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Programme: France 2 Journal 20h  |  2026-05-02  |  Analysed on: 2026-05-05 19:43 

Version 2.5-detail  |  K5+K13 — Dokumentation des événements déclencheurs avant évaluation d'asymétrie.  |  
Konverter 3.4 (2026-05-20)  |  Référence: Loi 86-1067 Art. 43-11 

 

OVERALL 
SCORE 

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

0 = balanced, 10 = strongly biased/manipulative 

POLITICAL SPECTRUM 

Classification according to Chapel Hill Expert Survey (CHES) 2024 

 

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

Party LFI PCF EELV PS Renaissance LR RN 

CHES 1.50 1.80 2.50 3.50 5.50 7.00 8.80 

Spectrum Left Left Left Left Centre Right Right 

 

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

TENDENCY (L − R) 4.8 / 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 — PARTY-POLITICAL BIAS (Partisan bias) 

 

Party Score (-
5..+5) 

Concrete evidence (Timestamp + quote) 

Renaissance (RE) -1 ~11:20 "He still refuses to do so. Why and for how long?" — Government position 
questioned rhetorically, but justified by an expert. Ambiguous treatment: implicit 
criticism but structured defence. 

Rassemblement 
National (RN) 

0 Absent from this edition. No direct or indirect mention. Neutral score by default. 

La France 
Insoumise (LFI) 

0 Absent from this edition. No direct or indirect mention. Neutral score by default. 

Les Républicains 
(LR) 

0 Absent from this edition. No direct or indirect mention. Neutral score by default. 

Parti Socialiste 
(PS) 

0 Absent from this edition. No direct or indirect mention. Neutral score by default. 

Europe Écologie 
(EELV) 

+1 ~23:30 "The speed, time saving, and water, consumption, we must think of the 
planet" — Cycle tourism and showers are presented positively with ecological 
arguments, without counter-argument. Indirect benefit for ecologist positions. 

Parti Communiste 
(PCF) 

0 Absent from this edition. No direct or indirect mention. Neutral score by default. 

Reconquête (R!) 0 Absent from this edition. No direct or indirect mention. Neutral score by default. 

MoDem 0 Absent from this edition. No direct or indirect mention. Neutral score by default. 

 

Summary of partisan bias 

•  Most favoured: Europe Écologie / EELV (Score +1) — indirect benefit via ecological topics (cycle tourism, 
showers, hornets). 

•  Most disadvantaged: Renaissance / RE (Score -1) — government position on fuels questioned rhetorically. 

•  Average deviation from 0: 0.2 

•  Dominant political spectrum: Centre-left (slight tendency) 

•  Conclusion: This edition does not present strong partisan bias in the strict sense, as political parties are almost 
entirely absent from the coverage. The most measurable bias is a slight tendency to question the government's 
position (Renaissance) on fuels, offset by a structured defence via an expert. Ecological topics (cycle tourism, 
showers) implicitly benefit ecologist positions without this constituting deliberate partisan bias. The near-total 
absence of political representatives in this edition makes the assessment of partisan bias limited. 

Overall left-right tendency 

TENDENCY SCORE: -0.5 

CLASSIFICATION: Balanced (slight pro-left tendency) 

Justification: The slightly pro-left tendency results from three converging elements: the valorisation of ecological 
arguments (cycle tourism, showers) without economic counter-argument, the implicit criticism of the government's 
position on fuels (centre-right government), and the absence of questioning of the social costs of energy transition 
measures. These elements do not constitute strong bias but indicate a slight editorial orientation towards centre-left 
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sensibilities. The absence of right-wing or far-right representatives in this edition does not allow for the measurement 
of direct partisan bias. 
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CHAPTER 2 — PROGRAMME INFORMATION AND THEMATIC FRAMEWORK 

 

Programme data 

•  Title: Journal de 20 heures — France 2 

•  Date (from file name): Not specified in the transcript; internal context suggests spring/summer 2022 (reference to 
the war in Ukraine/Iran, reduction of fuel taxes in Germany entering into force "today", driving licence at 17 since 
2024 — possible internal contradiction, edition probably 2022 for the fuel topic, or composite compilation) 

•  Duration (estimated from the transcript): ~33-35 minutes 

•  Presenter: S. Chironi (first name not given in full in the transcript) 

Reporters / Persons interviewed: 

Person Function Party/Affiliation Political spectrum 

S. Chironi News presenter France 2 France Télévisions (public 
service) 

Neutral (institutional) 

Mother of a victim 
(anonymous) 

Witness/relative — — 

Specialist lawyer 
(anonymous) 

Jurist, road law — — 

Gendarme (anonymous) Law enforcement State — 

Mayor of Cornusse 
(anonymous) 

Local elected official — — 

Director of the École 
Biblique et Archéologique 
de Jérusalem (anonymous) 

Academic, religious Order of Dominicans Catholic 

Member of the Catholic 
community (anonymous) 

Pilgrim/religious — Catholic 

Fuel/public finance expert 
(anonymous) 

Economist or civil servant — Close to government 
position 

Construction/bathroom 
professional (anonymous) 

Craftsperson — — 

Beekeeper (anonymous) Agricultural professional — — 

Shark expert (anonymous) Marine biologist 
(unidentified) 

— — 

CEO Neiry (mentioned, not 
interviewed) 

Russian business executive Neiry (Russian start-up) Close to Russian power 

 

Main topics of this edition 

This edition of the France 2 news covers seven distinct topics: (1) the fatal accident involving five young people in 
Ardèche and the road mortality of young drivers (main topic, "Enquête du 20h"); (2) the rise in fuel prices in Europe 
and the French government's refusal to cut taxes; (3) the assault on a French nun in Jerusalem and the rise of anti-
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Christian violence in the Holy Land. Secondary topics include storms, the illegal rave party on military grounds, 
Russian bio-drones, the shark in California, baths vs showers, Asian hornets and cycle tourism. 

Context (main topic — road mortality of young people) 

Road mortality among young drivers is a structural problem in France: 18-24 year-olds represent a disproportionate 
share of road accident victims, particularly on departmental roads with little surveillance. The accident in Ardèche (5 
deaths, aged 17-19) is part of a series of similar recent accidents (Marne, Angers). The debate concerns the causes 
(speed, immaturity, substances, phone), preventive measures (training, checks) and recent reforms (driving licence at 
17 since 2024). The question of responsibility — individual, family, institutional, infrastructural — is at the heart of the 
topic. 

Completeness score: 4/10 

Justification: Out of ten relevant perspectives, only two are treated substantively ([A] and [C]), three are sketched 
superficially ([B], [D], [H], [I]), and four are entirely absent ([E], [F], [G], [J]). The report privileges emotional narrative 
and proximity testimonies to the detriment of a structural and pluralist analysis of causes and solutions. The absence 
of accident research experts, victims' associations and road maintenance officials constitutes a significant analytical 
deficit. 

