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https://www.bt.dk/vm/soenderlemmende-beckham-kritik-du-udsletter-haabet
https://ekstrabladet.dk/nyheder/politik/valg22/mette-f.-klapper-i-om-papes-sviner-til-groenland/9460202
https://www.bt.dk/vm/raser-mod-ny-mcdonalds-burger-navnet-er-mccatar
https://ekstrabladet.dk/nyheder/politik/valg22/skuffet-over-papes-sviner-til-groenland-det-er-respektloest/9459431
https://www.bt.dk/vm/kontroversiel-qatar-plakat-florerer-rundt-pa-sociale-medier-de-her-regler-er-gaeldende
https://ekstrabladet.dk/nyheder/politik/valg22/pape-til-aaja-chemnitz-undskyld/9459827
https://www.bt.dk/vm/schmeichel-mister-ikke-titel-trods-qatar-job-det-overvejer-vi-overhovedet-ikke
https://ekstrabladet.dk/nyheder/politik/danskpolitik/pape-i-kovending-josue-var-min-tolk/9468305
https://www.bt.dk/vm/danskere-raser-over-schmeichel-han-har-kun-dollartegn-i-oejnene
https://ekstrabladet.dk/nyheder/politik/danskpolitik/papes-nye-kaereste-kaos-bizar-faengselsflirt/9467170
https://www.bt.dk/fodbold/mystikken-vokser-suspekt-organisation-lukker-hjemmeside-ned
https://ekstrabladet.dk/nyheder/politik/valg22/mette-f.-om-groenlandssviner-pape-maa-selv-tage-ansvar/9460607
https://www.bt.dk/musik/dansk-hitmager-sagde-nej-til-at-lave-danmarks-vm-sang-jeg-tror-dbu-har-haft-lidt
https://ekstrabladet.dk/nyheder/politik/danskpolitik/luksuslejlighed-er-midlertidig-papes-totale-boligkaos/9454285
https://www.bt.dk/kendte/cecilie-schmeichel-om-sin-fars-nye-qatar-job-jeg-kommer-ikke-til-at-kommentere-paa
https://ekstrabladet.dk/nyheder/politik/danskpolitik/kraever-flere-oplysninger-i-papes-boligsag/9475409
https://www.bt.dk/kendte/bente-schmeichel-ville-oenske-hun-kunne-stoette-kasper-i-qatar-derfor-tager-hun
https://ekstrabladet.dk/nyheder/politik/valg22/pape-skrider-fra-debat-efter-groenlands-anklage/9458099
https://www.bt.dk/fodbold/qatar-guide-til-roligans-pas-paa-det-koster-tre-aar-i-spjaeldet
https://ekstrabladet.dk/nyheder/politik/valg22/pape-loeber-fra-ferie-loefte/9472587
https://www.bt.dk/fodbold/staale-freder-hjulmand-ikke-hans-ansvar
https://ekstrabladet.dk/nyheder/politik/danskpolitik/pape-konfronteret-med-voldssag-jeg-har-intet-at-skjule/9456074
https://www.bt.dk/royale/stadig-uvist-om-kronprins-frederik-skal-til-vm-i-qatar-det-er-en-rodebutik
https://ekstrabladet.dk/nyheder/politik/valg22/ny-ferieafsloering-pape-i-coronabroeler/9481966
https://www.bt.dk/musik/dj-martin-jensen-skal-spille-til-vm-i-qatar
https://ekstrabladet.dk/nyheder/politik/valg22/nye-oplysninger-pape-kunne-rejse/9483845
https://www.bt.dk/musik/nicklas-sahl-takker-nej-til-qatar-jeg-ville-nok-ikke-lige-hoppe-paa-flyveren
https://ekstrabladet.dk/nyheder/politik/konservativ-katastrofemaaling/9483618
https://www.bt.dk/fodbold/putin-melder-ud-inden-vm-jeg-er-sikker-paa-det-bliver-en-succes
https://ekstrabladet.dk/nyheder/politik/pape-efter-kritik-jeg-regner-med-et-godt-samarbejde-med-groenland/9460235
https://www.bt.dk/fodbold/dansk-dj-er-hovednavn-ved-koncert-under-vm-i-qatar
https://ekstrabladet.dk/nyheder/politik/pape-formaar-ikke-at-vriste-sig-fri-af-nedtur-i-ny-maaling/9488625
https://www.bt.dk/fodbold/vm-fans-betales-for-at-promovere-qatar
https://politiken.dk/podcast/valget/art9021053/%C2%BBPape-bliver-ved-med-at-sp%C3%A6nde-ben-for-sig-selv%C2%AB
https://www.bt.dk/politik/hvad-mener-statsministerkandidaterne-om-vm-i-qatar-faa-svaret-her
https://politiken.dk/indland/politik/folketingsvalg_2022/art9019905/Den-generation-som-voksede-op-i-Gr%C3%B8nland-i-70erne-og-80erne-var-h%C3%A5rdest-ramt-af-overgreb-vold-og-alkohol-i-hjemmet
https://www.bt.dk/vm/dbu-rejser-til-qatar-og-klapper-i-det-er-aergerligt
https://politiken.dk/indland/politik/folketingsvalg_2022/art9019530/%C2%BBDet-her-er-alvorligt-for-Pape%C2%AB
https://www.bt.dk/vm/folkefesten-er-faerdig-dropper-vm-i-qatar
https://politiken-dk.ez.statsbiblioteket.dk/indland/politik/folketingsvalg_2022/art9041509/For-f%C3%B8rste-gang-lyder-der-intern-kritik-mod-den-konservative-ledelses-optr%C3%A6den-i-valgkampen
https://www.bt.dk/vm/mystik-om-dansk-vm-troeje-ingen-vil-svare
https://politiken.dk/indland/politik/folketingsvalg_2022/art9010928/Her-er-den-lyse-og-den-m%C3%B8rke-fort%C3%A6lling-om-S%C3%B8ren-Pape
https://www.bt.dk/vm/vejrvaert-om-ny-vm-troeje-sort-er-det-dummeste
https://politiken.dk/indland/politik/folketingsvalg_2022/art9020092/Papes-kommentar-om-Gr%C3%B8nland-som-%C2%BBAfrika-p%C3%A5-is%C2%AB-betegnes-som-%C2%BBtve%C3%A6gget-ondskab%C2%AB
https://www.bt.dk/sport/amnesty-tusindvis-af-arbejdere-udnyttes-stadig-i-qatar
https://politiken.dk/indland/art9019723/Pape-kritik-tager-til-i-Nuuk-og-Danmark
https://www.bt.dk/fodbold/fifa-truer-dansk-modstander-i-qatar-med-vm-udelukkelse
https://politiken.dk/indland/politik/folketingsvalg_2022/art9016844/Folketingsmedlem-til-Pape-Har-du-kaldt-Gr%C3%B8nland-for-Afrika-p%C3%A5-is
https://www.bt.dk/fodbold/danske-fans-i-undertal-saa-faa-vm-billetter-er-der-solgt
https://politiken.dk/indland/art9019353/%C2%BBJeg-kan-ikke-se-at-vi-kan-f%C3%A5-et-frugtbart-samarbejde-med-en-mand-der-har-s%C3%A5dan-et-menneskesyn%C2%AB
https://www.bt.dk/fodbold/landsholdets-store-vm-container-er-sikkert-fremme-i-qatar
https://politiken.dk/indland/politik/folketingsvalg_2022/art9019115/S%C3%B8ren-Pape-erkender-h%C3%A5rd-tone-om-Gr%C3%B8nland
https://www.bt.dk/fodbold/qatar-vinder-kampen-om-asiatisk-fodboldvaertskab
https://politiken.dk/indland/politik/folketingsvalg_2022/art9015439/S%C3%B8ren-Papes-retorik-v%C3%A6kker-harme-blandt-ministre-og-hos-forbundsformand
https://www.bt.dk/fodbold/qatars-emir-takker-putin-for-stoette-op-til-fodbold-vm
https://politiken.dk/indland/politik/folketingsvalg_2022/art9019710/Jeg-regner-med-et-godt-samarbejde-med-Gr%C3%B8nland
https://www.bt.dk/fodbold/vm-chef-vil-have-fodboldbosser-til-at-droppe-politisk-fokus
https://politiken.dk/indland/art9019461/Pape-undskylder-i-sms-til-gr%C3%B8nlandsk-folketingsmedlem
https://www.bt.dk/fodbold/michael-laudrup-kalder-qatar-udskamning-for-hykleri
https://politiken.dk/kultur/medier/art9045550/%C2%BBDet-her-er-st%C3%A6rkt-uheldigt-og-pr%C3%A6cis-det-der-ikke-m%C3%A5-ske%C2%AB
https://www.bt.dk/fodbold/medie-qatar-toemmer-boligblokke-i-doha-for-migrantarbejdere
https://jyllands-posten.dk/jplokal/jphorsens/ECE14545088/jeg-taenkte-at-soeren-pape-poulsen-ville-vaere-et-frisk-pust-men-det-blev-oedelagt-undervejs/
https://www.bt.dk/fodbold/dbu-hilser-australien-velkommen-blandt-kritikerne
https://jyllands-posten.dk/jplokal/jpviborg/ECE14540203/soeren-pape-poulsen-svarede-kun-paa-ganske-faa-spoergsmaal/
https://www.bt.dk/fodbold/migrantarbejdere-faar-hjaelp-fra-danske-fodboldscoringer
https://jyllands-posten.dk/politik/ECE14477610/pape-undskylder-til-groenland-jeg-sagde-det-for-firkantet/
https://www.bt.dk/vm/afviser-alt-plakaten-er-ikke-vores
https://jyllands-posten.dk/politik/ECE14476202/medie-soeren-pape-har-undskyldt-for-tonen-i-udtalelser-om-groenland/
https://www.dr.dk/nyheder/seneste/qatar-skal-agere-vaert-asiens-svar-paa-em-i-fodbold
https://jyllands-posten.dk/politik/ECE14541396/pape-vil-fortsaette-som-kformand-efter-valget-trods-rutsjetur/
https://www.dr.dk/sporten/fodbold/vm/vm-lande-sender-diplomater-og-politi-til-qatar-men-fans-er-stadig-bekymrede
https://jyllands-posten.dk/jplokal/jpviborg/ECE14533927/papes-nedtur-fortsaetter-i-meningsmaalingerne/
https://www.dr.dk/sporten/fodbold/vm/bag-om-vm-i-qatar/21-aarige-ghaida-har-foelt-sig-ydmyget-og-magtesloes-i-qatar
https://jyllands-posten.dk/politik/ECE14476151/groenlandsk-folketingsmedlem-haaber-paa-undskyldning-fra-pape/
https://www.dr.dk/sporten/fodbold/vm/bag-om-vm-i-qatar/harder-og-skandinaviske-stjerner-kritiserer-qatar-ikke
https://jyllands-posten.dk/politik/ECE14478933/chemnitz-kalder-soeren-pape-poulsens-undskyldning-til-groenland-for-popsmart/
https://www.dr.dk/nyheder/seneste/menneskerettighedsorganisation-qatar-har-mishandlet-lgbt-personer-op-til-vm
https://jyllands-posten.dk/jplokal/jpviborg/ECE14527220/pape-tog-en-chance-paa-facebook-er-det-virkelig-saadan-en-valgkamp-vi-oensker-os/
https://www.dr.dk/sporten/fodbold/vm/bagom-vm-i-qatar/kulturministeren-kritiserer-video-af-putin-og-qatars-emir-det-er
https://jyllands-posten.dk/jplokal/jpviborg/ECE14473093/papes-bolig-er-midlertidig-nu-skal-byraadet-droefte-sagen/
https://www.dr.dk/sporten/seneste-sport/tv-station-i-qatar-har-hyret-peter-schmeichel
https://jyllands-posten.dk/jplokal/jpviborg/ECE14468239/politisk-er-han-ikke-hjerteloes-men-privat-har-pape-faaet-skrammer/
https://www.dr.dk/sporten/seneste-sport/australiens-fodboldlandshold-kritiserer-qatar-i-ny-video
https://jyllands-posten.dk/politik/ECE14547249/soeren-pape-gav-svar-paa-spekulationer-i-valgtalen/
https://www.dr.dk/sporten/fodbold/tyrkisk-landsholdsspiller-endt-i-modvind-fravaelge-regnbuefarver
https://jyllands-posten.dk/politik/ECE14523863/pape-ventede-paa-gode-maalinger-foer-han-ville-vaere-statsminister-saa-kom-de-daarlige/
https://www.dr.dk/nyheder/seneste/morten-breum-skal-optraede-ved-vm-i-qatar
https://nyheder.tv2.dk/politik/2022-11-01-efter-flere-uger-med-negative-historier-bekraefter-prognose-konservativ-nedtur
https://www.dr.dk/nyheder/seneste/qatar-kraenker-fortsat-menneskerettighederne-vurderer-organisation
https://nyheder.tv2.dk/politik/2022-10-28-pape-om-nedtur-ekstra-bladet-har-begaaet-karaktermord-paa-mig
https://www.dr.dk/sporten/seneste-sport/tysk-ambassadoer-til-moede-med-qatars-myndigheder-efter-udenrigsministers-vm
https://nyheder.tv2.dk/politik/2022-10-25-konservative-i-haardt-angreb-paa-ekstra-bladet-efter-fejl-kraever-kaempe-dementi
