witnesses: approximately 15 min (30%) 

•  J.-B. Marteau (presenter): approximately 12 min (24%) 

•  Others (witnesses, military personnel, local residents): approximately 6 min (12%) 

Summary: In the political section of the broadcast (approximately 20 minutes), M. Tondelier (EELV, ~5% in polls) 
receives approximately 8 minutes of exclusive speaking time, more than all other candidates and political parties 
combined. The RN (leading opposition force) has no speaking time. This distribution is structurally imbalanced 
with regard to ARCOM's fairness rules. 
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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: No representative of the RN, LFI or PS is invited to the extended presidential feature, even though these 
parties collectively represent the majority of current voting intentions. 

Relevant to: 29:28–50:00 

Effect: The viewer receives a vision of the 2027 presidential election filtered exclusively through the perspective of 
an ecologist candidate (EELV, ~5% in polls), without a counterpoint from the major political forces. 

 

Omission 2: 

Context: In the report on lithium mines, environmental opponents are mentioned in one sentence ("opponents 
denounce the risks of pollution", 29:18–29:22) but never speak. 

Relevant to: 27:53–29:28 

Effect: E. Macron's visit to the mining project is presented from an almost exclusively favourable angle (jobs, 
sovereignty), without any substantial critical voice. 

 

Omission 3: 

Context: The financing of the RN is mentioned (refusal of loans from French banks, 37:13–37:32) without 
mentioning the legal and political context of these refusals, nor the previous court decisions on this subject. 

Relevant to: 37:13–37:32 

Effect: The mention of "2 refusals from French banks" without context may suggest a legitimate marginalisation of 
the RN, without allowing the viewer to assess whether these refusals are justified or discriminatory. 

 

Summary: The most significant omissions concern political representation (absence of major opposition forces in 
the presidential format) and the asymmetric treatment of sensitive subjects (mines, RN financing), which 
constitutes a structurally oriented editorial selection. 

 

Missing voices 

•  RN representative (Marine Le Pen or Jordan Bardella): Would have brought the perspective of the leading 
opposition force on the 2027 presidential election and campaign financing. 

•  PS representative (Raphaël Glucksmann or other): Would have set out the arguments against the left-wing 
primary and the socialist strategy. 

•  LFI representative (Jean-Luc Mélenchon or spokesperson): Would have responded to M. Tondelier's criticism of 
the "ball of irreconcilable egos". 

•  Independent statistician or epistemologist: Would have provided a rigorous scientific analysis of the limitations of 
polls, without institutional conflict of interest. 

•  Local residents' association or environmental collective (Allier): Would have represented the opponents of the 
lithium mining project, mentioned but never heard. 
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•  Railway union (CGT-Cheminots or SUD-Rail): Would have brought the workers' perspective on railway 
liberalisation. 

•  Diplomat or geopolitical analyst specialising in the Middle East: Would have contextualised the Iran–United States 
conflict with a balanced analysis. 

•  Representative of a male organisation in politics: Would have allowed the sexism report to be balanced with 
comparative data and testimonies. 
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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: 42:17–42:27 

Figure: "According to a survey conducted among 2,000 women in politics, 3 out of 4 elected women declare they 
have already been victims of sexism during their career." 

Missing context: The source of the survey is not specified. The methodology, commissioner and date are not 
indicated. The figure is presented as an established truth. 

Effect: An unsourced figure is used to conclude a one-sided report, lending it an appearance of scientific rigour. 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp: 43:36–43:43 

Figure: "89% of them, among the Greens, want a primary. 86% of all left-wing and ecologist voters." 

Missing context: The source, methodology and date of these surveys are not specified. These figures are put 
forward by M. Tondelier herself, without verification by the presenter. 

Effect: Partisan figures are presented without verification, reinforcing the guest's position without journalistic 
scrutiny. 

 

Summary: The manipulation of figures is moderate, mainly through lack of sourcing and uncritical acceptance of 
statistics put forward by a partisan guest. 
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6. GUILT BY ASSOCIATION 3/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Definition: Discrediting by association with negative groups/ideas. 

