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1. General data

Purpose and objectives of the project: To monitor and inform the public about media
behavior during the election campaign and the access of the candidates to the media.
The aim of monitoring is to analyze reporting trends that may affect the performance
of media outlets and compromise their ability to provide accurate, unbiased and
pluralistic information to the public.

Monitoring period: September 20- November 2, 2019

Criteria for selecting the media outlets to be monitored:
+ audience/impact—national, regional,

» media type—audiovisual;

« form of ownership—public, private;

* broadcasting language—Romanian, Russian.

List of the monitored media outlets:

Moldova 1 (19:00) — public television, national coverage, broadcasts in Romanian
and Russian;

Prime TV (21:00) — private television, national coverage, broadcasts in Romanian
and Russian;

Publika TV (17:00) — private television, national coverage, broadcasts in Romanian
and Russian;

Jurnal TV (19:00) — private television, regional coverage, broadcasts in Romanian
and Russian;

NTV Moldova (19:00) — private television, regional coverage, broadcasts in
Romanian and Russian;

RTR Moldova (19:00) — private television, regional coverage, broadcasts in
Russian and Romanian;

TV 8 (19:00) — private television, regional coverage, broadcasts in Romanian and
Russian;

Pro TV (20:00) — private television, regional coverage, broadcasts in Romanian;

Accent TV (20:00) — private television, regional coverage, broadcasts in Romanian
and Russian;

Televiziunea Centrala (20:00) — private television, regional coverage, broadcasts
in Romanian and Russian.

2. Methodological framework

The full content of the main daily newscasts on each TV station was monitored, and
items with a direct or an indirect election character were analyzed by content and
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context to determine whether they were favorable or unfavorable to a party or political
entity. In addition, the items were analyzed according to the following criteria:

Impartiality and objectivity/political partisanship. According to the Journalist's
Code of Ethics, news must be impartial and objective and not favor certain
parties/groups/persons to the detriment of others. The presence of discriminatory
elements in reports and news items is a primary criterion for subjective reporting. News
screening and a minimal analysis of background and context also contribute to
presenting the interests of certain actors and not of the public at large.

Fairness and balance of sources/pluralism of opinion. In order to be fair and
balanced, news items must present the perspectives of all parties concerned,
especially when it comes to controversial subjects, and must treat opponents equally.
In addition, the media must provide access to a variety of opinions to help viewers
create their own opinions about what has happened.

Language and images used. Deliberate exaggerations and obscene language such
as pejoratives or labeling as well as images manipulated so that certain parties
appear in a negative light raise serious questions about compliance with ethical and
professional standards. The ethical behavior of journalists is most often questioned
when images display aspects that do not correspond to reality, when they are
simulated, and also when news stories are illustrated with images unrelated to the
text.

3. Monitoring data

Moldova 1
Involvement in the electoral campaign

Between October 21 and November 2, 2019, the public television station made 47
news stories and/or reports about the electoral campaign for the general local
elections. Most of them appeared in the section “General Local Elections 2019.” The
materials referred to the results of the first round of elections, electoral competitors’
statements and opinions about the first round, the reports and findings of the
organizations that monitored the electoral process, details about the priorities of the
candidates who remained in the race in the second round of elections, as well as
information about the electoral process presented by the Central Electoral
Commission. The vast majority of the analyzed news stories were related to the
electoral campaign for the second round of elections for the position of mayor of
Chisinau municipality. Moldova 1 also broadcast a news story outside the dedicated
section, about the participation of President Igor Dodon in a program on the public
television station, in which he spoke about the general situation in the country and said
that “after the local elections the line will be drawn and the alliance will probably be
reset.”

Impartiality and objectivity. Political partisanship

The news stories and reports directly or indirectly related to elections broadcast by
Moldova 1 met the principles of neutrality, impartiality, and objectivity. Overall, we
found no preferential attitude towards any electoral competitor.



Materials had approximately the same format, with each electoral competitor being
granted equal airtime in newscasts. Competitors’ statements were most often
presented as is, and in very few cases they were paraphrased (5). Electoral
competitors were presented in an impartial manner, cited directly or indirectly or
mentioned in relevant news stories, without one being favored to the detriment of the
other.

Fairness and balance of sources. Pluralism of opinion

In the majority of news stories about the campaign for the position of mayor of Chisinau
municipality, Moldova 1 mentioned both candidates, Andrei Nastase of
ACUM/PPDA/PAS and lon Ceban of PSRM, except in stories where they presented
their electoral priorities at press conferences. Thus, Andrei Nastase was the source of
news or was mentioned 14 times, and lon Ceban — 12 times. At the same time,
Moldova 1 cited/mentioned other candidates who participated in the first round of
elections for Chisinau Mayor’s Office, as well as candidates from other localities than
Chisinau.

Overall, Moldova 1 broadcast six news stories on conflicts, ensuring balance in five of
them. Two materials concerned lon Ceban and Andrei Nastase and their accusations
of each other (October 28 and 29). Two stories targeted the PDM accusations against
ACUM/PPDA/PAS, according to which the latter pressured the PDM mayors to adhere
to ACUM (October 24 and 25). A news story about the October 23 round of electoral
debates spoke of “PAS that has not yet made a decision on creating coalitions with
PSRM in regions,” a decision that “is harshly criticized by opposition parties and extra-
parliamentary parties.” In all these cases, Moldova 1 ensured the right to reply to those
targeted/accused in news. In one of the stories, however, about the participation of
President Dodon in a program of the public television station, he mentioned the
tensions within the PSRM-ACUM alliance, which, according to him, appeared because
of some ACUM/PPDA/PAS leaders allegedly destabilizing the coalition (October 31).
In this case, in order to balance the news, Moldova 1 should have requested the
opinion of ACUM representatives, which it failed to do.

The majority of sources in the newscasts on Moldova 1 were men (44). Women were
cited three times less than men (in 14 cases).

The language and images used

Moldova 1 used neutral language characteristic to news in its news materials about
the electoral campaign. The video images broadcast by this station were in line with
ethical standards.

Prime TV
Involvement in the electoral campaign

In the two weeks of the second round of elections, Prime TV broadcast 39 electoral
materials in the main daily newscasts. In the first two days after the elections of October
20, this station did not have a section dedicated to elections. Beginning on October 23,
all materials about election results and preparations for the second round appeared in
the section “General Local Elections 2019.” Of the 39 news stories, one was about the
results of the parliamentary elections, and one about the fact that Ruslan Codreanu,
the independent candidate not registered to run in elections, will file a complaint with
the ECHR.



