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TVP DETAILED ANALYSIS 

wiadomosci_2020-04-25 

Broadcast: TVP broadcast (Wiadomości (News))  |  Analyzed: 2026-05-26 08:50 

Version 3.0-detail  |  Universal 3.0-detail  |  Konverter 3.4 (2026-05-20)  |  Standard: Art. 21 ust. 1 URiT 

 

OVERALL 
RESULT 

7.7/10 
Serious deviation from the impartiality standard. High degree of 
deviation 

0 = neutral, 10 = strongly biased/manipulative 

POLITICAL SPECTRUM 

Classification based on Chapel Hill Expert Survey (CHES) 2024 

 

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

Party Razem Lewica PL2050 PSL PO/KO PiS Konfederacja 

CHES 1.50 2.50 4.50 5.00 5.50 7.50 9.00 

Spectrum Left Left Centre Centre Centre Right Right 

 

The overall tendency is presented on a scale of 0–10 (0 = strongly left-wing, 5 = balanced, 10 = strongly right-wing). 
The calculation is based on the difference between the average favouring of left-wing and right-wing parties (grouping 
according to CHES 2024). 

TENDENCY (L − R) 5.5 / 10 

Expert cited without providing name, affiliation or academic 
title; the statement serves solely to justify the safety of postal 
voting. 

 

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 affect the overall result. 

 

  

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 

 

Methodological note: This analysis concerns a broadcast aired in May 2020 (based on transcript content — 
presidential elections of 10 May 2020, COVID-19 pandemic, Prime Minister Mateusz Morawiecki). During this period, 
the government was formed by Law and Justice (PiS) with Prime Minister Mateusz Morawiecki, and the President was 
Andrzej Duda (PiS-supported). The opposition consisted of: Civic Coalition (KO/PO), Lewica, PSL/Polish Coalition, 
Konfederacja. Data on the composition of the Sejm and polls refer to the realities of 2020. 

Party CHES L-R Seats 
(2019) 

Government/Opposition Key position 

Razem 1,5 0 
(outside 
the Sejm) 

Extra-parliamentary 
opposition 

Radical social left 

Lewica 
(SLD/Wiosna) 

2,5 49 Opposition Social rights, LGBTQ rights, secularism 

PSL / Polish 
Coalition 

5,0 30 Opposition Centre, rural areas, agriculture 

KO/PO 5,5 134 Opposition Pro-EU, rule of law, liberalism 

PiS 7,5 235 Government (majority) Conservatism, sovereignty, social transfers 

Konfederacja 9,0 11 Opposition Libertarianism, nationalism, anti-EU 

 

The main axis of political conflict in Poland in May 2020 was the question of organising the presidential elections 
under pandemic conditions — the PiS government was pushing for postal voting, while the opposition and some local 
government officials opposed this solution as unconstitutional and threatening to public health. The second line of 
tension remained the dispute over the independence of the judiciary and the prosecution service, which took on a new 
dimension in the context of the initiation of disciplinary proceedings against prosecutor Ewa Wrzosek. The third line 
was the dispute over public media — TVP was functioning at the time as a tool of government communication, which 
was the subject of criticism from the opposition and media freedom monitoring organisations. 

TVP (Telewizja Polska) in 2020 operated under the leadership of Jacek Kurski, a close associate of PiS, and was 
widely documented by the OSCE and press freedom organisations as an instrument of government propaganda. The 
Broadcasting Act of 29 December 1992 (Journal of Laws 1993 No. 7 item 34) imposes on public broadcasters the 
obligation of pluralism, impartiality and balance (Art. 21 para. 1). In practice in 2020, TVP systematically violated these 
principles, as documented by RSF reports (Poland in 62nd place in 2020) and OSCE monitoring missions. 
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CHAPTER 1 — PARTY BIAS 

 

Assessment of the accuracy of the presentation of parties' policy positions 

Party Score (−5..+5) Presentation in the broadcast vs. policy position 

PiS +2 00:16, 01:37, 07:12, 20:00 — The PiS government presented as an efficient crisis 
manager, implementer of social programmes and defender of the constitution; 
PiS's policy position (social transfers, sovereignty, elections) conveyed positively, 
but without critical verification — partially correct, one-sidedly favourable 

KO/PO −4 22:27, 23:22 — KO candidate Małgorzata Kidawa-Błońska presented as someone 
who "called the elections she herself is running in a coup d'état"; KO's position on 
the rule of law and electoral security completely omitted or discredited — strongly 
distorted 

Lewica 0 Party absent from the broadcast — no data 

PSL −1 07:37 — PSL/Polish Coalition mentioned exclusively in the context of a poll (7% 
support); no policy position was presented — omitted 

PL2050 0 Party absent from the broadcast (Szymon Hołownia's Poland 2050 was forming 
as a grouping in 2020; Hołownia mentioned as a presidential candidate with 10% 
support) — no data 

Konfederacja 0 07:35, 24:51 — Konfederacja mentioned exclusively in polls (10% and 7%); no 
policy position was presented — omitted 

Razem 0 Party absent from the broadcast — no data 

 

Summary of party bias 

•  Most accurate presentation: PiS (score +2) — government positions conveyed positively, though without 
verification 

•  Strongest distortion: KO/PO (score −4) — opposition position systematically discredited 

•  Average deviation from 0: 1.0 

•  Conclusion: The broadcast consistently presents the actions of the PiS government in a positive light — as 
responsible crisis management, protection of the constitution and implementation of social programmes. The 
opposition, and in particular KO/PO and Senate Marshal Tomasz Grodzki, is presented as an entity acting in bad 
faith, sabotaging the elections and motivated by self-interest rather than the public good. The policy positions of 
opposition parties were not presented reliably. 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch


 

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

 

 
 

President: Schlaepfer, David  -  Contact: kontakt@SVFAB.ch  - Address:    SVFAB, P/O-Box, CH-8021 Zurich 1 
Page 4 

 

 

CHAPTER 2 — BROADCAST INFORMATION AND THEMATIC FRAMING 

 

Broadcast data 

•  Title: Wiadomości (News) — main edition 

•  Date (from transcript content): approximately 25–26 April 2020 (based on: "it is the 19th day without a decision by 
Marshal Grodzki", number of infections 11,273, context of the elections of 10 May 2020) 

•  Length (estimated based on transcript): approximately 36–37 minutes 

•  Presenter: Danuta Cholecka 

•  Reporters: Karol Jałtuszewski, Dominik Cierpiał/Cierpioł, Konrad Warzocha, Jan Korab, Rafał Stańczyk, Kamil 
Trzaska, Damian Szmagliński, Krzysztof Nowina-Konopka, Marcin Szybszak, Konrad Wąż, Kinga Kwiecień 

Person Function Affiliation Political spectrum 

Danuta Cholecka Presenter TVP (close to PiS) Right 

Mateusz Morawiecki Prime Minister of Poland PiS Right 

Minister of Education (voice in 
the report) 

Minister of MEN PiS Right 

PiS spokesperson (voice in the 
report) 

PiS spokesperson PiS Right 

Andrzej Duda President of Poland PiS-supported Right 

Tomasz Grodzki Marshal of the Senate KO/PO Centre-left 

Małgorzata Kidawa-Błońska Presidential candidate KO/PO Centre 

Ewa Wrzosek Prosecutor Apolitical (formally) — 

Magdalena Wolińska-Riedi TVP correspondent Venice TVP — 

Rafał Stańczyk TVP correspondent Chicago TVP — 

Former patient 1 (anonymous) Witness accusing Grodzki Unknown — 

Former patient 2 (anonymous) Witness accusing Grodzki Unknown — 

Former patient 3 (anonymous) Witness accusing Grodzki Unknown — 

Prof. Agnieszka Popiela Academic staff member at 
UŚ 

Unknown — 

Epidemiology expert (voice) Medical expert Unknown — 

Representative of Poczta 
Polska 

Spokesperson/director Poczta Polska (State 
Treasury company) 

— 

Presidential candidates 
(excerpts) 

Candidates Various parties Various 

Political commentator 1 Publicist Unspecified (pro-PiS) Right 

Political commentator 2 Publicist Unspecified (pro-PiS) Right 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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Main topic 

The broadcast presents the actions of the PiS government in managing the COVID-19 pandemic and the promotion of 
the presidential elections in postal form as a constitutional obligation, while simultaneously discrediting the opposition 
— in particular Senate Marshal Tomasz Grodzki and prosecutor Ewa Wrzosek — as entities acting in bad faith and 
sabotaging the democratic order. 