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 (Choice of experts) 5/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Expert 1: Specialist lawyer (anonymous) — country roads and young drivers 

Timestamp: ~08:00 

Statement: "On these country roads, which are sometimes used to avoid a breathalyser check, there is a feeling of 
freedom, even impunity, which can lead to dramatic accidents." 

Classification: Specialist lawyer (field not specified — road law? criminal law?). No institutional affiliation specified. 
Position: confirms the individual-behavioural framing. 

Missing counter-voice: An accident research expert (IFSTTAR/Université Gustave Eiffel) or a representative of the 
Road Safety authority would have provided rigorous statistical data. 

 

In-depth source verification: 

(a) FUNDING: Independent lawyer, funded by client fees. No apparent institutional conflict of interest, but 
professional interest in dramatising legal risk. 

(b) MANDATE: A lawyer specialising in road law has a mandate of defence or prosecution, not neutral systemic 
analysis. Her expertise is legal, not in accident research. 

(c) CREDIBILITY MATRIX: 

•  Conflict of interest present? INDIRECT (professional interest in dramatisation) 

•  Personal risk linked to the position? NO 

•  Does the organisation benefit from her assessment? NO (directly) 

•  Result: MEDIUM 

(c) PROFESSIONAL COMPETENCE: presented as objective expertise, whereas it reflects a legal-criminal 
perspective, not an epidemiological one. → Technique no. 12 (Source selection). 

Expert 2: Fuel/public finance expert (anonymous) 

Timestamp: ~12:30 

Statement: "If we were to cut taxes, for example VAT, from 20 to 5.5, it would cost at a minimum 1 billion euros per 
month. And clearly, we are not Germany when it comes to the level of debt." 

Classification: Presented implicitly as an economist or budget expert. No affiliation specified. The statement directly 
supports the position of the French government. 

Missing counter-voice: An economist in favour of cutting taxes (e.g. a liberal economist, a consumer representative) 
would have balanced the argument. 

 

In-depth source verification: 

(a) FUNDING: Not specified. If a civil servant or expert close to the government, an obvious structural conflict of 
interest. 

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 8 

 

(b) MANDATE: Compatible with a neutral assessment only if independent. The absence of identification makes 
verification impossible. 

(c) CREDIBILITY MATRIX: 

•  Conflict of interest present? YES (position aligned with the government, source unidentified) 

•  Personal risk linked to the position? NO 

•  Does the organisation benefit from his assessment? INDIRECT 

•  Result: LOW to MEDIUM 

(c) PROFESSIONAL COMPETENCE: presented as objective economic analysis, whereas it justifies government 
policy. → Technique no. 12. 

Expert 3: Director of the École Biblique et Archéologique de Jérusalem 

Timestamp: ~15:00 

Statement: "Today, our sister is still living in a state of shock. She believed she was going to die. The assault was 
extremely violent." 

Classification: Catholic religious, director of a Dominican academic institute. Direct stakeholder (victim belongs to 
his institution). 

Missing counter-voice: A representative of the Israeli authorities (beyond the condemnation statement), an expert 
on interreligious conflict in Jerusalem, or a representative of the Israeli Jewish community would have balanced the 
argument. 

 

In-depth source verification: 

(a) FUNDING: Catholic academic institute, funded by the Order of Dominicans and probably ecclesiastical and 
academic funds. 

(b) MANDATE: Director of an institute whose member was assaulted — direct and obvious conflict of interest. 

(c) CREDIBILITY MATRIX: 

•  Conflict of interest present? YES (direct) 

•  Personal risk linked to the position? NO 

•  Does the organisation benefit from his assessment? YES (visibility, support) 

•  Result: LOW (as a neutral source) 

(c) PROFESSIONAL COMPETENCE: presented as a factual witness, whereas he is an institutional stakeholder. → 
Technique no. 12. 

Missing expert groups: 

•  Accident researcher (IFSTTAR/Université Gustave Eiffel) for the road topic 

•  Independent economist in favour of cutting taxes for the fuel topic 

•  Expert in interreligious relations in Jerusalem / representative of the Israeli Jewish community for the assault topic 

 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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2. SOURCE SELECTION (Choice of sources) 5/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

Claims without primary source = penalty points (rumour verification) 

 

Source 1: Israeli NGO (anonymous) — violence against Christians 

Timestamp: ~15:30 

Statement: "An Israeli NGO records 181 cases of harassment against Christians in 2025, 44 for the first months of 
this year." 

(a) Funding and ownership: NGO not identified. Impossible to verify funding (governmental, religious, private, 
international). 

(b) Structural conflict of interest: An Israeli NGO documenting violence against Christians may have a political 
agenda (Israeli-Christian relations, Israel's image internationally, opposition to internal religious extremists). 

(c) Missing contradictory source: No source documenting violence against other communities in Jerusalem is 
cited for comparison. 

STATE-FUNDED BODIES: Not applicable (NGO). 

NGOs / ADVOCACY ORGANISATIONS: Not identified → impossible to classify. Presented as a neutral factual 
source without qualification. 

Missing counter-source: UN report on religious rights violations in Jerusalem, Amnesty International report, data 
from Israeli authorities. 

 

Source 2: Road Safety authority (cited indirectly) 

Timestamp: ~09:45 

Statement: "According to Road Safety figures, obtaining a driving licence at 17 has not caused an increase in 
accident rates" 

(a) Funding and ownership: The Road Safety authority is a state body (Interministerial Delegation for Road 
Safety). Public funding. 

(b) Structural conflict of interest: The Road Safety authority has an institutional interest in validating government 
reforms (driving licence at 17) that it helped to implement. 

(c) Missing contradictory source: No independent evaluation of the driving licence at 17 reform is cited. 

STATE-FUNDED BODIES: → Conflict of interest on topics touching state action. The Road Safety authority here 
validates a government reform — structural conflict of interest not flagged. 

Missing counter-source: Independent academic study, report from a victims' association. 

 

Summary: The sources in this edition are either unidentified (anonymous NGO, anonymous fuel expert), or 
institutionally linked to the government (Road Safety authority), without systematic independent counter-sources. 
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3. TIME DISTRIBUTION (Allocation of airtime) 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Estimated airtime by topic/position: 

•  Ardèche accident + Investigation into road mortality of young people: approx. 9-10 min. (~28%) 

•  Fuels / fiscal policy: approx. 5-6 min. (~17%) 

•  Religious assault Jerusalem: approx. 4-5 min. (~13%) 

•  Illegal rave party: approx. 3 min. (~9%) 

•  Cycle tourism: approx. 4 min. (~12%) 

•  Asian hornets: approx. 3-4 min. (~10%) 

•  Baths vs showers: approx. 3 min. (~9%) 

•  Storms: approx. 1 min. (~3%) 

•  Russian bio-drones: approx. 1 min. (~3%) 

•  California shark: approx. 2 min. (~6%) 

Summary: The allocation of airtime is consistent with the priorities announced at the opening. However, on the 
main topic (road mortality), the time is predominantly devoted to emotional testimonies (~60% of the topic's time) 
rather than expert analysis (~15%), which unbalances the treatment in favour of the emotional register. On the 
fuel topic, the government position (refusal to cut taxes) benefits from approximately 60% of expert speaking time, 
against 40% for critics. 
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4. OMISSION (Selective omission) 5/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Omission 1 — State of departmental roads 

Context: The report on the accident in Ardèche mentions a road "known for its dangerousness" but never questions 
those responsible for road maintenance (Departmental Council, State). 