Impartiality and objectivity. Political partisanship

In the first news story about election results, this station’s journalists listed all the
candidates and the scores obtained by them. Later, the station showed preference for
stories concerning the Democratic Party and the electoral score it obtained on October
20, presenting these results in an exclusively positive light (six stories). The station
also favored this party by means of headlines: “PDM has won by far in Nisporeni”
(October 28); “Ready to return to governing” (October 25). In a story on October 25,
saying that Pavel Filip summoned mayors, the governing officials were accused of
blackmail, but their reaction is missing.

Bias towards the representatives of the Democratic Party was also seen in the station’s
approach. In a news story on October 29, about election results in the villages where
political leaders come from, the reporter says, “Some villagers said they did not vote
for the ACUM candidate because the PPDA leader Andrei Nastase had done nothing
for the place where he was born.” This phrase was followed by an excerpt from the
journalist’s discussion with a villager who said the same thing, that Andrei Nastase did
nothing for the village. The reporter’s text came immediately after that with, “On the
contrary, in the hometown of the Democratic Party of Moldova chairman Pavel Filip, a
Democrat has won.” This contrast shows the journalist’s intention to present the PPDA
leader, who was at that time a candidate for Chisinau Mayor’s Office, as a person
without support. The approach is manipulative, especially given that there was not
even a balance to the accusations that Nastase did nothing for his village. Had the
journalist tried to ensure balance, he would have interviewed supporters of Nastase
and ACUM in that village.

Of the 37 electoral news stories, 17 targeted, directly or indirectly, the candidates
Andrei Nastase and lon Ceban. In one of these materials lon Ceban appeared in a
negative light (the story of October 29, in which the Communists leader Vladimir
Voronin characterized both candidates negatively), and in ten other stories — in neutral
or positive light (four and six stories, accordingly). Andrei Nastase appeared in a
negative context seven times, and in a neutral or positive context — three times each.

In some cases, journalists used judgmental language to speak of competitors. For
example, in the story about who won the parliamentary elections (October 21), neutral
things were said about three of the four elected MPs, such as what job they have, while
about Vasile Nastase, representative of ACUM/PPDA/PAS, the reporter said, “Vasile
Andrei Nastase is known for his violent ways. Previously, during public events
organized by PPDA, Nastase took the liberty to attack uncomfortable journalists. Also,
during the electoral campaign Nastase promised that the cases of the prisoners in the
penitentiary no. 13 will be reviewed.” Thus, it is obvious that the intention was to
present the ACUM candidate in a negative light. In contrast, about the PDM candidate
Ghenadie Verdes it was only said that he won among seven candidates and got about
13 thousand votes in the Nisporeni electoral district.

A tendentious phrase was found in the text of reporters speaking about the Socialist
candidate lon Ceban: “The CEC [Central Electoral Commission] had yet to announce
the final results of the first round, when the Socialist candidate lon Ceban started the
electoral campaign for the final battle. The Socialist already sees himself the mayor of
the capital and has proposed two positions of deputy mayor and three of pretors to the
ACUM bloc in exchange for a coalition in the Chisinau Municipal Council” (October 21).
One such phrase was also addressed to Andrei Nastase on November 1 in the news



story about the self-promotion of candidates for Chisinau Mayor’s Office: “He did not,
however, have the patience to listen to passers-by.”

A material on October 24, where the wife of the candidate Andrei Nastase said she did
not feel safe in Moldova, was made in a manipulative manner. The text of the journalist:
“‘Andrei Nastase’s wife Angela says she would like to return home from Germany,
where she has been staying for several years with her three children, but does not feel
safe in Moldova, despite her husband being the minister of internal affairs, currently
relieved of duties, and her relative Gheorghe Balan being the interim head of the
General Police Inspectorate and having all the levers to ensure the safety of citizens.”
In the same story, it is said that “Unlike the Nastases, the people of the capital city say
they feel safe in Chisinau,” which is indicative of a biased approach.

Unbalanced approach was found on October 28 in a story about the promises of the
candidates Nastase and Ceban. With the headline on the screen saying “A competition
of promises,” the station presented two video segments showing Andrei Nastase’s
promises (of 10 and 24 seconds, saying he will raise funds abroad to solve the traffic
problem in the capital among other things), and three segments showing lon Ceban
(of 28, 7, and 7 seconds, saying he will not allow the price increase for public transport,
will come with a supplement to pensions, will continue the “First Home” program).
Thus, while Andrei Nastase was presented only with messages that without external
funding it will be impossible to achieve the promised goals, showing, to a certain extent,
the inability to count on our own forces, lon Ceban was presented with promises
showing his concern for the people of the city, which is an unbalanced approach.

Fairness and balance of sources. Pluralism of opinion

Eleven of the 37 news stories concerned conflicts. They spoke of PDM’s accusations
against the government and of various facts from the electoral campaign of the
candidates Andrei Nastase and lon Ceban. In three of these stories, there was no
balance of sources. For example, in the story of October 23 that the Broadcasting
Council analyzed Prime TV failure to ensure some politicians’ right to reply, the
journalists said that some politicians never answer the phone when they are called to
reply, and that media NGOs included Andrei Nastase in the list of “Media’s Enemies.”
However, the journalists did not include Andrei Nastase’s comment on this fact. In
another story, on October 25, where the government was accused of putting pressure
on PDM’s mayors, the government’s reaction was not shown.

In the two weeks of monitoring, the gender ratio of sources was clearly in favor of men
(86 men versus 24 women).

The language and images used

Prime TV used neutral language in the monitored news materials, with small
exceptions of judgments, mentioned above. The images were fair, without editing
tricks. Labels were not used.

Publika TV
Involvement in the electoral campaign

In the reporting period, Publika TV broadcast in its main daily newscasts 36 news
stories relevant to this monitoring, 18 of which appeared outside the special section
“General Local Elections 2019.” They referred to election results in Chisinau after the
first round, to the composition of the Chisinau Municipal Council, to PDM candidates’
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results all over the country. Other 18 stories appeared in the section dedicated to
elections and referred mainly to the electoral process and the campaign for the second
round of elections.

Eighteen of the analyzed news stories referred to the local elections in Chisinau, 17 —
to the general local elections in the country and their results, and one story was about
the results of the new parliamentary elections.

Impartiality and objectivity. Political partisanship

In these two weeks of monitoring, most news stories of electoral nature seemed to
deliver tendentious information. Some representatives of ACUM/PPDA/PAS were
presented as losers in the general local elections, while PDM candidates were always
presented as winners in the first round of the general local elections of 2019.