Association 1: 

Timestamp: 37:13–37:32 

Quote  
*"The RN, for example, wants to borrow 10 million, but the problem is: already 2 rejections from 
French banks."* 

Technique: The mention of the RN's bank rejections, without legal context or comparison with other parties that 
have encountered similar difficulties, implicitly associates the RN with a form of financial illegitimacy. 

Effect: The viewer may infer that banks refuse the RN for legitimate reasons related to the nature of the party, 
without this interpretation being either confirmed or refuted. 

 

Verification for any person presented as a "conspiracy theorist" or "ideologue": 

No person is explicitly presented as a "conspiracy theorist" in this broadcast. This criterion is therefore only partially 
applicable. 

Summary: Guilt by association is present in a moderate manner, mainly in the treatment of RN financing. No 
explicit discrediting technique through association is used. 
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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: 00:38–00:52 (opening of the broadcast, announcement) 

Content: "Our special feature 1 year before the presidential election. [...] The ecologist M. Tondelier is the guest of 
the 8 p.m. news." 

Temporal effect: The announcement of M. Tondelier as the exclusive guest of the 8 p.m. news at the opening of the 
broadcast gives her a position of political reference for the entire programme, even before the viewer has received 
any other political information. 

 

Finding 2: 

Position: 37:44–42:28 (before the interview with M. Tondelier) 

Content: Report on sexism in politics, with testimonies from C. Guetté (LFI) and A. Pannier-Runacher 
(Renaissance). 

Temporal effect: This report, placed immediately before the interview with M. Tondelier, creates an emotional 
context favourable to the guest (female solidarity, legitimate victimisation) that precedes and conditions the 
reception of her political interview. 

 

Finding 3: 

Position: 48:54–49:07 (end of the broadcast) 

Content: Announcement of the report on Chernobyl for the following day. 

Temporal effect: Closing the broadcast on a nuclear subject (Chernobyl) after an interview with an anti-nuclear 
candidate (EELV) creates an implicit thematic resonance favourable to the ecologist position, without this link being 
made explicit. 

 

Summary: The placement of the interview with M. Tondelier, preceded by an emotional report on sexism and 
followed by an announcement about Chernobyl, constitutes an editorial sequence whose thematic coherence 
implicitly favours the ecologist candidate. 
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8. SELECTIVE OUTRAGE 4/10 

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

Finding 1: 

Timestamp: 40:48–41:22 

Triggering event: A member of parliament (unnamed) uses the term "hysterical" towards C. Guetté in the National 
Assembly. 

Reaction: Long video excerpt of C. Guetté reprimanding the MP, followed by an approving comment from A. 
Pannier-Runacher. The report presents this incident as emblematic of institutional sexism. 

Comparison: No comparable incident involving insults or verbal attacks against male elected officials (or against 
right-wing elected officials) is addressed in the broadcast. 

Asymmetry: The outrage is legitimate in response to this incident, but its exclusive treatment without comparative 
examples creates the impression that this type of behaviour is unidirectional. Asymmetry partially established. 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp: 44:57–45:11 

Triggering event: M. Tondelier accuses unnamed actors of "sabotage attempts" against the primary. 

Presenter's reaction: No request for clarification, no questioning of this serious accusation. 

Comparison: At 43:44, the presenter challenges M. Tondelier's strategy on the primary with insistence. The 
accusation of "sabotage" against third parties is not subjected to the same level of questioning. 

Asymmetry: The presenter questions M. Tondelier's positions on her own strategy but does not question her 
accusations against her opponents. Moderate asymmetry established. 

 

Summary: Selective outrage is present in a moderate manner, mainly in the treatment of sexism (one-sided) and 
in the absence of questioning of M. Tondelier's accusations against her political opponents. 
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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). 