Relevant to: Timestamp ~03:00 — "a road known by locals in the area for its dangerousness" 

Effect: The omission of institutional responsibility in the maintenance and signage of dangerous roads concentrates 
all causality on the individual behaviour of young drivers. 

 

Omission 2 — Geopolitical context of the assault in Jerusalem 

Context: The report on the assault of the nun does not mention the context of the Israeli-Palestinian conflict, the 
violence suffered by other communities (Muslim, Jewish), nor the internal political tensions in Israel. 

Relevant to: Timestamp ~14:00 — "a new stage in the violence against Christians by Jewish extremists has been 
reached" 

Effect: The omission of the global context creates a narrative of unilateral persecution of Christians, without balance 
with the complexity of the security situation in Jerusalem. 

 

Omission 3 — Alternatives to cutting fuel taxes 

Context: The report on fuels presents only two options (cutting taxes like European neighbours, or maintaining the 
French position with targeted aid). Structural alternatives (energy transition, development of public transport, aid for 
vehicle replacement) are not mentioned. 

Relevant to: Timestamp ~11:30 — "the French government refuses to do so" 

Effect: The debate is reduced to a binary opposition (cut/not cut taxes), obscuring long-term alternative policies. 

 

Omission 4 — Rave party outcome: rights of participants 

Context: The report on the rave party never gives the floor to organisers or participants to explain their motivations, 
their safety organisation or their relationship to legality. 

Relevant to: Timestamp ~10:30 — "For the festival-goers, 3 days of celebration [...] but for the authorities, a real 
headache" 

Effect: The perspective of participants is reduced to their existence as a problem for the authorities, without their 
own voice. 

 

Summary: The omissions in this edition follow a consistent pattern: institutional and collective responsibilities are 
systematically absent, while individual behaviours and the perspectives of authorities are over-represented. 

 

Missing voices 

•  Accident researcher (IFSTTAR/Gustave Eiffel): Would have provided rigorous statistical analysis of differentiated 
risk factors (speed, alcohol, drugs, phone, infrastructure). 

•  Association Ligue contre la violence routière: Would have provided the demands of victims and a critical 
perspective on public road safety policies. 
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•  Local elected official / President of the Departmental Council: Would have provided the perspective on the state of 
departmental roads and the budgetary constraints of their maintenance. 

•  Psychologist specialising in adolescence: Would have provided a scientific explanation of the relationship to risk 
among 17-19 year-olds, beyond studio commentary. 

•  Emergency physician / SAMU: Would have provided the clinical reality of trauma and the human and health cost of 
accidents. 

•  Representative of the Ministry of Transport: Would have provided the official position on the driving licence at 17 
reform and the measures envisaged. 

•  Car manufacturer / passive vehicle safety expert: Would have provided the perspective on the power of vehicles 
accessible to young people and limitation devices. 

•  Sociologist specialising in risk behaviour: Would have provided an analysis of the social context (peer pressure, 
"dare or not dare") beyond the individual anecdote. 
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5. NUMBER MANIPULATION (Manipulation of figures) 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

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

 

Finding 1 — Road mortality: "more than 1900 people" 

Timestamp: ~06:30 

Figure: "Last year, in mainland France, more than 1900 people died on country roads." 

Missing context: No comparison with previous years (upward or downward trend?), no breakdown by age group, no 
comparison with other European countries, no distinction between departmental and national roads. 

Effect: The figure is presented in isolation, maximising emotional impact without allowing an assessment of the 
trend or relative severity. 

 

Finding 2 — Cost of cutting fuel taxes 

Timestamp: ~12:30 

Figure: "If we were to cut taxes, for example VAT, from 20 to 5.5, it would cost at a minimum 1 billion euros per 
month." 

Missing context: No comparison with the long-term cost of targeted aid, no mention of additional tax revenues 
generated by a more active economy, no comparison with the cost of the German measure (1.5 billion for 2 months, 
i.e. 750 million/month — comparable). 

Effect: The figure of 1 billion/month is presented as prohibitive without comparative context, reinforcing the 
government argument against cutting taxes. 

 

Finding 3 — Asian hornets: 181 cases vs 44 cases 

Timestamp: ~20:30 

Figure: "An Israeli NGO records 181 cases of harassment against Christians in 2025, 44 for the first months of this 
year." (Note: this figure appears in the context of the assault in Jerusalem, not the hornets) 

Missing context: No definition of "harassment", no comparison with previous years, no mention of the NGO's 
methodology, no indication of the nature of the incidents (spitting, insults, physical assaults). 

Effect: The figures create an impression of alarming progression without a solid comparative basis. 

 

Summary: Figures are systematically presented without comparative or methodological context, maximising their 
emotional impact and reinforcing the dominant framings of each topic. 

 

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 14 

 

 

6. GUILT BY ASSOCIATION 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Association 1 — Russian bio-drones and Putin 

Timestamp: ~17:30 

Quote  
*"The creator of the pigeon-drones claims that his project is 100% civilian, but it is being 
developed with an institute directed by V. Putin's daughter. An institute considered strategic."* 

Technique: Direct association between a civilian technological innovation and Russian power via the family link with 
Putin. The mention of "Putin's daughter" creates an implicit association between the project and the military 
intentions/espionage of the Kremlin, without direct proof. 

Effect: The viewer is led to perceive the bio-drones as a Russian military threat, despite the CEO's denials, through 
simple family association. 

 

Verification: 

•  Does this person (CEO Neiry) work with documentable primary sources? YES (public presentation, video) 

•  Are the central claims falsifiable? YES (civilian vs military use = verifiable) 

RISK MATRIX: 

•  What has this person lost? Not assessed (not interviewed) 

•  What does he gain? Commercial visibility 

•  Net: Not determinable 

TONE: The report adopts a factual-analytical tone but with an implicitly alarmist conclusion. 

CATEGORY: B (borderline case — link with Putin documented but military use not proven) 

Association 2 — Rave party and crime/drugs 

Timestamp: ~10:50 

Quote  
*"Drug checks and searches, aerial surveillance and medical provision. On this army firing range, 
several festival-goers were injured by cutting themselves on shell fragments"* 

Technique: Systematic association of the rave party with drugs, injuries and the prohibited military terrain, without 
mention of positive cultural or festive aspects. 

Effect: The rave party is associated with delinquency and danger, reinforcing the security framing. 

