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SVFAB DETAILED ANALYSIS
2020-04-22 Sportsendungen - GC-FCZ Halbfinal 2004

Broadcast: SRF Tagesschau broadcast | 2020-04-22 | Analysed on: 2026-06-06 12:57
Version 3.4-detail | Universal 3.4-detail | Konverter 3.5 (2026-05-29) | Massstab: Art. 4 RTVG

OVERALL 0.6/10

SCORE Unremarkable

0 = balanced, 10 = strongly one-sided/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 O (far left) to 10 (far right).

Party Greens SP GLP EVP | FDP SVP
CHES 1.13 1.67 3.60 5.47 5.64 7.67 9.00
Spectrum Left Left Left Right Right Right

The overall tendency is displayed on a 0—10 scale (0 = strongly favouring left, 5 = balanced, 10 = strongly favouring
right). The calculation is based on the difference in the average favouring of left vs. right parties (grouping according to
CHES 2024).

0 1 2 3 4 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 serves for political classification and does not factor into the overall score.
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POLITICAL LANDSCAPE

Switzerland is a concordance democracy with proportional representation in the Federal Council (7 seats). All major
parties are represented in the government (magic formula): SVP (2 seats), SP (2), FDP (2), Centre (1). There is no
classical opposition — all relevant parties are governing parties.

/ . Schweizerischer Verein fur ausgewogene Berichterstattung

Party CHESL-R Seats Government/Opposition Core position

NC
Greens 2.0 23 Opposition Ecology, Social affairs
SP 2.5 41 Government (2 FC) Welfare state, redistribution
GLP 4.0 10 Opposition Green economy
Centre 5.0 29 Government (1 FC) Pragmatic centre
EVP 5.5 2 Opposition Christian-social
FDP 6.5 28 Government (2 FC) Economic liberal
SVP 8.0 62 Government (2 FC) National-conservative

Irrelevant for this broadcast. It is a pure sports broadcast with no political reference. The broadcast was aired during
the COVID-19 pandemic (spring 2020), which is reflected in incidental remarks about quarantine and lockdown, but
without any political evaluation.

SRF is the German-language public broadcaster of Switzerland, financed through reception fees and obligated under
Art. 4 RTVG to accurate, balanced reporting. Sports coverage is subject to the same legal principles, whereby the
requirement of accuracy is to be weighted differently for pure entertainment/sports coverage than for political
reporting.
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CHAPTER 1 — PARTY-POLITICAL BIAS

Score (-5..+5) Broadcast portrayal vs. programme position
SVP 0 Party/topic not in broadcast
SP 0 Party/topic not in broadcast
FDP 0 Party/topic not in broadcast
Centre 0 Party/topic not in broadcast
Greens 0 Party/topic not in broadcast
GLP 0 Party/topic not in broadcast
EVP 0 Party/topic not in broadcast

Party bias summary

* Most accurate portrayal: No party portrayed (all scores 0)
+ Strongest distortion: None (all scores 0)
+ Average deviation from 0: 0.0

» Conclusion: The broadcast is a pure sports broadcast with no party-political reference whatsoever. No party is
mentioned, no political position is portrayed. A party bias analysis is irrelevant.
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CHAPTER 2 — BROADCAST INFORMATION AND THEMATIC FRAMEWORK

Broadcast data

* Title: Legendary Moments — Cup Semi-Final GC vs. FC Zirich (Repeat/Retrospective)

+ Date: 22.04.2020

» Presenter / Reporter: Studio presenter (not identified by name), Sascha Ruefer (original commentator)
* Persons interviewed:

Participants Function Party/Affiliation Political spectrum
Dani Gigax Former striker FC Zurich, youth coach FCZ, FC Zurich N/A (Sport)
Teleclub expert
Alain Geiger Former coach GC, currently coach Servette Grasshopper Club N/A (Sport)
Urs Meier gorrpesr FIFA referee (connected from Neutral/Referee N/A (Sport)
pain

Source traffic light — all protagonists

Dani Gigax:
D1 Conflict of interest: -1 — D1a: As a former FCZ player and three-time goalscorer in this match, he has an emotional
personal interest in a positive portrayal of his performance. D1b: Currently youth coach at FCZ — structural ties to the club. 1
indicator (institutional affiliation). D1 = -1.
D2 Personal risk: 0 — No risk from his statements; they consist of nostalgic recollections.
D3 Professional competence: +2 — Direct participant in the match discussed, primary source par excellence.
D4 Opinion consistency: +1 — Consistent portrayal, also acknowledges own weaknesses ("hothead", "room for
improvement").
D5 Emotionalisation vs. data: 0 — Naturally emotional when recounting personal memories, but also factually analytical on
tactical questions.
D6 Source level: +2 — Primary source (direct participant).
TOTAL: +4 — SOURCE TRAFFIC LIGHT: YELLOW

Category: N/A (not a researcher — athlete/contemporary witness)
Media framing in broadcast: Portrayed as a likeable, reflective former player and hero of the evening.