In six materials, Publika TV informed about the fact that “PDM has the most mayors
after the first round of elections,” “PDM is first according to the number of mayor’s
offices held,” “PDM obtained 191 victories all over the country,” and so on. The station
focused on the PDM representatives’ obtaining victories in their home villages, while
the leaders of ACUM failed at that: “In the home villages of Nastase and Sandu, ACUM
candidates got few votes, and were overcome by the representatives of other parties
or by independent candidates” (October 22).

Speaking about the second round of elections for the position of mayor of Chisinau
municipality, this station presented the ACUM/PPDA/PAS candidate Andrei Nastase
mostly in a negative context (8 times). He was presented in a negative manner in the
story about his wife, who said on the day of the October 20 elections that she “doesn’t
feel safe in Chisinau.” This story, broadcast of October 24, was biased and showed
mixture of facts with opinions, mentioning that Andrei Nastase’s wife does not feel safe
in Chisinau even though “her relative Gh. Balan is the interim head of the General
Police Inspectorate.”

In another story, “Programs on paper,” on October 28, Andrei Nastase’s electoral
promises are gquestioned, because, it was said, he would be unable to solve all
problems without money from abroad. On the other hand, lon Ceban in this story is
shown in a positive light: “Ceban has some other solutions as well. He promises aid to
pensioners, by adding 100 MDL per month to their pensions.”

On the last day of the electoral campaign, Publika TV broadcast a news story ridiculing
Andrei Nastase, who did electoral campaigning in Chisinau. The footage showed
Nastase inviting people to vote, and Publika said that “Nastase made a show of
himself, because he asked the tourists he met on the street to support him in the
second round as well.”

lon Ceban of PSRM was the protagonist or source of several news stories, where he
appeared in neutral, positive, or negative context. He was featured in a report in
negative context on October 30, under the headline “Dollars for PSRM candidate lon
Ceban,” where Marcel Darie, the chairman of the “Front for Salvation of Moldova”
Party, accused lon Ceban and some of the Socialist municipal councilors from
Chisinau of involvement in criminal schemes. Another tendentious news story was
broadcast on October 21 under the headline “Circuses without bread in CMC?”,
bringing to the viewers’ attention the fights between lon Ceban and Dorin Chirtoaca in
the times when Chirtoaca was the mayor and Ceban was a member of the Chisinau
Municipal Council, between 2015 and 2017.



In conclusion, we shall say that Publika TV did not clearly favor any candidate for the
position of mayor of the capital city, while the ACUM/PPDA/PAS candidate Andrei
Nastase was disfavored by means of tendentious presentation, selection of topics
concerning him, and the negative nature of those topics.

Fairness and balance of sources. Pluralism of opinion

In the reporting period, Publika TV mentioned and cited in electoral news both
candidates for the position of mayor of Chisinau: Andrei Nastase of ACUM/PPDA/PAS
appeared 17 times in newscasts, and lon Ceban of PSRM appeared 15 times.

The balance of sources was not ensured in all news stories. Of 11 stories on conflicts,
four did not present the opinion of the accused party. For example, on October 29
Publika TV broadcast a news story presenting only the opinion of Vladimir Voronin,
former president of Moldova, about the candidates for the mayor’s office, where both
appeared in a negative light. Reporters said that “neither Ceban, nor Nastase
commented on the statements of the former Moldovan president.” Another such
example is the story “They didn’t make ACUM right, either,” broadcast on October 28,
based on an editorial. The story was subjective and based on one source.

In the reporting period, the gender ratio of sources was in favor of men (44 men versus
7 women as sources).

The language and images used

Publika TV used neutral language in the news stories of electoral nature. At the same
time, the comments, interpretations, and formulation of phrases in the stories featuring
Andrei Nastase placed him in an exclusively negative light and clearly disfavored him
in comparison with lon Ceban, the Socialist candidate for the position of general mayor
of Chisinau municipality.

Jurnal TV
Involvement in the electoral campaign

Between October 21 and November 2, 2019, the television station Jurnal TV broadcast
33 news stories of electoral nature. Thirteen of them appeared in the section “Local
Elections 2019,” and 20 — outside this section. The news referred to the general local
elections, the electoral process in general, the results of the first round of the new
parliamentary elections, the problems noted by national and international observers,
the promises of the candidates who remained in the electoral race (in Chisinau and in
some suburbs), the report on monitoring the media during the campaign, the exit poll
for the second round of elections, and the validation by authorized bodies of the
mandates of the four MPs elected in single-member districts.

Impartiality and objectivity. Political partisanship

During the reporting period, Jurnal TV covered electoral topics in an unbiased manner,
without clearly favoring or disfavoring certain competitors. In the presentation of the
first round election results, the station was objective towards all actors concerned,
covering the scores, statements, opinions, and/or other relevant activities. The two
candidates who remained in the electoral race for Chisinau Mayor’s Office received
similar treatment from journalists, being presented in a neutral manner.

In addition, Jurnal TV broadcast two news stories on October 30 about the electoral
promises of some candidates from Chisinau suburbs. The first story presented the
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promises of the ACUM/PPDA/PAS candidate in the town of Codru regarding road
repairs, and the second story spoke about the electoral debates between the PPEM
candidate and the ACUM/PPDA/PAS candidate that were going to compete in the
second round in the town of Durlesti. It is unclear why this station chose to present
these candidates from these suburbs specifically, which is indicative of unfairness
towards other electoral competitors.

During the reporting period, we found one case of mixture of facts with opinions. On
October 21, the story titled “Bizarre situations in local elections” had some examples
of some candidates being voted by one person or by none at all. The journalist
commented on the situation as follows: “Admitting that X voted for himself, candidate
Y did not even do that, so he got zero votes.” The story did not present the opinions of
the persons concerned or of the electoral authority that could have said that that
candidate either withdrew from the race or has no residence registration in the locality
in which he ran for elections. Moreover, the material contained the opinion/comment
of the journalist.

Fairness and balance of sources. Pluralism of opinion

In the news story about the results of the first round of elections, Jurnal TV mentioned
all candidates registered to run for the position of mayor of Chisinau, one candidate
who withdrew from the electoral race, and the four MPs elected in single-member
electoral districts. The two candidates who remained in the electoral competition were
cited and/or mentioned as follows: Andrei Nastase (ACUM/PPDA/PAS) — 8 times, and
lon Ceban (PSRM) — 7 times. In the two news stories about conflicts, the station did
not ensure fairness and balance in their presentation, since the opinion of the second
party was missing. For example, in a news story on October 21, in which several
officials commented on the October 20 election results, the PDM chairman Pavel Filip
accused the governing parties of having created unequal conditions for candidates.
The replies of the parties concerned are missing in the material (although those parties
representatives are presented in the story with their own comments on elections, they
do not directly respond to Pavel Filip’s accusations), and it is unclear whether
journalists ever tried to get a reply.

