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FRANCE TV DETAILED ANALYSIS 

2026-04-23_C-dans-l'air_Blocus contre blocus... Qui cedera le premier -.qsm 

Broadcast: 2026-04-23  |  Analysed on: 2026-05-12 13:56 

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

 

OVERALL 
SCORE 

4.9/10 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) 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) 

+1 19:56 "E. Macron wishes to launch an appeal for freedom of navigation" — 
Programmatic position (pro-European, European sovereignty) correctly mentioned; 
France's role presented positively without critical analysis. 

RN (Le Pen) 0 Party not mentioned in the broadcast — geopolitical topic with no direct link to RN 
positions. 

LFI (Mélenchon) 0 Party not mentioned — geopolitical topic with no direct link to LFI positions (although 
LFI has positions on foreign policy and international law). 

PS (Socialists) 0 Party not mentioned. 

LR (Republicans) 0 Party not mentioned. 

EELV (Greens) 0 Party not mentioned — although EELV has positions on international law and armed 
conflicts. 

PCF 
(Communists) 

0 Party not mentioned. 

 

Score legend: +5 = programmatic positions correctly and completely represented / 0 = party/topic absent from the 
broadcast / -5 = programmatic positions actively distorted or misrepresented 

Summary of partisan bias 

•  Most accurate representation: Renaissance (Macron), score +1 — France's and Macron's role mentioned 
positively and correctly. 

•  Strongest distortion: No identifiable French partisan distortion — the broadcast concerns American, Iranian and 
international foreign policy, not French domestic politics. 

•  Average deviation from 0: 0.1 (near-zero on the French partisan axis) 

•  Conclusion: The broadcast does not exhibit any identifiable French partisan bias, which is consistent with its 
subject matter (international geopolitical crisis). The identified bias is geopolitical in nature (Atlanticism) and not 
partisan in the sense of French domestic politics. 

Overall left-right tendency 

TENDENCY SCORE: -0.8 

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

CLASSIFICATION: Slightly favourable to the right 

Justification: The broadcast displays a slight right-Atlanticist tendency, driven primarily by the presence of I. Lasserre 
(Le Figaro, liberal right) as the most assertive contributor, by the framing favourable to American and Israeli military 
pressure policy, and by the absence of left-wing critical voices on questions of international law and humanitarian 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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impact. This tendency is moderate and does not constitute a strong structural bias; it reflects the composition of the 
panel more than deliberately oriented editorial choices. 
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CHAPTER 2 — BROADCAST INFORMATION AND THEMATIC FRAMEWORK 

 

Broadcast data 

•  Title: C dans l'air 

•  Date (based on content): Spring 2025 (references to midterm elections "in 6 months", the ongoing Iran-United 
States war, the recent ceasefire) 

•  Duration (estimated from transcript): approximately 63 minutes 

•  Host: C. Roux 

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

Person Function Party/Affiliation Political spectrum 

L. Menget Senior reporter, specialist 
in international relations 

Media not specified Centre / Atlanticist 

I. Lasserre Diplomatic correspondent, 
Le Figaro, specialist in 
strategy and geopolitics 

Le Figaro (liberal right) Centre-right / Atlanticist 

L. Nardon Researcher, head of 
Americas programme, IFRI 

Public research institute Centre / Institutional 

A. Bellanger Editorialist, franceinfo TV, 
specialist in international 
affairs 

France Télévisions / Radio 
France 

Centre-left / Atlanticist 

C. Bouleau Section editor, Challenges Liberal economic press Centre-right economic 

 

Main topic 

The military-economic crisis around the Strait of Hormuz — confrontation between the United States and Iran, naval 
blockade, global economic consequences and the role of third powers (China, Russia, Israel). 

Context of the discussion in the world 

The war between Israel and Iran, triggered in a context of nuclear and regional tensions, led to a blockade of the Strait 
of Hormuz by Iran, to which the United States is responding with a naval counter-blockade. Approximately 20% of the 
world's oil transits through this strait. The crisis is destabilising the global economy, particularly air transport and 
China's energy supplies. Negotiations between Washington and Tehran are at a standstill, while Israel is awaiting 
American approval for a decisive strike. China and Russia are quietly supporting Iran without direct engagement, 
creating a situation of precarious balance. The international debate concerns the sustainability of international 
maritime law and the recomposition of the global geopolitical order. 

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 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Definition: Who speaks as an expert? 

Expert 1: I. Lasserre — Diplomatic correspondent, Le Figaro* 

Timestamp: 05:23 

Statement: "I think we are still at war. I don't see this as neither war nor peace." 

Contextualisation: Journalist specialising in defence and geopolitical issues, affiliated with Le Figaro, a centre-right 
to right-wing daily. Positions generally Atlanticist and pro-Israeli in her published analyses. 

Missing contradictory voice: An analyst specialising in Iranian diplomacy or a Middle East expert from a non-
Atlanticist think tank (e.g. CEIP, Quincy Institute). 

 

In-depth source verification: 

(a) FUNDING: Le Figaro is owned by the Dassault group (defence industry). Potential conflict of interest on 
questions of armament and military policy. 

(b) MANDATE: Opinion and analysis journalist; her mandate is compatible with the expression of clear-cut positions 
but not necessarily with analytical neutrality. 