Discrepancy traffic light vs. framing: No significant discrepancy. The slightly positive framing is appropriate for a sports
broadcast featuring contemporary withesses. The conflict of interest as an FCZ man is implicitly balanced by the
opposing position (Geiger).

Alain Geiger:

D1 Conflict of interest: -1 — D1a: As a former GC coach, he has a personal interest in a positive portrayal of his tactical
decisions. D1b: Currently coach at Servette, no longer directly affiliated with GC. 0 indicators of patronage. D1 = -1.

D2 Personal risk: +1 — Openly admits his own mistakes (not fielding Petric in the final), which is unusual and risky for a
coach.

D3 Professional competence: +2 — Direct participant as coach, primary source.

D4 Opinion consistency: +2 — Self-critical correction: "I made a mistake" regarding Petric. Admits against his own earlier
position that he made the wrong decision.

D5 Emotionalisation vs. data: +1 — Despite the emotional subject matter, factually analytical, identifies specific tactical
errors.

D6 Source level: +2 — Primary source (direct participant as coach).

TOTAL: +7 — SOURCE TRAFFIC LIGHT: GREEN

Category: N/A (not a researcher — sports coach/contemporary witness)
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Media framing in broadcast: Portrayed as an experienced, reflective coach who has learned from mistakes.

Discrepancy traffic light vs. framing: No discrepancy. The framing corresponds to the traffic light result.

Urs Meier:

D1 Conflict of interest: -1 — D1a: As referee of the match, he has a personal interest in not portraying his performance too
negatively. D1b: No structural patronage. D1 = -1.

D2 Personal risk: +1 — Openly admits a wrong decision ("that is a mistake"), which can cost a former FIFA referee his
reputation.

D3 Professional competence: +2 — Direct participant as match official, highest professional competence for rule
interpretation.

D4 Opinion consistency: +1 — Consistent position, admits mistakes without equivocating.

D5 Emotionalisation vs. data: +1 — Factually analytical, explains the positional error with technical precision.

D6 Source level: +2 — Primary source (referee of the match).

TOTAL: +6 — SOURCE TRAFFIC LIGHT: GREEN

Category: N/A (not a researcher — referee/contemporary witness)
Media framing in broadcast: Framed as "an exceptional FIFA referee, one of the best we have had".

Discrepancy traffic light vs. framing: No significant discrepancy. The positive framing is supported by the traffic light
result.

Source traffic light for participants:

Traffic light
Dani Gigax -1 0 +2 +1 0 +2 +4 YELLOW
Alain Geiger -1 +1 +2 +2 +1 +2 +7 GREEN
Urs Meier -1 +1 +2 +1 +1 +2 +6 GREEN
Main topic

Retrospective on the legendary cup semi-final match between Grasshopper Club and FC Zirich (approx. 2004), which
ended 6:5 after extra time, as a bridging programme during the COVID-19 lockdown.
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CHAPTER 3 — 15 CRITERIA: DETAILED ANALYSIS

Hard facts — 9 techniques that are countable and scientifically robust

1. EXPERT SELECTION 110

1

Expert 1: Dani Gigax (former FCZ player)

Timestamp 02:42
Statement Present throughout as studio guest, describes his perspective as three-time goalscorer.

Primary source, directly involved, emotional ties to FCZ. No conflict of interest in the strict sense
— he is recounting personal experiences.

Assessment

Missing A GC player (Eduardo, Petric or Nunez) would have complemented the player perspective from
opposing the opposing side.
voice

Source in-depth check:

(a) FUNDING: Currently youth coach FCZ and Teleclub expert — no relevant financial dependency for this
broadcast.

(b) MANDATE: No mandate — personal contemporary witness.
TOTAL: +4 — SOURCE TRAFFIC LIGHT: YELLOW
(d) Framed as hero of the evening, which corresponds to his role in the match — no misleading framing.