https://www.dr.dk/nyheder/seneste/politikere-i-aarhus-rykker-byraadsmoede-se-landskamp-men-bakker-ikke-op-om
https://nyheder.tv2.dk/politik/2022-10-28-ny-maaling-nedturen-fortsaetter-for-k-mens-loekke-har-de-afgoerende-mandater
https://www.dr.dk/sporten/seneste-sport/danske-kommuner-dropper-storskaermsarrangementer-til-vm-i-fodbold
https://nyheder.tv2.dk/politik/2022-10-07-pape-siger-undskyld-til-aaja-chemnitz
https://www.dr.dk/sporten/fodbold/vm/qatar-opretter-aedru-zoner-til-fulde-vm-fans
https://nyheder.tv2.dk/politik/2022-10-07-groenlands-landsstyreformand-haaber-ikke-at-pape-blive-statsminister
https://www.dr.dk/sporten/seneste-sport/danske-fodboldfans-har-koebt-faa-billetter-til-vm-i-qatar
https://nyheder.tv2.dk/samfund/2022-10-08-hoenge-om-papes-undskyldning-det-er-som-om-han-ikke-forstaar-forholdet-mellem
https://www.dr.dk/sporten/fodbold/vm/bagom-vm-i-qatar/fifa-aabner-op-give-kompensation-til-migrantarbejdere-i-qatar
https://nyheder.tv2.dk/politik/2022-10-24-soeren-papes-rejse-til-caribien-var-ikke-et-brud-paa-corona-anbefalinger
https://www.dr.dk/sporten/seneste-sport/rigtige-venner-qatars-emir-takker-putin-stoette-op-til-fodbold-vm
https://nyheder.tv2.dk/politik/2022-10-09-papes-nedtur-fortsaetter-mens-socialdemokratiet-gaar-frem
https://www.dr.dk/nyheder/seneste/1308-engelske-hooligans-tvinges-til-aflevere-deres-pas-inden-vm
https://nyheder.tv2.dk/politik/2022-10-08-soeren-pape-mener-selv-han-er-kommet-godt-fra-start-men-i-pape-land-er-der
https://www.dr.dk/nyheder/seneste/bjoernen-er-landet-kina-giver-qatar-sort-hvide-gaver-inden-vm-i-qatar
https://nyheder.tv2.dk/2022-11-01-pape-snakkede-med-pressen-i-et-minut-og-ni-sekunder-inden-han-pludselig-drejede-om
https://www.dr.dk/nyheder/seneste/olafur-eliasson-udstiller-midt-i-den-glohede-oerken-i-qatar
https://ekstrabladet.dk/sport/fodbold/udenlandsk_fodbold/qatar/loesladt-i-qatar-efter-lynprotest/9484606
https://ekstrabladet.dk/sport/fodbold/qatar-emir-raser-falske-paafund/9484806
https://ekstrabladet.dk/sport/fodbold/landsholdsfodbold/advarer-fodboldfans-doedelig-kamelvirus-i-qatar/9487272
https://ekstrabladet.dk/sport/fodbold/landsholdsfodbold/fans-maa-ikke-smide-troejerne-til-vm/9467095
https://ekstrabladet.dk/sport/fodbold/landsholdsfodbold/dr-vaert-i-skarp-kritik-skal-aldrig-til-qatar-igen/9455779
https://ekstrabladet.dk/underholdning/filmogtv/schmeichel-smutter-klapper-i-om-qatar/9470503
https://ekstrabladet.dk/underholdning/dkkendte/dansk-stjernekunstner-moeder-krads-kritik-for-qatar-job/9487724
https://ekstrabladet.dk/underholdning/filmogtv/se-videoen-naegter-at-tale-om-fars-qatar-job/9479933
https://ekstrabladet.dk/underholdning/dkkendte/nu-reagerer-kollegerne-vi-havde-ikke-gjort-det/9479980
https://ekstrabladet.dk/sport/fodbold/landsholdsfodbold/reklame-nadia-i-aktion-bliver-unikt/9477775
https://ekstrabladet.dk/sport/fodbold/landsholdsfodbold/putin-i-absurd-vm-flirt/9468367
https://ekstrabladet.dk/sport/fodbold/landsholdsfodbold/beckham-det-bliver-det-bedste-vm-nogensinde/9455599
https://ekstrabladet.dk/sport/fodbold/landsholdsfodbold/gruopvaekkende-saadan-blev-de-behandlet-i-qatar/9482285
https://ekstrabladet.dk/sport/fodbold/landsholdsfodbold/mcdonalds-burger-vaekker-opsigt/9463676
https://ekstrabladet.dk/sport/stjerner-faar-kassen-arbejdere-faar-roev-og-noegler/9477994
https://ekstrabladet.dk/sport/her-er-de-danske-virksomheder-fedtet-ind-i-skandale-vm/9483776
https://ekstrabladet.dk/sport/fodbold/schmeichels-nye-moegsag-modtager-beskidte-penge/9479548
https://ekstrabladet.dk/underholdning/dkkendte/blachman-til-martin-jensen-nyd-roev-qatar/9481228
https://ekstrabladet.dk/sport/fodbold/landsholdsfodbold/frygter-kaos-i-qatar-de-er-ikke-klar-til-det/9464615
https://ekstrabladet.dk/sport/fodbold/landsholdsfodbold/kongehuset-lurepasser/9457055
https://ekstrabladet.dk/sport/fodbold/landsholdsfodbold/qatar-saboterer-dansk-besoeg/9478268
https://ekstrabladet.dk/sport/fodbold/landsholdsfodbold/tv-profil-tager-qatar-job/9457167
https://ekstrabladet.dk/sport/fodbold/landsholdsfodbold/qatar-laver-aedru-zoner-til-berusede-fans-under-vm/9468593
https://ekstrabladet.dk/sport/fodbold/landsholdsfodbold/sagde-nej-til-dbu-nu-udkommer-de-med-protestsang/9464020
https://ekstrabladet.dk/sport/fodbold/udenlandsk_fodbold/international_fodbold/koebt-af-qatar-danske-stjerner-tjener-paa-blodigt-vm/9479494
https://ekstrabladet.dk/sport/fodbold/landsholdsfodbold/qatar-betaler-hollandske-fans-for-god-vm-omtale/9491609
https://ekstrabladet.dk/underholdning/filmogtv/intet-med-hende-at-goere/9489779
https://ekstrabladet.dk/sport/fodbold/landsholdsfodbold/raser-over-plakat-ballade-i-qatar-det-er-ikke-vores/9457977
https://ekstrabladet.dk/sport/fodbold/landsholdsfodbold/morten-olsen-bekymret-for-skader-det-er-uhyggeligt/9467892
https://ekstrabladet.dk/sport/fodbold/landsholdsfodbold/havde-laert-af-rusland-taesk-men-nu-goer-han-det-igen/9478193
https://ekstrabladet.dk/sport/fodbold/landsholdsfodbold/roser-australien-for-qatar-kritik/9491273
https://ekstrabladet.dk/sport/fodbold/landsholdsfodbold/endnu-en-slutrunde-i-qatar/9472857
https://ekstrabladet.dk/sport/fodbold/landsholdsfodbold/fck-maalmand-langer-ud-efter-qatar-i-ny-video/9487205
https://ekstrabladet.dk/sport/fodbold/landsholdsfodbold/qatar-lokker-vm-fans-med-lejligheder-og-lommepenge/9495056
https://ekstrabladet.dk/sport/fodbold/landsholdsfodbold/vm-chef-skaelder-ud-de-ved-ikke-noget/9467684
https://ekstrabladet.dk/sport/fodbold/landsholdsfodbold/vilde-vm-tiltag-i-qatar/9456232
https://ekstrabladet.dk/sport/fifa-truer-dansk-vm-modstander-med-udelukkelse/9489740
https://ekstrabladet.dk/sport/fodbold/dbu-vil-sende-penge-til-migrantarbejdere-i-qatar/9492527
https://ekstrabladet.dk/sport/fodbold/landsholdsfodbold/danske-fans-i-undertal-i-qatar-kun-800-har-faaet-billet/9486256
https://ekstrabladet.dk/underholdning/dkkendte/ingen-qatar-kritik-helt-bevidst/9490985
https://ekstrabladet.dk/sport/fodbold/landsholdsfodbold/vi-laver-vores-lort-i-laver-jeres-lort/9480823
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https://jyllands-posten.dk/sport/fodbold/ECE14546562/qatar-rekrutterer-fans-fra-hele-verden-til-vmaabning/
https://jyllands-posten.dk/sport/fodbold/ECE14499710/qatar-vinder-kampen-om-asiatisk-fodboldvaertskab/
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https://www.bt.dk/krimi/voldsomme-uroligheder-til-paludan-demonstration-unge-skoed-med-fyrvaerkeri-mod
https://www.bt.dk/politik/rasmus-paludan-naegter-at-tale-om-chikanesag
https://www.bt.dk/politik/rasmus-paludan-naegter-at-tale-om-chikanesag
https://www.bt.dk/samfund/video-viser-rasmus-paludan-koere-sin-bil-ind-i-ung-mand
https://www.bt.dk/politik/rasmus-paludans-far-bryder-tavsheden-min-soen-kaldes-kriminel-og-andet
https://www.bt.dk/politik/rasmus-paludans-far-afsloerer-nye-detaljer-om-soennens-alvorlige-ulykke
https://www.bt.dk/politik/soeren-pape-poulsen-hyldet-for-kommentar-til-rasmus-paludan
https://www.bt.dk/politik/rasmus-paludan-hyldede-politimorder-paa-facebook
https://www.bt.dk/politik/paludan-alle-der-siger-jeg-er-muslim-skal-smides-ud
https://www.bt.dk/politik/rasmus-paludan-har-kaempet-afviste-asylansoegeres-sag
https://www.bt.dk/krimi/paludan-frihedsberoevet-for-at-trodse-paabud-i-vollsmose
https://www.bt.dk/politik/paludan-skal-betale-30.000-kroner-for-gamle-udtalelser
https://www.bt.dk/politik/paludan-har-chikaneret-betjente-i-aarevis-usaedvanligt-og-ubehageligt
https://www.bt.dk/politik/stram-kurs-ser-ud-til-at-misse-folketinget
https://www.bt.dk/politik/mimi-jakobsen-om-nazisag-sagsoeger-ikke-paludan
https://www.bt.dk/politik/medie-paludan-ville-have-oplysninger-om-ung-mands-foraeldre
https://www.bt.dk/krimi/politi-har-brugt-41-millioner-kroner-paa-paludan-demoer
https://www.bt.dk/politik/paludan-naar-stort-arabisk-medie-i-kritisk-historie-0
https://www.bt.dk/politik/kvinde-foeler-sig-chikaneret-af-rasmus-paludan-gennem-flere-aar
https://www.bt.dk/politik/historiker-kan-se-paralleller-mellem-nazisme-og-stram-kurs
https://www.bt.dk/krimi/politi-truede-paludan-med-anholdelse-foer-aflyst-demo
https://www.bt.dk/politik/paludan-har-chikaneret-betjente-i-aarevis-usaedvanligt-og-ubehageligt
https://www.bt.dk/samfund/folkeskole-forbyder-rasmus-paludans-v-for-sejr-tegn
https://www.bt.dk/politik/stram-kurs-udelukker-journalister-fra-valgfest-paa-valgdagen
https://www.bt.dk/politik/paludan-fik-polititilhold-ringede-50-gange-i-doegnet
https://www.bt.dk/politik/her-er-paludans-kernevaelger
https://www.berlingske.dk/navne/ekspert-i-menneskerettigheder-rasmus-paludan-har-skabt-dynamik-i-valgkampen
https://www.berlingske.dk/danmark/rasmus-paludan-staar-bag-stribe-af-soegsmaal-og-klager-han-opererer-med-to
https://www.berlingske.dk/politik/paludans-chikane-sag-faar-politikere-til-at-varsle-skrappere-regler-det
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https://www.berlingske.dk/samfund/tilhold-stoppede-ikke-paludan-blev-sigtet-for-fem-overtraedelser-af
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https://www.berlingske.dk/samfund/18-aarig-faengslet-for-at-kaste-med-brosten-ved-paludan-demo
https://www.berlingske.dk/politik/paludan-i-hidtil-ukendt-video-ingen-muslimer-paa-jorden-er-det-endelige
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This appendix contains all the transcription files of the scholar interviews in one document.
All interviews have been done in Danish and then translated, by the thesis author, into
English, with the help of the translation service Deepl, and then proofread by the author -
who is a native Danish speaker.