(c) CREDIBILITY MATRIX (Source traffic light, 6 dimensions, -2 to +2): 

D1 Conflict of interest: -1 — Affiliation with a press group linked to the defence industry 
D2 Personal risk: +1 — Field correspondent, real professional exposure 
D3 Disciplinary competence: +2 — Recognised specialist in strategic affairs 
D4 Consistency of positions: +1 — Positions consistent with her previous publications 
D5 Emotionalisation vs. data: -1 — Uses moral qualifiers ("abominable", "astounding") 
D6 Source level: 0 — Secondary source (journalistic analysis) 

•  TOTAL: +2 → AMBER LIGHT 

(c) PROFESSIONAL COMPETENCE: Her analysis is presented as neutral expertise while reflecting an identifiable 
editorial line. 

Expert 2: L. Nardon — IFRI researcher, head of Americas programme 

Timestamp: 07:21 

Statement: "We are dealing with a textbook case of asymmetric warfare." 

Contextualisation: The IFRI (French Institute of International Relations) is a French public think tank, funded in part 
by the Ministry of Foreign Affairs and private companies including defence groups. 

Missing contradictory voice: A researcher from a think tank independent of state funding or a university institute not 
linked to sovereign ministries. 

 

In-depth source verification: 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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(a) FUNDING: IFRI receives public funding (MFA, Ministry of Defence) and private funding (CAC 40 companies, 
defence groups). Structural conflict of interest on questions of French foreign policy. 

(b) MANDATE: Research in international relations; mandate compatible with analysis but not entirely independent 
of French foreign policy orientations. 

(c) CREDIBILITY MATRIX: 

D1 Conflict of interest: -1 — Partial funding by state actors and defence industry 
D2 Personal risk: +1 — Institutional researcher, moderate exposure 
D3 Disciplinary competence: +2 — Specialist in the Americas and international relations 
D4 Consistency of positions: +1 — Consistent and nuanced analysis in the broadcast 
D5 Emotionalisation vs. data: +1 — Mostly factual, some value judgements 
D6 Source level: +1 — Partial primary source (academic research) 

•  TOTAL: +5 → GREEN LIGHT (borderline) 

(c) PROFESSIONAL COMPETENCE: Presented as an independent researcher without mention of partial funding 
by state actors. 

Expert 3: A. Bellanger — Editorialist, franceinfo TV 

Timestamp: 03:23 

Statement: "The challenge of this period of neither war nor peace is the time available to each side." 

Contextualisation: Editorialist for a French public broadcaster (France Télévisions / Radio France). Structurally 
belongs to the same entity that produces the broadcast itself. 

Missing contradictory voice: An editorialist from an independent media outlet or a different editorial line. 

 

In-depth source verification: 

(a) FUNDING: France Télévisions / Radio France — public funding. Structural conflict of interest: the expert belongs 
to the same entity as the broadcast. 

(b) MANDATE: Opinion editorialist; his mandate is explicitly that of expressing a perspective, not of neutrality. 

(c) CREDIBILITY MATRIX: 

D1 Conflict of interest: -2 — Belongs to the same entity as the broadcast (France Télévisions) 
D2 Personal risk: 0 — Protected employee of the public broadcasting sector 
D3 Disciplinary competence: +1 — International journalistic experience 
D4 Consistency of positions: +1 — Positions consistent in the broadcast 
D5 Emotionalisation vs. data: 0 — Mix of analysis and opinion 
D6 Source level: -1 — Tertiary source (commentary on commentary) 

•  TOTAL: -1 → AMBER LIGHT 

(c) PROFESSIONAL COMPETENCE: Presented as an external expert while being an employee of the same public 
entity as the broadcast. 

Missing expert groups: 

•  Expert in international law of the sea (UNCLOS/IMO) 

•  Economist specialising in oil markets and effects on developing countries 

•  Analyst or diplomat specialising in non-Western Iranian foreign policy 

 

Source credibility traffic light: 

Source D1 D2 D3 D4 D5 D6 Total Signal 

I. Lasserre — Diplomatic 
correspondent, Le Figaro 

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

L. Nardon — IFRI 
researcher, head of 
Americas programme 

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

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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Summary (matrix result by expert): 

•  I. Lasserre: AMBER LIGHT (+2) — Real expertise, identifiable editorial conflict of interest 

•  L. Nardon: GREEN LIGHT borderline (+5) — Solid competence, institutional funding to be noted 

•  A. Bellanger: AMBER LIGHT (-1) — Structural conflict of interest (same entity as the broadcast) 

Source credibility traffic light: 

Source D1 D2 D3 D4 D5 D6 Total Signal 

A. Bellanger — 
Editorialist, franceinfo TV 

-2 0 +1 +1 0 -1 ? ? 
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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: Washington Post (leak from a classified presentation to Congress) 

Timestamp: 06:49 — Statement: "According to the 'Washington Post', citing leaks from a classified presentation to 
the US Congress, the Pentagon estimates that demining Hormuz could take 6 months." 

(a) Funding and structure: Owned by Jeff Bezos (Amazon). American private media. 

(b) Structural conflict of interest: Unverifiable classified source, relayed by an American private media outlet 
close to Washington power circles. 

(c) Missing contradictory source: Independent expert in naval demining or IMO representative. 

Secondary source presented as established factual data. 

 

Source 2: Iranian state television (assault footage) 

Timestamp: 10:48 — Statement: "These images are broadcast and commented on state television." 

(a) Funding: Iranian state — official propaganda source. 

(b) Conflict of interest: Obvious interest in broadcasting images demonstrating a show of force. 