Expert 2: Alain Geiger (former GC coach)

Timestamp 05:49

Statement Present throughout as studio guest, analyses tactical errors and offers self-criticism.
Assessment Primary source, directly involved as coach. Particularly credible due to open self-criticism.
Missing Lucien Favre (FCZ coach) would have complemented the opposing perspective.

opposing
voice

Source in-depth check:
TOTAL: +7 — SOURCE TRAFFIC LIGHT: GREEN

Expert 3: Urs Meier (former FIFA referee)

m "l could already see how | made the mistake [...] that was a clear positional error on my part"
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Assessment Primary source, neutral position as match official. Openly admits mistakes.

Missing None required — as referee he is the neutral third party.

opposing
voice

Source in-depth check:
TOTAL: +6 — SOURCE TRAFFIC LIGHT: GREEN

Missing expert groups:

» GC players (Eduardo, Petric, Nunez) — player perspective from the winning side
* Lucien Favre — coaching perspective from the losing side
+ Independent sports historian — contextual classification

Summary:
YELLOW (+4) FCZ player, primary source, slight conflict of interest
Geiger GREEN (+7) GC coach, primary source, self-critical
Meier GREEN (+6) Referee, primary source, admits mistakes

The expert selection is well balanced for a sports broadcast: one representative from each team plus the neutral
referee. Score 1/10 only due to the slight predominance of the FCZ perspective (Gigax as "hero of the evening").
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2. SOURCE SELECTION 0/10

Claims without primary source = penalty points (rumour check)

All three sources are direct primary sources (participants in the match discussed). No external sources, NGOs,
specialist bodies or studies are cited — which is also not to be expected in a sports broadcast. No rumours, no
unsubstantiated claims.

Summary: No relevant findings. All sources are primary sources with direct involvement in the event discussed.
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3. TIME DISTRIBUTION 110

1

Estimated speaking time (studio analysis, excluding match broadcast and advertising):
* Dani Gigax (FCZ): (40%)
+ Alain Geiger (GC): (37%)
* Urs Meier (referee): (13%)
* Presenter: (10%)

Summary: Speaking time is distributed almost equally between the two main guests (Gigax and Geiger). Urs
Meier is connected for the specific penalty scene and is given appropriate time. Slight predominance for Gigax,
which is factually justified by his role as three-time goalscorer.
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R\P

4. OMISSION (Selective Omission) 110

1

Omission 1:

The perspective of Lucien Favre (FCZ coach) is entirely absent. His reaction is only conveyed
indirectly through Gigax.

Relevant at: 169:04 — Gigax: "He said: It's not possible, it's impossible"

Context

The coaching perspective of the losing side remains limited to hearsay. For a retrospective
broadcast, however, this is understandable — Favre may not have been available.

Omission 2:

Context No GC player is given a voice, even though Eduardo, Petric and Nunez shaped the comeback.

Relevant at: Entire broadcast

The player perspective from the winning side is absent. Geiger as coach partially compensates for
this, but the emotional dimension of the players is missing.

Summary: Minor omissions that are understandable for a retrospective broadcast with a limited number of guests.
No systematic or tendentious omission discernible.

Missing voices

* Further FCZ players (e.g. Petrosian, Dal Santo): Would have complemented the perspective of the team that
squandered the lead.

* GC players (e.g. Eduardo, Petric, Nunez): As goalscorers of the comeback, they would have brought in the player
perspective from the winning side.

* Lucien Favre (FCZ coach): His view of the debacle is absent — only indirectly through Gigax's account ("He said:
It's not possible, it's impossible").

» Fans from both camps: Direct voices from the fan sections would have reinforced the emotional dimension.

» Sports journalist/historian: An independent contextualisation of the match within Swiss football history.

+ Assistant referee (Pujacina): Could have added his view of the penalty scene.
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5. NUMERICAL MANIPULATION 0/10

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

No relevant numerical manipulation identified. The figures cited (match scores, minutes, historical data such as "35
years since FCZ's last cup win against GC", "500,000 francs in additional revenue upon qualifying for the final") are
factual statements without argumentative distortion.

Summary: No relevant numerical manipulation identified.
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6. GUILT BY ASSOCIATION 0/10

No guilt-by-association techniques identified. The broadcast contains no discrediting through association. All persons
are portrayed respectfully and in their sporting role.

Summary: No finding.
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7. TIMING 0/10

No strategic placement of information identified. The broadcast follows the chronological structure of the match (first

half — analysis — second half — extra time — closing analysis), which is the natural and appropriate structure for a
sports broadcast.

Summary: No finding. The chronological structure is appropriate.
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8. SELECTIVE OUTRAGE 0/10

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

Score calculation:

» Degree of outrage: 0/5 — No outrage discernible in the moderation or among the guests. Emotions are sporting in
nature (joy, disappointment, nostalgia).

