Methodology of the show against media disinformation

Lukaviye Novosti
In the methodology of work we will present the basic principles of our work, including: the choice of content and media that are monitored and evaluated by us; how to evaluate individual media content and the media themselves; the use of research sources, the structure of fact‐ checking analysis, and the methodology for creating a list of media with questionable credibility.

1. Choice of media for monitoring and resources 
a. Choice of media
Media that will be monitored for the needs of Lukaviye Novosti are selected based on two criteria: 1) reading scope of media within territory of Belarus 2) placing and promoting articles and topics that point to disputable professional ethics and standards.

According to the first criterion, all media, which has significant reading scope in Belarus, will be monitored based on the available data (www.alexa.com and similar sources). According to another criterion, all media will be monitored for which are found to possess some of the following characteristics by online searching sources as: not having a clear impressum and editorial; publishing content without mentioning the name of the author or a clear indication that it is transferred content; assertions in articles are not checked or corroborated by sources, instead they have already received some of the negative evaluations in our show. During the research of some topics, Lukaviye Novosti team shall, according to the above mentioned criteria, narrow down or expand the list of the media that follows.

Apart from the media, profiles on social networks can also be monitored if their posts become, or pretend to become, a source of false news or some sort of disinformation that can be extended to the public.

b. Sources for analysis

Lukaviye Novosti show is based on checking the assertions published in the media and identifying relevant facts. A Fact‐checking analysis is based on the use of credible sources and methods, and each Fact‐checking analysis will have clearly identified sources and links to the same. Among the sources which will be used in the research, the following should be highlighted:

· Official data and statistics;
· Answers and data from official institutions;
· Relevant media sources;
· Official statements by relevant persons or institutions;
· Research of relevant institutions or individuals;
· Opinions of experts;
· Legal acts and official documents of a different type;
· Own research;
· Other confidential and relevant sources;
2. Structure of Fact‐checking analysis

Fact‐checking analysis presents an independent check of various media content. Each such analysis includes: clearly stated assertions from media announcements that are checked and evaluated; a clear explanation of the evaluations given on the basis of the determined facts and methodology of evaluations; evaluation; link to the original article or articles that are the sources of these assertions.

One fact‐checking analysis can handle multiple original articles, if they concern with the same topics and if they transmit assertions form one to another as well.

Each debunked fake contains a screenshot (or several screenshots) of the evaluated content in the case that it is removed or modified by the author after the check.

We also save for internal purposes original evaluated articles in PDF format and gather links to articles’ copies at webarchive.org.

Close‐up of the elements of the fact‐checking analysis in which the assertions from the media article are evaluated

1. The assertion which is being evaluated, published in the monitoring article of the media that is being monitored. One or more assertions can be taken from one article. For each of them a check performs.
In the case that the evaluated assertions are transferred by other media, in each analysis, beside the original article, shall be included also the ones which have transmitted one or multiple evaluated assertions. When more media has transmitted the same assertion without specifying the original source, it is identified by determining the time of publication of the content. The oldest publication is treated as the original article, which is later transmitted entirely or partly by other media, if it is possible to determine it using all available known sources. The extent and frequency of the transmission of the assertion is monitored from the moment of origination of the original content until the moment of publication of the analysis, which is clearly visible (date and time of the article publication). Therefore, if a need appears (re‐ launching of outdated news, continuation of the intensive spread of the news after the published analysis, etc.), the analysis shall be subsequently supplemented with new data, with a clear indication of when, for what reason and in what way the original content has been expanded.

Assertions that are being evaluated are primarily chosen due to their presentation as facts, and their evaluation has its aim to determine to what extent they are facts as well as how information is obtained in the context of professional journalism standards which should ensure an accurate informing. Since the show deals with the media scene, the assertions that are evaluated are primarily coming from the journalists themselves, i.e., person who produce media content.