(c) Missing contradictory source: Independent images or testimonies of the same event. 

The source is correctly identified as "state television" but its images are used without critical analysis of their 
staging. 

 

Source 3: Statements from the US Congress (disappearances of scientists) 

Timestamp: 51:23 — Statement: "The FBI is launching an investigation and politicians too. Congress is concerned 
about a possible espionage and targeted elimination operation." 

(a) Funding: American public institution. 

(b) Conflict of interest: Congress has an institutional interest in dramatising threats to national security in a context 
of Sino-American rivalry. 

(c) Missing contradictory source: Criminologist or statistician specialising in disappearances in the United States 
to contextualise the figures. 

 

Summary: The sources used are predominantly American and Western (Pentagon via Washington Post, US 
Congress, Iranian state television used as illustration). No independent non-Western source is cited for the main 
facts. 

 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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3. DISTRIBUTION OF SPEAKING TIME 4/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Definition: Distribution of speaking time among the different positions. 

Estimated speaking time: 

•  L. Menget: approximately 10 min. (16%) 

•  I. Lasserre: approximately 10 min. (16%) 

•  L. Nardon: approximately 8 min. (13%) 

•  A. Bellanger: approximately 10 min. (16%) 

•  C. Bouleau: approximately 4 min. (6%) 

•  C. Roux (host): approximately 12 min. (19%) 

•  Reports / video clips: approximately 9 min. (14%) 

Summary: The distribution among the four main experts is relatively balanced. The absence of contradictory 
voices (Iranian perspective, Global South, international law) means that speaking time is equitably distributed 
within a homogeneous panel, which does not compensate for the deficit in pluralism. 
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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 mention of Iranian civilian casualties from the Israeli and American strikes during the preceding 40 days 
of war. 

Relevant at: 05:33 (I. Lasserre mentions "a high-intensity war for 40 days") 

Effect: The human toll of the war is entirely absent, which dehumanises the conflict and reduces it to a strategic 
game between powers. 

 

Omission 2: 

Context: Total absence of the position of the UN, the IAEA and international mediation organisations on the conflict. 

Relevant at: 14:08 (meeting of 30 countries in London to protect navigation) 

Effect: The multilateral management of the conflict is reduced to a Western coalition, obscuring existing UN 
mechanisms. 

 

Omission 3: 

Context: The impact of the blockade on oil-importing countries of the Global South (India, Pakistan, sub-Saharan 
Africa) is never mentioned. 

Relevant at: 23:00 (C. Bouleau on economic consequences) 

Effect: The crisis is presented as a Western problem (European airlines, American pump prices), rendering the most 
vulnerable populations invisible. 

 

Summary: The most significant omissions concern the humanitarian dimension of the conflict, multilateral 
resolution mechanisms and the impact on the Global South. These absences construct an exclusively strategic 
and Western-centric view of the conflict. 

 

Missing voices 

•  Expert in international law of the sea (UNCLOS specialist jurist): Would have provided a precise analysis of 
potential violations of the Montego Bay Convention by all parties. 

•  Economist specialising in developing countries: Would have documented the impact of the oil shock on the most 
vulnerable African and Asian economies. 

•  Representative of the Iranian opposition in exile (e.g. National Council of Resistance of Iran): Would have provided 
a non-governmental Iranian perspective on the negotiations and the domestic situation. 

•  Representative of the IMO (International Maritime Organization): Would have shed light on mechanisms for 
protecting seafarers and international demining procedures. 

•  Diplomat or analyst specialising in Gulf-Iran mediation (Oman, Qatar): Would have presented regional negotiation 
channels often ignored by Western media. 

•  Economist specialising in oil markets: Would have contextualised the barrel price figures (100 dollars) with 
comparative historical data. 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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•  Representative of a humanitarian NGO active in Iran: Would have documented the concrete consequences of the 
blockade on Iranian civilian populations. 

•  Expert in nuclear proliferation (IAEA or independent think tank): Would have provided a technical analysis of the 
Iranian nuclear programme, distinct from American and Israeli political positions. 
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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: 21:55 

Figure: "There is unemployment approaching 40%" (L. Menget, on Iran) 

Missing context: No source cited, no distinction between official and real unemployment, no historical comparison. 
The figure of 40% is well above official Iranian data (approximately 10-12%) and independent estimates (20-25% 
including underemployment). 

Effect: Potential exaggeration of Iranian economic fragility to reinforce the thesis of imminent collapse. 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp: 07:00 

Figure: "The Pentagon estimates that demining Hormuz could take 6 months" 

Missing context: Source cited as "leak from a classified presentation" via the Washington Post — unverifiable 
secondary source. No independent expert in naval demining is cited to confirm or qualify. 

Effect: A figure of classified and unverifiable origin is presented as established factual data. 

 

Summary: Two significant figures are used without rigorous sourcing. The Iranian unemployment figure of 40% is 
particularly problematic as it appears overestimated and unsourced. 
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6. GUILT BY ASSOCIATION (Guilt by association) 4/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Definition: Discrediting by association with negative groups or ideas. 

Association 1: 

Timestamp: 49:52 

Quote  
*"which allegedly host information about UFOs and extraterrestrials, if one is to believe the 
conspiracy sphere"* 

Technique: The expression "conspiracy sphere" is used to pre-emptively disqualify any hypothesis about the 
McCasland base, without prior factual verification. 