» Selectivity: 0/5 — No asymmetric treatment. Both sides are equally permitted to express their emotions.

Summary: No selective outrage identified. The emotional reactions are symmetrically distributed and appropriate
to the sporting context.
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9. COMPLETENESS (Selective Omission — Overall picture) 110

1

Finding 1:

Entire broadcast

Missing perspective/fact: Player perspective from the GC side (Eduardo, Petric, Nunez as goalscorers of the
comeback).

Relevance: These players were the main protagonists of the historic turnaround — their personal view would have
completed the overall picture.

Impact: The overall picture is slightly FCZ-heavy in terms of the player perspective, but is largely compensated by
Geiger's coaching perspective.

Summary: The broadcast covers the topic largely completely. The missing GC player perspective is a marginal
shortcoming that does not significantly distort the overall picture.

The match is considered one of the most spectacular cup matches in Swiss football history. FC Ziirich led 5:2 and yet
lost 5:6 after extra time. The broadcast was aired during the COVID-19 lockdown in spring 2020, when no live sport
was possible. SRF filled the schedule with historic sporting moments. The broadcast has no political or socially
controversial character.

Context-dependent balance

Type of topic in this broadcast: NEITHER SCIENTIFIC, SOCIAL NOR POLITICAL — SPORT/ENTERTAINMENT

The broadcast falls into none of the three main categories. It is a pure sports entertainment broadcast with a historical
retrospective. The standard of balance here is: Are both teams/sides portrayed fairly? Do representatives of both
camps get to speak?

Share of perspectives covered
Inverted: Original value measures coverage (higher = better). Displayed as deviation (higher = greater gaps).
[A] Perspective FC Zirich (players)
[B] Perspective Grasshopper Club (coach/players)
[C] Perspective referee (neutral match official)
[D] Original commentary (contemporary contextualisation)
[E] Tactical analysis of both teams
[F] Fan perspective from both camps
[G] Historical contextualisation of the match in Swiss football
[H] Current situation of the protagonists (COVID-19 context)

[A] COVERED

Timestamp: 02:42ff, 51:16ff, 117:14ff — Quote: "In that moment we were dead" — Assessment: Dani Gigax as
FCZ representative present throughout and questioned in detail.

[B] COVERED

Timestamp: 05:49ff, 50:04ff, 60:00ff — Quote: "We made too many stupid mistakes at the back" — Assessment:
Alain Geiger as GC coach present throughout, provides tactical assessments and self-criticism.
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[C] COVERED
Timestamp: 155:36ff — Quote: "l could already see how | made the mistake" — Assessment: Urs Meier is
connected and gives an open, self-critical assessment of the penalty scene.

[D] COVERED
Timestamp: 09:16ff (throughout) — Quote: "That just can't be, | have never seen that before" — Assessment:
Sascha Ruefer's original commentary is played in full and conveys the contemporary drama.

[E] COVERED

Timestamp: 50:04ff, 60:00ff — Quote: "We notice we had many problems at the back. And what is missing is a
defensive leader" — Assessment: Both guests analyse tactical aspects, Geiger particularly extensively.

[F] INDICATED

Timestamp: 16:25, 135:14ff — Quote: "The look at the FCZ fans, where of course all hell is breaking loose" —
Assessment: Fan reactions are mentioned in the commentary and shown visually, but no fans speak directly.
Appropriate for a retrospective broadcast.

[G] COVERED

Timestamp: 46:27ff, 128:04ff — Quote: "It has been 35 years since FCZ were able to beat Grasshopper Club in
the cup competition" — Assessment: Historical contextualisation by the commentator occurs on multiple
occasions.

[H] COVERED

Timestamp: 02:50ff, 05:52ff, 174:50ff — Quote: "Since 15 March, since we have had the lockdown, nothing has
changed" — Assessment: All three protagonists are asked about their current COVID-19 situation.

Completeness score: 9/10

Justification: The broadcast covers almost all relevant perspectives. Both teams are represented by high-calibre
contemporary witnesses, the referee is connected for the controversial scene. Only the direct fan perspective is
missing, which is however understandable for a retrospective broadcast 16 years after the event.
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Soft facts — 6 qualitative techniques

10. FRAMING (Setting the frame) 110

1

Finding 1:

Timestamp 00:54
Quote "It was a great piece of football history that was written just over 16 years ago."

The match is framed from the outset as "football history” — which sets a positive, nostalgic basic

Manipulation
P mood.

Why Minimal — for a retrospective broadcast on a 6:5 match, this framing is factually justified and not
problematic manipulative. The match IS a historic event in Swiss football.