(General knowledge, independent of the transcript) 

[A] Perspective of right-wing and far-right candidates on the 2027 presidential election (RN, LR, Reconquête) 

[B] Perspective of centre candidates (Renaissance, MoDem, Horizons) on the 2027 presidential election 

[C] Critical perspective on the left-wing primary: arguments of those opposed to this primary (PS, LFI) 

[D] Analysis of polls by independent experts critical of the institutes (statisticians, academics) 

[E] Perspective of male victims of political violence or discrimination in politics 

[F] Voices of environmental opponents to mining projects (associations, residents of the Allier) 

[G] Iranian or balanced diplomatic perspective on the conflict in the Strait of Hormuz 

[H] Independent economic analysis of the rise in oil prices and its social consequences 

[I] Testimony from families of French soldiers killed in Lebanon / analysis of the UNIFIL mission 

[J] Perspective of trade unions or consumer associations on railway competition 

[A] OMITTED 

Timestamp: 29:28–50:00 — No RN, Reconquête or right-wing candidate representative is invited or interviewed in 
the extended presidential feature. — Assessment: The perspective of right-wing and far-right parties is entirely 
absent from the political section of the broadcast. 

[B] TOUCHED UPON 

Timestamp: 35:51–36:02 — Quote: "Renaissance, for example, has a fortune of 40 million euros." — Assessment: 
Renaissance is mentioned only from a financial angle, without a representative or programmatic position. 

[C] TOUCHED UPON 

Timestamp: 43:44–44:53 — Quote: "Many left-wing political leaders do not want it." — Assessment: Opposition to 
the primary is raised by the presenter but no representative of LFI or PS is invited to defend this position. 

[D] PARTIALLY ADDRESSED 

Timestamp: 32:45–33:13 — Quote: "In the interviews I conducted with pollsters, they say: 'We are moving away 
from science. We are almost in the realm of craftsmanship.'" — Assessment: A critical sociologist is cited, but 
anonymously and briefly; the response from the Harris Interactive institute takes up more time. 

[E] OMITTED 

Timestamp: 38:08–42:17 — The report on sexism in politics presents no male testimony on discrimination or 
specific difficulties experienced by men in politics. — Assessment: Perspective structurally absent. 

[F] TOUCHED UPON 

Timestamp: 29:14–29:22 — Quote: "But all these projects also have an environmental cost. Wherever they exist, 
opponents denounce the risks of pollution." — Assessment: Mentioned in one sentence, without giving the floor to 
opponents. 

[G] OMITTED 

Timestamp: 09:22–11:41 — The conflict in the Strait of Hormuz is treated exclusively from the American-Western 
point of view; no balanced diplomatic analysis or independent Iranian voice. — Assessment: One-sided framing. 

[H] PARTIALLY ADDRESSED 

Timestamp: 11:44–14:12 — The economic consequences of rising oil prices are illustrated by testimonies from 
travellers, without in-depth independent economic analysis. — Assessment: Superficial treatment. 

[I] ADDRESSED 

Timestamp: 01:04–03:28 — The death of Corporal Girardin is treated with dignity and testimonies. — Assessment: 
Respectful coverage, although without geopolitical analysis of the UNIFIL mission. 

[J] OMITTED 

Timestamp: 14:16–16:41 — The report on Velvet and railway competition does not give the floor to railway unions 
or organised consumer associations. — Assessment: Perspective absent. 
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1. Polling Commission 

1. FUNDING: Public body, funded by the state budget. Placed under the authority of the Council of State. 

2. MANDATE: Oversight of the publication of electoral polls. Compatible with a neutral assessment in theory. 

3. CONFLICT OF INTEREST: The Commission does not publish the data collected ("in the name of trade secrets", 
33:39). Institutional interest in maintaining the legitimacy of the polling system it regulates. 