Effect: Anyone taking an interest in these disappearances is implicitly associated with conspiracy theory, which 
closes the debate before the FBI investigation. 

 

Verification for persons labelled as "conspiracy theorists" or similar: 

•  The researcher Lisa (mentioned at 50:48): was working on anti-gravity space technologies, received threats 
according to her testimony. 

•  Does she work with verifiable primary sources? UNCERTAIN (unconventional research field) 

•  Are her claims falsifiable? PARTIALLY 

•  Personal risk: stated she received death threats — risk > potential gain 

•  Tone: emotional in the presented excerpt 

•  CATEGORY B — Borderline case (partially documented, partially speculative) 

•  IMPORTANT: The label "conspiracy sphere" in the report is an editorial framing, not a factual demonstration. It 
cannot serve as proof of category C. 

Association 2: 

Timestamp: 56:37 

Quote  *"All conspiracy theorists rely on a kernel of truth"* (A. Bellanger) 

Technique: Rhetorical concession that maintains the label "conspiracy theorist" while acknowledging a factual basis 
(Israeli campaign to eliminate Iranian nuclear scientists). 

Effect: The acknowledgement of the kernel of truth is immediately neutralised by the maintenance of the 
disqualifying label. 

 

Summary (category attribution with matrix justification): 

•  Lisa (anti-gravity researcher): Category B — Borderline case, personal testimony with real personal risk, 
unconventional field but not falsified by the broadcast. 

•  Hypothesis of Chinese espionage on scientists: Category B — Partially documented (ongoing FBI investigation, 
Congressional statements), presented as "folklore" without awaiting the conclusions of the investigation. 
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7. TEMPORALITY (Timing) 4/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

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

Finding 1: 

Position: 00:06 (beginning) 

Content: "the war of images, the spectacular one of the Iranians storming an Italian-Swiss vessel" 

Temporality effect: Opening the broadcast with images of an Iranian assault immediately establishes Iran as an 
aggressive actor. This initial framing conditions the reception of the entire debate. 

 

Finding 2: 

Position: 47:51 (middle-end) 

Content: Report on missing American scientists and the Chinese threat 

Temporality effect: The introduction of a secondary topic (disappearances of scientists) in the middle of the 
broadcast, after the main debate on Iran, creates an implicit association between China, espionage and threats to 
American national security, reinforcing the anti-Chinese framing. 

 

Summary: The placement of topics follows a narrative logic consistent with the Atlanticist framing of the broadcast: 
Iranian aggression at the opening, Chinese threat in development, economic pressure on Trump in conclusion. 
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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 ones. 

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: 41:20 

Triggering event: I. Lasserre claims that Putin is providing information to the Iranians "to kill Americans" and that 
Trump "says nothing". 

Reaction: "I find that absolutely astounding" (I. Lasserre) — no follow-up from the host asking for a source or 
nuance. 

Comparison: At 04:48, A. Bellanger claims that the Americans are "getting ahead" tactically — the host validates 
without asking for a source either. 

Asymmetry: Moderate — I. Lasserre's outrage towards Trump/Putin is not challenged, but statements favourable to 
the United States are not challenged either. The asymmetry lies in the absence of critical follow-up in both cases, 
with a slight tendency to validate Atlanticist positions. 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp: 32:37 

Triggering event: I. Lasserre describes the Iranian regime as "abominable" and as one that "massacres its 
population". 

Reaction: No follow-up from the host. 

Comparison: At 48:51, the report describes certain hypotheses as belonging to the "conspiracy sphere" — no 
follow-up either. 

Asymmetry: Not clearly demonstrable according to K5+K13 — the absence of follow-up is symmetrical for charged 
qualifiers in both directions. 

 

Summary: Selective outrage is moderate and difficult to demonstrate rigorously according to the K5+K13 principle. 
The main tendency is a general absence of critical follow-up in response to charged statements, regardless of 
their direction, with a slight asymmetry in favour of Atlanticist positions. 
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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 and position of Tehran's negotiators 

- [B] Perspective of Gulf countries (Saudi Arabia, United Arab Emirates, Oman) as potential mediators 

- [C] Perspective of seafarers and shipowners blocked in the strait (direct human impact) 

- [D] Economic perspective of oil-importing countries of the Global South (India, South-East Asia) 

- [E] International legal perspective — law of the sea, Montego Bay Convention, role of the IMO 

- [F] Perspective of humanitarian organisations on Iranian civilian populations 

- [G] Perspective of experts in de-escalation and preventive diplomacy (UN, IAEA) 

- [H] Perspective of economists on the long-term effects on global inflation and poor countries 

- [I] Critical perspective on Israeli foreign policy and its regime change objectives 

- [J] Perspective of Iranian opponents in exile and Iranian civil society 

[A] TOUCHED UPON 

Timestamp: 12:46 — Quote: "Our enemy remains untrustworthy, continues to break its promises" (Iranian 
spokesperson, video clip) — Assessment: The Iranian position is present only via a state propaganda clip, without 
contradictory analysis or independent Iranian voice. 

 

[B] PARTIALLY COVERED 

Timestamp: 58:54 — Quote: "There are also the United Arab Emirates which may have conducted the last round 
of strikes against Iran" — Assessment: The Gulf countries are mentioned as military actors but not as mediators; 
their diplomatic role is absent. 

 

[C] COVERED 

Timestamp: 13:12 — Quote: "The paralysis also weighs on the morale of the 20,000 sailors still blocked in the 
Strait of Hormuz" — Assessment: The human dimension of the seafarers is briefly addressed via a report, without 
further development. 