Ideological context 

In May 2020, Poland was at the centre of an unprecedented constitutional crisis: the PiS government was pushing for 
the presidential elections to be held exclusively by postal vote under pandemic conditions, which the majority of 
constitutional lawyers, the opposition and some local government officials considered to be incompatible with the 
Constitution of the Republic of Poland. The Senate, controlled by the opposition, was holding up the passage of the 
relevant legislation. In parallel, the dispute over the independence of the prosecution service continued — the initiation 
of disciplinary proceedings against prosecutor Wrzosek was interpreted by legal circles as an attempt to intimidate 
independent prosecutors. The COVID-19 pandemic formed the backdrop for all these events, and the government 
instrumentalised the health crisis both to justify postal voting and to build an image of an efficient manager. 

Important perspectives for a balanced broadcast 

•  * The position of constitutional lawyers on the legality of postal voting 

•  * The position of the opposition (KO, PSL, Lewica) on the elections and their safety 

•  * An independent epidemiological assessment of the risks associated with postal voting 

•  * The position of the National Electoral Commission (PKW) on the organisation of the elections 

•  * The position of local government officials refusing to hand over electoral registers 

•  * The context of the charges against Grodzki — the status of prosecutorial proceedings, the presumption of 
innocence 

•  * An independent legal assessment of the disciplinary proceedings against prosecutor Wrzosek 

•  * The perspective of postal workers and trade unions of Poczta Polska on the elections 

•  * An assessment of the effectiveness of the anti-crisis shield by independent economists 

•  * The perspective of pupils and teachers critical of remote learning 

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

 

Hard facts — measurable and scientifically verifiable 

Hard facts — 9 countable and scientifically verifiable techniques 

 

1. SELECTION OF EXPERTS 8/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Definition: Who speaks as an expert? 

Expert 1: Anonymous epidemiology expert (voice in the report on elections) 

Timestamp: 21:19 

Statement: "The risk that the virus will remain on the surface in an active form during that time in various 
temperatures within the postal system is also very low." 

Classification: Expert cited without providing name, affiliation or academic title; the statement serves solely to justify 
the safety of postal voting. 

Missing counter-voice: An epidemiologist expressing a different position or pointing to other risks associated with 
elections during a pandemic. 

 

In-depth source verification: 

(a) FUNDING: Unknown — expert anonymous, verification not possible. 

(b) MANDATE: Unverifiable — no affiliation data. 

(c) CREDIBILITY MATRIX (Source signalling, 6 dimensions, each −2 to +2): 

•  D1 Conflict of interest: −2 — Anonymous expert, verification of independence impossible; statement serves the 
government narrative 

•  D2 Personal risk: −2 — Anonymity eliminates personal risk, which reduces credibility 

•  D3 Subject-matter competence: 0 — Verification of qualifications not possible 

•  D4 Consistency of opinion: 0 — No historical data 

•  D5 Emotionalisation vs. data: +1 — Statement formulated factually, without numerical data 

•  D6 Source level: −2 — Tertiary source (anonymous, without possibility of verification) 

•  TOTAL: −5 → SOURCE SIGNAL: RED 

(c) PROFESSIONAL COMPETENCE: Statement presented as a neutral expert opinion, although structurally it 
serves to justify a political decision of the government → Technique no. 2 (source selection). 

Expert 2: Political commentators (pro-PiS, without names given in the transcript) 

Timestamp: 26:18, 29:02, 33:39 

Statement: "Marshal Grodzki's address unfortunately has the tone of playing on the emotions of Poles." / "I would 
very much like Marshal Grodzki to deal with what he was appointed for." / "An attempt is being made to turn 
prosecutor Ewa Wrzosek into some kind of heroine, a martyr." 

Classification: Commentators presented as independent publicists, in fact representing a pro-PiS narrative; no 
commentators with a different view. 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch


 

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

 

 
 

President: Schlaepfer, David  -  Contact: kontakt@SVFAB.ch  - Address:    SVFAB, P/O-Box, CH-8021 Zurich 1 
Page 7 

 

Missing counter-voice: An independent or pro-opposition commentator. 

 

In-depth source verification: 

(a) FUNDING: Unknown — no affiliation provided. 

(b) MANDATE: Inconsistent with neutral assessment — commentators serve as amplifiers of the government 
narrative. 

(c) CREDIBILITY MATRIX: 

•  D1 Conflict of interest: −2 — Statements unambiguously pro-PiS, no analytical distance 

•  D2 Personal risk: −1 — No data 

•  D3 Subject-matter competence: 0 — No verification 

•  D4 Consistency of opinion: 0 — No historical data 

•  D5 Emotionalisation vs. data: −2 — Statements strongly evaluative, without data 

•  D6 Source level: −2 — Tertiary source 

•  TOTAL: −7 → SOURCE SIGNAL: RED 

(c) PROFESSIONAL COMPETENCE: Commentators presented as independent analysts, although structurally 
they serve as spokespersons for the government narrative. 

Expert 3: Representative of Poczta Polska 

Timestamp: 23:43 

Statement: "Every day we deliver millions of letter items, millions of parcels, millions of postal orders. And 
essentially this mode of postal voting does not differ from what happens in Poland." 

Classification: Poczta Polska is a State Treasury company directly involved in the implementation of postal voting — 
an obvious conflict of interest. 

Missing counter-voice: Trade unions of Poczta Polska employees. 

 

In-depth source verification: 

(a) FUNDING: State Treasury — 100% state-owned company. 

(b) MANDATE: Contrary to neutral assessment — Poczta Polska is the direct implementer of postal voting. 

(c) CREDIBILITY MATRIX: 

•  D1 Conflict of interest: −2 — Direct implementer of elections, obvious institutional interest 

•  D2 Personal risk: −2 — State Treasury company, management dependent on the government 

•  D3 Subject-matter competence: +1 — Competent in logistical matters 

•  D4 Consistency of opinion: 0 — No historical data 

•  D5 Emotionalisation vs. data: +1 — Statement factual 

•  D6 Source level: 0 — Secondary source 

•  TOTAL: −2 → SOURCE SIGNAL: YELLOW 

(c) PROFESSIONAL COMPETENCE: Representative of Poczta Polska presented as a neutral technical expert, 
although he is an interested party in the dispute. 

Missing expert groups: Constitutional lawyers critical of postal voting; independent epidemiologists; lawyers assessing 
the disciplinary proceedings against Wrzosek. 

Summary (matrix results as a structured list): 

•  Anonymous expert (epidemiology): RED (−5) — anonymous, unverifiable, serves the government narrative 

•  Political commentators (pro-PiS): RED (−7) — lack of independence, strong emotionalisation 

•  Representative of Poczta Polska: YELLOW (−2) — obvious conflict of interest, lack of neutrality 
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2. SOURCE SELECTION 9/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

Claims without a primary source = penalty points (rumour verification) 

 

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

Source 1: Poll by the Sołtys research firm for the politycy.pl portal 

Timestamp: 07:12 

Statement: "53% of respondents want to cast their vote for Law and Justice." 

(a) Funding and entity: Portal politycy.pl — political affiliation unverified in the transcript; Sołtys research firm — a 
small firm, unknown to the wider public. 

(b) Structural conflict of interest: Poll commissioned by a portal with unclear affiliation; result (53% for PiS) 
presented without methodological context. 

(c) Absence of a source presenting different data: Other polling firms (CBOS, Kantar, IBRiS) were not cited for 
comparison. 