The relevant materials were unbalanced in terms of gender, with Jurnal TV citing 45
men and 8 women as sources.

The language and images used

The language used by Jurnal TV in electoral news stories was overall neutral. The
images that accompanied electoral materials were in line with professional ethics.

RTR Moldova

Involvement in the electoral campaign

During the monitored period, the television station RTR Moldova broadcast 29 electoral
materials in the main daily newscasts. Fifteen of these materials appeared in the
section “Elections 2019,” and 14 — outside this section. The materials covered the
October 20 election results in Chisinau municipality and in other places and the
conclusions of elections observation missions, presented brief information from the
Central Electoral Commission, information about the organization of the second round
of elections, details about the conduct of the exit poll on the day of elections.



In addition, RTR Moldova broadcast news stories about the debates with the
participation of lon Ceban (PSRM) and Andrei Nastase (ACUM/PPDA/PAS), about
some electoral objectives of the two candidates, and about their statements/comments
regarding current affairs.

Impartiality and objectivity. Political partisanship

The two electoral competitors — lon Ceban (PSRM) and Andrei Nastase
(ACUM/PPDA/PAS) — appeared in neutral, positive, and negative contexts, in
materials about the electoral process and about their participation in the electoral
campaign. However, the PSRM candidate lon Ceban seemed to be somewhat favored.
He appeared in positive contexts in five news stories out of ten, while Andrei Nastase
appeared in a positive context in one story out of the ten that concerned him or where
he was mentioned. Two separate news stories presented the opinion of the PSRM
candidate about the increase of public transport prices, with direct appearances or
cited with his picture shown on the screen, where he was explaining/arguing in detalil
why he would not accept the increase of public transport prices. Ceban was also
favored in a news story about the benefits granted to vulnerable people in Chisinau,
which, according to the PSRM candidate, need to be maintained and extended to more
categories of people.

Fairness and balance of sources. Pluralism of opinion

In the reporting period, the two candidates — lon Ceban (PSRM) and Andrei Nastase
(ACUM/PPDA/PAS) — were mentioned ten times each. Two of the electoral materials
presented news on conflicts, one concerning lon Ceban (PSRM), and the other
concerning Andrei Nastase (ACUM/PPDA/PAS). Both materials were unbalanced, as
they cited only one source and it was not mentioned whether reporters tried to obtain
a comment or opinion from the persons targeted by those materials. The majority of
electoral stories were based on information from one source (25 out of 29 materials).

The gender ratio of sources was clearly in favor of men (23 men versus one woman
as sources).

The language and images used

In all monitored newscasts on RTR Moldova, the language and images were in line
with professional ethics, without elements of discrimination.

NTV Moldova

Involvement in the electoral campaign

Between October 21 and November 2, 2019, the television station NTV Moldova paid
more attention to the coverage of the electoral campaign for the second round of the
local elections. The station broadcast 43 news stories of electoral nature in the main
daily newscasts, of which 41 appeared in the section “General Local Elections 2019,”
and two outside this section. The station intensely covered the electoral campaign of
the PSRM candidate for Chisinau Mayor’s Office lon Ceban, as well as the electoral
debates of the two contenders to the position of mayor of the capital, lon Ceban and
Andrei Nastase (ACUM/PPDA/PAS), broadcast by various television stations.
Electoral materials also referred to the results of the first round of October 20 elections,
focusing on the PSRM achievements in elections, on President Igor Dodon’s opinion
about the fairness of elections, and on the Speaker Zinaida Greceanii appealing for
coalitions between PSRM and ACUM to be formed at local level. Three reports covered
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the PSRM candidates’ results in the city of Comrat, the town of Cupcini, and Unguri
village in Ocnita district. In the reporting period, NTV Moldova broadcast eight news
stories based on citizens’ opinions (vox pop) about the major problems of the capital
city, the necessary qualities of the future mayor, and some Chisinau residents
appealing to other residents to actively participate in the November 3 elections and to
vote for “a competent and responsible mayor.” At the same time, the station broadcast
several news stories about the Central Electoral Commission data about the electoral
process, the findings of the international mission of ENEMO regarding the fairness of
the first round of the local elections, the violations committed in the voting process
according to the Promo-Lex association, the conduct of an exit poll on November 3. A
single news story covered the results of the new parliamentary elections of October
20, naming all four candidates that got into the Parliament in single-member electoral
districts.

Impartiality and objectivity. Political partisanship

The topics of the first round election results, electoral process, and the findings of
foreign observers were covered in a neutral manner, in line with professional ethics. At
the same time, the electoral reports about the PSRM candidate for the position of
general mayor lon Ceban and about other PSRM representatives were laudatory, and
all Socialist candidates were presented in an exclusively positive context. lon Ceban
was favored by means of a large number of appearances (20), including in separate
news stories (4), and by means of positive tone and the laudatory nature of citizens’
statements in his support. In addition to intensely favoring lon Ceban, NTV Moldova
presented his opponent Andrei Nastase in an unfavorable light. He appeared in only
one separate news story, in which the reporter mentioned that “Andrei Nastase said
that if he becomes mayor, he won’t be able to repair even one kilometer of road without
foreign funds” and “Nastase’s administration won’t be able to buy modern trolleybuses
on the money borrowed abroad.” In 13 other news stories Nastase appeared next to
lon Ceban, being cited or mentioned mostly in a negative context.