 

Association 3 — Assailant of the nun: "kippah on his head" 

Timestamp: ~14:10 

Quote  *"Then the assailant, of Jewish faith, kippah on his head, turns back towards his victim"* 

Technique: The explicit mention of the kippah as an identity marker of the assailant, whereas religious affiliation is 
generally not mentioned for assailants in other contexts (e.g.: the driver at the rave party running over a festival-
goer is not identified by his religion). 

Effect: Association between Jewish religious identity and the act of violence, potentially reinforcing prejudices. 
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Summary: Association techniques are present in three distinct topics, with a tendency to associate identities 
(Russian/Putin, Jewish/violence) with negative behaviours, without equivalent for other groups in the same edition. 
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7. TIMING 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Finding 1 — Opening with the fatal accident 

Position: 00:00 (Beginning) 

Content: "Leading tonight's news: the emotion in Ardèche the day after the death of 5 young people aged 17 to 19." 

Timing effect: The opening with a powerful emotional drama (death of young people) creates a state of heightened 
emotional receptivity in the viewer for the entire edition. This positioning at the top of the news bulletin maximises 
emotional impact and establishes a dominant affective register. 

 

Finding 2 — Fuel topic in 3rd position 

Position: ~10:50 (after accidents and storms) 

Content: "After Italy and Spain, Germany in turn cuts taxes on fuels. And the French government? It still refuses to 
do so." 

Timing effect: The fuel topic is preceded by two emotional topics (accidents, storms), which may reduce the viewer's 
critical capacity. The juxtaposition with the German measure presented positively reinforces the unfavourable 
contrast for France. 

 

Finding 3 — Light topics at the end of the programme 

Position: ~25:00 to ~35:00 (End) 

Content: Baths vs showers, Asian hornets, cycle tourism, shark in California. 

Timing effect: The concentration of "feel good" and anecdotal topics at the end of the programme creates a 
decompression effect after the serious topics, but also dilutes the memory of the analytical topics covered at the 
beginning of the programme. The shark topic (anecdotal) benefits from comparable time to the fuel topic (major 
public policy). 

 

Summary: The temporal structure of the edition prioritises emotional impact at the opening and decompression at 
the close, to the detriment of an editorial hierarchy based on the societal importance of topics. 
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8. SELECTIVE OUTRAGE 6/10 

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) 

 

Finding 1 — Outrage over the assault on the nun vs absence of outrage over other violence 

Timestamp: ~13:50 

Triggering event: Assault on a French Catholic nun in Jerusalem by a man of Jewish faith. 

Reaction: "The French Foreign Minister, J.-N. Barrot, denounces an 'odious act'. 'France cannot tolerate these anti-
Christian acts that are multiplying in the Holy Land'" — relayed without distance, followed by a 4-5 minute report 
with multiple testimonies. 

Comparison: The illegal rave party on military grounds (injured, drugs) is treated in a factual-security register without 
comparable moral outrage. The road accidents (5 deaths) generate emotion but no political outrage. 

Asymmetry: The assault on a nun (slightly injured) generates a ministerial political reaction relayed and amplified, 
while 5 deaths on the road generate no cited political reaction. Asymmetry demonstrable by the difference in 
political treatment of the two topics. 

 

Finding 2 — Implicit outrage over the French position on fuels 

Timestamp: ~11:20 

Triggering event: Presentation of the tax cuts in Germany, Spain, Italy. 

Reaction: "And the French government? It still refuses to do so. Why and for how long?" 

Comparison: No similar question of implicit outrage is posed about the decisions of the German, Spanish or Italian 
governments (cost, financing, side effects). 

Asymmetry: The implicit outrage is directed exclusively towards the French government, with foreign governments 
presented positively. Demonstrable asymmetry. 

 

Summary: The selective outrage of this edition manifests at two levels: political (religious assault amplified, fuel 
position questioned) and moral (young drivers psychologised, rave party participants criminalised), with 
measurable asymmetries according to topics and actors. 
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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). 

[A] Perspective of victims' families: grief, demand for justice, understanding of circumstances. 

[B] Perspective of road safety experts (Road Safety authority, accident researchers): statistical data, documented 
risk factors. 

[C] Perspective of law enforcement (gendarmerie, police): checks, prevention, field reality. 

[D] Perspective of young drivers themselves: perception of risk, social pressure, phone use. 

[E] Perspective of local elected officials and road managers: state of departmental roads, signage, budget. 

[F] Perspective of health professionals (emergency physicians, forensic doctors): reality of trauma, human cost. 

[G] Perspective of road victim associations: legislative demands, support. 

[H] Perspective of psychologists/adolescent development specialists: cerebral immaturity, risk-taking. 

[I] Critical perspective on the driving licence at 17 reform: assessment, risks, independent evaluation. 

[J] Perspective of car manufacturers / lobbies: power of vehicles accessible to young people. 

 

[A] COVERED 

Timestamp: ~04:30 — Quote: "A group of friends who met regularly [...] who were cut down, unfortunately, in a 
dramatic way" — A mother's voice is present but brief and emotional, without deepening of demands for justice. 

 

[B] SKETCHED 

Timestamp: ~09:45 — Quote: "According to Road Safety figures, obtaining a driving licence at 17 has not caused 
an increase in accident rates" — Mentioned in one sentence, without identified expert or developed data. 

 

[C] COVERED 

Timestamp: ~08:20 — Quote: "Some young people do not necessarily have the maturity to drive fairly powerful 
vehicles" — A gendarme speaks, but in general terms. 

 

[D] SKETCHED 

Timestamp: ~07:50 — Quote: "The phone, especially our generation. We use the phone all the time" — Young 
basketball players questioned briefly, without depth. 

 

[E] OMITTED 

Timestamp: N/A — No mention of the state of departmental roads, the road maintenance budget, the 
responsibility of local authorities in infrastructure maintenance. 

 

[F] OMITTED 

Timestamp: N/A — No emergency physician, no forensic doctor, no health professional is questioned. 

 

[G] OMITTED 

Timestamp: N/A — No road victim association (e.g. Ligue contre la violence routière) is cited or questioned. 

 

[H] SKETCHED 

Timestamp: ~02:50 — Quote: "The feeling of power, sometimes of immortality, that one can feel at the end of 
adolescence" — Mentioned by the presenter in the studio, without a psychologist expert. 
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[I] SKETCHED 

Timestamp: ~09:45 — Quote: "The reform is still too recent to assess" — Mentioned but not developed, no critic 
of the reform. 

 

[J] OMITTED 

Timestamp: N/A — The power of vehicles accessible to young drivers is never addressed. 

 

 

1. Specialist lawyer (anonymous) — road mortality 

1. FUNDING: Independent lawyer, client fees. No apparent institutional funding. 

2. MANDATE: Legal (road/criminal law), not in accident research. Mandate incompatible with neutral systemic 
analysis. 

3. CONFLICT OF INTEREST: Indirect professional interest in dramatising legal risk. 

4. MATRIX: Conflict INDIRECT | Personal risk NO | Benefits INDIRECT → Credibility: MEDIUM (for the legal 
aspect), LOW (for systemic causal analysis) 

5. COUNTER-VOICE: Accident research expert absent. Not cited. 

 

2. Fuel/public finance expert (anonymous) 

1. FUNDING: Not identified. Impossible to verify. 

2. MANDATE: Not identified. Impossible to assess. 

3. CONFLICT OF INTEREST: Position aligned with the government — probable structural conflict of interest if 
linked to the administration. 