 

Source 2: Poll by Social Changes research firm for the wpolityce.pl portal 

Timestamp: 24:18 

Statement: "If postal elections were held next Sunday, the incumbent President Andrzej Duda would win them in the 
first round." 

(a) Funding and entity: Portal wpolityce.pl — unambiguously pro-PiS, linked to the ruling camp. 

(b) Structural conflict of interest: Poll commissioned by a pro-PiS medium, presented as an objective research 
result. 

(c) Absence of a source presenting different data: Polls from other firms indicating lower support for Duda or 
higher support for opposition candidates were not cited. 

 

Source 3: Portal wpolityce.pl as a source of information about prosecutor Wrzosek's ruling 

Timestamp: 30:36 

Statement: "Journalists from the wpolityce.pl portal obtained the content of the ruling issued by prosecutor Ewa 
Wrzosek." 

(a) Funding and entity: wpolityce.pl — unambiguously pro-PiS portal. 

(b) Structural conflict of interest: A politically engaged source presented as an independent investigative 
medium. 

(c) Absence of an alternative source: No independent medium was cited for verification. 

 

Rumour verification (penalty points): 

Rumour 1: 

Timestamp: 23:18 

Claim: "False information appeared in the media that when it was carried out, it would be impossible, the government 
would be considering the introduction of a state of emergency." 

Verbal marker: "false information appeared in the media" 

Primary source: none — penalty point 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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Rumour 2: 

Timestamp: 18:48 

Claim: "The Marshal of the Senate is trying to return to the game." (broadcast teaser) 

Verbal marker: "is trying" — suggestion of motivation without evidence 

Primary source: none — penalty point 

Summary: The broadcast relies exclusively on pro-PiS sources (wpolityce.pl, polls commissioned by pro-PiS 
media) or institutional sources dependent on the government (Poczta Polska, ministries). No independent medium 
or independent research firm was cited. 
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3. AIRTIME DISTRIBUTION 8/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Definition: Distribution of speaking time between different positions. 

Estimated speaking time: 

•  Pro-PiS / government voices (Prime Minister, ministers, PiS spokespersons, pro-PiS commentators, Poczta 
Polska, PiS-supported candidates): approx. 18–20 min. (approx. 55–60%) 

•  Neutral / informational voices (foreign correspondents, pandemic reports, sport, culture): approx. 10–12 min. 
(approx. 30–35%) 

•  Opposition / critical voices (Grodzki — exclusively in the context of attack, Kidawa-Błońska — one discredited 
quote, Wrzosek — exclusively as the subject of disciplinary proceedings): approx. 2–3 min. (approx. 5–8%) 

•  Presenter: approx. 4–5 min. (approx. 12–15%) 

Summary: The distribution of airtime is extremely asymmetric — pro-PiS voices dominate in a ratio of approx. 7:1 
over opposition voices. The opposition appears almost exclusively as the subject of criticism, not as an equal 
party to the debate. 
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4. SELECTIVE OMISSION 9/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Definition: What is not shown, even though it is important? 

Omission 1: 

Context: No information on the position of the National Electoral Commission (PKW) on postal voting — the PKW 
repeatedly expressed doubts about the technical and legal feasibility of holding elections in this form. 

Relevant at: 19:10–24:15 (entire block on elections) 

Effect: The viewer gets the impression that the only obstacle to organising the elections is the Senate's "obstruction", 
and not genuine legal and technical doubts. 

Omission 2: 

Context: No information on the presumption of innocence of Tomasz Grodzki — corruption charges presented as 
facts, without information on the status of prosecutorial proceedings or the fact that Grodzki consistently denied the 
charges. 

Relevant at: 25:40–29:15 

Effect: The viewer gets the impression that Grodzki's guilt has been proven, which is inconsistent with the principles of 
reliable journalism. 

Omission 3: 

Context: No information on the fact that the disciplinary proceedings against prosecutor Wrzosek were widely 
assessed by legal circles and rule of law protection organisations (Helsinki Foundation for Human Rights, Amnesty 
International) as a form of intimidation of independent prosecutors. 

Relevant at: 29:19–34:10 

Effect: The disciplinary proceedings presented as a justified response to a violation of the law, rather than as an 
element of systemic pressure on the independence of the prosecution service. 

Summary: The broadcast systematically omits information that would undermine the government narrative or 
present the opposition in a favourable light. The omissions concern key elements of the legal, factual and 
institutional context. 
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5. MANIPULATION OF NUMBERS 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

Complete numerical data includes: absolute value, share (%) and trend 

 

Definition: Selective or misleading use of statistics. 

Finding 1: 

Timestamp: 07:12–07:43 

Number: "53% of respondents want to cast their vote for Law and Justice." 

Dimensions: (a) absolute value — provided; (b) share — provided; (c) trend — absent 

Missing context: No information on the methodology of the study, sample size, margin of error, comparison with 
other polls from the same period or with the 2019 election results. 

Effect: The result of 53% for PiS gives the impression of crushing dominance, although without methodological and 
comparative context it is impossible to assess reliably. 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp: 24:26–25:08 

Number: "Andrzej Duda received 65% support." 

Dimensions: (a) absolute value — provided; (b) share — provided; (c) trend — selective ("another poll in recent 
days confirming the decline in support for the KO candidate") 

Missing context: The poll comes from the wpolityce.pl portal (pro-PiS); no comparison with polls from other firms; no 
information on methodology; the result of 65% in the first round was significantly higher than in polls from 
independent firms. 

Effect: The result presented as an objective fact, although it comes from a source with an obvious conflict of 
interest. 

 

Finding 3: 

Timestamp: 01:03–01:25 

Number: "According to the latest analyses, we are to reach the peak of coronavirus infections only at the turn of 
August and September." 

Dimensions: (a) absolute value — absent; (b) share — absent; (c) trend — provided 

Missing context: No citation of the source of the "latest analyses"; no information on the uncertainty of 
epidemiological forecasts; no alternative scenarios. 

Effect: The forecast presented as a certainty, which could have influenced the assessment of the risk associated 
with the elections of 10 May. 

 

Summary: Numerical data are consistently presented without methodological and comparative context, leading to 
a distorted picture of political and epidemiological reality. 
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6. GUILT BY ASSOCIATION 9/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Definition: Discrediting by association with negative groups or ideas. 

Association 1: 

Timestamp: 32:31 

Quote: "In this photo she can be seen in the company of Bartosz Kramek, a supporter of the forcible overthrow, in the 
manner of the Ukrainian Maidan, of the Polish government elected in democratic elections. Also present is Kramek's 
wife, Ludmiła Kozłowska, who, due to unclear connections with the Kremlin, was declared persona non grata on the 
territory of the European Union by the Polish authorities." 

Technique: Prosecutor Wrzosek discredited by association with persons presented as a threat to democracy and state 
security; a group photo treated as evidence of ideological community. 

Effect: The viewer gets the impression that Wrzosek is connected with anti-state and pro-Russian forces. 

Verification for the person framed as "politically engaged": 

SOURCE VERIFICATION: 

•  Does Wrzosek work with verifiable primary sources? YES — she initiated an investigation based on the provisions 
of the Code of Criminal Procedure 

•  Are her key claims falsifiable? YES — the procedural decision was subject to review by a higher instance 

RISK MATRIX: 

•  What did she lose through her position? Exposed to four disciplinary proceedings, risk of losing her position 

•  What did she gain? Media recognition 

•  Net: Risk > Gain → increased credibility 

TONE: Factual — she initiated an investigation based on the provisions of the law, she did not issue political 
statements 

RESULT CATEGORY: A — Official acting within the scope of competence with professional exposure 

IMPORTANT: The framing of Wrzosek by the broadcast as "politically engaged" is framing, not evidence. The 
categorisation is based solely on the above criteria. 

Association 2: 

Timestamp: 32:54 

Quote: "In the same photo one can see prosecutor Krzysztof Parchimowicz, known for supporting the opposition, 
judge Waldemar Żurek, or Marcin Mycielski, an activist of KOD and the Open Dialogue Foundation, a former 
correspondent of Gazeta Wyborcza, who manages the hate site Soksburaka." 