NTV Moldova made four news stories based on the electoral debates on different
television stations with the participation of the two candidates for the position of mayor
of Chisinau. In all cases, the PSRM candidate was presented as a good manager and
a person who knows how the city’s administration works, while the candidate of
ACUM/PPDA/PAS appeared in front of viewers as lacking professionalism in
managing the city’s affairs. A topic intensely covered by NTV Moldova in the monitoring
period was the “annulment of compensations for public transport costs to people with
low income.” At one round of electoral debates, lon Ceban asked Andrei Nastase about
compensations, and the latter said that “we can’t live on compensations only.” “Will you
annul compensations?” continued Ceban, and Nastase replied, “Of course we will do
all we can so that citizens benefit from what that the city administration can offer, but
we won’t be able to do more than what they are doing now if we don’t attract European
funds.” Although Andrei Nastase did not make it clear whether compensations will or
will not be annulled, the headline of this news story said “He wants to annul
compensations.” In the end, the reporter said that “currently, 80 thousand people
receive compensations at the initiative of Socialist councilors.” Later, NTV Moldova
made more news stories on this topic, in which “citizens were concerned by the
possible annulment of compensations for public transport costs” and “the elderly are
afraid they will be unable to pay for transport if the mayor’s office acts on the initiative
of the ACUM candidate Andrei Nastase.” At the end of one such story, the reporter
mentioned that “on the other hand, lon Ceban finds the initiative of annulling
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compensations intolerable.” There was also bias in a news story on October 21 about
election results in the home villages of ACUM leaders Maia Sandu and Andrei Nastase,
where “ACUM failed to get the mayor's office.” On the other hand, reporters
emphasized the “impressive results” that PSRM obtained in the home villages of the
PSRM leader Zinaida Greceanii and of President Igor Dodon. This story also contained
mixture of facts with opinions, as the reporter mentioned that “in Colonita, the home
village of the PL leader Dorin Chirtoaca, the PSRM candidate won with the shattering
score of almost 70%.” On October 29, NTV broadcast a laudatory report about lon
Ceban, where representatives of some civil associations said they “want a mayor who
will address the problem of stray dogs.” They appealed to people to vote for lon Ceban,
because “he is the only candidate who presented practical solutions to the city’'s
problems.” On October 30, NTV Moldova made a vox pop, in which “several
personalities appealed to the capital’s residents not to be indifferent to the destiny of
the biggest city of this country.” Of the four interviewed personalities, two (former MP
Victor Stepaniuc and artistic director of the State Russian Drama Theater of Moldova
“A.P. Chekhov” Constantin Haret) openly asked people to vote for lon Ceban. On the
last day of the electoral campaign (November 1), a similar appeal came from the former
Chisinau mayor Serafim Urechean. In a large report, he spoke about the “disastrous
state of the capital city in the last 15 years” and mentioned that “it is time for Chisinau
to be led by a true manager who will stop “wastefulness and degradation,” asking the
city’s population to vote for lon Ceban.

Fairness and balance of sources. Pluralism of opinion

Between October 21 and November 2, 2019, NTV Moldova cited and/or mentioned in
its newscasts the two candidates of the second round of elections of Chisinau mayor:
lon Ceban (PSRM) — 20 times, and Andrei Nastase (ACUM/PPDA/PAS) — 14 times.
The station also cited three candidates that did not get into the second round: Dorin
Chirtoaca (PL), Octavian Ticu (PUN), and Victor Chironda (New Force Movement
(F9)). Three PSRM candidates who won in their localities in round one of elections —
Serghei Anastasov (Comrat), lvan Ostaficiuc (Cupcini), and Ivan Cuhari (Unguri village
of Ocnita district) — appeared once each in separate stories that presented the merits
for which they were elected mayors. The station’s reports presented only those
opinions of citizens that praised the mayors elected from PSRM lists. The report about
Ivan Cuhari, elected with 100% of votes, was presented outside the electoral section.

During the reporting period, NTV Moldova broadcast two controversial news stories
that focused on the two candidates fighting for Chisinau Mayor’s Office — lon Ceban
and Andrei Nastase. In one of the stories, “lon Ceban said he will sue his counter-
candidate Andrei Nastase, after the latter accused him in a round of electoral debates
of involvement in illegal constructions in Chisinau.” Ceban said that if Nastase does
not refute the information, he would demand a compensation of 41 thousand euros,
which is the cost of Nastase’s new car. The balance of sources was ensured formally,
because “Nastase did not answer the phone to say whether he intends to refute the
accusations against Ceban.” On the last day of the electoral campaign, NTV Moldova
broadcast a report in which the PSRM candidate for the position of mayor of Chisinau
lon Ceban asked the residents of the municipality to vote on Sunday so as to “elect a
competent mayor.” In a press briefing, he said he is “the only competitor who presented
concepts and solutions for development,” urging voters “not to vote for a non-
professional.” It was a direct accusation of Andrei Nastase, who was not asked to
comment.
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In the monitored period, NTV Moldova had a clear gender balance of sources: men
were cited 58 times, women — 53 times. It is the best indicator among the monitored
televisions. Women were usually cited in materials about PSRM candidates, and they
were mostly the ones who appreciated their merits (in vox pops).

The language and images used

The language and images used in newscasts on NTV Moldova were in line with
professional ethics, with one exception. A report on October 30, which appeared
outside the electoral section, about the repairs of Doina and Calea Orheiului streets “at
the initiative of Socialist councilors,” presented footage of repairs where an electoral
advertising board of the PSRM candidate lon Ceban stood on the side of the road.

Pro TV Chisinau

Involvement in the electoral campaign

Between October 21 and November 2, Pro TV Chisinau broadcast 37 news stories of
electoral nature. In its main daily newscasts, the station covered the results of the
October 20 elections, including the results of parliamentary elections, and the electoral
campaign for the second round of elections of Chisinau mayor. The relevant materials
were not included into a special electoral section. In the first two days of this period,
the station covered topics related to election results, such as the mayors that got no
votes at all or those who got unanimous votes, the results of voting in the home towns
and villages of some political leaders, and so on. The station also broadcast materials
that contained fragments from the electoral debates of candidates for Chisinau Mayor’s
Office, Andrei Nastase (ACUM/PPDA/PAS) and lon Ceban (PSRM), focusing mostly
on confrontations between them.

Impartiality and objectivity. Political partisanship

Overall, the station did not show open support for any candidate, covering the electoral
process and the candidates’ activities in a neutral manner. However, in some cases
the attitude towards a candidate was judgmental. Here are some examples: the
reporter said that Andrei Nastase “invited the media to read his list of promises again”
(October 28); “On the last day of the electoral campaign Andrei Nastase distributed
leaflets in the center of the capital. He did it like a parade — with an entire suite of
supporters” (November 1).

The two candidates were featured in 19 news stories, 11 of which were about conflicts
and contained mutual accusations of candidates. Andrei Nastase appeared in a
negative context four times: lon Cebanu accused him of proposing Dumitru Robu for
the position of prosecutor general (October 25); lon Ceban said he would sue him for
unfounded accusations (October 28); Igor Dodon accused him of destroying the
governing coalition (October 31); lon Ceban accused him of not arranging to tow away
cars that are parked illegally (November 1). lon Ceban appeared in a negative context
twice: Andrei Nastase accused him of taking bribe to have “his people,” who were
protesting at a construction site, leave that place (October 25), and of launching rumors
that public transport prices will increase (October 28).

Fairness and balance of sources. Pluralism of opinion

Overall, the station ensured the balance of sources and approach. Of the 11 conflicting
news stories about the candidates for Chisinau Mayor's Office, only in one the
statements of a source were not balanced by the opinion of the persons concerned: in
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a story on October 27 the Party of Communists chairman Vladimir Voronin spoke
negatively of Andrei Nastase and lon Ceban, but the journalists did not ask the two to
comment.