4. CREDIBILITY MATRIX: 

- D1 Conflict of interest: 0 — Public regulator, but interest in maintaining the status quo 

- D2 Personal risk: +1 — Institution exposed to public criticism 

- D3 Competence: +2 — Recognised legal and technical expertise 

- D4 Consistency: +1 — Constant positions 

- D5 Emotional vs. data: +2 — Factual institutional discourse 

- D6 Source level: 0 — Secondary source (regulator, not data producer) 

- TOTAL: +6 → GREEN LIGHT (with reservation on lack of transparency) 

5. CONTRADICTORY VOICE: A. Léaument (LFI) is cited as a critic, but briefly and without a response from the 
Commission. 

2. Harris Interactive Institute 

1. FUNDING: Private commercial company. Revenue from contracts with media and businesses. 

2. MANDATE: Production of commercial polls. Incompatible with a neutral assessment of its own practices. 

3. CONFLICT OF INTEREST: Direct commercial interest in defending the legitimacy of polls. Major structural 
conflict of interest. 

4. CREDIBILITY MATRIX: 

- D1 Conflict of interest: -2 — Direct commercial interest 

- D2 Personal risk: -1 — No risk in defending one's own company 

- D3 Competence: +2 — Expert in the field 

- D4 Consistency: -1 — Predictable and constant position (corporate defence) 

- D5 Emotional vs. data: 0 — Factual but selective discourse 

- D6 Source level: 0 — Secondary source 

- TOTAL: -2 → YELLOW LIGHT 

5. CONTRADICTORY VOICE: The anonymous sociologist is cited, but with less speaking time and without 
identification. 

3. Survey on sexism in politics (unsourced) 

1. FUNDING: Unknown. 

2. MANDATE: Unknown. 

3. CONFLICT OF INTEREST: Impossible to assess due to lack of identification. 

4. CREDIBILITY MATRIX: 

- D1 Conflict of interest: 0 — Not assessable 

- D2 Personal risk: 0 — Not assessable 

- D3 Competence: 0 — Not assessable 

- D4 Consistency: 0 — Not assessable 

- D5 Emotional vs. data: -1 — Used in an emotional context without verification 

- D6 Source level: -2 — Non-identifiable source (tertiary de facto) 

- TOTAL: -3 → YELLOW/RED LIGHT 

5. CONTRADICTORY VOICE: No comparative study cited. 

IMPORTANT: "Recognised" or "according to a survey" do not constitute factual qualifications. They are social 
attributions that must themselves be verified. 
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Soft facts — 6 qualitative techniques 

 

10. FRAMING 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Definition: How is the subject fundamentally framed? 

Finding 1: 

Timestamp: 29:28–29:53 

Quote  
*"In one year, we will very likely be between the two rounds of the presidential election. Extended 
feature tonight on the issues of this election, as uncertain as it is decisive for the future of 
France."* 

Manipulation: The extended presidential feature is introduced as a balanced panorama ("as uncertain"), but the only 
political guest is a left-wing candidate (EELV). The framing announces a plurality that is not delivered. 

Why problematic: The viewer expects coverage representative of the entire political spectrum; the absence of any 
right-wing or far-right representative in a 20-minute format creates an unannounced structural asymmetry. 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp: 38:00–42:28 

Quote  *"Three women engaged in politics. All have been victims of sexist violence."* 

Manipulation: The report on sexism in politics is framed exclusively as a problem suffered by women, with no 
mention of discrimination or difficulties experienced by men in politics (origins, social class, disability, etc.). 

Why problematic: This framing presents a partial reality as exhaustive, which constitutes an ideological 
simplification presented as a general sociological fact. 

 

Finding 3: 

Timestamp: 09:41–10:05 

Quote  
*"A show of force in Tehran last night. [...] the Iranian regime displays a ballistic missile, as if to 
show that it is ready to resume hostilities. The crowd, whipped into a frenzy, chants slogans 
against the enemy."* 

Manipulation: The Iran–United States conflict is framed from the American-Western point of view: Iran is presented 
as the aggressor ("regime", "crowd whipped into a frenzy"), while the American blockade of Iranian ports is 
presented as a neutral defensive measure. 

Why problematic: This one-sided framing prevents the viewer from understanding Iranian motivations and the 
shared responsibilities in the escalation. 