Technique: Chain of associations: Wrzosek → Parchimowicz → Żurek → Mycielski → KOD → Open Dialogue 
Foundation → "hate site" → Gazeta Wyborcza. Each link adds a negative connotation. 

Effect: Wrzosek inscribed in a network of entities presented as hostile to the Polish state. 

Chain of associations: Wrzosek → Kramek (overthrow of the government) → Kozłowska (Kremlin) → Parchimowicz → 
Żurek → KOD → Gazeta Wyborcza → "hate site" 

Summary (category assignment with matrix justification): 

•  Ewa Wrzosek: Category A — official acting within the scope of competence, with professional exposure; framing 
by the broadcast as "politically engaged" is framing, not evidence 
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•  Tomasz Grodzki: Category B — corruption charges unproven, presumption of innocence; the broadcast treats the 
charges as proven facts 
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7. TIMING 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

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

Finding 1: 

Position: 00:51–01:02 (broadcast opening) 

Content: Announcement of the finale of the entertainment programme "Dance, Dance, Dance" — "A rich offer from 
Polish television for this evening. Despite everything, when we sing on both sides of the screen, it is as if we were 
together." 

Timing effect: The news broadcast opens with TVP entertainment material, which builds a positive mood and the 
image of TVP as an institution uniting Poles in difficult times — before moving on to political topics. 

 

Finding 2: 

Position: 18:48–19:10 (middle of the broadcast, after the pandemic and economy block) 

Content: Teaser: "The Marshal of the Senate is trying to return to the game. The political involvement of prosecutor 
Wrzosek. Postal workers in the crosshairs of those who are fighting the postal voting plan." 

Timing effect: The elections block is preceded by a block on the government's successes (thawing, shield, 
investments), which creates a contrast: an efficient government vs. a sabotaging opposition. 

 

Finding 3: 

Position: 25:40–29:15 (middle of the elections block) 

Content: Detailed corruption charges against Grodzki with testimony from anonymous witnesses. 

Timing effect: Corruption charges placed immediately after the report on the Senate's "obstruction" — suggests a 
causal link between Grodzki's actions and his alleged personal motives. 

 

Summary: The temporal structure of the broadcast is carefully planned — positive reports about the government 
precede attacks on the opposition, which reinforces the contrast and suggests that the opposition acts out of 
personal motives rather than in the public interest. 
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8. SELECTIVE OUTRAGE 8/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

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

 

Definition: Outrage towards certain positions, but not towards comparable others. 

Methodological principle (v2.2): Before each assessment, the triggering event must be documented. A reaction 
can only be assessed as selective if comparable triggering events involving other actors did not produce an 
analogous reaction. 

Finding 1: 

Timestamp: 21:09 

Triggering event: Opposition media describe postal workers' fears about participating in postal elections. 

Reaction: "Such stigmatisation of anyone, even in such difficult times. I can describe this as scandalous." 

Comparison: No analogous reaction to the stigmatisation of the opposition as "saboteurs" and "obstructionists" 
(20:51, 23:18) — Reaction: none 

Asymmetry: Confirmed — outrage exclusively towards the opposition narrative, no outrage towards analogous 
actions by the government side. 

 

Degree of outrage: 4/5 

Selectivity: 4/5 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp: 29:02 

Triggering event: Marshal Grodzki conducts political activity as Marshal of the Senate. 

Reaction: "I would very much like Marshal Grodzki to deal with what he was appointed for and what taxpayers pay 
him for." 

Comparison: No analogous reaction to the political activity of President Duda conducting an election campaign 
using state resources (20:17) — Reaction: none 

Asymmetry: Confirmed — outrage exclusively towards opposition actions. 

 

Degree of outrage: 3/5 

Selectivity: 4/5 

Summary: The broadcast consistently expresses outrage towards the actions of the opposition (Grodzki, Wrzosek, 
local government officials), without expressing analogous outrage towards comparable actions by the government 
side. The asymmetry is systematic and unidirectional. 
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9. SELECTIVE OMISSION — OVERALL PICTURE 9/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Definition: How completely does the broadcast present the topic? Are important perspectives, facts or actors 
systematically omitted? 

Finding 1: 

Timestamp: 19:10–24:15 

Missing perspective/fact: The position of the PKW, constitutional lawyers and electoral lawyers critical of postal 
voting. 

Relevance: The PKW was a key institutional actor in the dispute; the opinions of constitutional lawyers were widely 
cited in independent media. 

Impact: The absence of these voices makes opposition to the elections appear to be purely political obstruction, 
rather than a justified legal position. 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp: 25:40–29:15 

Missing perspective/fact: The presumption of innocence of Grodzki; the status of prosecutorial proceedings; the 
defence's position; the fact that the charges appeared at a moment politically convenient for PiS. 

Relevance: The principle of the presumption of innocence is a cornerstone of reliable journalism and a legal 
standard. 

Impact: The viewer gets the impression that Grodzki's guilt has been proven. 

 

Finding 3: 

Timestamp: 29:19–34:10 

Missing perspective/fact: The assessment of the disciplinary proceedings against Wrzosek by independent legal 
organisations (HFPC, Amnesty International, the Association of Prosecutors "Lex Super Omnia"). 

Relevance: These organisations documented the systemic nature of the pressure on independent prosecutors. 

Impact: The disciplinary proceedings presented as a justified legal response, rather than as an element of systemic 
intimidation. 

 

Summary: The broadcast systematically omits perspectives, facts and actors that would undermine the 
government narrative. The omissions are consistent and concern all key topics of the broadcast. 

End of hard facts — beginning of soft facts 

Soft facts — negotiable, not purely measurable 

 

Share of perspectives included 

Inverted: the original value measures coverage (higher = better). Displayed as deviation (higher = greater gaps). 
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Soft facts — 6 qualitative techniques 

 

10. FRAMING 9/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Definition: How is the topic fundamentally framed? 

Finding 1: 

Timestamp: 19:05 

Quote: "Postal workers in the crosshairs of those who are fighting the postal voting plan in the presidential 
elections." 

Manipulation: The opposition framed as an entity attacking postal workers — ordinary employees — rather than as 
an entity expressing legal and health concerns. 

Why problematic: Emotional framing replaces substantive debate on the legality of the elections; the viewer is 
encouraged to identify with postal workers rather than to assess legal arguments. 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp: 20:51–20:57 

Quote: "But the Senate is in no hurry. It has been delaying for nearly 3 weeks. It is now the 19th day, and the 
Senate has still not taken a position." 

Manipulation: The Senate's constitutional right to consider a bill within 30 days framed as "delaying" and 
"obstruction". 

Why problematic: The Senate was acting within constitutional deadlines; the framing suggests a violation of the law 
where there was none. 

 

Finding 3: 

Timestamp: 25:17 

Quote: "The Marshal of the Senate is trying at all costs to rebuild his political credibility." 

Manipulation: Grodzki's actions as Marshal of the Senate framed exclusively as motivated by self-interest 
(protection against corruption charges), rather than as the performance of constitutional duties. 

Why problematic: Attributing motives without evidence is a technique of discrediting, not journalistic analysis. 

 

Summary: The broadcast consistently applies framing that presents the government's actions as constitutional 
and responsible, and the opposition's actions as motivated by self-interest and harmful to citizens. 
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11. WORD AND CONCEPT SELECTION 8/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

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

Finding 1: 

Timestamp: 20:57 

Quote: "Killer envelopes." 

Manipulation: The term "killer envelopes" attributed to the opposition narrative as absurd and hysterical. 

Why problematic: Neutral alternative: "concerns about the safety of postal voting". The use of quotation marks and 
an ironic tone discredits legitimate health concerns. 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp: 23:07 

Quote: "The spokesperson of Law and Justice is denying this rumour." 