In the rest of the news stories that involved a controversy, the reporters asked all
parties for their opinions, and in one case, the opinion of a person concerned was
missing in the news because that person did not answer the phone. In one material,
there was imbalance to the detriment of Andrei Nastase: On October 25, Pro TV
broadcast a fragment from the debate of the two candidates the day before, where lon
Ceban accused Andrei Nastase of having proposed Dumitru Robu, who is a distant
relative of the PPDA leader, for the position of prosecutor general. The story was
slightly tendentious, because it included the accusation of lon Ceban and the reply of
Andrei Nastase, followed by another accusation from the Socialist, while Andrei
Nastase’s reply was “cut out” (it existed in the debate, but was not included into the
report). That situation created the perception that lon Ceban holds the absolute truth
on this subject. In other news stories, the station presented the candidates in a
relatively balanced manner. On the last day of the campaign, Pro TV made two news
stories to present the candidates, analyzing their properties and political history, and
there was no imbalance of bias in them.

In other news stories about conflicts, which had no connection to the elections in
Chisinau (for example, in materials about PDM summarizing election results and
accusing the government of blackmailing mayors, October 21 and 24), reporters
ensured balance of sources and pluralism of opinion.

The gender ratio of sources in the last two weeks of monitoring was clearly in favor of
men (86 men versus 25 women).

The language and images used

Pro TV Chisinau used neutral and balanced language to report on the electoral process
and about the candidates in the second round of elections. The images shown were in
line with professional ethics.

TV8
Involvement in the electoral campaign

In the reporting period, TV8 broadcast 21 materials about elections. Six of them
appeared in the section “Elections 2019” and 15 were shown outside this section. The
materials included in the special section mostly covered the activities of the two
candidates in the second round of the general local elections. The other materials
referred to October 20 election results, the findings of organizations that monitored the
elections, the mayors elected in some localities after the first round. There were also
short news stories about the organization of the second round, the printing of ballots,
and so on.

Impartiality and objectivity. Political partisanship.

TV8 covered topics of electoral nature in an objective and impartial manner. The two
candidates — Andrei Nastase of ACUM/PPDA/PAS and lon ceban of PSRM — were
presented in a neutral context, without tendencies of favoring or disfavoring them.

Fairness and balance of sources. Pluralism of opinion
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In the monitored period, the two candidates were cited and/or mentioned in newscasts
relatively equally: Andres Nastase (ACUM/PPDA/PAS) — 9 times, and lon Ceban
(PSRM) — 8 times.

The monitored newscasts contained three controversial materials, and one of them
was unbalanced. That one material on October 31 was about Andrei Nastase’s walk
through the city with a TV8 reporter. At the end of the story it was said that Andrei
Nastase “sent a message to lon Ceban”: “| urge him to apologize to those who voted
for me, the 129 thousand people, for having supported the invalidation of the vote.” It
was not said whether lon Ceban commented on that statement or whether the reporter

tried to obtain the opinion/reply of the PSRM candidate.

The majority of sources in TV8 news were men (31), and there were six women as
sources.

The language and images used

TV8 used neutral language in news stories about the electoral campaign. The images
broadcast were in line with professional ethics.

Accent TV
Involvement in the electoral campaign

Between October 21 and November 2, 2019, Accent TV broadcast 50 materials on
electoral topics. The majority of them (46) appeared in the section “General Local
Elections 2019.” The news stories on Accent TV referred to the following topics: the
results of PSRM candidates in the first round of local elections; the conclusions of
monitoring reports produced by the organizations that monitored the electoral process;
the electoral campaign for the second round; the priorities of electoral competitors; vox
pops with the capital’s residents who spoke about requirements to the future mayor;
summaries of the televised debates with the two candidates of Chisinau Mayor’s Office,
lon Ceban (PSRM) and Andrei Nastase (ACUM/PPDA/PAS). Accent TV in its
newscasts mostly covered the electoral campaign for the local elections in Chisinau
municipality.

Impartiality and objectivity. Political partisanship

Accent TV in the majority of electoral news stories presented information in a
tendentious and biased manner. The Party of Socialists and, implicitly, its
representatives, especially lon Ceban, were clearly favored by the large humber of
reports about them, number of appearances, and the amount of airtime dedicated to
their statements. Here are some examples: “Tirdea: PSRM won in local elections,”
“The PSRM'’s parliamentary group has one MP more” (October 23); “Igor Dodon on
local elections: PSRM'’s results have officially confirmed that PSRM is the strongest
party in our country,” “The PSRM leaders expressed satisfaction with the conduct of
the electoral campaign” (October 21); “PSRM candidates had the most voters’ support
in the general local elections” (October 22). At the same time, lon Ceban was directly
and indirectly favored outside the electoral section.

The PSRM candidate for Chisinau Mayor’'s Office was mentioned only in positive
contexts, mostly about his concern with the situation in the municipality: “Ceban: | won’t
allow the public transport prices to be increased” (October 23); “Ceban’s initiatives —
Increase of compensations for central heating and financial aid to pensioners” (October
28), where Accent TV journalists said that lon Ceban “fulfilled the majority of his
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obligations, while the members of ACUM keep delaying the social initiatives of PSRM,”
and the second round will be between “lon Ceban, who won in the first round, and
Andrei Nastase.”

Tendentiousness and the favoring of lon Ceban were generated by multiple cases of
mixture of facts with opinions by Accent TV, which were aimed at showing one
candidate (lon Ceban) in a positive light and the other (Andrei Nastase) — in a negative
light. Here is an example: “This issue worries candidates for the position of mayor of
the capital. However, lon Ceban and Andrei Nastase have different views in this
regard... The ACUM candidate theoretically admits the increase of public transport
prices... In his turn, the PSRM candidate lon Ceban is much more certain and says
that the increase of tariffs is out of the question” (“Candidates’ views on the increase
of public transport prices,” October 28). Another example is the news story about lon
Ceban’s intention to sue Andrei Nastase for calumny: “While the PSRM candidate had
a fair campaign in the first and second round and spoke about the city’s problems and
the solutions proposed, his opponent Andrei Nastase engaged in defamation, blaming
Ceban and Socialists for the all problems in Chisinau. The truth must win, and the liar
must be punished” (“Ceban is ready to sue Nastase for calumny,” October 28).