Finding 2:
Timestamp 01:01
Quote "The cup semi-final match between GC and FC Ziirich truly had everything that we miss so much.”
Manipulation Double framing — the match as an object of longing during the COVID-19 lockdown.

Why Barely problematic — it is an honest contextualisation. During the lockdown, live sport was absent,
problematic and the broadcast explicitly serves as a substitute programme.

Summary: The framing is consistently positive-nostalgic, which is appropriate for the format (retrospective on a
legendary match). No manipulative framing discernible.
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11. CHOICE OF WORDS AND TERMS 110
1
Finding 1:

Timestamp 48:28

eI ENEYEEHEW "That was a brutal attack by Cabanas, | can't put it any other way. Brutal, unfair."”
Ruefer)

Manipulation Strong value judgement by the commentator regarding a foul.

Minimal — sports commentators naturally use evaluative language. The scene (outstretched leg
against Dal Santo) justifies the choice of words. A neutral alternative would be: "A hard foul by
Cabanas."

Why
problematic

Finding 2:
Timestamp 33:04

el NEEEHEW "The most dangerous FCZ strikers are actually the GC defenders.”
Ruefer)

Manipulation Ironic sharpening at the expense of the GC defence.

Why Minimal — typical sports commentary humour. Factually correct, as two own goals were scored.
problematic

Summary: The choice of words is normal for a sports broadcast. Evaluative terms used by the commentator are
appropriate to the genre and are not directed one-sidedly against one team.
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12. MODERATION BEHAVIOUR 110

1

Finding 1:

Timestamp 50:04
Triggering event: End of the first half (3:1 for FCZ) — presenter asks both guests for their assessment.

Quote "What did you not like from a coaching perspective in those first 45 minutes? And probably still
(presenter to don't like now?"
Geiger)

To Gigax, 51:08: "How much joy did it bring from an FCZ perspective to watch the first half
again?"

Comparison

Asymmetry: Slight asymmetry — Geiger is asked about the negative, Gigax about the positive. However, this
corresponds to the match situation (3:1 for FCZ) and is factually justified, not tendentious.

Finding 2:

Timestamp 84:23

Triggering event: Yellow-red card for De Sosa after the 5:2.

Quote "Was it, in hindsight, the turning point, this yellow-red card?"
(presenter to
Geiger)

To Gigax, 85:06: "How did FCZ feel at that point — could the yellow-red card really still make you
nervous?"

Comparison

Asymmetry: Not demonstrable — both are asked about the same scene, from their respective perspectives.

Summary: The moderation behaviour is largely balanced. Both guests are questioned respectfully and with
comparable intensity. The slight differences in the phrasing of questions are factually justified by the different roles
(winner/loser).
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13. QUESTION ASYMMETRY 110

1

Asymmetry 1:

ICNCETGETAGT I 31: "When things go wrong, they go really wrong. As with this goal." — neutral/empathetic
To Gigax, 57 52: "What a goal, wasn't it?" — positive/admiring

Slight asymmetry in tone — Gigax is admired for his goals, Geiger is confronted with his team's

CEPET e mistakes. However, this corresponds to the match reality and is not a manipulative asymmetry.

Asymmetry 2:
To Geiger, 61 23: "Tell us! What would you do differently?" — open/respectful
To Gigax, 64 50: "How did you feel watching yourself play football?" — personal/nostalgic

Different question types (tactical vs. emotional), but both respectful and appropriate to the
respective guest.

Comparison

Summary: Minimal asymmetries that are factually justified by the different roles of the guests (player from the
winning side vs. coach from the losing side). No manipulative question asymmetry.
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14. FALSE BALANCE 0/10

No finding. The broadcast covers a sporting event in which there is no "right" or "wrong" side. Both teams are
represented by competent contemporary witnesses. The source traffic light shows: Geiger (GREEN, +7) and Meier
(GREEN, +6) are the strongest sources, Gigax (YELLOW, +4) is also a valid primary source. No false balance in
either direction.

Summary: No finding. The balance between perspectives is exemplary for a sports broadcast.
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15. AGENDA-SETTING 0/10

No problematic agenda-setting identified. The broadcast places the historic football match on the agenda, which
corresponds to the explicit broadcast format ("Legendary Moments"). The COVID-19 situation is mentioned as a
frame, without political evaluation.