Manipulation: The word "rumour" used in relation to media reports about the possibility of introducing a state of 
emergency — without verifying whether these reports were a rumour or justified journalistic speculation. 

Why problematic: Neutral alternative: "media reports". The use of the word "rumour" pre-emptively discredits 
opposition sources. 

 

Finding 3: 

Timestamp: 33:54 

Quote: "Internet users discovered that for television recordings made from home, prosecutor Ewa Wrzosek poses 
against a background of a ready-to-download-from-the-internet photo wallpaper depicting a home library full of 
books." 

Manipulation: Information about the wallpaper used as an argument discrediting Wrzosek's credibility — a 
suggestion that she is a person feigning intellectualism. 

Why problematic: The choice of background for a video recording has no connection whatsoever with the 
substantive assessment of a prosecutor's procedural decisions; this is a classic ad hominem attack. 

 

Summary: The broadcast consistently uses emotionally charged and pejorative language towards the opposition, 
while using neutral or positive language towards the government. 
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12. PRESENTER BEHAVIOUR 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

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

Methodological principle (v2.2): Before each assessment, the triggering event must be documented. An 
intervention can only be assessed as asymmetric if comparable triggering events involving other guests did not 
produce an analogous intervention. 

Finding 1: 

Timestamp: 28:41–28:53 

Triggering event: Tomasz Grodzki responds to a question about corruption charges. 

Quote (presenter/reporter): "Please continue. He handed it over in a private office. One can also work for an idea in 
an office." 

Comparison: No analogous probing question directed at government representatives in any report in the broadcast 
— Reaction: none 

Asymmetry: Confirmed — probing exclusively towards the opposition. 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp: 25:40–29:15 

Triggering event: Report on charges against Grodzki. 

Quote (reporter): "Without the protective umbrella that has been extended over him by Platforma politicians, criminal 
liability may catch up with him very quickly." 

Comparison: No analogous comment suggesting criminal liability towards PiS politicians in any report in the 
broadcast — Reaction: none 

Asymmetry: Confirmed — speculation about criminal liability exclusively towards the opposition. 

 

Finding 3: 

Timestamp: 36:35–36:40 

Triggering event: End of the broadcast, announcement of an interview with the Minister of Education. 

Quote (presenter): "Today's guest on Wiadomości (News) is Dariusz Piątkowski, Minister of National Education. 
Welcome, Minister, and I invite you to watch the interview with the Minister on TVP Info." 

Comparison: No opposition representative was invited as a guest on the broadcast — Reaction: none 

Asymmetry: Confirmed — studio access exclusively for government representatives. 

 

Summary: The presenter and reporters apply asymmetric standards — probing and criticism exclusively towards 
the opposition, goodwill and lack of verification towards the government. 
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13. QUESTION ASYMMETRY 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Definition: Differently difficult/easy questions to different people. 

Asymmetry 1: 

To Tomasz Grodzki (indirectly, through the reporter), 28:41: "Please continue. He handed it over in a private office. 
One can also work for an idea in an office." — tough, implying guilt 

To a government representative (Prime Minister, ministers), no verifying questions — no critical questions 

Comparison: Questions implying guilt are used towards Grodzki; no verifying or critical questions whatsoever towards 
the government. 

Asymmetry 2: 

To prosecutor Wrzosek (indirectly), 30:21: "The prosecutor confused her role. If she wants to be a politician, well, she 
should become a politician." — tough, discrediting 

To the Minister of Education (announcement of interview), 36:35: "Welcome, Minister, and I invite you to watch the 
interview with the Minister." — warm, without announcement of critical questions 

Comparison: The opposition attacked through questions suggesting incompetence or bad faith; the government 
welcomed with goodwill. 

Summary: The question asymmetry is systematic and unidirectional — critical questions and questions implying 
guilt exclusively towards the opposition, no verifying questions whatsoever towards the government. 
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14. FALSE BALANCE 3/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Definition: Artificial balance despite actual imbalance. 

Finding 1: 

Timestamp: 24:02–24:08 

Construction: "The authorities of Bavaria and some Swiss cantons decided on postal voting during the pandemic. In 
South Korea, voters went to the polls." 

Analysis: Selective comparison — examples of countries using postal voting (Bavaria, Switzerland) and a country 
with traditional voting (South Korea) were cited, but without context: Bavaria and Switzerland have a long tradition of 
postal voting and the appropriate infrastructure; Poland does not. The false balance consists in suggesting that the 
situation is comparable. 

 

Summary: The broadcast rarely uses the technique of false balance — one-sided presentation of facts without any 
attempt at balancing dominates instead. Where apparent balance appears, it is selective and serves the 
government narrative. 
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15. AGENDA SETTING 9/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Definition: What is treated as normal/obvious? What does not make it onto the agenda? 

Finding 1: 

Agenda item: The presidential elections of 10 May 2020 are a constitutional obligation and must take place. 

Timestamp: 20:00 — Evidence: "Presidential elections must also take place. This is what the constitution 
stipulates." 

Alternative agenda: The question of whether elections in postal form are constitutional and whether there are legal 
mechanisms enabling their postponement (state of natural disaster, state of emergency) — completely absent. 

 

Finding 2: 

Agenda item: Tomasz Grodzki is a person of questionable moral reputation who acts out of personal motives. 

Timestamp: 25:17 — Evidence: "The Marshal of the Senate is trying at all costs to rebuild his political credibility." 

Alternative agenda: Grodzki as a constitutional state organ exercising his powers — completely absent. 

 

Finding 3: 

Agenda item: TVP is an institution serving Poles and uniting them in difficult times. 

Timestamp: 00:57 — Evidence: "Despite everything, when we sing on both sides of the screen, it is as if we were 
together." / 09:56 — "All age groups were able to attend lessons broadcast on the channels of Polish Television." 

Alternative agenda: The role of TVP as an instrument of government propaganda — completely absent. 

 

Summary: The broadcast consistently sets an agenda in which the government's actions are obvious and 
necessary, and the opposition's actions are pathological and motivated by self-interest. Questions about the 
legality of the government's actions are excluded from the agenda. 
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CHAPTER 4 — OVERALL ASSESSMENT 

 

Overview of partial results 

No. Criterion Type Score Main finding (1 sentence) 

1 Selection of experts H 8 All experts anonymous or pro-PiS; no independent 
expert voices 

2 Source selection H 9 Exclusively pro-PiS sources (wpolityce.pl, polls 
commissioned by government media) 

3 Airtime distribution H 8 Pro-PiS voices dominate in a ratio of approx. 7:1 
over opposition voices 

4 Omission H 9 Systematic omission of the PKW, constitutional 
lawyers, the presumption of innocence of Grodzki 

5 Manipulation of numbers H 7 Polls without methodology, from pro-PiS sources, 
without comparison with independent research 

6 Guilt by association H 9 Wrzosek linked to "anti-state forces" through a group 
photo 

7 Timing H 7 Positive reports about the government precede 
attacks on the opposition 

8 Selective outrage H 8 Outrage exclusively towards the opposition, no 
reaction to analogous actions by the government 

9 Completeness H 9 Systematic omission of perspectives undermining the 
government narrative 

10 Framing S 9 Government = responsibility, opposition = sabotage 
and self-interest 

11 Word selection S 8 "Killer envelopes", "rumour", wallpaper — language 
discrediting the opposition 

12 Presenter behaviour S 7 Probing exclusively towards the opposition; minister 
welcomed with goodwill 

13 Question asymmetry S 7 Questions implying guilt exclusively towards the 
opposition 

14 False balance S 3 Rarely used; one-sidedness without any pretence of 
balance dominates 

15 Agenda-setting S 9 Elections as an obvious obligation; TVP's role as 
propagandist excluded from the agenda 

 

Dominant techniques 
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1. Selective Omission (Score 9): The broadcast systematically eliminates perspectives, facts and actors that 
undermine the government narrative — no PKW, constitutional lawyers, presumption of innocence, independent 
epidemiologists. The omissions are consistent and concern all key topics. 