On the other hand, Andrei Nastase (ACUM/PPDA/PAS) was disfavored by means of
presentation in an exclusively negative context, most of the times in comparison with
lon Ceban (PSRM). In some cases, Accent TV distorted information. One such
example is the news story “Nastase intends to annul compensations for those in
need?” (October 25), where journalists said, “We can’t live on compensations. This is
what Andrei Nastase answered to lon Ceban’s question about compensations for
public transport costs. Currently, about 77 thousand persons are beneficiaries of these
compensations, due to the PSRM’s group in CMC [Chisinau Municipal Council].
Nastase, however, doesn’t seem to think these expenses are necessary” (mixture of
facts with opinions and implicitly distortion of information, because Nastase never said
he was against compensations). This material also says, “It should also be taken into
consideration that the ACUM candidate doesn’t know the situation with compensations
for central heating in Chisinau. He hesitated answering this question.”

At the same time, Accent TV presented Nastase as an incompetent candidate, who
“‘wants to become mayor, although he has no necessary knowledge and is unaware of
the operation of the capital’s mayor’s office and about the responsibilities of each
official. Andrei Nastase proved his lack of professionalism again at the debates with
his opponent lon Ceban... Nastase answered the next question in a way that again
showed his lack of awareness about the mayor’s office mode of operation” (“Nastase
is unaware of the mayor’s office mode of operation,” October 29). Nastase was also
presented as an official who “appointed his relatives to official positions,” and when he
was minister of internal affairs, “the crime rate has grown dramatically” (“Ceban about
the ‘successes’ of Nastase: Appointment of relatives to official positions and dramatic
growth of crime rate,” October 29). In another news story, Andrei Nastase was accused
of demagogy, because he ‘prefers making loud statements and use quotes from
books... The ACUM candidate could not answer lon Ceban’s question. He could not
get a coherent answer from Nastase...” (“Nastate forgot his ‘source of inspiration”,
October 29).

Another news story that appeared outside the electoral section, “Launch of the elevator
in the City Hall” (October 29), reported about the installation of an elevator for persons
with disabilities in the Chisinau City Hall. One of the sources in the story said that “t
has been possible only with the support of Eugenia ...,” and someone whispered to
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the source to also say “... and of lon Ceban,” so the source repeated this statement.
This case can be qualified as electoral advertising in favor of a candidate (lon Ceban
of PSRM). To ensure fairness, neutrality, and impartiality, Accent TV reporters should
have excluded this fragment from the report.

Fairness and balance of sources. Pluralism of opinion

In the reporting period, lon Ceban (PSRM) was mentioned or cited 18 times, and
Andrei Nastase (ACUM/PPDA/PAS) — 12 times. Accent TV clearly favored the PSRM
candidate lon Ceban by means of number of his appearances and duration of his
statements. At his every appearance in newscasts, the PSRM candidate was
presented with direct statements. For example, the news story “Ceban: | need your
support and trust” (November 1), from a press conference summarizing the electoral
campaign, was 6 minutes long, and Ceban had seven direct interventions of about 5
minutes in total. On the other hand, Andrei Nastase (ACUM/PPDA/PAS) in most cases
was paraphrased and/or cited with irrelevant and general statements, sometimes
unrelated to the topic of the news.

In the news story “Ceban’s initiatives: Increase of compensations for central heating
and financial aid for pensioners” (October 28) with the duration of 3 minutes, lon Ceban
had four direct interventions of 2 minutes in total, while Nastase was only mentioned.
Another story, “Candidates’ views on the increase of public transport prices” (October
28), based on candidates’ statements from electoral debates, focused on the topic of
public transport prices. The total duration of the story was 3 minutes and a half, with
lon Ceban’s four direct interventions (about 2 minutes) and Andrei Nastase’s one
intervention of 15 seconds.

In the reporting period, Accent TV broadcast 11 materials about conflicts, all
concerning Andrei Nastase. None of them contained the opinion of the
ACUM/PPDA/PAS candidate about the issue discussed (particularly in the news
stories about electoral debates, where there were replies, but they were not included
into reports). The expressions “The ACUM candidate could not answer lon Ceban’s
guestion” (“Nastase forgot his ‘source of inspiration’, October 29) or “Nastase gave an
answer that once again showed his lack of awareness about the mayor’s office mode
of operation” (“Nastase is unaware of the mayor’s office mode of operation,” October
29) without his actual statements cannot be considered as ensuring the person’s right
to reply.

The sources cited by Accent TV in relevant materials were both men and women, in
approximately equal numbers — 60 versus 55. It is one of the best indicators in terms
of gender equality. The majority of the women cited appeared in materials on vox pops.
For example, the newscast section “Nakipelo” [“Rants”] on October 29 presented 10
women and 1 man, on October 25 — 9 women and 2 men, and on October 22 — 9
women and 1 man.

The language and images used

Overall, the language and images used in Accent TV newscasts were in line with
professional ethics. However, in one case the station used video editing tricks and
hidden electoral advertising in favor of a candidate (lon Ceban of PSRM). In one news
story, “Chisinau must be saved” (October 23), one of the sources (the priest Vitalie
Sincari) spoke about illegal constructions and demolitions that happened in Chisinau
recently, mentioning that the city needs a mayor who can solve this problem. In the
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background, the cameraman filmed a building carrying an electoral banner of lon
Ceban.

Televiziunea Centrala

Involvement in the electoral campaign

Between October 21 and November 2, 2019, Televiziunea Centrald broadcast 64
materials of direct and indirect electoral nature. Of them, 45 appeared in the section
“Elections 2019” and 19 — outside this section. A significant part of news stories (20
materials) referred to the Shor Party results of October 20 local elections. Other stories
reported on the results of the general local elections and new parliamentary elections,
the electoral process, monitoring reports and conclusions of national and international
observers, reactions and statements of some politicians about the elections, the
electoral campaign of the two remaining candidates for the position of mayor of
Chisinau municipality, and other tangential topics.

Impartiality and objectivity. Political partisanship

In the majority of materials, Televiziunea Centrald failed to ensure journalistic
impartiality and objectivity in electoral news stories, showing clear political partisanship
towards the Shor Party. The candidates of this party were in the focus every time, even
in materials about the general results of the October 20 elections. For example, on
October 21, the story about the results obtained by the candidates for Chisinau Mayor’s
Office had the following lead: “In Chisinau, the Shor Party candidate Valeri Klimenko
was in the top 5, scoring better than Vliadimir Cebotari and Ivan Diacov.” Another news
story, on October 22, reported on a program broadcast by this station, the guests of
which said that “despite pressure, the Shor Party representatives obtained good results
in elections.” On October 23, the authors of a material underlined that “the Shor Party
was a surprise of the elections and will enter the Parliament in case of early elections.”