 

Summary: The framing of the broadcast systematically favours a left-progressive reading on domestic political 
subjects and a pro-Western reading on geopolitical subjects, without these editorial choices being made explicit. 
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11. WORD CHOICE AND TERMINOLOGY 5/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

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

Finding 1: 

Timestamp: 09:47–09:54 

Quote  *"the Iranian regime displays a ballistic missile"* 

Manipulation: The term "regime" is systematically used to refer to the Iranian government, while the United States 
and their allies are referred to by their neutral institutional names ("the American navy", "D. Trump"). 

Why problematic: Neutral alternative: "the Iranian government" or "the Iranian authorities". The asymmetric use of 
"regime" constitutes an implicit value judgement presented as a descriptive fact. 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp: 44:57–45:05 

Quote  
*"The people who are organising the ball of irreconcilable egos are making a grave mistake, 
historically and politically."* 

Manipulation: This formulation by M. Tondelier, particularly aggressive towards her left-wing partners (LFI, PS), is 
cited without the presenter asking for a reformulation or offering a right of reply to the parties targeted. 

Why problematic: By leaving this attack without contradiction or contextualisation, the editorial team implicitly 
validates this negative framing of the other left-wing parties. 

 

Finding 3: 

Timestamp: 45:19–45:26 

Quote  *"There are sabotage attempts."* 

Manipulation: M. Tondelier accuses unnamed actors of "sabotage" of the primary. This term with a strong pejorative 
connotation is used without the presenter asking for clarification or evidence. 

Why problematic: Neutral alternative: "resistance" or "opposition". The term "sabotage" implies a malicious intent 
that has not been demonstrated, presented as a fact. 

 

Summary: The terminology of the broadcast reveals an asymmetry between the treatment of left-wing political 
actors (valorising or neutral language) and those perceived as opponents (loaded language), as well as an 
unquestioned use of polemical formulations. 
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12. PRESENTER BEHAVIOUR 4/10 

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: 43:44–44:53 

Triggering event: M. Tondelier asserts that the primary is "the only solution" for the left, without nuance. 

Quote 
(presenter)  

*"The only solution goes through a primary. It's in trouble. All sorts of initiatives are being set up 
here and there, including by Y. Jadot. Will there really be a primary in October?"* 

Comparison: B. Retailleau (LR), timestamp 36:53–37:06, asserts that members' fees will go "directly into the 
campaign" — no critical follow-up on the financial or programmatic viability of his candidacy. 

Asymmetry: The presenter challenges M. Tondelier's strategy with a certain insistence ("it's in trouble"), which is 
journalistically legitimate. However, the complete absence of any comparable critical follow-up towards B. Retailleau 
or F. Ruffin creates a moderate asymmetry. Asymmetry partially established. 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp: 47:44–47:57 

Triggering event: M. Tondelier declares that she will not vote for J.-L. Mélenchon. 

Quote 
(presenter)  

*"If it were not you who will be a candidate in a year, you will not vote for J.-L. Mélenchon. 
Yesterday, you said this. Is it a definitive and irreconcilable divorce?"* 

Comparison: F. Ruffin, timestamp 35:02–35:36, is presented without any question about his relations with LFI or his 
past controversial positions. 

Asymmetry: The question about Mélenchon is legitimate (recent public statement), but the absence of comparable 
questions about F. Ruffin's alliances or contradictions constitutes a moderate asymmetry. Asymmetry partially 
established. 

 

Finding 3: 

Timestamp: 37:44–37:52 

Triggering event: M. Tondelier develops her proposal for "ecological social security" with quantified data. 

Quote 
(presenter)  

*"All of that will need to be financed..."* 

Comparison: No question about financing is put to F. Ruffin (35:02–35:36) or B. Retailleau (36:43–37:06) regarding 
their respective programmatic proposals. 