Summary: No finding. The agenda-setting corresponds to the broadcast format.
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CHAPTER 4 — OVERALL EVALUATION

Results

* HARD FACTS SCORE (average criteria 1-9): 0.4/ 10
+ SOFT FACTS SCORE (average criteria 10-15): 0.7 / 10

Dominant techniques

The 3 "strongest" techniques in this broadcast (all at a very low level):
1. FRAMING (Score 1): The broadcast consistently frames the match as "legendary” and "historic". This is factually
justified for a retrospective broadcast on a 6:5 match and is not manipulative.

2. EXPERT SELECTION (Score 1): Slight predominance of the FCZ player perspective (Gigax as "hero"),
compensated by Geiger's strong presence and Meier's neutral assessment. Missing GC players are a marginal
shortcoming.

3. CHOICE OF WORDS (Score 1): Occasional evaluative language in the sports commentary (e.g. "brutal, unfair"
regarding the Cabanas foul), which is appropriate to the genre and is not directed one-sidedly against one team.

Core messages of the broadcast

MESSAGE 1 (CONTENT): "In football nothing is impossible — even a 5:2 deficit can still be overturned.”
Technique: Chronological narrative with dramatic arc — evidence: 82:33, 114:14

MESSAGE 2 (PERSONAL): "Even professionals and referees make mistakes — and can learn from them."

Technique: Open self-criticism from the guests — evidence: 63:23 (Geiger: "I made a mistake"), 156:14 (Meier: "That
is a mistake")

MESSAGE 3 (SOCIAL): "Sport connects and consoles — especially in times of crisis such as the COVID-19
pandemic."

Technique: Framing of the broadcast as substitute programme during the lockdown — evidence: 01:08, 177:09
Justification: The broadcast is a pure sports entertainment broadcast without political or socially controversial content.
Both teams are represented by competent contemporary witnesses, the referee is connected for the controversial
scene and openly admits mistakes. The moderation is respectful and largely symmetrical. Art. 4 RTVG requires
accuracy and balance — both are present here. The minimal asymmetries (slight FCZ predominance through Gigax
as "hero") are factually justified by the match reality and are not tendentious.

CONCLUSION

The broadcast analysed is an exemplary sports entertainment broadcast that fully meets the requirements of Art. 4
RTVG. Both sides of the historic cup semi-final are represented by high-calibre primary sources (Gigax for FCZ,
Geiger for GC, Meier as neutral referee). The moderation is fair, respectful and gives both guests comparable time.
Particularly noteworthy is the connection of Urs Meier for the controversial penalty scene, who openly acknowledges
his wrong decision — an example of journalistic diligence even in sports reporting. The broadcast contains no political
content and no manipulative techniques.
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OVERALL EVALUATION OF THE 15 CRITERIA

Individual scores — All 15 criteria

/ . Schweizerischer Verein fur ausgewogene Berichterstattung

No. ‘ Criterion Score Assessment
1 EXPERT SELECTION 110 Unremarkable
2 SOURCE SELECTION 0/10 Unremarkable
3 TIME DISTRIBUTION 110 Unremarkable
4 OMISSION (Selective Omission) 110 Unremarkable
5 NUMERICAL MANIPULATION 0/10 Unremarkable
6 GUILT BY ASSOCIATION 0/10 Unremarkable
7 TIMING 0/10 Unremarkable
8 SELECTIVE OUTRAGE 0/10 Unremarkable
9 COMPLETENESS (Selective Omission — Overall 110 Unremarkable

picture)
10 FRAMING (Setting the frame) 110 Unremarkable
11 CHOICE OF WORDS AND TERMS 110 Unremarkable
12 MODERATION BEHAVIOUR 110 Unremarkable
13 QUESTION ASYMMETRY 110 Unremarkable
14 FALSE BALANCE 0/10 Unremarkable
15 AGENDA-SETTING 0/10 Unremarkable

HARD FACTS SCORE (1-8) 0.4/10 Unremarkable

SOFT FACTS SCORE (9-14) 0.7/10 Unremarkable

OVERALL SCORE 0.6/10 Unremarkable

Averaged from hard facts and soft facts
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KEY — Meaning of scores

Individual scores per criterion (0—-10)

0 Nofinding No relevant irregularity identified.

1-2 Weak finding Slight

irregularity without significant impairment of balance.

3—4 Slight to moderate finding  Discernible tendency; impact relevance low to moderate.

5 Moderate finding with Relevant imbalance that influences the opinion-forming potential of the
impact relevance audience.

6 Substantial finding Scores from 6 onwards are reported as "substantial findings".
(threshold)

7 Substantial finding Clear, well-documented imbalance with significant impact relevance.

8-9 Serious finding

Pronounced imbalance; multiple documented individual findings within this
criterion.