4. MATRIX: Conflict YES (probable) | Personal risk NO | Benefits YES (indirect) → Credibility: LOW (not 
identifiable) 

5. COUNTER-VOICE: Independent economist in favour of cutting taxes absent. Not cited. 

 

3. Director of the École Biblique et Archéologique de Jérusalem 

1. FUNDING: Order of Dominicans, Catholic academic funds. 

2. MANDATE: Director of an institute whose member was assaulted — direct stakeholder. Mandate incompatible 
with neutral assessment. 

3. CONFLICT OF INTEREST: Direct and obvious — institutional interest in maximising the visibility of the assault. 

4. MATRIX: Conflict YES | Personal risk NO | Benefits YES → Credibility: LOW (as a neutral source) 

5. COUNTER-VOICE: Expert in interreligious relations, representative of the Israeli Jewish community absent. 
Not cited. 

 

4. Israeli NGO (anonymous) — violence against Christians 

1. FUNDING: Not identified. Impossible to verify. 

2. MANDATE: Not identified. Impossible to assess. 

3. CONFLICT OF INTEREST: Possible political agenda (Israeli-Christian relations, image of Israel). 

4. MATRIX: Conflict YES (probable) | Personal risk NO | Benefits YES (indirect) → Credibility: LOW (not 
identifiable) 

5. COUNTER-VOICE: UN report, Amnesty International, official Israeli data absent. Not cited. 

 

5. Road Safety authority (cited indirectly) 

1. FUNDING: Public funding (Interministerial Delegation for Road Safety — French State). 

2. MANDATE: State body responsible for road safety policy — institutional interest in validating government 
reforms. 

3. CONFLICT OF INTEREST: Structural — the Road Safety authority validates a reform (driving licence at 17) 
that it helped to implement. 

4. MATRIX: Conflict YES | Personal risk NO | Benefits YES → Credibility: MEDIUM (statistical data) / LOW 
(assessment of the reform) 
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5. COUNTER-VOICE: Independent academic study, victims' association absent. Not cited. 

 

IMPORTANT: None of the expert sources in this edition is presented with its funding, affiliations or potential 
conflicts of interest. The qualification "recognised" or "specialised" is used as a substitute for factual verification of 
the credibility and independence of sources. 
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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 main topic fundamentally framed? 

Finding 1 — Emotional-victimising framing of the road topic 

Timestamp: ~02:30 

Quote  
*"Small country roads that inspire a deceptive sensation of freedom... The feeling of power, 
sometimes of immortality, that one can feel at the end of adolescence..."* 

Manipulation: The topic is framed as an individual psychological drama (immaturity of young people, sensation of 
immortality) rather than as a systemic problem (infrastructure, public policy, training). 

Why problematic: This framing directs the viewer towards an explanation based on the individual fault of young 
drivers, obscuring collective responsibilities (state of roads, training policy, vehicle power). It produces emotion 
without causal analysis. 

 

Finding 2 — Security framing of the rave party 

Timestamp: ~10:30 

Quote  
*"How can 20,000 people end up in a location kept confidential until the last moment? Why are the 
authorities unable to prevent these giant gatherings?"* 

Manipulation: The rave party is framed exclusively as a public order problem and a failure of the authorities, without 
any perspective on the right of assembly, techno culture or the motivations of participants. 

Why problematic: The framing presupposes that prevention is the legitimate objective, without questioning the 
legitimacy of this premise or giving the floor to organisers or participants. 

 

Finding 3 — Victimising framing of the Christian community in Jerusalem 

Timestamp: ~14:00 

Quote  
*"Testimonies from members of the French Catholic community concerned about the increase in 

violence against Christians in the region"* 

Manipulation: The topic is framed as a systematic persecution of Christians, with a generalisation from an individual 
incident, without contextualisation of the Israeli-Palestinian conflict or the violence suffered by other communities. 

Why problematic: The selective framing creates a narrative of community victimisation without balance with other 
forms of violence in the region. 

 

Summary: The dominant framing of this edition is emotional-victimising for sensitive topics (accidents, religious 
assault) and security-repressive for public order topics (rave party), to the detriment of structural and pluralist 
analysis. 
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11. WORD AND CONCEPT CHOICE 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Finding 1 — "Scourge" 

Timestamp: ~01:00 

Quote  *"The scourge of mortality among young drivers on country roads"* 

Manipulation: The term "scourge" is a word with strong emotional and moral charge, usually reserved for epidemics 
or natural disasters. It dramatises the topic even before the report. 

Why problematic: Neutral alternative: "the problem of mortality among young drivers" or "the excess mortality of 
young drivers". The term "scourge" emotionally orients the viewer and closes the debate on causes. 

 

Finding 2 — "Road hog" 

Timestamp: ~05:30 

Quote  *"A young road hog drives their children aged 17 and 18 to a party"* 

Manipulation: The term "road hog" is a pejorative value judgement, not a neutral legal term. It is used before any 
definitive verdict in the narrative context of the report. 

Why problematic: Neutral alternative: "a young driver" or "the driver under investigation". The use of "road hog" 
presupposes guilt and moral devaluation. 

 

Finding 3 — "Anti-Christian acts" 

Timestamp: ~13:50 

Quote  
*"France cannot tolerate these anti-Christian acts that are multiplying in the Holy Land"* (quote 
from Minister Barrot, relayed without questioning) 

Manipulation: The formulation "anti-Christian acts" is a political qualification by the minister, reproduced as such by 
the news bulletin without perspective or verification of the legal or factual qualification. 

Why problematic: Neutral alternative: "acts of violence against members of the Christian community". The uncritical 
reproduction of ministerial terminology constitutes an implicit validation of the political framing. 

 

Finding 4 — "Giant gatherings" / "headache" 

Timestamp: ~10:35 

Quote  *"For the authorities, a real headache to manage"* 

Manipulation: The viewpoint of the authorities is adopted as the natural frame of reference, the rave party being 
defined by its impact on public order rather than by its cultural nature. 

Why problematic: Neutral alternative: "an event that the authorities had to manage". The term "headache" implies 
sympathy for the position of the authorities. 

 

Summary: The vocabulary of this edition is systematically emotionally and morally charged for sensitive topics, 
with a tendency to adopt the institutional viewpoint (authorities, minister) without critical distance. 
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12. PRESENTER BEHAVIOUR 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Principle (v2.2): Before each assessment, the triggering event must be documented. 

Finding 1 — Unattributed editorial commentary on young drivers 

Timestamp: ~02:30 

Triggering event: Transition between the report on the accident in Ardèche and the 20h investigation into road 
mortality of young people. 