2. Guilt by Association (Score 9): Prosecutor Wrzosek discredited through a chain of associations leading from a 
group photo to "connections with the Kremlin"; Grodzki discredited by juxtaposing corruption charges with his 
activity as Marshal of the Senate. Technique applied without evidence, exclusively through juxtaposition. 

3. Framing (Score 9): The overall picture of the broadcast is based on a binary division: PiS government = 
responsibility, constitutionality, concern for citizens; opposition = sabotage, self-interest, threat to democracy. This 
framing permeates all reports in the broadcast. 

Key messages of the broadcast 

MESSAGE 1 (SUBSTANTIVE): "The PiS government is efficiently managing the pandemic crisis and responsibly 
fulfilling the constitutional obligation to hold presidential elections." 

Technique: Framing, agenda-setting, selective omission — Evidence: 01:37, 07:06, 20:00 

MESSAGE 2 (PERSONAL): "Tomasz Grodzki and Ewa Wrzosek are persons of questionable moral reputation, acting 
out of personal motives rather than in the public interest." 

Technique: Guilt by association, word selection, timing — Evidence: 25:17, 32:31, 33:54 

MESSAGE 3 (SOCIAL): "The opposition is sabotaging the elections and exposing Poland to a constitutional crisis, 
motivated by fear of the election result rather than concern for the health of citizens." 

Technique: Selective outrage, framing, question asymmetry — Evidence: 19:05, 23:18, 23:25 

Degree of manipulation 

Justification: The broadcast achieves an overall score of 7.8/10, which places it on the boundary between the 
"systematic imbalance" and "extreme imbalance" categories. All key manipulative techniques — omission, guilt by 
association, framing, selective outrage — are applied consistently and unidirectionally. The broadcast does not meet 
any of the requirements of Art. 21 para. 1 of the Broadcasting Act in terms of pluralism, impartiality and balance. 
Particularly egregious is the treatment of corruption charges against Grodzki as proven facts and the discrediting of 
prosecutor Wrzosek through a chain of associations without substantive evidence. 

CONCLUSION 

The analysed TVP Wiadomości (News) broadcast constitutes an example of systematic political propaganda, rather 
than reliable journalistic reporting. The broadcast consistently favours the PiS government's narrative on all key topics 
— the organisation of the presidential elections, pandemic management, the assessment of the opposition — while 
simultaneously discrediting the opposition using techniques of guilt by association, selective omission and emotional 
framing. A particularly serious violation of journalistic standards is the presentation of unproven corruption charges 
against Senate Marshal Tomasz Grodzki as facts, without observing the principle of the presumption of innocence and 
without allowing him to present a defence position. The broadcast violates Art. 21 para. 1 of the Broadcasting Act in 
terms of the obligation of pluralism, impartiality and balance, and its content and form correspond to the standards 
documented by the OSCE and RSF as systematic government propaganda in public media. 
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OVERALL ASSESSMENT OF 15 CRITERIA 

 

Individual results — All 15 criteria 

No. Criterion Score Classification 

1 SELECTION OF EXPERTS 8/10 Clear imbalance 

2 SOURCE SELECTION 9/10 Systemic bias 

3 AIRTIME DISTRIBUTION 8/10 Clear imbalance 

4 SELECTIVE OMISSION 9/10 Systemic bias 

5 MANIPULATION OF NUMBERS 7/10 Clear imbalance 

6 GUILT BY ASSOCIATION 9/10 Systemic bias 

7 TIMING 7/10 Clear imbalance 

8 SELECTIVE OUTRAGE 8/10 Clear imbalance 

9 SELECTIVE OMISSION — OVERALL PICTURE 9/10 Systemic bias 

10 FRAMING 9/10 Systemic bias 

11 WORD AND CONCEPT SELECTION 8/10 Clear imbalance 

12 PRESENTER BEHAVIOUR 7/10 Clear imbalance 

13 QUESTION ASYMMETRY 7/10 Clear imbalance 

14 FALSE BALANCE 3/10 Slight imbalance 

15 AGENDA SETTING 9/10 Systemic bias 

 

HARD FACTS SCORE (1-8) 8.2/10 
Fundamental systemic bias. Very high degree of 
manipulation 

 

SOFT FACTS SCORE (9-14) 7.2/10 
Serious deviation from the impartiality standard. High degree 
of deviation 

 

OVERALL SCORE 7.7/10 
Serious deviation from the impartiality standard. 
High degree of deviation 

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

 

Individual scores per criterion (0–10) 

0 No findings No significant irregularities detected. 

1–2 Weak finding Minor irregularity without significant impact on balance. 

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

5 
Moderate finding with 
impact 

Significant imbalance affecting the opinion-forming potential of the audience. 

6 
Significant finding 
(threshold) 

Scores from 6 upwards are classified as "significant findings". 

7 Significant finding Clear, well-documented imbalance with clear impact significance. 

8–9 Serious finding Clear imbalance; multiple documented partial findings within this criterion. 

10 Maximum severity Systematic, pervasive imbalance within this criterion. 

 

Aggregated deviation index — Interpretation ranges 

0.0 – 2.5 No objections 
No significant patterns detected; the broadcast meets the 
impartiality standard. 

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

4.1 – 6.0 Significant imbalance 
Multiple significant findings; significant violation of diversity of 
perspectives. 

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

Clear patterns exceeding individual broadcasts; high impact 
significance. 

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

Maximum severity in almost all criteria; systematically one-sided 
reporting. 

 

Party bias (-5 to +5) 

-5 to -3 
Strongly 
disadvantaged 

The party is significantly underrepresented in framing, airtime or 
presentation. 

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

0 Neutral No detectable favouring or disadvantage. 

+1 to +2 Slightly favoured Recognisable, but minor favouring. 

+3 to +5 Strongly favoured 
The party is significantly overrepresented in framing, airtime or 
presentation. 
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CHAPTER 5 — LEGAL ASSESSMENT (Art. 21 para. 1 of the Broadcasting Act) 

 

Assessment based on Art. 21 para. 1 of the Broadcasting Act 

The Broadcasting Act (29.12.1992, Journal of Laws 1993 No. 7 item 34) Art. 21 para. 1 imposes on public 
broadcasters the obligation to provide pluralistic, impartial, balanced and independent services. Art. 23 requires that 
the positions of political parties be taken into account. Constitution of the Republic of Poland Art. 213 para. 1 
establishes KRRiT as the guardian of freedom of speech in broadcasting. Electoral Code Art. 117 guarantees free 
airtime during the campaign period. 

Violation 1: 

Standard: Art. 21 para. 1 of the Broadcasting Act — obligation of impartiality and balance 

Elements: The broadcast presents exclusively the PiS government's narrative on the presidential elections, completely 
omitting or discrediting the positions of the opposition, the PKW and independent constitutional lawyers. 

Evidence: Timestamp 19:10–24:15 — Quote: "It is now the 19th day, and the Senate has still not taken a position. 
Killer envelopes. The Marshal of the Senate has taken aim at envelopes." 

Assessment: The Senate's action within constitutional deadlines presented as "obstruction"; the opposition's health 
concerns discredited as "killer envelopes" without reliable verification. The violation of the principle of balance is 
flagrant and systematic. 

Violation 2: 

Standard: Art. 21 para. 1 of the Broadcasting Act — obligation of pluralism; Art. 23 — taking into account the positions 
of political parties 

Elements: The broadcast does not present the positions of opposition parties (KO, PSL, Lewica, Konfederacja) in a 
reliable and complete manner; the positions of the opposition appear exclusively as the subject of criticism. 

Evidence: Timestamp 22:27 — Quote: "Małgorzata Kidawa-Błońska called the elections she herself is running in a 
coup d'état." — the only quote from the KO candidate in the entire broadcast, without context and without the 
possibility of elaboration. 

Assessment: Art. 23 requires that the positions of political parties be taken into account; the broadcast fulfils this 
requirement only formally (by quoting the opposition), while systematically discrediting its positions. 