 

[D] ABSENT 

Timestamp: — — Quote: — — Assessment: The impact on Global South countries (India, Africa, South-East 
Asia) is never mentioned; only China is treated as an importing power. 

 

[E] TOUCHED UPON 

Timestamp: 20:25 — Quote: "These straits are governed by the Montego Bay Convention" — Assessment: The 
convention is mentioned in passing by A. Bellanger without in-depth legal analysis or an expert in international 
law. 

 

[F] ABSENT 

Timestamp: — — Quote: — — Assessment: The humanitarian consequences for the Iranian civilian population 
(40% unemployment, shortages) are mentioned as a strategic argument but never treated from a humanitarian 
angle. 

 

[G] ABSENT 

Timestamp: — — Quote: — — Assessment: No representative of the UN, the IAEA or mediation organisations is 
cited or invited. 
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[H] PARTIALLY COVERED 

Timestamp: 23:00 — Quote: "Air transport is a sector directly impacted by the rise in oil prices" — Assessment: 
The economic impact is treated through the lens of Western airlines; the effects on vulnerable economies of the 
South are absent. 

 

[I] TOUCHED UPON 

Timestamp: 30:05 — Quote: "For the Israelis, it is an existential threat" — Assessment: Israel's regime change 
policy is presented as legitimate without a structured critical voice. 

 

[J] ABSENT 

Timestamp: — — Quote: — — Assessment: No voice from the Iranian opposition in exile or from Iranian civil 
society is present. 

 

### Completeness score: 4/10 

 

Justification: The broadcast correctly covers the military-strategic and Western economic dimension, but 
systematically ignores Global South perspectives, humanitarian perspectives, in-depth legal perspectives and 
unofficial Iranian perspectives. Four out of ten perspectives are entirely absent, and only three are touched upon. 
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Soft facts — 6 qualitative techniques 

 

10. FRAMING (Framing) 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Definition: How is the topic fundamentally framed? 

Finding 1: 

Timestamp: 00:06 

Quote  
*"In the naval battle, it is time for the war of images, the spectacular one of the Iranians storming 
an Italian-Swiss vessel that allegedly tried to force the strait"* 

Manipulation: The initial framing presents Iran as an active aggressor ("storming") and civilian vessels as passive 
victims, without mentioning the context of the pre-existing American blockade. 

Why problematic: The viewer immediately receives a narrative frame in which Iran is the offensive actor, which 
orients the interpretation of the entire broadcast before any debate. 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp: 19:10 

Quote  *"We are witnessing the driving of a new nail into the coffin of the liberal international order"* 

Manipulation: The international order is presented as intrinsically "liberal" and Western, with its questioning implicitly 
presented as a regression. 

Why problematic: This framing excludes Global South perspectives that legitimately contest this order as an 
instrument of Western domination; no counterpart is invited. 

 

Finding 3: 

Timestamp: 32:37 

Quote  *"This abominable theocratic regime that massacres its population"* 

Manipulation: Absolute moral qualification of the Iranian regime by I. Lasserre, unchallenged by the host, presented 
as an established fact rather than a political position. 

Why problematic: This formulation transforms a political judgement into a factual truth, closing the space for any 
nuanced analysis of Iranian internal dynamics. 

 

Summary: The broadcast systematically frames the conflict from an Atlanticist and Western perspective, 
presenting the liberal international order as a legitimate norm and Iran as a deviant actor. This framing is never 
challenged by an interlocutor outside this consensus. 
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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: 32:37 

Quote  *"This abominable theocratic regime that massacres its population"* 

Manipulation: The term "abominable" is an emotional, non-factual qualifier. 

Why problematic: Neutral alternative: "this authoritarian regime that represses its opposition". The chosen term 
belongs to the moral register rather than the analytical one, which is inappropriate in a journalistic information 
context. 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp: 28:55 

Quote  *"We are in a 'TACO' situation, 'Trump always chickens out'"* 

Manipulation: L. Nardon uses a pejorative English-language acronym to characterise Trump's policy, without the 
host asking for nuance or a source. 

Why problematic: Neutral alternative: "Trump tends to soften his positions under pressure". The expression 
"chickens out" is a character judgement, not a political analysis. 

 

Finding 3: 

Timestamp: 48:51 

Quote  
*"It's serious. I don't know. Is it a coincidence?"* (Trump quoted) — then: *"if one is to believe the 
conspiracy sphere"* 

Manipulation: The term "conspiracy sphere" is used to a priori disqualify certain hypotheses about the 
disappearance of scientists, before any factual verification. 

Why problematic: Neutral alternative: "according to certain unverified theories". The term "conspiracy" is a social 
label that closes the debate rather than opening it. 

 

Summary: The vocabulary of the broadcast is generally professional but contains several unchallenged emotional 
qualifiers, particularly concerning Iran and Trump, which orient the viewer's perception. 
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12. HOST BEHAVIOUR 3/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

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

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

Finding 1: 

Timestamp: 06:46 

Triggering event: I. Lasserre emphasises the importance of mines in the strait. 

Quote (host)  *"You are right to point that out."* 

Comparison: At 08:33, L. Menget partially contradicts this analysis ("This mine story is a bit of a red herring") — 
Host's reaction: neutral follow-up, without similar validation. 