Quote 
(presenter)  

*"Small country roads that inspire a deceptive sensation of freedom... The feeling of power, 
sometimes of immortality, that one can feel at the end of adolescence... Factors that considerably 
increase the risks."* 

Comparison: On the rave party topic (~10:30), the presenter asks factual questions ("How can 20,000 people end 
up...") without psychologising commentary on participants. 

Asymmetry: The presenter adopts an interpretive psychological register for young drivers ("feeling of immortality") 
but not for other groups. Demonstrable asymmetry: unsourced editorial commentary on a specific group (young 
people). 

 

Finding 2 — Rhetorical question on the French government and fuels 

Timestamp: ~11:20 

Triggering event: Transition to the report on fuels, after the report on tax cuts in Germany. 

Quote 
(presenter)  

*"And the French government? It still refuses to do so. Why and for how long?"* 

Comparison: No similar question of the type "why and for how long" is posed about other government decisions in 
this edition (e.g. funding of Asian hornets, driving licence at 17). 

Asymmetry: The formulation "It still refuses to do so" implies unjustified resistance by the government, creating 
rhetorical pressure. The question "for how long" presupposes that the French position is untenable. Demonstrable 
asymmetry compared to the treatment of other government decisions presented without questioning. 

 

Finding 3 — Unquestioned presentation of the ministerial statement 

Timestamp: ~13:50 

Triggering event: Announcement of the assault on the French nun in Jerusalem. 

Quote 
(presenter)  

*"The French Foreign Minister, J.-N. Barrot, denounces an 'odious act'. 'France cannot tolerate 
these anti-Christian acts that are multiplying in the Holy Land', he said."* 

Comparison: On other topics (fuel), the government position is questioned ("Why and for how long?"). On this topic, 
the ministerial statement is relayed without distance or questioning. 

Asymmetry: Demonstrable — asymmetric treatment of government statements according to topic: questioning on 
fuels, implicit validation on the religious assault. 
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Summary: The presenter adopts different registers according to topics — unsourced psychologising commentary 
for young drivers, rhetorical questioning for the government's fuel policy, uncritical relay for ministerial statements 
on the religious assault — creating measurable treatment asymmetries. 
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13. QUESTION ASYMMETRY 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Asymmetry 1 — Fuel: French government vs German government 

To [French government, via expert], ~12:30: "Why and for how long [can it maintain this position]?" — 
hard/rhetorical (presupposes untenability) 

To [German government, via report], ~11:00: No critical question about the cost of the German measure, its 
financing, its potential inflationary effects — soft/absent 

Comparison: The German measure is presented positively (enthusiastic queues, prices below 2 euros) without 
critical questioning, while the French position is subjected to a rhetorical question presupposing its failure. 

 

Asymmetry 2 — Rave party: authorities vs participants 

To [mayor of Cornusse], ~10:45: "How did we get to this point?" — neutral/open, allowing the elected official to 
speak freely 

To [participants]: No question posed to participants or organisers — total absence 

Comparison: The authorities benefit from a structured space for expression, participants have no direct voice in the 
report. 

 

Asymmetry 3 — Religious assault: assailant vs context 

To [director of the École Biblique], ~15:00: Questions allowing expression of trauma and fear — soft/empathetic 

To [representative of the Israeli Jewish community]: Absent — no question posed 

Comparison: Only one perspective (Catholic victim) is questioned, without any attempt to obtain a reaction from the 
Israeli Jewish community beyond the official statement from the authorities. 

 

Summary: The questioning asymmetries follow a consistent pattern: French institutional positions (government on 
fuels) are subjected to critical questions, while foreign positions (Germany) and non-institutional actors (rave party 
participants, Israeli Jewish community) are not subjected to any critical questioning. 
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14. FALSE BALANCE 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Finding 1 — Fuel: false balance between government position and criticism 

Timestamp: ~12:00 

Construction: The report presents on one side motorists wishing for a price cut, on the other the expert justifying the 
government position. A professional (farmer/fisherman) criticises the targeted aid. 

Analysis: The false balance consists in presenting as balanced a confrontation between ordinary citizens (without 
economic expertise) and an institutional expert (with authority), whereas the government position benefits from 
structured expert support and the criticism is carried only by emotional testimonies. The absence of an independent 
economist in favour of cutting taxes creates an imbalance masked by an appearance of balance. 

 

Finding 2 — Road mortality: false balance between emotion and analysis 

Timestamp: ~03:00 to ~09:45 

Construction: The report alternates testimonies from bereaved families and interventions from gendarmes/lawyer, 
creating an appearance of balance between emotion and expertise. 

Analysis: The false balance consists in presenting as analytical a report that is structurally emotional: the "experts" 
(lawyer, gendarme) all confirm the behavioural-individual framing, without contradictory voice on structural causes. 
The apparent balance (testimonies + experts) masks the absence of analytical pluralism. 

 

Finding 3 — Baths vs showers: false debate 

Timestamp: ~22:00 

Construction: "So, bath or shower?" — vox pop with diverse opinions, presentation of the bath 2.0. 

Analysis: This topic is presented as a balanced debate (shower vs bath) whereas it is a consumer report with no 
real political or social issue. The "false balance" here is benign but illustrates the tendency to format all topics as 
binary opposition. 

 

Summary: False balance is the most systematic technique of this edition: each topic is presented with an 
appearance of pluralism (two positions, several testimonies) that masks a structural imbalance in favour of the 
dominant framing. 
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15. AGENDA-SETTING 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Finding 1 — Road mortality of young people as a behavioural problem 

Item placed on the agenda: Road mortality of young people is presented as a problem of individual behaviour 
(speed, immaturity, phone, drugs), not as a problem of infrastructure or public policy. 

Timestamp: ~02:30 — Evidence: "The feeling of power, sometimes of immortality, that one can feel at the end of 
adolescence" 

Alternative agenda: The state of departmental roads, the financing of their maintenance, the training policy for 
young drivers, the power of vehicles accessible to young people would have constituted an alternative structural 
agenda. 

 

Finding 2 — The French position on fuels as a European anomaly 

Item placed on the agenda: France is presented as the negative exception in Europe on the question of fuel taxes, 
with other countries (Germany, Spain, Italy) presented as having acted correctly. 

Timestamp: ~11:00 — Evidence: "In Europe, since the beginning of the conflict, many countries have chosen to cut 
taxes: those in orange on this map. But, for the moment, the French government refuses to do so." 

Alternative agenda: The question of the energy transition, the financing of public transport, or the inflationary impact 
of tax cuts would have constituted an alternative agenda. 

 

Finding 3 — Anti-Christian violence in Jerusalem as a systemic trend 

Item placed on the agenda: The assault on a nun is presented as the illustration of a systemic trend of persecution 
of Christians in the Holy Land. 

Timestamp: ~15:00 — Evidence: "Many here have the feeling that a new stage in the violence against Christians by 
Jewish extremists has been reached." 