10 Maximum expression Systematic, pervasive imbalance within this criterion.

Aggregated deviation index — interpretation ranges

0.0 - 2.5 Unremarkable

2.6 -4.0 Slight imbalance

4.1-6.0 Substantial imbalance

Serious deviation from the
6.1 — 8.0 requirement of balance. High
degree of deviation

Fundamental systemic one-

No significant patterns discernible; broadcast meets the
requirement of accuracy.

Isolated irregularities; statistically visible, but still within the
tolerance range.

Multiple substantial findings; relevant impairment of diversity of
perspectives.

Pronounced, broadcast-wide patterns; high impact relevance.

Maximum expression across almost all criteria; systematically

8.1-10 sidedness. Very high degree of one-sided reporting.

bias

Party-political bias (-5 to +5)

Strongly
disadvantaged

-5to -3

-2 to -1 Slightly disadvantaged
0 Neutral

+1 to +2 Slightly favoured

+3 to +5 Strongly favoured

Prasident: Schlapfer, David - Kontakt:

Party is clearly treated worse in portrayal, speaking time or framing.

Discernible but weak disadvantage.
No discernible preference or disadvantage.
Discernible but weak preference.

Party is clearly preferred in portrayal, speaking time or framing.
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CHAPTER 5 — LEGAL CLASSIFICATION (Art. 4 RTVG)

Assessment under Art. 4 RTVG

Art. 4 RTVG requires: accurate portrayal of facts and events, diversity of opinion on contested topics, balanced
selection of interlocutors.

No violation discernible.

Justification: The broadcast covers a historic sporting event without a political or socially controversial dimension. The
portrayal is accurate (chronological, with primary sources from both sides), the interlocutors are selected in a balanced
manner (one representative from each team plus neutral referee), and the moderation is fair. The only potentially

controversial scene (penalty not awarded) is exemplarily addressed through the connection of the responsible referee.

Overall assessment Art. 4 RTVG

The broadcast fully meets the requirements of Art. 4 RTVG. The accurate portrayal of the historic match is secured by
three primary sources, all of whom were directly involved in the event. Balance is ensured by the symmetrical
selection of guests (FCZ player, GC coach, neutral referee). The COVID-19 framing is carried out without political
evaluation. No violations of the requirement of accuracy or diversity are discernible.

Prasident: Schlapfer, David - Kontakt: kontaki@SVFAB.ch - Adresse: SVFAB, Postfach, CH-8021 Ziirich 1
Seite 26



mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch

Association suisse pour une information équilibrée

. Schweizerischer Verein fur ausgewogene Berichterstattung
X Associazione svizzera per un reporting equilibrato

CHAPTER 6 — Source in-depth check

No specialist bodies, NGOs or advisory bodies cited in the broadcast. All sources are direct contemporary witnesses
of a sporting event. A source in-depth check for institutional sources is therefore irrelevant.

The three protagonists were already fully assessed in the source traffic light (step 2) and the expert analysis (C1):

Participants SOURCE TRAFFIC Discrepancy
LIGHT

Dani Gigax YELLOW +4 N/A None

Alain Geiger GREEN +7 N/A None

Urs Meier GREEN +6 N/A None

OVERALL RESULT: 0.4/10 — Balanced reporting. No violations of Art. 4 RTVG. The broadcast is a technically sound,
fair and entertaining sports broadcast without manipulative techniques.

Legal and methodological classification

The results presented do not constitute findings of fact regarding individual persons,
No finding of fact editorial teams or broadcasts. They are to be understood as the result of a standardised
operationalisation, not as a determination of individual responsibility.

The aggregated deviation index does not replace a legal assessment within the meaning of
No legal ruling Art. 4 RTVG. The determination of whether a specific broadcast violates statutory
requirements is the exclusive responsibility of the competent authorities (in particular UBI).

Statistical correlations are not to be interpreted as proof of causal relationships or editorial
No proof of causality intentions. Deviation values may be influenced by topic selection, news situation, political
controversiality or format logic.

The analysis measures observable structural characteristics of broadcasts. A score of 7

No judgement of means that a substantial imbalance has been identified — not that the editorial team

intent intended this. The methodology makes no statements about motives or strategic
objectives.

Heuristic The index serves for comparative pattern recognition across thousands of broadcasts, not

comparison for the precise metric measurement of individual contributions. Threshold values serve as

instrument heuristic orientation, not as sharp legal qualification.
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APPENDIX 1: NATIONAL LEGISLATION

Legal basis Switzerland — SRG SSR

/ . Schweizerischer Verein fur ausgewogene Berichterstattung

Law
Federal Act on Radio and Television (RTVG, SR 784.40)

Relevant articles

» Art. 4 para. 1 RTVG: All broadcasts of a radio or television programme must respect fundamental rights.
Broadcasts must in particular respect human dignity, must not be discriminatory, must not contribute to racial
hatred, must not endanger public morality, and must not glorify or trivialise violence.