Asymmetry: Slight — explicit validation ("you are right") is granted to I. Lasserre but not to L. Menget for a 
comparable statement. However, the gap remains limited and non-systematic. 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp: 32:37 

Triggering event: I. Lasserre describes the Iranian regime as "an abominable theocratic regime that massacres its 
population". 

Quote (host)  Absence of critical follow-up or request for nuance. 

Comparison: At 28:55, L. Nardon uses the expression "TACO" to characterise Trump — the host does not follow up 
either. Asymmetry not clearly established on this specific point. 

Asymmetry: Not clearly demonstrable according to the K5+K13 principle — both charged formulations pass without 
critical follow-up. 

 

Finding 3: 

Timestamp: 41:20 

Triggering event: I. Lasserre claims that Putin "gives information to the Iranians to kill Americans" and that "Trump 
says nothing". 

Quote (host)  No follow-up, no request for a source or nuance. 

Comparison: At 04:48, A. Bellanger claims that the Americans are "getting ahead" tactically — the host validates: 
"There is some cleverness there." Slight asymmetry: statements favourable to the United States receive validation, 
while critical statements about Trump do not receive contradictory follow-up. 

Asymmetry: Moderate — not systematic but recurring. 
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Summary: The host adopts an overall professional and fair approach. The identified asymmetries are slight and do 
not constitute a demonstrable structural bias according to the K5+K13 principle; they reflect an implicit consensus 
among contributors more than a deliberate orientation on the part of the host. 
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13. QUESTION ASYMMETRY 3/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

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

Asymmetry 1: 

To L. Menget, 57:14: "It's not easy to know the real situation" — open, neutral question. 

To I. Lasserre, 05:23: "It's 'who will be first'" — validating reformulation of the contributor's thesis. 

Comparison: The host reformulates and validates I. Lasserre's theses more frequently than she does for other 
contributors, without this constituting a demonstrable structural asymmetry. 

 

Asymmetry 2: 

To L. Nardon, 28:55: The researcher uses the expression "TACO" to characterise Trump — no request for a source 
or nuance from the host. 

To A. Bellanger, 43:04: "The American show of force doesn't work with China?" — slightly contradictory question. 

Comparison: Critical statements about Trump are not subject to follow-up as systematic as statements about Iran or 
China. 

 

Summary: Question asymmetries are limited and do not constitute a major structural bias. The host asks broadly 
equivalent questions to all contributors, with a slight tendency to validate I. Lasserre's analyses. 
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14. FALSE EQUIVALENCE (False balance) 3/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Definition: Artificial balance despite a real imbalance. 

Finding 1: 

Timestamp: 01:45 

Construction: "It's neither war nor peace" (L. Menget) — presented as a balanced analysis between two positions. 

Analysis: This formulation creates a false symmetry between a global military superpower (United States) and a 
regional power under blockade (Iran). L. Nardon partially corrects this at 07:25 by speaking of "asymmetric warfare", 
but the formula "neither war nor peace" remains the dominant framework of the broadcast. 

 

Summary: False equivalence is limited in this broadcast. The contributors generally acknowledge the power 
asymmetry between the United States and Iran. The score is low because this bias is partially corrected by the 
contributors themselves. 
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15. AGENDA-SETTING 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Definition: What is considered normal/self-evident? What does not enter the agenda? 

Finding 1: 

Established agenda item: Freedom of navigation as a universal principle defended by the West is presented as a 
legitimate and unquestionable norm. 

Timestamp: 19:22 — Evidence: "What Isabelle is describing is the end of freedom of navigation, which is a principle 
upheld by the international system we have known" 

Alternative agenda: Freedom of navigation has historically served the interests of dominant maritime powers; Global 
South states contest it as an instrument of domination. This perspective never enters the agenda. 

 

Finding 2: 

Established agenda item: The fall of the Iranian regime is presented as a legitimate and desirable objective. 

Timestamp: 59:13 — Evidence: "Yes, if the regime collapses and the Islamic Republic disappears, that is a genuine 
long-term security guarantee" (I. Lasserre) 

Alternative agenda: The consequences of a collapse of the Iranian regime (chaos, civil war, uncontrolled nuclear 
proliferation) are not discussed as serious risks. 

 

Finding 3: 

Established agenda item: Economic pressure on Trump (pump prices, airlines) is presented as the main factor in 
resolving the conflict. 

Timestamp: 22:30 — Evidence: "This pressure is beginning to intensify on D. Trump, including within the United 
States" 

Alternative agenda: The pressure from Iranian civilian populations, Global South countries and humanitarian 
organisations as factors in resolution is never mentioned. 

 

Summary: The broadcast's agenda is structured around three unquestioned presuppositions: the legitimacy of the 
liberal international order, the desirability of the fall of the Iranian regime, and the centrality of Western economic 
interests as the driver of resolution. These presuppositions are never subjected to debate. 
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CHAPTER 4 — OVERALL ASSESSMENT 

 

OVERALL ASSESSMENT OF THE 15 CRITERIA 

 

Individual scores — The 15 criteria 

No. Criterion Score Classification 

1 EXPERT SELECTION 7 ●●●● 

2 SOURCE SELECTION 6 ●●● 

3 DISTRIBUTION OF SPEAKING TIME 4 ●● 

4 OMISSIONS (Selective Omission) 7 ●●●● 

5 MANIPULATION OF FIGURES 3 ●● 

6 GUILT BY ASSOCIATION (Guilt by association) 4 ●● 

7 TEMPORALITY (Timing) 4 ●● 

8 SELECTIVE OUTRAGE 4 ●● 

9 COMPLETENESS 6 ●●● 

10 FRAMING (Framing) 6 ●●● 

11 WORD CHOICE AND TERMINOLOGY 5 ●●● 

12 HOST BEHAVIOUR 3 ●● 

13 QUESTION ASYMMETRY 3 ●● 

14 FALSE EQUIVALENCE (False balance) 3 ●● 

15 AGENDA-SETTING 6 ●●● 

 

HARD FACTS SCORE (1-8) 5.2/10 Significant imbalance 

 

SOFT FACTS SCORE (9-14) 4.5/10 Significant imbalance 

 

OVERALL SCORE 4.9/10 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 with no 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 widespread imbalance within this criterion. 