In the news stories that featured exclusively the representatives of the Shor Party, the
latter were presented only in positive contexts. These materials where the longest and
were clearly of laudatory nature. Here are some examples: “Striking victory of the Shor
Party in Orhei... Pavel Verajanu won with over 80% and left no chance to other
competitors...”; “The projects that started in Orhei are now implemented in the entire
Orhei district” (November 1).

An important element of the electoral news broadcast by Televiziunea Centralé
between the two rounds of elections were the video recordings with the party chairman
llan Shor. All materials about the party’s candidates who won in the first round or
passed into the second round were supplemented with Shor’s opinion delivered by
means of video messages shown on the sites of electoral events. By means of such
messages, the Shor Party chairman launched accusations against the government
(October 25 and November 1) and made promises (“/ want every person in our district
to be proud of being from Orhei,” October 31; “Wherever we win, the same projects
will be implemented as in Orhei,” October 29; “Orhei will turn info Monaco, and Taraclia
— into Nice,” October 21; etc.).

At the same time, this station used a tendentious style in electoral materials reporting
about other electoral competitors or political actors. For example, on October 21, in the
news story about the general results of the local elections, Televiziunea Centrala
journalists said that “ACUM lost the elections in the home villages of Maia Sandu and
Andrei Nastase,” and this statement was irrelevant in the context presented in the news
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story. Also on October 21, in another story the television commented a statement of
lon Ceban (PSRM) about his proposals for collaboration with other competitors who
did not pass into the second round: “lon Ceban sees himself as a mayor already, so
he starts distributing offices.” The station also showed tendentiousness when it
contrasted certain candidates. Particularly, on October 28, two consecutive news
stories reported on the second round of elections in the city of Taraclia. The first one,
titled “We know how to make things better,” presented the candidate of the Shor Party
in laudatory terms. The second one, however, “Does the former mayor of Taraclia
Serghei Filipov have solutions to the city’s problems?,” was about the former mayor of
the city, who was going compete with the Shor Party representative in the second
round. Although the content of this story did not contain labels or negative comments
about the candidate, the formulation of the headline, which was present on the screen
for the entire duration of the story, as well as the question mark in it, might create
confusion and raise doubts in voters’ minds.

Lack of fairness in the coverage of electoral topics was also found in several news
stories where Televiziunea Centrala took out of the context certain statements of
electoral competitors or politicians and presented them as facts. For example, in a
news story on October 29, the station announced that “lon Ceban asks Andrei Nastase
to deny the allegations of his belonging to the real estate mafia. Nastase says this is
nonsense.” Similarly, another news story on the same day, titled “Andrei Nastase: I'll
get things through with you!,” referred to a reply by Nastase to lon Ceban in a televised
program. Furthermore, on October 31, the station broadcast a news story titled
“President Igor Dodon is upset with Andrei Nastase?,” which apparently cited Igor
Dodon, but there were no actual quotes nor any identifiable source. All these examples
are indicative of the station’s lack of impartiality and objectivity in the presentation of
electoral competitors or political actors directly or indirectly involved in the electoral
process. The context in which Andrei Nastase (ACUM/PPDA/PAS) and lon Ceban
(PSRM) were presented was mostly negative and neutral.

Fairness and balance of sources. Pluralism of opinion

In the electoral materials broadcast by Televiziunea Centrald during the reporting
period, the majority of sources and opinions came from the representatives of the Shor
Party. In the ten news stories on conflicts, the balance of sources was ensured partially.
In some cases, the authors presented the reply of the person concerned (in one case
it was presented the next day, and in some other cases — in separate stories after the
accusation). In other cases, journalists mentioned they tried to obtain the opinion of
the persons concerned, but the latter did not answer the phone or the text message,
or refused to comment. The two candidates for Chisinau Mayor’s Office that remained
in the electoral race were cited/mentioned as follows: Andrei Nastase
(ACUM/PPDA/PAS) — 8 times, and lon Ceban (PSRM) — 6 times, both mostly in
negative contexts.

The gender ratio of sources was in favor of men (124 men versus 38 women).
The language and images used

The language used by reporters was often positive towards the Shor Party and its
candidates, and ironic or tendentious towards other electoral competitors or politicians
(see examples above). The images that accompanied direct electoral materials were
in line with professional ethics.
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General conclusions

Between October 21 and November 2, 2019, the following general tendencies in the
coverage of the electoral campaign by ten monitored televisions were registered:

The public television Moldova 1 covered the second round of elections in a fair
and unbiased manner, in line with professional and ethical standards. Moldova
1 provided to both candidates for Chisinau Mayor’s Office equal access to news,
without favoring or disfavoring any of them.

Prime TV and Publika TV continued disfavoring the ACUM/PPDA/PAS
candidate Andrei Nastase, who was featured in several news stories with a
negative connotation, while his counter-candidate lon Ceban of PSRM
appeared mostly in positive contexts and in some cases in neutral and negative
context. In the second round of elections, the station favored PDM candidates
in localities outside Chisinau.

NTV Moldova and Accent TV continued openly promoting PSRM candidates,
especially lon Ceban, favoring them by means of the amount of airtime and the
positive context of their appearances. Andrei Nastase of ACUM/PPDA/PAS
appeared mostly in negative contexts. Tendentiousness and lack of impartiality
in electoral news stories about PSRM representatives are indicative of these
stations’ political partisanship.

RTR Moldova provided equal airtime to the two candidates in the general local
elections in Chisinau. However, the PSRM candidate lon Ceban appeared in
more cases in positive light, while Andrei Nastase of ACUM/PPDA/PAS was
presented mostly in neutral stories.

Jurnal TV, Pro TV, and TV8 covered the activities of electoral competitors in a
neutral manner, ensuring pluralism of opinion and not favoring or disfavoring
any competitor.

Televiziunea Centrald was openly partisan towards the Shor Party and
disfavored Andrei Nastase of ACUM/PPDA/PAS and lon Ceban of PSRM.

RECOMMENDATIONS

Broadcasters should use monitoring reports as self-regulation tools and should
eliminate defects, so that their activity be in line with legal standards and with
the Journalist’'s Code of Ethics:
— Toinform voters in a fair, impartial, and unbiased manner;
— To not make judgments or comment on the electoral events of political
parties or their representatives in news materials;
— To ensure pluralism and diversity of opinion and the right to reply to all
parties involved in cases of conflicts.
The Broadcasting Council should take note and use the monitoring reports to
evaluate whether the monitored TV stations respected the right to complete,
objective, and truthful information.
The Broadcasting Council should develop intervention instruments and apply
them promptly and efficiently in cases of violation of legal standards by
broadcasters in the coverage of electoral campaigns.
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e The Broadcasting Council should apply sanctions proportionally to the
frequency and degree of violations, so that the law be no longer ignored.
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