Exceptions are assertions which represent quoted or paraphrased statements given by third parties, which may also be subject to evaluation in the following cases:

· The assertions quoted in the article are evaluated when they represent the source of the controversial assertion, but these assertions are not critically treated by journalists. If the controversial statement is transmitted in an article which critically problematize it with respect to the standards of the profession, it shall not be evaluated.
· Uncritical treatment, means 1) that the statement is controversial from the point of view of defined facts, but it is treated as a fact, especially in cases where the author further elaborates the presented thesis without checking, examining her truthfulness and providing evidence for it;
2) in cases where the statement is potentially harmful to certain persons/groups, the statement is presented as a determined fact without contact with the other party; 3) in the case when it is about a subject related to a public hearing, a statement is presented as a determined fact without specifying other relevant information, specially if there are already known facts which do not support, or impugn the presented thesis.

· It is certain that during the evaluation of quoted statements, into account should be taken statements that pretend to present factual assertions, without those that represent personal opinions and interpretations of the occurrences, i.e. statements that are clearly formulated as the subjective ones.
· A statement can also be considered when it comes to a person whose credibility has already been questioned by previous checks or on the basis of already known facts. The credibility of the source is considered to the extent that it is relevant for the analysis of the presented assertions. In particular, that are cases where for the primary and uncritically treated source persons are taken for whom it is found to abuse the public by presenting proven false assertions about the subject being processed; to be falsely represented as experts for a particular topic or area in which they have no expertise; to falsely represent their position or status related to a specific subject or area (cases where persons are presented as independent experts, even though they have a clear and proven personal interest related to one of the opposing parties in the story).
2. Assertion check includes the use of methodological criteria for evaluation used in the show as well as determining whether (and which) evaluation is related to a separate assertion. When it is determined the potential applicability of the predefined criteria, each individual assertion shall be reviewed in accordance with the methodology. Examples of checks for some evaluation include:
· In the case of a false news, under investigation will be determined whether the presented information in a separate assertion is a fact or it is an incorrect allegation. All the facts determined under research as well as their relation to the presented assertion, shall be stated in the explanation.
· In the case of biased reporting, it will be determined and stated how the presented assertion is contextualized with the neglect or distortion of other relevant information, or in which way a certain narrative is favored in relation to other which is opposed to it (failure to contact the other party; omission of known facts which do not support the presented/stated assertion). Also, if the article serves anonymous sources, but: does not provide any evidence for its allegation, it is not explicitly emphasized that the other party has been contacted for verification or if the information has been verified from any other source, such procedures shall be treated as a form of biased reporting.
· In the case of manipulation of facts, the check determines what is wrong in the manner of representation, or the interpretation of information which in itself does not have to be incorrect.
· In the case of spin, the check establishes the connection between the assertion being announced and any other event or news, which may include a review of other reports of the same medium on the subject, occurrence, or participants who appear in such connection. For instance, cases where there is an actual topic or report that is unfavorable to certain participants, who are completely ignored on a given medium, or whose significance is targetly reduced; while at the same time, the content and reports with the reverse sign are placed (favorable to certain participants, unfavorable to the opposite side).
All the findings that are made by the check, which are relevant to the evaluation of the verified assertion, are clearly and precisely presented in the show. All additional information (cognition of new facts, publication of denials by the analyzed media, observed changes in the original content after the publication of the analysis, new data on the spread of the original assertion, etc.) shall be monitored and included in the next episodes if it fits  their narrative.

Non‐partisanship:

During engagement period in BIC and Lukaviye Novosti show, employed or engaged persons cannot be members and/or activists of any political party, they are not allowed to participate in the election campaigns and/or in any other political media campaigns and cannot be engaged in attempting to influence any legislation. The persons engaged in BIC and Lukaviye Novosti show also cannot financially support, nor receive money  from 

political parties or their representatives, nor participate in the activities of advocating and lobbying the views of any political option. These rules are applied on all employed or engaged persons, but on the entire organization as well.