For the sake of transparency, the original Danish transcription is included, so the reader can
be sure that the translation is as close to the real statement as possible. The time codes are
taken from the original recordings of the interview for clarification.

All respondents have read and agreed to a data consent form which can be shown by request

by the thesis author.
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Jargen Jensen, Scholar. Date of interview,
24-02-2023. Conducted via Skype

Danish original version:

Speaker 1: August Merved
Speaker 2: Jorgen Jensen

00:00:00 - Speaker 1
Her.Sa laver jeg.Backup her.Nu skal vi se herDet beklager. Det troede jeg faktisk var sat op
allerede.

00:00:21 - Speaker 1
Det var det ikke.Sa skal vi se.Nej nu simpelthen blive med. Det ma blive telefonen. Det plejer
at ga fint.

00:00:34 - Speaker 1

Ja OK Jeg er i gang med at skrive speciale. Jeg ringer fra Tjekkiet. Jeg har ligesom Sadan
en dobbelt grad fra Aarhus Universitet og sa karlsUniversitet. Det var derfor jeg gerne ville
have det pa skype, ellers sa bliver det sa forfeerdeligt dyrt med de lange.

00:00:48 - Speaker 2
Telefonerne fungerer abenbart fint.

00:00:51 - Speaker 1

Ja Det kan man sige, men jeg skriver speciale om de herVil jeg kalde det
hemmelighedsfulde pengestramme til de danske partier fra private donorer, altsa ikke de
offentlige, men simpelthen de private. Jeg har med mit speciale fokus pa journalisternes



daekning af det.Det er jeg ikke sikker pa hvor meget du har lyst til at udtale dig om. Jeg vil
stille dig spergsmalet, og sa kan du sige "det ved jeg simpelthen ikke nok om eller ej." Bare
sa Det er klart. Jeg har ligesom en form for bias, hvor Jeg synes det bliver deekket lidt for lidt
i forhold til andre omrader, sa det lige for at klarggre Det er altsa det mit standpunkt kommer
fra, selvom jeg prgver at vaere sa neutral som muligt.

00:01:37 - Speaker 1
Men jeg kunne godt teenke mig at starte med at spgrge, hvor stort et problem er den her
manglende transparens i Danmark i forhold til de her pengedonationer?

00:01:48 - Speaker 2

Ja jamen Jeg vil sige stort altsa forstaet pa den made at hvis man har et et gnske om, at der
skal veere transparens, og Det kan man sige det, Det er vel Sadan et et nogenlunde feelles
agnske for for samtlige demokratiske lande, at man man gerne vil vide hvor pengene kommer
fra og bag det ligger jo en eller anden formodning om at penge kan pavirke, og derfor kan
man sige, hvis man skal gardere sig mod uheldige pavirkninger, sa er man ogsa nadt til at
vide hvor pengene kommer fra. Altsd man kan.have maske 2 standpunkter pa at man kan
have det standpunkt, at man overhovedet ikke vil acceptere store donationer, fordi Det kan
pavirke. Og man kan have det standpunkt at folk i og for sig er fri til at give hvad de vil, men
det skal bare veere offentligt hvem der giver til hvad og sa ma vaelgerbefolkningen jo sa ud
fra det selv tage stillinge. Man kan sige de forskellige systemer har har maske lagt
forskellige grunde til de 2 synspunkter, altsa man kan sige for eksempel det amerikanske
system bygger egentlig pa en tanke om, at der skal veere en overgraense for hvor meget
man overhovedet ma give, at det sa i praksisoverhovedet ikke fungerer, Det er sa noget
andet, men altsa udgangspunktet har egentlig veeret, at man fastsatte nogle belgbsgreenser,
og mere matte man ikke give, no matter what, der kan man sige de fleste europaeiske lande,
og i hvert fald i Danmark, Der har udgangspunktet jo veeret, at man matte give sa meget
man vil, Men det skulle i en eller anden grad veere gennemskueligt, hvor pengene sa kom
fra.

00:03:12 - Speaker 2

Og man kan sige det. Det haenger jo sammen med et eller andet med at undga korruption,
altsa i maske ikke i Sddan den helt traditionelle forstand, hvor man keber sig til adgang til et
bestemt projekt eller lignende, men Sadan den den mere. Hvad skal vi kalde det?Eller
Sadan noget indirekte korruption, der bestar i, at man kan sige, at hvis man giver mange
penge til et eller andet, sa forventer man vel ogsa, at den pageeldende organisation sa pa en
eller anden made er venlig overfor én i form af...| hvert fald ikke de retter modarbejde maske
ogsa veere mere accepterende overfor de synspunkter man har, og at Jeg tror ikke, Der er i
Danmark foreligger korruption Sadan i den traditionelle forstand det. Det har jeg ikke nogen
som helst baggrund for at mene at, at der skulle gare, men, men Jeg tror, der der foreligger
noget andet, nemlig det, at man ved at give en masse penge - Jamen i det mindste kaber
sig adgang til beslutningstagerne. Altsa Det er meget sveert, hvis en eller anden donor, der
har givet 5 millioner til partikassen, ringer til partiformanden og siger, “jeg kunne godt teenke
mig at fa et made.”Sa er det altsa meget sveert at sige. “Nej, Det kan jeg ikke. Det har jeg
sgu ikke tid til. Altsa det gider jeg ikke,” altsa fordi sa kunne man risikere de 5 millioner ikke
kom naeste ar, ikke. altsa sa sa pa den made tror jeg at at at man man far noget igen pa en
eller anden facon, og som sagt jeg haelder selv mest til det standpunkt at at folk egentlig ma
give hvad de vil, hvis bare man vidste hvor pengene kom fra. Altsa Jeg tror Det er meget



sveert at fastseette belgbsgreenser som at handhaeve dem, og det viser det amerikanske
eksempel jo med alt gnskelig tydelighed, at det i praksis ikke kan lade sig gare, og derfor
kan man maske lige sa godtTage tyren ved hornene og sige, “Det er Sadan set ogsa okay, at
folk giver hvad de vil.” Der er noget omkring nogle principielle synspunkt omkring
ytringsfrihed og Sadan noget ikke? Altsa man ma bruge sine penge ogsa til at fremme sine
synspunkter, men men det skal bare vaere kendt hvor pengene kommer fra, og Det er jo sa
det, at det danske system halter helt gevaldigt. Fordi i realiteten ved vi jo stort set ikke hvor
pengene kommer fra, nar det drejer sig om de private donationer.

00:05:10 - Speaker 1
Hvad betyder det for demokratiet i Danmark?

00:05:14 - Speaker 2
Hvad? Hvad sagde du?

00:05:14 - Speaker 1
Hvad betyder det for demokratiet i Danmark, at Vi har de her regler?

00:05:21 - Speaker 2

Jeg tror at ikke det betyder sa vaeldig meget. Fordi Vi har en meget staerk demokratisk
Kultur, ikke? Men men men Det er et et synes jeg - Man bgr vaere opmaerksom pa, og Vi
scorer jo hgjt pa de der anti-korruptions lister. Altsa vi ligger jo ret konstant i om nummer et,
sa i hvert fald de 5 farste eller Sddan noget, og Det er jo Det er jo nok lidt tilfaeldigt hvordan
man opggar Sadan noget, ikke? Altsa man kan sige Vi er i den fortand et korruptionsfrit land,
men men der har jo vaeret international kritik fra Europaradet tror jeg Det erOm altsa noget
der hedder GRECO som er en eller anden forkortelse for nogen der er Sadan et
antikorruptions observationsgruppeog de de kritiserer den der manglende abenhed i
partisystemet, og sa kan man sige, samtidig proklamerer jo Vores politikere, at de gnsker, at
abenheden. De ggr bare ikke noget som helst for at fremme det og og der har jo veeret
nedsat et fint udvalg, som jeg selv har veeret medlem af, som er kommet med en meget lang
betaenkning omkring mere abenhed i partistattereglerne. Eller ja, i omkring de her private
donationer, og der kom stort set ingenting ud af det.

00:06:30 - Speaker 2
Okay, sa de de anbefalinger vi kom med blev i det store hele ikke gennemfart. Altsa sa sa
man kan sige, Der er ikke nogen politisk vilje til at gare noget ved det, tror jeg man kan sige.

00:06:41 - Speaker 1
Hvorfor er partistottereglerne anderledes i Danmark, end de er i Vores nabolande?

00:06:47 - Speaker 2

Ja, man kan sige nogle af af Vores mindre...ja hvad hedder Sadan noget, mindre
korruptionsfrie nabolande, der har man maske fglt et starre behov for faktisk at at skabe den
der abenhed, fordi man maske altsa. Vi har jo ligesom maske klappet os selv pa skulderen
hele tiden og sagt,” jamen, Vi har jo ingen korruption, sa derfor behgver vi heller ikke at have
nogen seerlig skrappe regler pa det her omrade,” og der kan det da godt veere, at andre
lande, hvor man maske i hgjere grad har korruptionsproblemer inde pa livet, ligesom har
vaeret mere motiveret for at fa lavet nogle skrappe regler. Men det gaelder ikke. Det er ikke



den eneste forklaring, fordi altsa for eksempel over i Sverige har ogsa betydning skrappere
regler, end Vi har i Danmark, og de er jo lige sa korruptionsfrie som os.