Alternative agenda: The global context of interreligious tensions in Jerusalem, the violence suffered by all 
communities, the Israeli policy of protecting holy sites would have constituted a more balanced alternative agenda. 

 

Summary: The agenda-setting of this edition follows a consistent pattern: complex problems are reduced to their 
most emotional and simplest dimensions (individual behaviour, national anomaly, community persecution), 
obscuring structural and contextual dimensions. 
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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 (Choice of experts) 5 ●●● 

2 SOURCE SELECTION (Choice of sources) 5 ●●● 

3 TIME DISTRIBUTION (Allocation of airtime) 6 ●●● 

4 OMISSION (Selective omission) 5 ●●● 

5 NUMBER MANIPULATION (Manipulation of figures) 6 ●●● 

6 GUILT BY ASSOCIATION 7 ●●●● 

7 TIMING 7 ●●●● 

8 SELECTIVE OUTRAGE 6 ●●● 

9 COMPLETENESS 6 ●●● 

10 FRAMING 6 ●●● 

11 WORD AND CONCEPT CHOICE 6 ●●● 

12 PRESENTER BEHAVIOUR 6 ●●● 

13 QUESTION ASYMMETRY 6 ●●● 

14 FALSE BALANCE 7 ●●●● 

15 AGENDA-SETTING 6 ●●● 

 

HARD FACTS SCORE (1-8) 5.9/10 Significant imbalance 

 

SOFT FACTS SCORE (9-14) 6.2/10 
Serious deviation from the duty of impartiality. High degree of 
deviation 

 

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

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

 

Individual scores per criterion (0–10) 

0 No finding No relevant anomaly detected. 

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

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

5 
Moderate finding with 
impact 

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

6 
Significant finding 
(threshold) 

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

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

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

10 Maximum severity Systematic and widespread imbalance in this criterion. 

 

Aggregated deviation index — Interpretation ranges 

0.0 – 2.5 Unremarkable 
No significant pattern detected; the programme 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 diversity of 
perspectives. 

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

Pronounced patterns across programmes; 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 ASSESSMENT (Loi 86-1067 / ARCOM) 

 

Assessment according to Loi n° 86-1067 and the France Télévisions Specifications 

Breach 1 — Pluralism of viewpoints (road mortality topic) 

Standard: Loi 86-1067 Art. 1 (pluralism of currents of thought and opinion) / France Télévisions Specifications, article 
relating to the balance of viewpoints. 

Fact: The report on road mortality of young people presents exclusively experts confirming the behavioural-individual 
framing (lawyer, gendarme), without contradictory voice on structural causes (infrastructure, public policy, vehicle 
power). Road victim associations and accident researchers are absent. 

Evidence: Timestamp ~08:00 — Quote: "On these country roads, which are sometimes used to avoid a breathalyser 
check, there is a feeling of freedom, even impunity" — only expert perspective presented. 

Assessment: The absence of analytical pluralism on a major public policy topic (road safety) constitutes a breach of 
the obligation of pluralism of currents of thought, insofar as only one analytical framework (behavioural-individual) is 
presented as exhaustive. 

Breach 2 — Honesty of information (fuel topic) 

Standard: Loi 86-1067 Art. 3-1 (honesty of information) / ARCOM — obligation of honesty. 

Fact: The expert justifying the government position on fuels is not identified (neither name, nor affiliation, nor potential 
conflict of interest). The presentation of his analysis as neutral expertise, whereas it directly supports the government 
position, constitutes a breach of the honesty of information. 

Evidence: Timestamp ~12:30 — Quote: "If we were to cut taxes [...] it would cost at a minimum 1 billion euros per 
month. And clearly, we are not Germany" — unidentified source presented as neutral expertise. 

Assessment: The absence of identification of expert sources and the presentation of a partisan analysis as neutral 
contravene the obligation of honesty of information imposed by article 3-1 of Loi 86-1067. 

Breach 3 — Pluralism (religious assault topic in Jerusalem) 

Standard: Loi 86-1067 Art. 1 (pluralism) / France Télévisions Specifications. 

Fact: The report on the assault of the nun presents exclusively the perspective of the French Catholic community 
(director of the École Biblique, pilgrims), without voice from the Israeli Jewish community (beyond the official 
condemnation statement), without an expert in interreligious relations, without contextualisation of the Israeli-
Palestinian conflict. 

Evidence: Timestamp ~15:00 — Quote: "Many here have the feeling that a new stage in the violence against 
Christians by Jewish extremists has been reached" — unsourced assertion presented as factual finding. 

Assessment: The presentation of a narrative of community persecution without pluralism of perspectives constitutes a 
breach of the obligation of pluralism, liable to reinforce interreligious prejudices. 

Overall assessment — legal framework 

Loi n° 86-1067 of 30 September 1986 (Loi Léotard) guarantees in its article 1 the pluralism of currents of thought and 
opinion, and in its article 3-1 the honesty, independence and pluralism of audiovisual information and programmes. 
The ARCOM (Autorité de régulation de la communication audiovisuelle et numérique) is responsible for ensuring 
compliance with these obligations by audiovisual communication services, including France Télévisions. The 
specifications of France Télévisions specifically impose the balance of viewpoints, editorial independence and pluralist 
representation of French society. The three breaches identified in this edition — absence of analytical pluralism on 
road mortality, unidentified presentation of a partisan source on fuels, narrative of community persecution without 
counter-voice on the assault in Jerusalem — constitute measurable deviations from these obligations, without 
reaching the threshold of a serious and deliberate violation. These breaches could be the subject of an observation by 
ARCOM within the framework of its monitoring of compliance with pluralism and honesty of information on public 
television services. 
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IN-DEPTH SOURCE VERIFICATION (mandatory) 

1. Specialist lawyer (anonymous) — road mortality 

1. FUNDING: Independent lawyer, client fees. No apparent institutional funding. 

2. MANDATE: Legal (road/criminal law), not in accident research. Mandate incompatible with neutral systemic 
analysis. 

3. CONFLICT OF INTEREST: Indirect professional interest in dramatising legal risk. 

4. MATRIX: Conflict INDIRECT | Personal risk NO | Benefits INDIRECT → Credibility: MEDIUM (for the legal 
aspect), LOW (for systemic causal analysis) 

5. COUNTER-VOICE: Accident research expert absent. Not cited. 

2. Fuel/public finance expert (anonymous) 

1. FUNDING: Not identified. Impossible to verify. 

2. MANDATE: Not identified. Impossible to assess. 

3. CONFLICT OF INTEREST: Position aligned with the government — probable structural conflict of interest if 
linked to the administration. 

4. MATRIX: Conflict YES (probable) | Personal risk NO | Benefits YES (indirect) → Credibility: LOW (not 
identifiable) 

5. COUNTER-VOICE: Independent economist in favour of cutting taxes absent. Not cited. 

3. Director of the École Biblique et Archéologique de Jérusalem 

1. FUNDING: Order of Dominicans, Catholic academic funds. 

2. MANDATE: Director of an institute whose member was assaulted — direct stakeholder. Mandate incompatible 
with neutral assessment. 