 

Aggregated deviation index — Interpretation ranges 

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

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

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

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

Pronounced patterns across broadcasts; strong impact relevance. 

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

Maximum severity on almost all criteria; systematically partial 
reporting. 

 

Political-partisan bias (-5 to +5) 

-5 to -3 
Strongly 
disadvantaged 

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

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

0 Neutral No detectable favouritism or disadvantage. 

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

+3 to +5 Strongly favoured The party is clearly over-represented in framing, airtime or presentation. 
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CHAPTER 5 — LEGAL QUALIFICATION (Law no. 86-1067, Art. 43-11) 

 

Assessment in light of Law no. 86-1067, Art. 43-11 

The law on freedom of communication (Law no. 86-1067) requires honesty, independence, pluralism and rigour in 
the presentation of information. 

Breach 1: 

Standard: Law no. 86-1067, Art. 43-11 — requirement of pluralism 

Constitutive fact: The panel is composed exclusively of Atlanticist journalists and researchers, one of whom belongs to 
the same entity as the broadcast (A. Bellanger, franceinfo TV). No non-Western voice, no expert in international law of 
the sea, no representative of Iranian civil society or Global South countries is present. 

Evidence: Panel composition (00:56–01:34); documented absence of perspectives [D], [F], [G], [J] (see Step 0). 

Assessment: The pluralism required by Article 43-11 implies the representation of diverse perspectives on matters of 
general interest. A conflict of global scale affecting 20% of world oil trade justifies the presence of non-Western and 
humanitarian voices, which are absent from this broadcast. 

Breach 2: 

Standard: Law no. 86-1067, Art. 43-11 — requirement of rigour in the presentation of information 

Constitutive fact: The figure of 40% unemployment in Iran is put forward without a source (21:55); the qualification 
"abominable theocratic regime" is used without critical follow-up (32:37); the expression "TACO" to characterise 
Trump's policy is used without a request for a source (28:55). 

Evidence: Timestamps 21:55, 32:37, 28:55. 

Assessment: The informational rigour required by Article 43-11 implies that factual data be sourced and that moral 
qualifiers be distinguished from factual analyses. These three instances constitute breaches of this requirement. 

Breach 3: 

Standard: Law no. 86-1067, Art. 43-11 — requirement of honesty and independence 

Constitutive fact: A. Bellanger, editorialist at franceinfo TV (an entity belonging to the same public group as the 
broadcast), is presented as an external expert without this institutional link being disclosed to viewers. 

Evidence: 01:29 "A. Bellanger, you are an editorialist at franceinfo TV" — no mention of the link with France 
Télévisions / Radio France. 

Assessment: The independence required by Article 43-11 implies transparency regarding the institutional links of 
contributors. The non-disclosure of this link constitutes a breach of the transparency requirement. 

Overall assessment — Law no. 86-1067, Art. 43-11 

The broadcast "C dans l'air" from spring 2025 presents three identifiable breaches of the requirements of Law no. 86-
1067, Art. 43-11: a structural pluralism deficit linked to the homogeneous composition of the panel, breaches of 
informational rigour in the use of unsourced data and unchallenged moral qualifiers, and a lack of transparency 
regarding the institutional link of one contributor with the producing entity. These breaches do not constitute serious 
violations likely to justify an immediate referral to ARCOM, but they form part of a recurring editorial pattern that would 
merit being flagged within the framework of regular monitoring of public service obligations. The technical quality of 
the broadcast and the genuine competence of the contributors cannot compensate for the structural absence of non-
Atlanticist perspectives on a conflict of global scale. 

IN-DEPTH SOURCE VERIFICATION (Mandatory for all expert instances / NGOs / advisory bodies 
cited) 

1. IFRI — Institut français des relations internationales (L. Nardon) 
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1. FUNDING: IFRI is funded by the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, the Ministry of Defence, and private companies 
including defence industry groups (Airbus, Thales, Safran, Total). Mixed public-private funding with a predominance 
of sovereign and industrial actors. 

2. MANDATE: Research in international relations; mandate compatible with analysis but structurally oriented 
towards French foreign policy interests and the defence industries that fund it. 

3. CONFLICT OF INTEREST: Institutional interest in maintaining its relevance with state funders, which may orient 
analyses towards positions compatible with official French foreign policy. 

4. CREDIBILITY MATRIX: 

D1 Conflict of interest: -1 — Partial funding by state actors and defence industry 
D2 Personal risk: +1 — Institutional researcher, moderate exposure 
D3 Disciplinary competence: +2 — Recognised specialist in the Americas 
D4 Consistency: +1 — Consistent analysis in the broadcast 
D5 Emotionalisation vs. data: +1 — Mostly factual 
D6 Source level: +1 — Partial primary source 

•  TOTAL: +5 → GREEN LIGHT (borderline) 

5. CONTRADICTORY VOICE: A researcher from a think tank independent of state funding (e.g. Quincy Institute for 
Responsible Statecraft) could have provided a different perspective on American foreign policy. 