00:07:25 - Speaker 2

Altsa sa jamen Jeg tror simpelthen, jeg ma sige at Det er -Det er et spgrgsmal om, at de
store partier, der jo er dem, der far de store donationer, har simpelthen en faelles modvilje
mod at gare noget ved det, ikke? Altsa og og det man sa skulle gere ved det, kan man ikke
blive enige om, tror jeg man kan sige altsa, Det har jo - altsa i hvert fald Sddan som regel
oprindeligt var skruet sammen, sa var det jo Sadan, at man kan sige at at Socialdemokratiet
og de venstreorienterede partier fik en meget stor grad af deres penge fra fagbevaegelsen
0g, organisationer og de borgerlige partier fik en meget hgjere grad af penge pa private
virksomheder.Og det holdt ligesom hinanden lidt i skak, fordi hvis man sagde “ja, der skal
veere stgrre abenhed om hvor pengene kommer fra og omkring de store virksomheder,” sa
kom de borgerlige partier og sagde, jamen, “Det kan vi s& maske godt ga med til. Men sa
skal der samtidig indfgres nogle begreensninger pa, hvor meget fagbevaegelsen ma give,
fordi Det er jo noget, de gar pa medlemmernes vegne, og medlemmerne skal sa kunne tale
sig fri af det” og sa videre og sa videre. Og der kan man sige Socialdemokratiet var maske
sa mere interesserede i at beholde de donationer, og de fik fra fra fagbevaegelsen end i at
skabe abenhed, og man kan sige Socialdemokratiet nyder jo ogsa i en eller anden grad godt
af, atder er lukkethed omkring det, selvom fagbevaegelsens donationer jo er er offentligt
kendte, altsa Det er ikke dér, men men de modtager jo ogsa forskellige andre, altsa de der
erhvervsklubber og Sadan som Jeg kan se du ogsa skriver om, ikke, altsa sa sa sa altsa Jeg
tror man ma sige, Der er simpelthen ikke en erkleeret, men men en indforstaetkonsensus
om, at det her. Det gar vi sgu ikke noget ved, fordi vi nyder alle sammen godt af det i hvert
fald. Og man kan sige dem, Der er meget hidsige pa det her. Det er dem, der ikke selv far ret
meget ud af det. Altsa hvilket jo selvfalgelig, maske ja, forstaeligt nok altsa sa altsa.... og det
vil sige de mindre partier pa flgjene isaer ikke altsa.

00:09:20 - Speaker 2

Men for eksempel ogsa de Radikale er er meget ivrige efter at fa gjort noget ved det her
ogsa. Eller har i hvert fald veeret det hidtil. Og det haenger jo sikkert ogsd sammen med de
ikke selv modtager ret meget ikke... sa sa sa.

00:09:34 - Speaker 1
Tak skal du have. Jeg kunne godt taeenke mig at sperge lidt ind til... nu nar Vi harerkleeret, at
Det er problematisk. Hvad er journalisternes rolle sa i hele det her system?

00:09:46 - Speaker 2

Ja, Det er vel for det farste er at afdeekke de steder hvorDe nuvaerende regler bliver
overtradt, fordi Vi har jo nogle regler, som godt nok ikke er ret effektive, men man kan
sigeDet er dog bedre end absolut ingenting, ikke? Altsa sa sa og der kan man sige det det.
Det har der jo vaeret en raekke sager, hvor journalister rent faktisk har afdeekket nogle af de
huller Der er. Der er eller eller deciderede overtreedelser. Man kan sige, Det er bade maske
de deciderede overtraedelser, men Det er ogsa at papege de smuthuller, Der er dem, er der
jo virkelig mange af, ikke? Altsa, Det er jo ikke bare en sti, Det er jo et fiskenet med meget
store huller, ikke? Altsa det her sa og og man kan sige pa den made holder man da i hvert
fald debatten i gang, og om der skal ggres mere ved det.



00:10:29 - Speaker 2

Den dukker typisk op i forbindelse med valgkampe, og sa der det igen. Sa snart valgkampen
er overstaet. Altsa Sadan var det jo ogsa ved Det ny overstaede folketingsvalg, sa det der
nye organ, der hed frihedsbrevet, havde jo Sadan en retHeftig kampagne omkring hvordan
stort set alle partier jo prgver at omga den der 20.000 sakaldte 20.000 kroners regel. Altsa at
det at man skal offentliggere donorer, navn og adresse pa donorer, der giver mere end
20.000, sa havde man jo alle mulige smuthuller, som ikke er ulovligt, men som er imod det,
der var intentionen i hvert fald - nemlig at man sa kan dele det op og give nogen til
kandidaten og nogle til selve partiet og nogle til kredsorganisationen. Og pa den made kan
man altsa fint slippe afsted med at give bade 50 og 100.000. Og Det varPartierne, altsa det
det foregik ved, at Frihedsbrevet ringede op og sagde, "her engang” - altsa foregav, at der
var en eller andet, der gerne ville give 50.000, men han ville bare ikke have sit navn frem,
fordi det gdelagde hans virksomhed og Sadan noget og sa vejlede partierne yderst
behjeelpeligt med at komme med ideer til, hvordan man sa kunne omga de der regler. Og
som sagt, Det var ikke noget, det var ikke ulovligheder de foreslog, men Det var jo altsa
omvendt heller ikke i overensstemmelse med den orden, som reglerne er lavet i.

00:11:44 - Speaker 1

Nu naevnte du fgr, at det blev daekket en del under valgkampen. Jeg har selv lavet nogle
undersggelser via Infomedia og Google pa, hvor meget det egentlig er blevet beskrevet pa
webmedierne, at de 6 til 7 stgrste danske medier som dr dk, tv 2 dk Jyllands-Posten,
Berlingske Politiken, Ekstra Bladet og BT. Ikke overraskende, maske, var der flere 1000
artikler om sundhed og integrationOg skat. sa var der 90 artikler om Sgren Papes
skandalesager.Der varOver 100 artikler om Qatar, som ikke engang var startet endnu i
verdensmesterskabet. Og sa var der 19 artikler om den manglende transparens. | valget i
2019, Der var én enkelt artikel under valgperioden fra Jyllands-Posten, og hvor der var over
100 artikler om Rasmus [mentioned the wrong name red] Paludans korruptionssager.
Hvordan kan det veere, at Der er sa stor forskel pa deekningsgraden, nar vi nu har sagt Det
er et problem den her manglende transparens?

00:12:54 - Speaker 2

Fordi der maske ikke er sa meget nyhedsveerdi eller eller salg i det i forhold til det. Det er vel
det der motiverer journalisterne primeert at fa nogle klik eller fa solgt nogle aviser. Og Jeg
tror Det er den almindelige danskerder Gar man ikke vaeldig meget op i det her, fordi man
hele tiden har den der i baghovedet med, at "Vi er jo korrruptionsfrie, og derfor gar det ikke
sa meget.” Ikke altsa det. Det tror jeg maske er en vaesentlig forklaring, altsa altsa det det
det bilder vi os jo ind, og Det er vi jo ogsa i realiteten. Ja, som sagt tror jeg ikke, der foregar
decideret korruption, altsa det. Det tror jeg ikke altsd, men men den der indirekte pavirkning
der ligger i at give pengene den, tror jeg til gengaeld er er aegte nok, og man kan sige, Der er
Sadan set for mig at se heller ikke noget galt i, at Det er Sadan Det er.

00:13:40 - Speaker 2

Hvis det bare var klart for vaelgerne, at hvem Det varMan sa blev indirekte pavirket af, fordi
hvisHvis Liberal Alliance sa eller hvem det nu er der der bliver sponsoreret af af Saxo Bank
klart og tydeligt forteeller det, sa kan man sige, sa er det jo sa op til veelgerne ligesom at se
pa om om de sa bliver tilgodeset seerligt gennem Liberal Alliance eller Nye Borgerliges
politik. Og hvis man synes Det er jamen, s& kan man jo stemme pa nogle andre, ikke? Altsa
og omvendt synes man, at de standpunkter de indtager, er meget fornuftige og heller ikke



ser ud som om de Sadan at dikteret af nogle bestemte interesser - Jamen sa stemmer man
pa det ikke? Altsa sa.Altsa det. Det er jo Sadan Det har ligesom veaeretRationalet bag det det
abenhedskriterium med, at at hvis man bare havde kendskab til, hvad der foregik, jamen sa.

00:14:29 - Speaker 2

matte man tro at vaelgerne var sa rationelle, sa de kunne kunne tage stilling, og man kan
sige det. Det er maske lidt en illusion, men men man kan sige hele demokratiet bygger jo pa
et rationale om, at vaelgerne i en eller anden forstand er rationelle, ikke? og og sa og det gar
det her sa ogsa altsa.

00:14:47 - Speaker 1
Hvor vaesentligt er det at journalisterne, daekker det her emne under en valgkamp?

00:14:51 - Speaker 2

Veaesentligt, Men Jeg er jo ogsa Sadan en ngrd kan man sige pa pa det her omrade, ikke?
Altsa fordi Jeg har interesseret mig meget for det, via at Jeg har vaeret USA ad nogle
omgange og af den vej er kommet ind i ligesom og og se pa de danske regler og har fulgt
den danske debat rigtig meget. Lige fra man fik de allerfarste regler om om partidbenhed og
og jeg var som sagt medlem af det der udvalg som afgav betaenkning i 2015. Og Der var lige
pa det tidspunkt var der jo sd.ganske meget snak om det. Det var jo et af
Thorning-regeringens.

00:15:22 - Speaker 2

- Eller en del af regeringsgrundlaget for Thorning-regeringen. Det er fra 11 til 15 og man fik
forst nedsat udvalget. At vi ndede at afgive betaenkning, mens Thorning regeringen sad
endnu. Men det flertal, der var fra Thorning. Regeringen naede ikke at fa gennemfart nye
regler, og Det har nok noget at ggre med, at Socialdemokratiet ikke specielt var hidsigt efter
at fa det til at fungere, altsa det. Det var et udpraeget enske fra fra SF og De Radikale og
ikke noget der var groet i Socialdemokratiets baghave, og derfor gjorde man maske heller
ikke s& meget for at fa det til at veere effektivt. Alisd, menMen altsa jeg. Jeg synes Det er
vigtigt, af Sadan maske mere principielle grunde, for Jeg tror egentlig ikke, at det i praksis
endnu. Da har de helt store negative virkninger, men men men hvorfor skulle vi ikke fa det
her i orden? Og Jeg kan ikke se hvad argumenterne er for ikke at have abenhedsregister
mellem, nar man fra politisk side klart og tydeligt proklameret, sa kunne man jo have den
holdning, at det ma vi sgu da selv om, og Det er ikke noget, offentligheden skal have
kendskab til, men det siger man jo ikke, man siger som vil sige. Det erklaerede malsaetning,
at der skal vaere abenhed omkring det her.

00:16:23 - Speaker 2
Og men jeg ger bare absolut intet for at skabe orden.

00:16:29 - Speaker 1
Tror du, at den lave deekningsgrad skyldes, at Det er sveaert, for journalisterne at skaffe
oplysninger om det her?

00:16:35 - Speaker 2
Ja maske ogsa, eller man kan sige, det bliver i hvert fald det...Altsa det bliver jo en
gentagelse af alle de huller Der er kan man sige, ikke? altsd og Det er der maske ikke sa



meget nyhedsveerdi i altsd og og de der sager hvor man deler pengene op i flere portioner
og og enten ved at Det er forskellige personer der der giver eller - altsa formelt forskellige —
men i realiteten den samme... Det har der jo veeret... alt det der blev kaldt Brit Bager-finten,
ikke?Altsa at hun havde en en donor som havde 5 forskellige firmaer, der hver gav 20.000
kroner eller lige under 20.000 kroner. Og Det er der jo stadigvaek ikke noget. Det er jo
ligesom blevet afdaekket, og man kan sige det der kom fra dengang, Det har sa veeret jamen
det for sa vidt ulovligt, men --- Det er for sa vidt ikke ulovligt, men Det er maske heller ikke
Sadan det der var tanken ved det. Men men man kan sige den nyhed, Det er jo Sadan
ligesom afsluttet, fordi hvis det ikke er ulovligt, s& kan man jo bare blive ved at gare det og
sa skrive den samme historie ved naeste valgkamp. Det er der maske ikke s& meget sjov
ved i virkeligheden, vel? Og det geelder det andet hovedproblem, Det har jo veeret de der
sakaldte erhvervsklubber.