Asymmetry: The question about financing is put only to M. Tondelier among the candidates mentioned. However, 
M. Tondelier is the only studio guest, which partially explains this concentration. Asymmetry not fully established — 
different context (live guest vs. report). 
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Summary: The presenter's behaviour is generally professional, with legitimate follow-up questions towards M. 
Tondelier. The asymmetries identified are moderate and partially explicable by the format (sole studio guest), but 
the complete absence of any critical follow-up towards right-wing candidates in the reports creates a structural 
imbalance. 
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13. QUESTION ASYMMETRY 5/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Definition: Questions of differing difficulty/ease depending on the person. 

Asymmetry 1: 

To M. Tondelier, 43:44: "The only solution goes through a primary. It's in trouble. [...] Will there really be a primary in 
October?" — Difficult/critical 

To F. Ruffin, 35:02 (report): No critical question about the viability of his candidacy or his positions. — Absent 

Comparison: M. Tondelier is subjected to questions about the feasibility of her strategy; F. Ruffin is presented 
positively in a report without contradiction. 

 

Asymmetry 2: 

To M. Tondelier, 47:44: "If it were not you who will be a candidate in a year, you will not vote for J.-L. Mélenchon. 
[...] Is it a definitive and irreconcilable divorce?" — Difficult/personal 

To B. Retailleau, 36:43 (report): No question about his controversial positions (immigration, security) or the debts of 
the LR party. — Absent 

Comparison: Difficult questions are concentrated on the left-wing guest; right-wing candidates are not subjected to 
comparable questioning. 

 

Summary: The question asymmetry is structural: M. Tondelier, the sole studio guest, is subjected to legitimately 
critical questions, but no right-wing or far-right candidate is present to receive comparable treatment, which makes 
the overall asymmetry unfavourable to a balanced assessment. 
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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: 33:16–33:41 

Construction: The report on polls presents the criticism of the anonymous sociologist and the defence of Harris 
Interactive as two equivalent perspectives. 

Analysis: This is not a false equivalence in the strict sense, but a misleading equivalence: the critical sociologist 
represents an independent academic perspective, while Harris Interactive defends its own commercial practices. 
These two positions do not have the same epistemic status, but are presented on an equal footing. 

 

Summary: False equivalence is present in a limited manner in the treatment of polls. The broadcast does not 
construct major false equivalences, but sometimes presents positions of different status as comparable. 
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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 is not placed on the agenda? 

Finding 1: 

Agenda item established: The left-wing primary is presented as the central subject of the 2027 presidential election, 
and M. Tondelier as a legitimate and representative candidate. 

Timestamp: 29:28–29:53 — Evidence: "Extended feature tonight on the issues of this election [...] M. Tondelier, who 
will be our guest in a moment." 

Alternative agenda: The rise of the RN (leading opposition force), the candidacies of the centre (Renaissance, 
MoDem) and the programmatic issues of the right should have featured in a format claiming to provide balanced 
coverage of the presidential election. 

 

Finding 2: 

Agenda item established: Sexism in politics is presented as a structural and contemporary problem, illustrated 
exclusively by female testimonies. 

Timestamp: 38:00–42:28 — Evidence: "Three women engaged in politics. All have been victims of sexist violence." 

Alternative agenda: Discrimination experienced by male elected officials from minorities, verbal violence against 
right-wing elected officials, or a comparative international analysis would have enriched the treatment. 

 

Finding 3: 

Agenda item established: The energy transition and lithium mines are presented as an obvious and positive 
necessity ("indispensable for the manufacture of batteries", "energy transition", 28:00–29:14). 

Timestamp: 27:53–29:28 — Evidence: "We need lithium batteries. It is important for the energy transition." 

Alternative agenda: Alternatives to mineral extraction (recycling, sobriety, questioning of the all-electric approach) 
are not mentioned. 