3. CONFLICT OF INTEREST: Direct and obvious — institutional interest in maximising the visibility of the assault. 

4. MATRIX: Conflict YES | Personal risk NO | Benefits YES → Credibility: LOW (as a neutral source) 

5. COUNTER-VOICE: Expert in interreligious relations, representative of the Israeli Jewish community absent. Not 
cited. 

4. Israeli NGO (anonymous) — violence against Christians 

1. FUNDING: Not identified. Impossible to verify. 

2. MANDATE: Not identified. Impossible to assess. 

3. CONFLICT OF INTEREST: Possible political agenda (Israeli-Christian relations, image of Israel). 

4. MATRIX: Conflict YES (probable) | Personal risk NO | Benefits YES (indirect) → Credibility: LOW (not 
identifiable) 

5. COUNTER-VOICE: UN report, Amnesty International, official Israeli data absent. Not cited. 

5. Road Safety authority (cited indirectly) 

1. FUNDING: Public funding (Interministerial Delegation for Road Safety — French State). 

2. MANDATE: State body responsible for road safety policy — institutional interest in validating government 
reforms. 

3. CONFLICT OF INTEREST: Structural — the Road Safety authority validates a reform (driving licence at 17) that 
it helped to implement. 

4. MATRIX: Conflict YES | Personal risk NO | Benefits YES → Credibility: MEDIUM (statistical data) / LOW 
(assessment of the reform) 

5. COUNTER-VOICE: Independent academic study, victims' association absent. Not cited. 

IMPORTANT: None of the expert sources in this edition is presented with its funding, affiliations or potential 
conflicts of interest. The qualification "recognised" or "specialised" is used as a substitute for factual verification of 
the credibility and independence of sources. 

Legal and methodological framework 
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No factual finding 
The results presented do not constitute factual findings about individual persons, editorial 
teams or programmes. 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 
Loi 86-1067 Art. 43-11. The determination of the compliance of a specific programme with 
legal requirements falls exclusively within the competence of the relevant authorities 
(notably 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 programmes. 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 programmes, 
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 

Loi n° 86-1067 of 30 September 1986 on freedom of communication (Loi Léotard) 

Relevant articles 

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

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

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

Specifications 

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

Speaking time rules 

•  Three-thirds rule abolished in 2017 

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

•  ARCOM publishes monthly speaking time statistics for all parties 

Regulatory authority 

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

Complaints procedure 

1. Mediator of France Télévisions / Mediator of Radio France 

2. ARCOM (complaint) 

3. Conseil d'État (administrative jurisdiction) 

  

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 34 

 

ANNEX 2: SCIENTIFIC REFERENCES 

 

Bibliography 

Bennett, W. L. (1990). Toward a theory of press-state relations in the United States. Journal of Communication, 40(2), 103–125. 

Berelson, B. (1952). Content analysis in communication research. Free Press. 

Entman, R. M. (1993). Framing: Toward clarification of a fractured paradigm. Journal of Communication, 43(4), 51–58. 

fög – Forschungszentrum Öffentlichkeit und Gesellschaft (2024). Jahrbuch Qualität der Medien 2024. Schwabe. 

Gilardi, F., Alizadeh, M. & Kubli, M. (2023). ChatGPT outperforms crowd workers for text-annotation tasks. PNAS, 120(30). 

Iyengar, S. & Kinder, D. R. (1987). News that matters: Television and American opinion. University of Chicago Press. 

Jolly, S. et al. (2022). Chapel Hill Expert Survey trend file, 1999–2019. Electoral Studies, 75, 102420. 

Krippendorff, K. (2004). Content analysis: An introduction to its methodology (2nd ed.). Sage. 

McCombs, M. E. & Shaw, D. L. (1972). The agenda-setting function of mass media. Public Opinion Quarterly, 36(2), 176–187. 

Shoemaker, P. J. & Vos, T. P. (2009). Gatekeeping theory. Routledge. 

SVFAB (2026). Methodenbericht v4.1: Zählbare Kriterien und Multi-Modell-Kreuzvalidierung. 

Törnberg, P. (2023). ChatGPT-4 outperforms experts and crowd workers in annotating political Twitter messages. 
arXiv:2304.06588. 

 

SVFAB Working Papers 

Schläpfer, D. (2026). Systematic AI-Assisted Analysis of Public Broadcaster Impartiality: A Scalable Methodological Framework for 
Measuring Structural Bias in Public Service Media. SSRN 6688478 

Schläpfer, D. (2026). Measuring Editorial Noise: A Retrospective Suppression Index for Public Broadcasting Content Analysis. 
SSRN 6733280 

Schläpfer, D. (2026). Source Traffic Light: A Six-Dimensional Credibility Framework for Systematic Source Assessment in Public 
Service Media. SSRN 6733880 

 

David Schläpfer — ORCID: 0009-0000-5671-9266 

 

 

SVFAB — Swiss Association for Balanced Reporting  |  P.O. Box, 8021 Zurich 1  |  www.svfab.ch  |  kontakt@svfab.ch  |  
Methodological report March 2026  |  Converter 3.4 (2026-05-20) 

  

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=6688478
https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=6733280
https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=6733880


 

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 35 

 

 
 

Assessments and membership of SVFAB 

 

On SVFAB.ch, you will find detailed assessments and can order them for any programme 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, delimit. Preparation in 
one hour. Body and voice. What to do when things go wrong. And what 
matters after the interview. 
For politicians, activists, entrepreneurs, whistleblowers — for all 
those who are exposed and want to understand how the game works. 
So that they stop participating in it — and start shaping it. 
In A5 format. Direct. For preparation, consultation, follow-up and in 
case of difficulties 
 

 

You think you see the world. In reality, you see the frame that 
someone has placed around it. Framing is the oldest and most 
elegant manipulation technique in the world. It does not change the 
facts — it changes what we make of the facts. What we feel. What we 
believe. How we decide. And it works — because we all participate in 
it. Every day. Unconsciously. You too. This book is not a dry manual. It 
is a workbook — playful, direct, full of examples drawn from real life. 
You do not only learn how others frame you. You learn how you frame 
yourself — and how to use it consciously and fairly. 
For those who understand framing see the world more clearly. Listen 
to the news differently. Conduct conversations with greater 
confidence. And no longer allow a frame chosen by someone else to 
be so easily imposed on them. 
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With many exercises and concrete examples from politics, the media 
and everyday life — and a smile here and there. 
Framing with style. Because the frame changes everything. 
 

 

The SSR collects 1.56 billion francs per year — compulsorily, from 
every household. Anyone who feels treated unfairly can lodge a 
complaint. There is even a body for this: the AIEP, the Independent 
Authority for the Review of Complaints in 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 protects above all the system it 
is supposed to control. 
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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