00:17:39 - Speaker 2

Det har ogsa veeret det daekket rigtig mange gange, sa Der er jo egentlig ikke nogle nyheder
i det. Altsa og og Jeg tror man kan sige - politikerne er vel efterhanden blevet Sadan relativt
dygtige til ikke decideret art overtraeder reglerne, altsa sa de ger det de skal. Men men Det
har bare ingen effekt i forhold til abenhedskriteriet.

00:18:00 - Speaker 1

Jaren, Det var faktisk det jeg havde af Spargsmal. Er der noget du godt kunne teenke dig at
tilfaje, som du mangler at fa sagt?

00:18:06 - Speaker 2

Nu ved jeg ikke, Hvor meget du skriver om de der huller Der er altsa men men altsa man
kan sige ja jeg plejer jo Sadan lige at sige at at jeg jeg i hvert fald ser 2 store huller og og det
ene Det er det der med 20.000 kroner reglen. Altsa hvor man har jo den regel at man skal
offentliggare, hvis man far mere end - at nu er det sa et pristalsreguleret - men altsa et eller
andet sted i tyvetusinderne.OgDet det overholder partierne sa, men men man skal ikke
offentliggare, hvor meget man gar ud af hver enkelt donor og det. Det er jo grotesk, fordi Jeg
er da ligeglad med om en eller anden virksomhed har givet 25.000, men Jeg er ikke ligeglad
med om de har givet 5 millioner, vel. altsa sa altsa hvis der overhovedet skal vaere nogen
mening i den regel, sa skal det jo veere Sadan at man selvfglgelig skal offentliggere hvilket
belagb man har modtaget over 20.000 kroner og det... Sadan er reglerne ikke, og Det var
ogsa et af de forslag vi stillede. Det kom der absolut intet ud af.

00:19:04 - Speaker 2

Tveertimod haevede man jo belgbsgraensen ved at pristalsregulere, sa nu bliver det altsa
hgjere og hgjere belgbsgreense ar for ar, for at offentliggare det. Og det andet hul, Det er jo
den, der med erhvervsklubben ikke. Altsa fordi Det er jo - Det er jo den sikreste made at
anonymisere sine bidrag. Altsd man melder sig ind i en eller anden forening, der hedder
noget fuldsteendig ubestemt. "Foreningen til Claus hjorts genvalg eller Sadan noget,” og der
kan man sa give lige sa meget man vil, og sa kan foreningen give pengene videre til Claus
Hjort eller Lars Lagkke, eller hvem det nu er.

00:19:36 - Speaker 2

Det vil sa fremgar af Lakkes partiregnskab eller Venstres partiregnskaber, , at man har
modtaget et belgb over 20.000 kroner fraDen der organisation, men Der er jo ingen der ved,
hvem der i virkeligheden har givet pengene. Sa altsa.hvad enten belgbet er over 20.000



kroner eller ej for dem, der har givet pengene, sa kommer deres navn og adresser ikke frem,
og det kunne man jo ogsa relativt nemt gere noget ved at sige, “jamen, de der
erhvervsklubber skal sa altsa selv offentliggare, hvis de modtager bidrag der er over
belgbsgraensen” og med tilsvarende pligt til at offentliggere Det fulde belab, ikke? Sadan, at
man i hvert fald ligesom... altsa jeg. Jeg ser godt at at man lukker ikke alle huller med det
her, men Det var da 2 Sadan relativt nemme tiltag man kunne gennemfgre uden videre,
ikke?

00:20:26 - Speaker 2
Sa Vi skal have betydeligt mere abenhed end Vi har i dag.

00:20:30 - Speaker 1
1000 tak skal du have fordi du ville dele din viden med mig.

00:20:35 - Speaker 2
Held og lykke med projektet.

00:20:37 - Speaker 1
Tak skal du have, og som

00:20:38 - Speaker 2
Sagt.

00:20:40 - Speaker 1

Ja.Det lover jeg, og sa far du en besked fra mig med den her erklaering, som du bliver nagdt
til at underskrive, hvis jeg skal bruge de ting, Vi har snakket om, som bare handler om at...
ja, Jeg vil slette de oplysninger, der ikke er vaesentligt mere efter jeg transskriberet og sa
videre og sa videre. Det kan du laese mere om.

00:20:59 - Speaker 2
Rent praktisk gar man det bare vil jeg skrive pa pa mail og Det er helt fint eller?

00:21:04 - Speaker 1
Nej, Jeg skal faktisk have en underskrift. Jeg kommer til at sende dig en PDF, sa kan du selv
veelge om du har lyst til at printe den ud hvis du.

00:21:13 - Speaker 2
Ja, og sa kan jeg scanne den ind bagefter, ikke?

00:21:14 - Speaker 1

For eksempel ja eller Der er ogsa nogle PDF programmer, hvor du kan underskrive i selve
PDF'en. Jeg skal bare bruge en dato og underskrift det, men jeg sender dig i hvert fald en
PDF-fil.Ja godt. Hej

00:21:27 - Speaker 2
Hej hej.



English translated version:

Speaker 1: August Merved

Speaker 2: Jgrgen Jensen

00:00:00 - Speaker 1
Here.Then I'll make.Backup here.Now let's see here.Sorry. | thought that was actually set up
already.

00:00:21 - Speaker 1
It wasn't.Let's see.No, just stay with me. It must be the telephone. It usually works fine.

00:00:34 - Speaker 1

Yes OK I'm writing my thesis. I'm calling from the Czech Republic. | have like a double
degree from Aarhus University and then Charles University. That's why | wanted to have it
on Skype, otherwise it will be so terribly expensive with the long one calls.

00:00:48 - Speaker 2
The phones seem to be working fine.

00:00:51 - Speaker 1

Yes, you could say that, but I'm writing my thesis on these, some would call it “secretive
money flows to the Danish parties from private donors,” not the public ones, but simply the
private ones. My thesis focuses on the journalists' coverage of this, and I'm not sure how
much you want to comment on that.

I will ask you the question, and then you can say "l simply don't know enough about that or
not." Just so it's clear. | have a kind of bias, where | think it's covered a little too little
compared to other areas, so just to clarify, that's where my point of view comes from, even
though | try to be as neutral as possible.

00:01:37 - Speaker 1
But | would like to start by asking, how big a of a problem is this lack of transparency in
Denmark in relation to these donations?

00:01:48 - Speaker 2

Well, | would say big, in the sense that if you have a desire for transparency. You could say
that, it is a fairly common desire for all democratic countries, that you want to know where
the money comes from, and behind it lies some kind of assumption that money can
influence. Therefore you can say that if you want to guard against unfortunate influences,
then you also need to know where the money comes from.

So you can have maybe two points of view: you can have the point of view that you will not
accept large donations at all because it can influence [political choices]. And you can have
the position that people in and of themselves are free to give what they want, but it should
just be the public who gives to what, and then the electorate must then, based on that, take
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a position themselves. You could say that the different systems may have different reasons
for the two points of view, so you could say, for example, that the American system is
actually based on the idea that there should be an upper limit on how much you can give at
all, the fact that in practice it doesn't work at all, that's something else, but the starting point
has actually been that you set some amount limits, and that's all you could give, no matter
what, you can say most European countries, and certainly in Denmark, the starting point has
been that you could give as much as you want, but it had to be transparent to some extent
where the money came from.

00:03:12 - Speaker 2

And you can say that. It is linked to something about avoiding corruption, so maybe not in
the traditional sense, where you buy access to a particular project or the like, but in the
more, what shall we call it? What shall we call it? Or some kind of indirect corruption, which
consists in - that you can say that if you give a lot of money to something, then you probably
also expect that the organization in question is in some way friendly to you in the form of... At
least not the right to work against a certain policy, but maybe also be more accepting of the
views you have, and | do not think there is corruption in Denmark in the traditional sense. |
don't have any background or results whatsoever to believe that there is, but | think there is
something else, namely that by giving a lot of money - Well, at least you buy access to the
decision-makers. So it's very difficult if some donor who has given 5 million to the party
coffers calls the party chairman and says, "l would like to have a meeting." Then it's very
difficult to say. "No, | can't do that. | don't have time for that. | don't want to do that," because
then you could risk the 5 million not coming next year, right. so in that way | think that you
get something back in some way, and as | said, | myself lean more towards the point of view
that people can really give what they want if only you knew where the money came from.
Well, | think it's very difficult to set limits and to enforce them, and the American example
shows very clearly that this is not possible in practice, and therefore you might as well take
the bull by the horns and say, "It's also okay that people give what they want."

There is something about some principled views on freedom of expression and such things,
right? So you can also use your money to promote your views, but it just has to be known
where the money comes from, and that's where the Danish system is really lagging behind.
Because in reality, we hardly know where the money comes from when it comes to private
donations.

00:05:10 - Speaker 1
What does this mean for democracy in Denmark?

00:05:14 - Speaker 2
What did you say? What did you say?

00:05:14 - Speaker 1
What does it mean for democracy in Denmark that we have these rules?

00:05:21 - Speaker 2

| don't think it means very much. Because we have a very strong democratic culture, right?
But but but but but It's one | think - you should be aware of, and we score high on those
anti-corruption lists. So we're pretty consistently in about number one, so at least the first five
or so, and it's a bit random how you measure things like that, isn't it? So you can say we are
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in that sense a corruption-free country, but there has been international criticism from the
Council of Europe, | think it's about something called GRECO, which is some kind of
abbreviation for an anti-corruption observation group, and they criticize the lack of openness
in the party system, and then you can say, at the same time our politicians proclaim that they
want openness. They just do not do anything to promote it, and a fine committee has been
set up, of which | myself have been a member, which has come up with a very long report on
more transparency in the party support rules. Well, yes, about these private donations, and
virtually nothing came out of it.

00:06:30 - Speaker 2
Okay, so the recommendations we made were by and large not implemented. So you could
say that there is no political will to do anything about it, | guess you could say.

00:06:41 - Speaker 1
Why are the party funding rules different in Denmark than in our neighboring countries?

00:06:47 - Speaker 2

Well, you could say that some of our less...well, what do you call it, less corruption-free
neighboring countries, there you might have felt a greater need to actually create that
openness because you might have... We have kind of patted ourselves on the back all the
time and said, "well, we have no corruption, so therefore we don't need to have any
particularly strict rules in this area," and it may well be that other countries, where corruption
problems are perhaps more prevalent, have been more motivated to make some strict rules.
But that does not apply. It is not the only explanation, because, for example, Sweden also
has stricter rules than we have in Denmark, and they are just as corruption-free as we are.

00:07:25 - Speaker 2

So | think | simply have to say that it's - It's a question of the major parties, who are the ones
who get the big donations, simply have a common reluctance to do anything about it, right?
Well, and what to do about it, you can't agree on, | guess you could say, it has - well, at least
the way the rule was originally set up, it was so that you could say that the Social Democrats
and the left-wing parties got a very large part of their money from the trade unions and
organizations and the bourgeois parties got a much higher degree of money from private
companies. And that kind of kept each other in check, because if you said "yes, there should
be greater openness about where the money comes from and about the big companies,”
then the bourgeois parties came and said, "Well, maybe we can agree to that. But at the
same time, there should be some restrictions on how much the trade union movement can
give, because it's something they do on behalf of their members, and the members should
be able to talk themselves out of it" and so on and so forth. And you could say that the Social
Democratic Party was perhaps more interested in keeping the donations they received from
the trade union movement than in creating openness, and you could say that the Social
Democratic Party also benefits to some extent from the fact that it is closed, even though the
trade union movement's donations are publicly known, so it's not there, but they also receive
various others, such as business clubs and such as | see you also write about, right, so so
so so so | think you have to say, There is simply not a declared, but an implicit consensus
that this... We don't do anything about it, because we all benefit from it in any case. And you
could say those who are very hot-headed about this. They are the ones who don't get much
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out of it themselves. Which of course, perhaps yes, understandably so .... and that is, the
smaller parties on the wings especially not so.

00:09:20 - Speaker 2

But also De Radikale [political party], for example, are very keen to do something about this
as well. Or at least they have been so far. And that's probably also connected to the fact that
they don't receive very much themselves... so there you go.