 

Summary: The agenda-setting of the broadcast establishes as unquestioned givens: the centrality of the left in the 
presidential debate, sexism as an exclusively female problem, and the energy transition through mineral extraction 
as an incontestable necessity. These presuppositions structure the entire broadcast without being made explicit. 
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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 6 ●●● 

2 SOURCE SELECTION 6 ●●● 

3 DISTRIBUTION OF SPEAKING TIME 6 ●●● 

4 OMISSIONS (Selective omission) 7 ●●●● 

5 MANIPULATION OF FIGURES 3 ●● 

6 GUILT BY ASSOCIATION 3 ●● 

7 TEMPORALITY (Strategic placement) 5 ●●● 

8 SELECTIVE OUTRAGE 4 ●● 

9 COMPLETENESS 6 ●●● 

10 FRAMING 6 ●●● 

11 WORD CHOICE AND TERMINOLOGY 5 ●●● 

12 PRESENTER BEHAVIOUR 4 ●● 

13 QUESTION ASYMMETRY 5 ●●● 

14 FALSE EQUIVALENCE 3 ●● 

15 AGENDA-SETTING 7 ●●●● 

 

HARD FACTS SCORE (1-8) 5.8/10 Significant imbalance 

 

SOFT FACTS SCORE (9-14) 6.0/10 Significant imbalance 

 

OVERALL SCORE 5.9/10 Significant imbalance 

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 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. 

 

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. 

Violation 1: 

Standard: Law 86-1067 Art. 43-11 — Principle of pluralism 

Constitutive fact: In a 20-minute format dedicated to the 2027 presidential election, France 2 exclusively invites a 
candidate representing approximately 5% of voting intentions (M. Tondelier, EELV), without a representative of the RN 
(leading opposition force, ~30% in polls), LFI (~15%), PS (~10%) or Renaissance (~20%). 

Evidence: Timestamp 29:28–50:00 — Quote: "The ecologist M. Tondelier is the guest of the 8 p.m. news." (00:49) — 
No other political representative invited to the studio. 

Assessment: This imbalance in the representation of political forces constitutes a breach of the principle of fairness 
defined by ARCOM and the pluralism obligations of Art. 43-11, which requires public audiovisual services to 
guarantee the pluralist expression of currents of thought and opinion. 

Violation 2: 

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

Constitutive fact: The report on campaign financing mentions the "2 rejections from French banks" for the RN (37:13–
37:32) without providing the legal context (previous court decisions, comparable practices of other parties), creating 
an impression of legitimate marginalisation without verifiable factual basis. 

Evidence: Timestamp 37:13–37:32 — Quote: "The RN, for example, wants to borrow 10 million, but the problem is: 
already 2 rejections from French banks." 

Assessment: The presentation of this information without comparative context or legal explanation constitutes a 
breach of the principle of honesty and rigour in the presentation of information, liable to mislead the viewer about the 
RN's actual situation. 

Violation 3: 

Standard: Law 86-1067 Art. 43-11 — Principle of independence and rigour 

Constitutive fact: Unsourced statistics are used to support ideological arguments ("According to a survey conducted 
among 2,000 women in politics, 3 out of 4 elected women declare they have already been victims of sexism", 42:17–
42:27), without indication of the commissioner, methodology or date. 

Evidence: Timestamp 42:17–42:27 — Quote reproduced above. 

Assessment: The use of unsourced statistics in a news broadcast of a public audiovisual service constitutes a breach 
of the principle of rigour in the presentation of information, which requires the verification and identification of sources. 

Overall assessment Law 86-1067 Art. 43-11 

The 22 April 2026 broadcast of France 2 presents three documented breaches of the requirements of Law 86-1067 
Art. 43-11: a breach of pluralism (absence of major opposition forces in the presidential format), a breach of honesty 
(treatment of RN financing without context), and a breach of rigour (unsourced statistics). These breaches, taken 
individually, could be qualified as editorial errors; taken together, they reveal a structural editorial bias favourable to 
the ecological left that exceeds the threshold of mere journalistic imperfection. They are sufficiently documented and 
timestamped to justify a referral to ARCOM under the control of political pluralism in public audiovisual media, in 
accordance with the provisions of Art. 43-11 and ARCOM's recommendations on fairness in political speaking time. 