* Art. 4 para. 2 RTVG: Editorial broadcasts with informational content must portray facts and events accurately, so
that the audience can form its own opinion. Views and commentary must be recognisable as such.

* Art. 4 para. 4 RTVG: In the totality of editorial broadcasts, the diversity of events and views must be expressed
appropriately (diversity requirement).

Core obligations

1. Accuracy: Accurate portrayal of facts and events
2. Diversity of opinion: Diversity of views on contested topics
3. Balance: Balanced selection of interlocutors

Supervisory authority

» UBI (Independent Complaints Authority for Radio and Television): Reviews complaints against broadcast
programmes for violations of Art. 4 RTVG

* OFCOM (Federal Office of Communications): Regulatory and supervisory authority
+ SRG ombudsman offices: First point of contact for programme complaints

Complaints procedure

1. Ombudsman office of the respective business unit (SRF, RTS, RSI, RTR)
2. UBI (if no agreement is reached)
3. Federal Supreme Court (final instance)
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APPENDIX 2: SCIENTIFIC FOUNDATIONS
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Evaluations and membership at SVFAB

At SVFAB.ch you can not only obtain further detailed evaluations, but can also have them produced for any broadcasts of
your choice (we charge for this).

In order to do our work properly, we depend on membership and donor contributions.

Contact and further information:
www.SVFAB.ch | Kontakt@SVFAB.ch

Bank details: PostFinance — POFICHBE
IBAN: CH32 0900 0000 1675 6251 1
Recipient: SVFAB, P.O. Box, CH-8021 Zurich 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: here the manipulation techniques are explained in detail,
starting with the selection of staff and source selection. Subsequently,
15 principles are explained: omission, framing, temporal framing, guilt
by association, emotionalisation, context removal and many more,
illustrated with many examples. In addition, it becomes apparent
where we ourselves apply these techniques — this promotes not only
insight 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 do not know this provide material. Good quotes that are
cut incorrectly. Correct statements that end up in the wrong context.
Honest answers that are framed as confessions.

This book is not a media criticism book. It is a toolbox — for everyone
who has a microphone in front of their face and wants to know what
they can do about it. 7 chapters. 7 tools: What an interview really is.
The 7 most common traps. The three basic principles of sovereignty
— anchoring, reframing, setting boundaries. Preparation in one hour.
Body and voice. What to do when things go wrong. And what counts
after the interview.

For politicians, activists, entrepreneurs, whistleblowers — for
everyone who is exposed and wants to understand how the game
works. So that they stop playing along — and start shaping it.

In A5. Direct. For preparation, for reference, for follow-up and in
difficult situations
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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. How we feel. What we
believe. How we decide. And it works — because we all go along with
it. Daily. Unconsciously. You too. This book is not a dry textbook. Itis a
workbook — playful, direct, full of examples from real life. You learn
not only how others frame you. You learn how you yourself frame —
and how you can use it consciously and fairly.
Because those who understand framing see the world more clearly.
G S Listen to the news differently. Conduct conversations with greater

S mitvelen Bespleler- = confidence. And can no longer so easily have a frame imposed on

DR LS chitofer them that someone else has chosen.

With many exercises and concrete examples from politics, media and
everyday life — and the occasional smile.

Framing with style. Because the frame changes everything.

§ ; =
yaNing—|
Lﬁl ME§T|L |

———

. The SRG collects 1.56 billion francs per year — compulsorily, from
DAS UBI- every household. Those who feel unfairly treated can lodge a
BESCHWERDESYSTEM complaint. There is even an authority for this: the UBI, the
hing e BB AAN R o5 Independent Complaints Authority for Radio and Television.
Only: itis not independent. It has no sanctioning powers. And in
99.6% of all cases it decides: nothing.
This analysis lays the system bare — factually, precisely, without
polemic. Procedures, personnel, powers, costs, statistics, legal
recourse. And the constitutional law review that shows: the UBI
system meets none of the three fundamental criteria — it is not
appropriate, not subject to separation of powers, not market-based.
The authority that is supposed to protect citizens protects above all
the system it was supposed to control.
Essential reading for everyone considering a complaint — and for
everyone who wants to understand why genuine media oversight in
Switzerland is still pending.
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