00:09:34 - Speaker 1
Thank you very much. | would like to ask a little bit about ... now that we have declared that it
is problematic. What is the role of journalists in this whole system?

00:09:46 - Speaker 2

Well, first of all, it's to uncover the places where the current rules are being violated, because
we have some rules that are not very effective, but you could say It's better than absolutely
nothing, right? So there and then you can say that. There have been a number of cases
where journalists have actually uncovered some of the gaps. There are or or actual
violations. You could say that it's both the actual violations, but it's also pointing out the
loopholes, there are a lot of them, aren't there? | mean, it's not just a path, it's a fishing net
with very large holes, right? Well, this then and and you can say in that way you at least
keep the debate going, and whether more should be done about it.

00:10:29 - Speaker 2

It typically appears in connection with election campaigns, and then it dies again. As soon as
the election campaign is over. Well, that was also the case in the recent parliamentary
elections, so the new organ called the Freedom Letter had a rather vigorous campaign about
how virtually all parties are trying to circumvent the 20,000 so-called 20,000 kroner rule. So
the fact that you have to publish donors, names and addresses of donors who give more
than 20,000, then you had all sorts of loopholes, which is not illegal, but which is against
what was the intention in any case - namely that you can then divide it up and give some to
the candidate and some to the party itself and some to the district organization. And in that
way, you can get away with giving both 50 and 100,000. And it was the parties, so it was
done by Frihedsbrevet[Danish news media] calling up and saying, "listen" - that is,
pretending that there was someone or something who wanted to give 50,000, but he just
didn't want his name out because it ruined his business and such, and then guiding the
parties extremely helpful in coming up with ideas on how to get around the rules. And as |
said, it wasn't anything, it wasn't anything illegal they proposed, but it was also not in
accordance with the order in which the rules are made.

00:11:44 - Speaker 1

Now you mentioned before that it was covered a lot during the election campaign. | myself
have done some research via Infomedia and Google on how much it has actually been
described on the web media, the 6 to 7 largest Danish media such as DR.DK, tv2.dk
Jyllands-Posten, Berlingske Politiken, Ekstra Bladet and BT. Not surprisingly, perhaps, there
were several 1000 articles about health- and integration, And tax. Then there were 90
articles about Sgren Papes scandal cases .There were Over 100 articles about Qatar, which
had not even started yet in the World Cup. And then there were 19 articles about the lack of
transparency. In the 2019 election, there was one single article during the election period

13



from Jyllands-Posten, and there were over 100 articles about Rasmus [mentioned the wrong
name red] Paludans corruption cases. How can it be that there is such a big difference in the
level of coverage when we have said that this lack of transparency is a problem?

00:12:54 - Speaker 2

Because there may not be as much news value or or sales in it compared to that. | guess
that's what motivates the journalists primarily to get some clicks or to sell some newspapers.
And | think it's the ordinary Dane who doesn't care very much about this, because they
always have that in the back of their minds that "We are corruption-free, and therefore it
doesn't matter so much." Not really. | think that might be an important explanation, that is, we
imagine that we are, and in reality we are. Yes, as | said, | don't think there is actual
corruption, that is. | don't think so, but the indirect influence that lies in giving the money, on
the other hand, | think is real enough, and you can say that, in my opinion, there is nothing
wrong with that being the way it is.

00:13:40 - Speaker 2

If it was just clear to the voters who they were being indirectly influenced by, because if the
Liberal Alliance or whoever it is that is being sponsored by Saxo Bank clearly states this,
then you could say that it is then up to the voters to see whether they are being favored in
particular through the Liberal Alliance or the New Citizens' [Nye Borgerlige. DAnish party]
Party's policy. And if you think it is, well, then you can vote for someone else, right? Well,
and conversely, if you think that the positions they take are very reasonable and do not look
as if they are dictated by certain interests - well, then you vote for them, right? Well, then.
Well, that. That's how it has been the rationale behind the transparency criterion that if you
just had knowledge of what was going on, well then

00:14:29 - Speaker 2

you would have to believe that the voters were so rational that they could take a position,
and you can say that. It may be a bit of an illusion, but you could say that the whole
democracy is based on a rationale that the voters are rational in some sense, right? And so
and so and so and so this also does that.

00:14:47 - Speaker 1
How important is it that journalists cover this topic during an election campaign?

00:14:51 - Speaker 2

Essential, but I'm also such a nerd you could say in this area, right? Well, because I've been
very interested in it, because I've been to the United States a few times and in that way I've
gotten into like and look at the Danish rules and have followed the Danish debate a lot. Right
from the very first rules on party openness and | was, as | said, a member of the committee
that submitted a report in 2015. And at that time there was quite a lot of talk about it. It was
one of the Thorning [former Danish prime minster] government's.

00:15:22 - Speaker 2

- Or part of the government platform for the Thorning government. It is from 11 to 15 and the
committee was first set up. That we managed to submit a report while the Thorning
government was still in office. But the majority was from Thorning. The government did not
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manage to implement new rules, and it probably has something to do with the fact that the
Social Democrats were not particularly eager to make it work, that is. It was a distinct desire
from SF and De Radikale and not something that had grown in the Social Democratic Party's
backyard, and therefore perhaps they did not do much to make it effective. Well, but | mean,
I. I think it's important, for such perhaps more principled reasons, because | don't really think
that in practice yet. Then it has big negative effects, but but but but why shouldn't we get this
in order? And | don't see what the arguments are for not having an openness register when
the political side has clearly and unambiguously proclaimed, then one could have the
attitude that it's up to us, and it's not something the public should know about, but you don't
say that, you say what you want to say. The stated objective is that there should be
openness about this.

00:16:23 - Speaker 2

And | just do absolutely nothing to create order.

00:16:29 - Speaker 1
Do you think that the low level of coverage is because it's difficult for journalists to get
information about this?

00:16:35 - Speaker 2

Yes, perhaps also, or you could say, it will be at least that ... Well, it will be a repetition of all
the gaps there are, you could say, right? Well, and there may not be much news value in
that, and those cases where the money is divided into several portions and either by
different people giving or - formally different - but in reality the same... There have been... all
that was called the Brit Bager trick, right? That is, she had a donor who had 5 different
companies, each of which gave 20,000 kroner or just under 20,000 kroner. And there is still
nothing there. It has been uncovered, and you could say that what came from that time, it
has been illegal, but --- It is not illegal, but it is perhaps not what was intended. But you could
say that the news is kind of over, because if it's not illegal, then you can just keep doing it
and then write the same story in the next election campaign. There may not be much fun in
that in reality, is there? And that applies to the other main problem, the so-called business
clubs.

00:17:39 - Speaker 2

It has also been covered many times, so there is not really any news in it. Well, and and and
I think you could say - the politicians have become relatively skilled at not actually breaking
the rules, so they do what they should. But it just has no effect in relation to the transparency
criterion.

00:18:00 - Speaker 1
Jargen, that was actually the question | had. Is there anything you would like to add that you
have yet to say?

00:18:06 - Speaker 2

Now, | don't know how much you write about those gaps There are but but but but you can
say yes, | usually say that | see at least two big gaps and one of them It's the 20,000 kroner
rule. So where you have the rule that you have to publish if you get more than - now it's a
price-rate regulated - but somewhere in the twenty thousand, and the parties comply with
that, but you don't have to publish how much you make out of each individual donor and that.
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It's grotesque because | don't care if some company has given 25,000, but | don't care if they
have given 5 million, | guess. So if there is to be any sense at all in that rule, then it must be
that you must of course publish the amount you have received over DKK 20,000 and that ...
The rules are not like that, and that was also one of the proposals we made. Absolutely
nothing came of it.

00:19:04 - Speaker 2

On the contrary, the amount limit was raised by adjusting the price scale, so now it will be
higher and higher amount limit year by year, in order to publicize it. And the second gap is
the one with the business club, isn't it? Because it's the safest way to anonymize your
contributions. So you sign up to some association called something completely
indeterminate. "The association for Claus Hjort's re-election or something like that," and you
can give as much as you want, and then the association can pass the money on to Claus
Hjort or Lars Lakke, or whoever it is.

00:19:36 - Speaker 2

It will then appear from Lokke's party accounts or the Liberal Party's party accounts that you
have received an amount over 20,000 kroner from that organization, but no one knows who
actually gave the money. So, whether the amount is over 20,000 kroner or not for those who
have given the money, their names and addresses do not appear, and this could also be
relatively easily done by saying, "well, the business clubs must publish themselves if they
receive contributions that are above the amount limit" and with a corresponding obligation to
publish the full amount, right? So that you at least like... well, I. | realize that you don't close
all the gaps with this, but it was two such relatively easy measures that could be
implemented without further ado, right?

00:20:26 - Speaker 2
So we need a lot more openness than we have today.

00:20:30 - Speaker 1
1000 thank you for sharing your knowledge with me.

00:20:35 - Speaker 2
Good luck with the project.

00:20:37 - Speaker 1
Thank you very much, and as said

00:20:40 - Speaker 1

Yes, | promise, and then you'll get a message from me with this statement that you'll have to
sign if I'm going to use the things that we've talked about, which is just about yes, | will
delete the information that is not essential anymore after | transcribed and so on and so
forth. You can read more about that.

00:20:59 - Speaker 2
In practical terms, you just do it, I'll write to you by email and that's fine, isn't it?
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00:21:04 - Speaker 1
No, | actually need a signature. I'm going to send you a PDF, so you can choose if you want
to print it out if you.

00:21:13 - Speaker 2
Yeah, and then | can scan it in afterward, right?

00:21:14 - Speaker 1

For example, yes or There are also some PDF programs where you can sign in the PDF
itself. | just need a date and sign it, but I'll send you a PDF file anyway.Yes good. Hi, I'll send
you a PDF file.

00:21:27 - Speaker 2

Goodbye.

Mads Hove, Media researcher. Date of interview,
23-02-2023. Conducted via Zoom.

Speaker 1: August Merved
Speaker 2: Mads Hove

Danish original version:

00:00:00 - Speaker 1

Sa kan jeg lige gore det.Og sa kommer jeg til at sende dig en consent form bagefter, for
ligesom at sige, at det er okay at jeg bruger, ja, nogle af de ting vi snakker om her
interviewet. Og sa kan du selvfglgelig fa lov at se det faerdige produkt, hvis du orker det. Det
kan godt forsta, hvis man ikke lige gar man det skal du i hvert fald veere velkommen til.

Speaker 2
Det kunne maske veere meget speendende.

- Speaker 1

Ja. Man kan sige, hvis jeg ligesom skal gare mit eget bias klart, sa er det jo at, jeg synes det
bliver daekket for lidt. Det er det man skal passe lidt pa, sa jeg praver at gere det sa neutralt
som muligt.

00:00:34 - Speaker 1

Sa Det er ligesom det mit standpunkt er. Fedt og jeg kommer til at skrive lidt ned imens bare
sa Jeg har mine egne noter, s& du ma sige til hvis det kommer til at larme for meget. Jeg
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skal se her... ellers sa er jeg ved at veere klar. Mads, vil du ikke lige forklare mig lidt om din
egen baggrund? Bare til, ja, sa jeg ogsa har det med.