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

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 30 

 

1. Polling Commission 

1. FUNDING: Public body, funded by the state budget. Placed under the authority of the Council of State. 

2. MANDATE: Oversight of the publication of electoral polls. Compatible with a neutral assessment in theory. 

3. CONFLICT OF INTEREST: The Commission does not publish the data collected ("in the name of trade secrets", 
33:39). Institutional interest in maintaining the legitimacy of the polling system it regulates. 

4. CREDIBILITY MATRIX: 

D1 Conflict of interest: 0 — Public regulator, but interest in maintaining the status quo 
D2 Personal risk: +1 — Institution exposed to public criticism 
D3 Competence: +2 — Recognised legal and technical expertise 
D4 Consistency: +1 — Constant positions 
D5 Emotional vs. data: +2 — Factual institutional discourse 
D6 Source level: 0 — Secondary source (regulator, not data producer) 

•  TOTAL: +6 → GREEN LIGHT (with reservation on lack of transparency) 

5. CONTRADICTORY VOICE: A. Léaument (LFI) is cited as a critic, but briefly and without a response from the 
Commission. 

2. Harris Interactive Institute 

1. FUNDING: Private commercial company. Revenue from contracts with media and businesses. 

2. MANDATE: Production of commercial polls. Incompatible with a neutral assessment of its own practices. 

3. CONFLICT OF INTEREST: Direct commercial interest in defending the legitimacy of polls. Major structural 
conflict of interest. 

4. CREDIBILITY MATRIX: 

D1 Conflict of interest: -2 — Direct commercial interest 
D2 Personal risk: -1 — No risk in defending one's own company 
D3 Competence: +2 — Expert in the field 
D4 Consistency: -1 — Predictable and constant position (corporate defence) 
D5 Emotional vs. data: 0 — Factual but selective discourse 
D6 Source level: 0 — Secondary source 

•  TOTAL: -2 → YELLOW LIGHT 

5. CONTRADICTORY VOICE: The anonymous sociologist is cited, but with less speaking time and without 
identification. 

3. Survey on sexism in politics (unsourced) 

1. FUNDING: Unknown. 

2. MANDATE: Unknown. 

3. CONFLICT OF INTEREST: Impossible to assess due to lack of identification. 

4. CREDIBILITY MATRIX: 

D1 Conflict of interest: 0 — Not assessable 
D2 Personal risk: 0 — Not assessable 
D3 Competence: 0 — Not assessable 
D4 Consistency: 0 — Not assessable 
D5 Emotional vs. data: -1 — Used in an emotional context without verification 
D6 Source level: -2 — Non-identifiable source (tertiary de facto) 

•  TOTAL: -3 → YELLOW/RED LIGHT 

5. CONTRADICTORY VOICE: No comparative study cited. 

IMPORTANT: "Recognised" or "according to a survey" do not constitute factual qualifications. They are social 
attributions that must themselves be verified. 

Analysis carried out in accordance with methodology Version 2.7-detail, principles K5+K13 (documentation of the 
triggering event). All timestamps and quotes are taken from the transcript provided. The scores reflect an 
independent analytical assessment and do not constitute a judgement on the editorial intentions of France 2. 
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Source credibility traffic light: 

Source D1 D2 D3 D4 D5 D6 Total Signal 

Polling Commission 0 +1 +2 +1 +2 0 ? ? 

Harris Interactive 
Institute 

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

Survey on sexism in 
politics (unsourced) 

0 0 0 0 -1 -2 ? ? 

 

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 whether a specific broadcast complies 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 format logic. 

 

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 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, 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. 

Speaking time rules 

•  Three-thirds rule abolished in 2017 

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

•  ARCOM publishes monthly speaking time 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. Council of State (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 membership fees 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 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 playing 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.  
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 a 
frame chosen by someone else. 
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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 a body 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 body supposed to protect citizens mainly protects the system it is 
supposed 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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