2. Le Figaro — I. Lasserre 

1. FUNDING: Le Figaro belongs to the Dassault group (aeronautical and defence industry). Private funding with a 
direct link to the defence industry. 

2. MANDATE: News and opinion journalism; mandate compatible with the expression of clear-cut positions but not 
with strict analytical neutrality. 

3. CONFLICT OF INTEREST: Affiliation with a defence industrial group on subjects of military policy and armament. 
Structural interest in positions favourable to the defence industry and Western military interventionism. 

4. CREDIBILITY MATRIX: 

D1 Conflict of interest: -1 — Affiliation with a press group linked to the defence industry 
D2 Personal risk: +1 — Field correspondent 
D3 Disciplinary competence: +2 — Recognised specialist in strategic affairs 
D4 Consistency: +1 — Positions consistent with her previous publications 
D5 Emotionalisation vs. data: -1 — Uses moral qualifiers 
D6 Source level: 0 — Secondary source 

•  TOTAL: +2 → AMBER LIGHT 

5. CONTRADICTORY VOICE: An analyst specialising in Iranian diplomacy or an expert from the Quincy Institute 
could have counterbalanced Le Figaro's editorial line. 

3. Challenges — C. Bouleau 

1. FUNDING: Challenges is a French economic magazine belonging to the Claude Perdriel group, private funding, 
liberal editorial line. 

2. MANDATE: Economic journalism; mandate compatible with the analysis of the economic impacts of the conflict. 

3. CONFLICT OF INTEREST: Liberal editorial line likely to prioritise impacts on businesses and markets rather than 
on vulnerable populations. 

4. CREDIBILITY MATRIX: 

D1 Conflict of interest: 0 — Liberal line consistent with the topic covered (airlines) 
D2 Personal risk: 0 — Economic journalist, standard exposure 
D3 Disciplinary competence: +2 — Economic specialist on an economic topic 
D4 Consistency: +1 — Factual and sourced analysis in the broadcast 
D5 Emotionalisation vs. data: +2 — Very factual, precise data 
D6 Source level: +1 — Primary sources (airline data) 

•  TOTAL: +6 → GREEN LIGHT 

5. CONTRADICTORY VOICE: An economist specialising in effects on developing countries would have usefully 
complemented the analysis centred on Western airlines. 
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IMPORTANT: "Recognised" is not a factual qualification. It is a social attribution that must itself be verified. The 
qualifications above are based exclusively on the objective criteria of the credibility matrix, independently of the 
social status of the contributors. 

Source credibility traffic light: 

Source D1 D2 D3 D4 D5 D6 Total Signal 

IFRI — Institut français 
des relations 
internationales (L. 
Nardon) 

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

*Le Figaro* — I. Lasserre -1 +1 +2 +1 -1 0 ? ? 

*Challenges* — C. 
Bouleau 

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

 

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 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 a specific broadcast's compliance with legal 
requirements falls exclusively within the remit of the competent authorities (in particular 
ARCOM). 

 

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

 

No judgement of 
intent 

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

 

Heuristic 
comparison tool 

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

 

Legal basis France — France Télévisions, Radio France 

Law 

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

Relevant articles 

•  Art. 1: Communication to the public by electronic means is free. The exercise of this freedom [...] 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, and respect for human dignity. 

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

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. Ombudsperson of France Télévisions / Ombudsperson 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. Then 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 ignore 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, set limits. Preparation in 
one hour. Body and voice. What to do when things go wrong. And what 
matters after the interview. 
For politicians, activists, entrepreneurs, whistleblowers — for all 
those who are exposed and want to understand how the game works. 
So that they stop playing along — and start shaping it. 
In A5 format. Direct. For preparation, consultation, follow-up and in 
case of difficulties 
 

 

You think you see the world. In reality, you see the frame that 
someone has placed around it. Framing is the oldest and most 
elegant manipulation technique in the world. It does not change the 
facts — it changes what we make of the facts. What we feel. What we 
believe. How we decide. And it works — because we all participate in 
it. Every day. Unconsciously. You too. This book is not a dry manual. It 
is a workbook — playful, direct, full of examples drawn from real life. 
You do not only learn how others frame you. You learn how you frame 
yourself — and how to use it consciously and fairly. 
Because those who understand framing see the world more clearly. 
Listen to the news differently. Conduct conversations with greater 
confidence. And no longer let themselves so easily be given 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 an authority for this: the AIEP, the 
Independent Complaints Authority for Radio and Television. 
Only: it is not independent. It has no sanctioning power. And it 
decides in 99.6% of cases: nothing. 
This analysis exposes the system — factual, precise, without polemic. 
Procedures, personnel, competences, costs, statistics, avenues of 
appeal. And the constitutional examination that shows: the AIEP 
system meets none of the three fundamental criteria — it is neither 
proportionate, nor consistent with the separation of powers, nor 
market-compliant. 
The authority supposed to protect citizens primarily protects the 
system it is meant to oversee. 
Essential reading for all those considering a complaint — and for all 
those who want to understand why genuine media oversight in 
Switzerland is still lacking. 
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