00:00:55 - Speaker 2

Jeg er kandidat i statskundskab fra Kgbenhavns Universitet, hvor jeg.. sddan er specialiseret
i politisk adfeerd, naermere bestemt politikers repraesentationsstil. Sa hvordan preesenterer
politikere sig over for deres vaelgere? Og hvilken effekt har det, hvordan politikere
praesenterer sig over for deres veelgere? Det er ogsa det, jeg tager udgangspunkt i lige nu i
mit ph d. projekt. Jeg er ph.d. Studerende pa University of Amsterdam og sa ogsa
videnskabelig assistent pa pa Syddansk Universitet. Men hvor jeg naermere bestemt kigger
pa Facebook annoncer eller annoncer i det hele taget, sa hvordan politikerne de - de
annoncerer og i den henseende er der jo naturligvis ogsa en en hel del Penge. Det jeg sa er
seerligt interesseret i, det er den den del, der handler om micro targeting. Altsa hvordan
bliver de her annoncer sa rent faktisk malrettet

00:01:49 - Speaker 2

Derudover, sa har jeg haft en del med det at ggre i den forstand, at Jeg har haft. Jeg har
drevet egen virksomhed det sidste ar, hvor jeg seelger politiske analyser til medier, til
politikere, til interesseorganisationer og forskellige andre ting og det er lidt pa pause under
min ph.d. men. Men men blandt andet under valgkampen karte jeg som som valg af
analytiker inde pa det medie, der hedder frihedsbrevet.Hvor vi blandt andet ogsa lavede en
del deekning af partistatte.

00:02:17 - Speaker 2
Og og der har jeg sa ogsa ja arbejdet en hel del med hvordan politikere de de annoncerer og
og kerer valgkamp seerligt igennem annoncer.

00:02:29 - Speaker 1

Fedt tak skal du have. Mads, jeg kunne godt teenke mig at starte dig med at sparge om hvor
stort et problem den her manglende transparens er i forbindelse med private virksomheder
og donorer donerer til partier uden befolkningens kendskab til det. Hvor stort et problem er
det?

00:02:46 - Speaker 2

Jamen. Jeg tror egentlig... Problemet problemet tror jeg egentlig er OK stort i den forstand,
at Det er jo ikke fordi vi ikke ved hvor mange penge partierne har. Det far vi jo egentlig at
vide pa et tidspunkt, fordi reglerne er jo Sadan som jeg husker det, sa er reglerne Sadan ret
sngrklet med at du ma, at altsa Det er fgrst om 2 ar eller Sadan noget, vi ved hvor mange
penge partierne faktisk havde til valgkampen i 2022 eller ogsa er det i hvert fald farst i 24
eller noget i den stil, s& pa den made sa den... Det at vi ligesom ikke ved, at man kan
gemme sig under alle de her regler, gar at vi ikke reelt set ved hvor mange penge de har.

00:03:23 - Speaker 2

Og og kare afsted med.Og Det er jo... og og Det er en udfordring, nar vi nar vi snakker om
hvor, hvor level er den her playground, som Det erfor politikerne i lgbet af valgkampe, sa Jeg
synes, Det er et altsa, at Det er det OK stort problem plus at hvad der jo ogsa er et keempe
stort problem, Det er vi ikke.Vi ikke ved, hvem Der er i lommen pa hvem og, og Det er klart,
at Vi er Danmark, der er verdens mindst korrupte land, men nu nu ligger jeg lige om aftenen
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og laeser den der nye bog af Simon Emil Ammitzbell.Og jeg teenker, du har maske ogsa set
det citat, som ogsa har floreret lidt rundt med Lars Seier, der siger, “Jeg har fandme ikke
postet 10-15 millioner i det her projekt for at fa for at fa skattelettelser i bunden”.Og Lars
Seier jo selvfelgelig eksemplet pd en mand, som er meget dbenlys omkring hvordan han
han giver sponsorater til til et politisk parti. Men Der er jo rigtig mange der, godt kunne veere
interesseret i at give nogle penge naturligvis for ogsa at fa en der ind for at nemmere at
kunne fa adgang til mader kunne komme med forslag til til politik og alle mulige andre ting.
Og Der er det altsa ikke helt ligegyldigt Sadan rent fra et demokratisk perspektiv, at vi ikke
ved, hvem er det, der betaler de forskellige partier og de forskellige politikeres valgkampe?
Det er, at Det er sa Der er bade, kan man sige, spgrgsmalet Sadan om fair konkurrence
mellem partierne, og sa er der et spgrgsmal, sa for mig er det ogsa det her vvgtige
spergsmal om; er der en risiko for, at Der er nogen, Der er i lommen pa nogen?Eller skylder
skylder nogle skylder nogle tjenester og vennetjeneste.

00:05:07 - Speaker 1

Er der nogle eksempler pa, hvor vi kan drage, at Der er blevet -nu naevnte du Lars Seier for,
men hvor der er blevet givet nogle penge, og Der er noget politik, der eventuelt er blevet
influeret af de her penge?

00:05:19 - Speaker 2

Det det, det tror jeg ikke. Det har jeg ikke rigtigt. Det har jeg ikke rigtig viden om, og det tror
jeg, ved det heller ikke, hvor nemt det ngdvendigvis ville veere Sadan ngdvendigvis Sadan at
kunne pinpointe og sige: det her, det er sket pa grund af Saddan her Sadan her.Og Jeg tror
maske ogsa, at en stor del af Det er ogsa at huske at en ting, Det er den, Det er den direkte
indflydelse. Det er at sige lars Seier giver 15 millioner til Liberal Alliance for sa at fa lettelser i
topskatten. Altsa Der er direkte - altsa i sa fald Det var sket, sa er der direkte link der.

00:05:50 - Speaker 2

Men Der er jo lige sa meget den indirekte i, at Der er nogen der giver penge og far lov til at
sidde med til mader. Nu har der ogsa lige veere deekning i forhold til, at Lars Lakke ogsa har
taget penge i forhold til det tror jeg ogsa er frihedsberavet. Der kgrer det jeg taget taget
penge for at at man s& kan have spist en aftensmad med ham og Sadan. Det er jo ogsa hele
det der...Mere subtile indflydelsesaspekt i det som hvor man ikke ngdvendigvis kan
pinpointe og sige, “det her stykke lovgivning, den her specifikke virksomhedsleder, eller
hvem det nu er, der har faet det igennem ved at give penge til et parti.” Men men vi kan ikke
Sadan afvise, at det lige sa meget seetter sig i tankegangen. Hvem er det man forharer sig
hos, hvis man skal, hvis man skal inden man kommer med et udspil? Altsa der kan vaere Der
er sa mange dele af processen, hvor den her indflydelse reelt set kan kan kan komme ind.

00:06:45 - Speaker 2
Og det, det tror Jeg er. Det er meget svaert og og og sige i hvilket i hvilket omfang er det.

00:06:55 - Speaker 1
Hvorfor tror du partistgttereglerne er anderledes i Danmark, end de er i for eksempel Vores

nabolande?

00:07:01 - Speaker 2
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Ja det det ved jeg ikke rigtig men.Det ved jeg ikke rigtigt.Men altsa.Der er jo ingen tvivl om,
det handler jo ogsa noget om, hvor hvor dygtige er politikerne i de enkelte lande til rent
faktisk at sikre de her ting, altsa i Danmark. Alt hvad der handler om de der spargsmal er der
jo Sadan lidt en Alliance mellem Socialdemokratiet og Venstre i Danmark.

00:07:30 - Speaker 2

Hvor...Og det gar jo ogsa bare, at selvom at det i sa fald kommer fra bade fra Venstre og fra
hgjre, sa sa er det jo Sadan noget der.... Det gar bare, at status quo ret nemt bare
fortsaetter med at veere. Og Det er jo ikke fordi Det er og og hvis Det er den der Sadan
Alliance henover midten. Det er ikke fordi partistatteregler er noget Veelgerne aendrer deres
kryds pa baggrund af. Altsa det, at et parti har en holdning til partistetteregler Kontra et
andet parti, gar ikke, at en veelger og veelger parti x frem for parti y, altsa det gor de pa
grund af sundhedspolitik, indvandringspolitik, klimapolitik - kan man sige starre Sadan
hgjtsaelgende emner, sa derfor sa er det altsa sa laenge Der er Sadan en...En bred
forankring pa begge sider af Folketinget, sa er der bare en god sandsynlighed for at status
quo bare altid vil blive der.

00:08:27 - Speaker 1

Du har maske svaret pa det, men jeg kunne godt taeenke mig at stille Sadan direkte
sporgsmal. Altsa hvad betyder det for demokratiet i Danmark, at Vi har de her regler?Det er
lidt lidt snarklet som du siger.

00:08:38 - Speaker 2

Altsa Jeg tror man skal ogsa man skal ogsa huske den positiv ting af det, og Det er at Det er
ikke altid rart for mennesker at blive...Sat i politisk bas, fordi de har lyst til at stette op om en
given sag. Altsa den ide er der jo Sadan set meget fint at Der er en...en virksomhedsleder
eller en privatperson, eller hvad ved jeg da jeg siger “jamen, den her specifikke kandidat
kunne jeg godt taenke mig, at der kom ind i Folketinget, fordi jeg godt kan lide
vedkommende, eller jeg godt kan lide det her parti eller Sddan.” Men Jeg har ikke lyst til at
blive associeret med partiet, fordi Det kan vaere det... Kan han negative konsekvenser i
forhold til mit salg, og sa skal de andre ting. Der er det jo en positiv ting, at man godt kan fa
lov til at give et lille belgb Uden at det nadvendigvis skal kunne sta alle steder, at Jeg kan se,
at Lars Hansen nede fra hjgrnet han, Han giver altsa penge til dansk Folkeparti, sa derfor sa
kaber jeg aldrig nogensinde i hans temrerforretning igen.Sa sa problemet opstar jo farst i det
tidspunkt, hvor det bliver starre, og hvor det bliver systematisk.Men den, men der der der
teenker jeg, at Det er en Det er en det Det er skidt for demokratiet i den forstand at det
skaevvrider | forhold til, hvem Der er gode til at tiltreekke penge, og hvem der ikke er gode til
at tiltraekke penge, sa derfor sa er det nogle, der reelt set bare har bedre muligheder for at
fagre en god kampagne, mens der andre, der har ringere mulighed for det og sa at vi
simpelthen ikke ikke ved, om Der er nogen, der i den henseende bytter sig til noget, hvor at
man siger, jamen, OK, hvis hvis | giver 200, hvis i spiller 200.000 i Vores kampagne, jamen
Wsa skal vi nok lige sige, at Vi er venlige over for at co 2 afgiften ikke nedvendigvis lige skal
ramme

Den her sektor, eller hvad det nu skulle veere”. Og igen, Det er jo, Det er jo sveert, at Det er
jo Det er jo ogsa Sadan lidt spekulationer, men men alene det, at Det er en mulighed er jo
ikke ngdvendigvis super godt. Sa vil jeg sige, at Det er jo faktisk egentlig i den made Vi har
lavet...vores system pa i Danmark, sa prgver man vel egentlig at komme lidt ud over det i
den forstand, at vi siger, “Vi har partistatte offentlig partistgtte.Hvor at alle partier far penge
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fra staten, sa far man godt nok forskellige penge afhaengig af hvor mange, hvor mange man,
hvor mange stemmer man har faet.” Men Det er jo et forsag pa at sikre sig at alle far penge,
og man ikke pa samme made er nadt til at ga ud og fundraise.

00:11:15 - Speaker 2

Sa man sa Det er ogsa det der med Sadan.Ja, Vi har egentlig et system, der maske endda
burde ggre, at man ikke Havde behov for at skulle ud og ud og fundraise, men men Det er jo
klart. Det gar man jo alligevel, fordi sa er det vil man sa vaek potentielt have en komparativ
fordel.l det omfang det virker.

00:11:36 - Speaker 2
at kgre annoncer, det tror jeg ikke, det gar.

00:11:41 - Speaker 1

Tak skal du have kunne jeg godt teenke mig at snakke om journalisternes daekning af det at
starte med at sparge helt plain, hvor vaesentligt er journalister der daekker Sadan et emne
som det her under en valgkamp, eksempelvis.