Violation 3: 

Standard: Art. 21 para. 1 of the Broadcasting Act — obligation of reliability; Electoral Code Art. 117 — equal access to 
airtime 

Elements: The broadcast presents electoral polls exclusively from pro-PiS sources (wpolityce.pl, politycy.pl) without 
methodological context, which may influence the electoral preferences of citizens during the presidential campaign. 

Evidence: Timestamp 24:18–25:08 — Quote: "If postal elections were held next Sunday, the incumbent President 
Andrzej Duda would win them in the first round." 

Assessment: Presenting polls from sources with an obvious conflict of interest as objective research results, without 
comparison with independent firms, violates the principle of reliability and may constitute unlawful electoral 
campaigning. 

Violation 4: 

Standard: Art. 21 para. 1 of the Broadcasting Act — obligation of reliability and respect for personal dignity 

Elements: The broadcast presents unproven corruption charges against Senate Marshal Tomasz Grodzki as facts, 
without observing the principle of the presumption of innocence and without allowing him to present a defence 
position. 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch


 

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

 

 
 

President: Schlaepfer, David  -  Contact: kontakt@SVFAB.ch  - Address:    SVFAB, P/O-Box, CH-8021 Zurich 1 
Page 29 

 

Evidence: Timestamp 27:18–28:00 — Quote: "I personally handed money to Dr Grodzki directly. And I will simply get 
to the bottom of this." / "He accepted those one thousand five hundred zlotys, which I placed on his desk. He opened 
the drawer, put the money into the drawer." 

Assessment: Testimony of anonymous witnesses presented without verification, without information on the status of 
prosecutorial proceedings, without Grodzki's position — violation of the principle of audiatur et altera pars and the 
presumption of innocence, which constitutes a flagrant violation of journalistic reliability standards. 

Overall assessment based on Art. 21 para. 1 of the Broadcasting Act 

The analysed TVP Wiadomości (News) broadcast violates Art. 21 para. 1 of the Broadcasting Act in respect of all four 
key obligations: pluralism (lack of reliable presentation of opposition positions), impartiality (systematic favouring of the 
government narrative), balance (flagrant disproportion in airtime and source selection) and reliability (presenting 
unproven charges as facts, polls from sources with a conflict of interest). The violations are systematic and consistent, 
which indicates deliberate rather than accidental editorial action. In the context of the election campaign period 
(presidential elections of 10 May 2020), these violations take on particular significance, as they could have influenced 
the electoral preferences of citizens in a manner inconsistent with the principles of a democratic election campaign. 
The broadcast corresponds to the standards documented by the OSCE and RSF as systematic government 
propaganda, rather than reliable public media reporting. 

IN-DEPTH SOURCE VERIFICATION (mandatory for all cited institutions / NGOs / advisory entities) 

Entity 1: Portal wpolityce.pl 

1. FUNDING: Portal linked to the PiS camp; funding from private sources, linked to the right-wing media ecosystem; 
lack of full financial transparency. 

2. MANDATE: Openly pro-PiS opinion-forming portal; mandate inconsistent with neutral assessment of political 
events. 

3. CONFLICT OF INTEREST: The portal has an obvious institutional interest in presenting results favourable to 
PiS; commissioning polls and publishing them serves to reinforce the government narrative. 

4. CREDIBILITY MATRIX: 

•  D1 Conflict of interest: −2 — Openly pro-PiS 

•  D2 Personal risk: −2 — No risk when publishing favourable results 

•  D3 Subject-matter competence: 0 — No specialist polling knowledge 

•  D4 Consistency of opinion: −1 — Consistently pro-PiS 

•  D5 Emotionalisation vs. data: −1 — Data presented in an emotional context 

•  D6 Source level: −2 — Tertiary source (commissioner, not the research executor) 

•  TOTAL: −8 → SOURCE SIGNAL: RED 

5. COUNTER-VOICE: Independent polling firms (CBOS, Kantar, IBRiS) were not cited. 

Entity 2: Social Changes research firm 

1. FUNDING: Private research firm; commissions from pro-PiS media (wpolityce.pl) constitute a significant part of 
its activity. 

2. MANDATE: Formally neutral research firm; however, regular commissions from pro-PiS media create a structural 
conflict of interest. 

3. CONFLICT OF INTEREST: The firm is dependent on commissions from pro-PiS media; results favourable to PiS 
increase the likelihood of further commissions. 

4. CREDIBILITY MATRIX: 

•  D1 Conflict of interest: −1 — Structural, though not direct 

•  D2 Personal risk: 0 — Neutral 

•  D3 Subject-matter competence: +1 — Registered research firm 

•  D4 Consistency of opinion: −1 — Results consistently favourable to pro-PiS commissioners 

•  D5 Emotionalisation vs. data: +1 — Data presented numerically 

•  D6 Source level: +1 — Secondary source (research executor) 

•  TOTAL: +1 → SOURCE SIGNAL: YELLOW 

5. COUNTER-VOICE: Results from other firms (CBOS, Kantar) indicating lower support for Duda were not cited. 
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Entity 3: Poczta Polska S.A. 

1. FUNDING: 100% State Treasury company; funded from public funds and own revenues. 

2. MANDATE: Postal operator; mandate inconsistent with neutral political assessment of postal elections, in which 
it is the direct implementer. 

3. CONFLICT OF INTEREST: Poczta Polska is the direct implementer of postal elections; its management is 
dependent on the government; it has an obvious institutional interest in confirming its readiness to carry out the 
task. 

4. CREDIBILITY MATRIX: 

•  D1 Conflict of interest: −2 — Direct implementer, dependent on the government 

•  D2 Personal risk: −2 — Management dependent on the government 

•  D3 Subject-matter competence: +2 — Competent in postal logistical matters 

•  D4 Consistency of opinion: −1 — Consistently confirms readiness 

•  D5 Emotionalisation vs. data: +1 — Statement factual 

•  D6 Source level: 0 — Secondary source 

•  TOTAL: −2 → SOURCE SIGNAL: YELLOW 

5. COUNTER-VOICE: Trade unions of Poczta Polska employees expressing concerns about safety and working 
conditions were not cited. 

Entity 4: Museum of Polish History 

1. FUNDING: Public institution funded from budgetary resources; subordinate to the Ministry of Culture and National 
Heritage. 

2. MANDATE: Cultural institution; mandate consistent with educational and historical activity. 

3. CONFLICT OF INTEREST: As a public institution subordinate to the PiS government, the "My Memento" 
campaign inaugurated by Prime Minister Morawiecki may serve the government's image-building purposes. 

4. CREDIBILITY MATRIX: 

•  D1 Conflict of interest: −1 — Public institution, campaign inaugurated by the Prime Minister 

•  D2 Personal risk: 0 — Neutral 

•  D3 Subject-matter competence: +2 — Competent in the field of history and education 

•  D4 Consistency of opinion: +1 — Activity consistent with the mandate 

•  D5 Emotionalisation vs. data: +1 — Educational, not political campaign 

•  D6 Source level: +1 — Secondary source 

•  TOTAL: +4 → SOURCE SIGNAL: YELLOW 

5. COUNTER-VOICE: Not applicable — educational, not political campaign. 

IMPORTANT: "Recognised" is not a substantive qualification. It is a social attribution that itself requires 
verification. None of the entities cited in the broadcast was presented with information about its funding, mandate 
or potential conflict of interest. 

Legal and methodological framework 

Not a finding of fact 
The results presented do not constitute findings of fact concerning individual persons, 
editorial teams or broadcasts. They are the product of standardised operationalisation, not 
a determination of individual responsibility. 

 

Not a legal ruling 

The aggregated deviation index does not replace a legal assessment pursuant to the 
Broadcasting Act of 29 December 1992, Art. 21 para. 1. Determining whether a given 
broadcast violates legal requirements lies exclusively within the competence of the relevant 
authorities (in particular KRRiT). 
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Not evidence of a 
causal relationship 

Statistical correlations should not be interpreted as evidence of causal relationships or 
editorial intentions. Deviation values may be shaped by topic selection, the information 
environment, political controversy or format logic. 

 

Not an assessment 
of intent 

The analysis measures observable structural features of the broadcast. A score of 7 
means that significant imbalance was detected — not that the editorial team intended to 
create it. The methodology does not formulate claims about motives or strategic objectives. 

 

Heuristic 
comparative tool 

The index serves for comparative pattern recognition across thousands of broadcasts, not 
for precise metric measurement of individual reports. Threshold values serve as heuristic 
orientation, not strict legal qualification. 
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ANNEX 1: NATIONAL LEGISLATION 

 

Legal basis Poland — TVP 

Legislation 

•  Broadcasting Act of 29 December 1992 (Journal of Laws 1993 No. 7 item 34, last amended 2024) 

•  Constitution of the Republic of Poland, Art. 213 para. 1 

•  Electoral Code, Chapter 13 (principles of election reporting) 

•  Act on the National Media Council of 2016 (declared unconstitutional) 

Key provisions 

Art. 21 para. 1 of the Broadcasting Act (public mission) 

Public broadcasters (TVP, Polish Radio) are obliged to provide services that are: 

•  Pluralistic (pluralistic) 

•  Impartial (impartial) 

•  Balanced (balanced) 

•  Independent (independent) 

•  Innovative (innovative) 

•  High quality and reliable (high quality and reliable) 

Art. 23 — Political representation 

Obligation to take into account the positions of political parties, trade unions and employers' organisations. 

Art. 23a — Public benefit organisations 

Obligation to inform about the activities of public benefit organisations. 

Art. 24 para. 1 — Election reporting 

Obligation to report on entities participating in elections. 

Electoral Code, Art. 117 (Chapter 13) 

Registered electoral committees have the right to free airtime in public media during the campaign period (15 days 
before election day). Time allocated to one committee may not be transferred to another. 

Pillars of bias analysis 

No. Polish Deutsch SVFAB reference 

1 Pluralism Pluralismus Multi-Perspektiven / Balance 

2 Impartiality Unparteilichkeit Kern-Bias-Metrik — analog Art. 4 RTVG 

3 Balance Ausgewogenheit Airtime distribution, Source selection 

4 Independence Unabhängigkeit Redaktionelle Autonomie 

5 Reliability Sorgfalt/Integrität Faktendimension 

 

Comparison with Switzerland 

Aspect Switzerland (SRG) Poland (TVP) 
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Legislation RTVG Art. 4 Broadcasting Act Art. 21 

Regulator UBI (binding) KRRiT (constitutional, limited enforcement) 

State supervision BAKOM/UVEK KRRiT + (de facto) government 

Enforcement UBI handles complaints; BAKOM can 
sanction 

KRRiT imposes penalties (304 penalties 
2016-2024, >7 million PLN) 

Funding Serafe fee RTV licence fee + budgetary subsidy 

Self-regulation Moderate (UBI independent) Very weak (RMN politicised, KRRiT 
weakened) 

 

Supervisory bodies 

KRRiT (National Broadcasting Council) 

•  Constitutional basis: Art. 213 para. 1 of the Constitution of the Republic of Poland 

•  Safeguards freedom of speech in broadcasting 

•  Protects the independence of broadcasters 

•  Protects the interests of audiences 

•  Ensures the open and pluralistic character of broadcasting 

•  Composition: 5 members for a 6-year term: 2 appointed by the Sejm, 1 by the Senate, 2 by the President of the 
Republic of Poland 

•  Members may not belong to a political party or trade union 

•  Powers: Licences, financial penalties, frequency allocation 

National Media Council (RMN) — 2016-? 

•  Established in 2016 by the PiS government 

•  5 members: 3 Sejm, 2 President 

•  Right to appoint and dismiss the management boards of public media (bypassing KRRiT) 

•  The Constitutional Tribunal ruled in 2016 that the RMN is UNCONSTITUTIONAL 

•  PiS ignored the ruling and continued the operation of the RMN 

•  Since 2024, work has been underway on legislation to dissolve the RMN 

Structural context 

TVP operates as a sole State Treasury company (S.A.). In the years 2015-2023, under PiS rule, TVP was transformed 
into — as critics, the OSCE and RSF described it — a propaganda tool of the ruling party. 

Documented bias (OSCE, 2020): 

•  2020 presidential elections: 97% of reports about Duda positive, 87% about Trzaskowski negative 

•  Election night: Duda 56 min, Trzaskowski 8 min 

•  OSCE: TVP "failed to fulfil its obligation to offer balanced and impartial coverage" 

•  RSF accused TVP of "spreading the government's hate speech" 

Crisis 2023-2024: 

•  After the October 2023 elections, the new Tusk government placed TVP, Polish Radio and PAP in liquidation 

•  TVP Info taken off air on 27 December 2023 

•  The Supreme Court rejected the liquidation procedure as contrary to law 

•  President Duda's veto blocked legislative reform until May 2025 

•  Status as of 2026: TVP formally still in liquidation, work on a new media law is ongoing 
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European reference framework 

•  ECHR Art. 10: Freedom of expression (universal standard) 

•  EMFA (European Media Freedom Act, 2024): Minimum EU standards — Poland bound as a member state 

•  RSF Press Freedom Index: Poland 2024 — position 47 (cf. CH: 9, NO: 1, DE: 10) 

•  Freedom House: Poland as "free", but with deteriorating media freedom indicators 

Sources 

•  Broadcasting Act (Eng. PDF): gov.pl/attachment/ae9ab3d7-0288-420e-9c8f-f46c92dac578 

•  KRRiT archive: archiwum.krrit.gov.pl 

•  ISAP (original): isap.sejm.gov.pl/isap.nsf/DocDetails.xsp?id=wdu19930070034 

•  OSCE report 2020: osce.org/files/f/documents/9/6/469437.pdf 

•  TVP statute: centruminformacji.tvp.pl/37310210/statut-spolki-telewizja-polska-sa 
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Reports and Membership at SVFAB 

 

At SVFAB.ch you will find detailed reports and can also commission custom analyses for any broadcast (billed separately). 

To ensure the quality of our work, we depend on membership fees and donations. 

 

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 via www.svfab.ch or kontakt@svfab.ch 

 

 

Unbalanced Reporting is the response to the halving initiative in 
Switzerland: Manipulation techniques are explained in detail, starting 
with the selection of staff and sourcesThen 15 principles are explained: 
omission, framing, temporal framing, guilt by association, 
emotionalisation, context removal and many more, illustrated with 
numerous examples. Additionally, it becomes apparent where we 
ourselves apply these techniques – fostering not only awareness but 
also empathy.  
Optionally the book comes with 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 don’t know this deliver material. Good quotes that get cut 
wrong. Correct statements that end up in the wrong context. Honest 
answers framed as confessions. 
This book is not a media criticism book. It is a toolbox – for everyone 
who faces a microphone and wants to know what to do about it. 7 
chapters. 7 tools: What an interview really is. The 7 most common 
traps. The three principles of sovereignty – anchoring, reframing, 
setting boundaries. 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 everyone 
who is in the public eye and wants to understand how the game 
works. So they stop playing along – and start shaping it. 
In A5 format. Direct. For preparation, reference, follow-up and when 
difficulties arise 
 

 

You think you see the world.In reality you see the frame someone 
has placed around it. Framing is the oldest and most elegant 
manipulation technique in the world. It doesn’t change the facts – it 
changes what we make of the facts. How we feel. What we believe. 
How we decide. And it works – because we all play along. Every day. 
Unconsciously. You too. This book is not a dry textbook. It is a 
workbook – playful, direct, full of real-life examples. You don’t just 
learn how others frame you. You learn how you yourself frame – and 
how you can use it consciously and fairly. 
Because whoever understands framing sees the world more clearly. 
Hears news differently. Conducts conversations more confidently. 
And no longer so easily accepts a frame chosen by someone else. 
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With many exercises and concrete examples from politics, media and 
everyday life – and the occasional smile. 
Framing with style. Because the frame changes everything. 
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