00:11:54 - Speaker 2

Jeg tror Det er ekstremt vigtigt. De deekker det under en valgkamp, men jeg Jeg er lige ved
at have lyst til at sige jeg synes naesten, Det er vigtigere, at man daekker det udenfor
valgkamp, fordi i en valgkamp, der drukner det ogsa i altsa - igen i de 3 uger En valgkamp
varer der skal veelgerne finde ud af Hvem skal de stemme pa, hvorfor skal jeg stemm pa
dem? Og det handler om klima, skat, udlaendinge og den type spgrgsmal, sa derfor sa er det
klart, at jo, Vi har masser af folk, Der er klar under en valgkamp til at se Og fa
opmaerksomhed pa, hvordan partierne, handler Sadan rent gkonomisk og og hvor der ellers
partistatte-wise .Og hvordan det godt kan veere lidt lidt shady, men Det er jo altsé ogsa
ekstremt vigtigt, at man har det pres udenfor valgperioder, hvor det ikke ngdvendigvis ogsa
er alle mulige andre ting, der dominerer dagsordenen. Men men Det er ekstremt vigtigt, fordi
det de kommer... Det kommer ikke til, der kommer til at ske nogle aendringer af det, med
mindre der kommer et pres fra det. Det tror jeg ikke fra borgernes side og vaelgernes side.
00:13:05 - Speaker 2

Og sa er det, sa tror jeg ogsa Det er Sadan ret god som demokratisk diskussion i forhold til
at at vi egentlig lige far far zoomet ud og far sagt, “hvad er det egentlig, der pavirker Vores
demokrati?” Ind imellem s& har vi en ide om, at det bare, at Det er 179 mennesker, som gar
det, som der star i Grundloven, nemlig at de er bundet af deres egen overbevisning. Men
men Det er det jo ikke nadvendigvis. De er jo ogsa spaendende spundet ind i
interessekonflikter, om det sa er, at de far penge fra sponsorater, eller om de har altsa
traditionelt set har Socialdemokratiet jo band til Fagbevaegelsen og Sadan der, sa far man
pres pa derfra... altsa de de de de kilder til indflydelse er ekstremt vigtige at fa afdeekket,
fordi der ofte er en god forklaring pa, hvorfor et bestemt parti er papasselig med at snakke
om co 2 afgifter pa landbruget, at Der er et bestemt parti, Der er papasselig med og snakke
om ringere arbejdsvilkar for arbejdstagerne og Sadan at at at... Det er ekstremt vigtigt at fa
at fa frem i lyset og det, Det foler jeg det at Det her spiller fuldsteendig ind i.

00:14:12 - Speaker 1

Jeg har lavet en smule research pa hvor meget Det har daekket. Det har sa ganske vist
veeret under valgkampen. Jeg har undersggt de seneste , hvor jeg simpelthen bare har.Talt
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og ligesom opseette nogle kodex for meget det egentlig er skrevet om.Lad os bare tage den
seneste valgkamp her fra oktober til november. Der var flere 1000 artikler om sundhed og,
Flere hundredvis om integration s& var der 100 1770 artikler om Qatar pa trods af, at de
engang var startet endnu.Sa havde vi 19 artikler om Sgren papes kriser - undskyld Det er
noget vravl, vi havde 90 artikler sa havde vi 19 om de her skandaler, der var i forbindelse
med funding af partierne.

00:14:59 - Speaker 2
Men hvor meget, hvor meget altsa hvordan teeller du? Hvordan hvor teeller du dem henne?
Altsa pa hvilke medier eller Sadan?

00:15:06 - Speaker 1

Jeg har krydsTjekket via Google og seet den ind i perioden og sa via infomedia ogsa. Og sa
har jeg taget de mest lezeste medier som Jyllands-Posten, DRDK, tv 2 DK Politiken,
Berlingske, ekstra Bladet og BT.

00:15:21 - Speaker 2
Er dem Jeg har taget og sa kun online.

00:15:24 - Speaker 1
Sa kun online ja.

00:15:25 - Speaker 2
Men det det lyder det lyder. Det lyder nok ikke helt ved siden af.

00:15:29 - Speaker 1

Det Jeg er interesseret i Det er hvordan kan det veere - At, vi snakkede lige far om Sundhed
og skat og integration er ligesom det, der far folk til at veelge krydser. Men, men Qatar og
Saren pape ligger alligevel et stykke udenfor for skiven. Og bevares kan man sige, Det er
vel ogsa nogle der skal skrive om det, men at styrkeforholdet er sa forskelligt. Hvordan kan
det veere?

00:15:51 - Speaker 2

Jo, men Jeg tror Der er jo bade Sgren Pape er det jo klart noget. Hvad kan man sige noget
noget.... Jeg synes jo det andet har ogsa direkte politisk relevans, men men Det har jo
direkte politisk relevant i forhold til at man har en statsministerkandidat. Og Det er sa
personificeret at at Det er det... Det er gode historier, og det kunne jeg ogsa forestille mig, at
det samme, der ligesom er geeldende med Qatar. Det Det er ret nemt at forholde sig til et
spergsmal om - det er ikke ngdvendigvis nemt at forholde sig til, Men det Det er en, Det er
nemt at forsta, at Der er en diskussion af menneskerettigheder, nar Der er nogle stadions,
Der er blevet bygget, hvor Der er masser af mennesker, Der er dgde i forbindelse med det,
og at vi alligevel tager ned og spiller fodbold, og Det er sket pa et korrupt bagtaeppe og Sada
Altsa Det er en ret let historie at forsta, men sa det her. Det er jo Sadan lidt besveerligt i
forhold til at hvis du donerer under 20.000, sa kan du veere anonym. Men hvis du donerer
over 20.000 sa kan du, sa skal du fremga af register. Men hvis du spiller deroppe mellem
forskellige cpr numre, sa kan du godt fa lov til at aflevere flere gange under 20.000 kroner.
Altsa, Jeg tror lige sa meget Det er ogsa bare er et tiigaengeligheds aspekt i det der hedder
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at Der er flere mennesker der Sadan.” Ah hvad er det egentlig udfordring af med det her” og
og

Forstar ngdvendigvis lige, hvad Det er, Der er pa spil, hvor Det er nemmere at forsta det
eksempel, som jeg kom med tidligere med Lars Seier. Det giver 10 15 millioner kroner en
person, der giver en ordentlig ravfuld penge. Men det her med at skeere kagen mellem
100.000 ud i 5 dele for at veere anonym.Det tror jeg, at Det er ret Sddan sveert tilgaengeligt,
ngdvendigvis lige at forsta, og sa derfor har det maske ikke den der, forargelsen faktor pa
samme made som.Som for eksempel kraenkelse af menneskerettigheder eller Saren papes
privatliv har.

00:17:43 - Speaker 1

Men kralle pa det, og Det var den sidste valgkamp. Sa blev det faktisk kun skrevet én gang
om ideni 2019, og Det var Jyllands Posten en enkelt artikel. Hvorimod, hvad hedder en
Rasmus Paludan, Blev naevnt over 200 gange i forbindelse med hans konflikter. Altsa er det
ikke et manster vi ser at det bliver skrevet sa lidt om i forbindelse med de andre emner?

00:18:07 - Speaker 2

Jo, det tror jeg. Men men som sagt sa tror jeg at at at Det er simpelthen fordi det drukner i alt
muligt andet altsé og Det er Det er sveert at forholde sig til. Det er sveert ogsa at finde.... Det
er jo ogsa sveert ngdvendigvis at finde den rigtige konflikt i det. Nu kan man sige, nu bliver
den konfliktlinje maske lidt mere aktuel i den Sadan aktuelle regeringsform, fordi Det sa
netop er de partier, som er enige om den made at kare partistatteregler pa, som sidder i
regeringen. Men sa Der er flere af de partier, som er uenige, som sidder udenfor regeringen.

00:18:39 - Speaker 2

Ellers som sidder i opposition.Men Det er jo ikke Sadan et eller andet skeel altsa eller Sadan
et klassisk politisk skel mellem at du far eller eller er du for en mere lempelig eller en mere
stram indvandringspolitik og Sadan. Altsa hvor at, som sa det jeg... Det kan, Det kan godt
veere. Jeg tror bare det det Det er sgu sveert at fa det til at konkurrere med med alle mulige
andre emner i en i en verden, hvor Der er sa mange store politiske kriser, sa sa Det er svaert
for folk at se hvad er relevansen i at Vi skal diskutere den her belgbsgraense for eksempel.

00:19:16 - Speaker 1
Er det for meget at sige, at det skyldes, at det simpelthen er en kedelig historie?

00:19:21 - Speaker 2

Det ved jeg ikke. Altsa der der tror jeg Der er jeg tilpas Der er tilpas ikke-journalist til at vide
hvad Der er kedelig historie. Jeg synes jo Det er en mega spaendende historie og Det er
super vigtigt at Sadan mere grundlaeggende rent for for hvordan demokratiet bliver udfert.
Men men jeg kunne da godt fa kunne da godt mistaenke det for at fordi Det er en kedelig
historie.

00:19:49 - Speaker 1
Og sa efter jeg lige har naevnt alle de her tal for i forhold til deekningsgraden og det andet Vi

har snakket. Er daekningen sa tilpas Ifglge dig?

00:20:01 - Speaker 2

23



Det det, det ved jeg ikke fordi det det det kraever en eller anden ide om hvor man skal kunne
rangordne hvilke politiske emner Der er vigtigst. Sa sa sa det tror jeg ikke ikke jeg ville. Det
ville jeg ikke ikke kaste mig ud i andet end at sige, at Jeg tror at Det er ...Det er, Det er
ekstremt vigtigt, at man far det diskuteret 0g.Og givetvis ogsa far gjort noget ved reglerne,
fordi altsa det. Det er jo et konstant tilbagevendende faenomen, at der ind imellem lige
dukker den der enkelte historie op med “Lars Lakke tager penge for at spise aftensmad med
med med ham.” - Det var det ogsa med David Cameron for ar tilbage og Sadan s& Det er
Sadan, Der er bare sa det... Det kommer jo Sadan lige op ind imellem, sa Jeg tror det. Det
er vigtigt, at man far taget en starre diskussion omkring det for at finde frem til nogle nogle
bedre og nogle ordentlige regler, som bade giver folk mulighed for at kunne deltage politisk i
forhold til at lave politiske donationer uden at skulle blive sat i direkte association med et
politisk parti, men uden at partierne kan bruge det til at....Endda fa rigtig mange penge i
kassen, og potentielt set er et... have en eller anden form for skyldnerforhold eller i hvert fald
sta i sta i en eller anden form for politisk geeld. Alene risikoen for det altsa, Det er jo ikke
fordi Jeg tror egentlig ikke det. Altsa Jeg har ingen anelse om, om Det er et problem,

Altsa om politikerne rent faktisk taenker, “og nu star vi i geeld politisk gaeld til dem, der har
givet os mange penge.” Det det det ja jeg hdber og tror, at det egentlig ikke, men alene det,
at Der er risiko for det - alene det, at Der er en mulighed for det. Det er bare ikke skide godt.

00:21:52 - Speaker 1
1000 tak skal du have. Det var det jeg havde af spgrgsmal, er det noget du godt kunne
teenke dig at tilfgje? Eller fik du sagt det du gerne vil sige?

00:21:59 - Speaker 2

Det her. Det var fint Det var. Det var spaendende at lyder som et spaendende projekt, sa du
ma meget gerne sende det, nar Det er, nar Det er klart, fordi at jeg Sadan sa det kunne da
ogsa godt lige veere spaendende at orientere mig i, altsa fordi det spiller jo meget fint - Hvad
kan man sige igen? Mit min forskningsdelen handler jo mere om malretning af det, men i den
scene er der jo altsa et ressourceaspekt, altsa de partier som har mange penge og kan altsa
ogsa bedre til at malrette og kan malrette mere, kan na ud til flere veelgergrupper end end
dem som har... end dem som har fa penge...

Sa du ma meget gerne sende det, nar Det er faerdigt. Det vil jeg da gerne laese.

00:22:37 - Speaker 1

De kommer ogsa til at vaere i kontakt i forbindelse med den her...Nu Kan jeg ikke huske
hvad det hedder pa dansk, men Consent form - tillidserklaering. Ja, ligesom her.1000 tak for
din tid og tak for hjaelpen og sa fedt du havde lyst til at medvirke og sa haber jeg at du far en
god dag.

00:22:53 - Speaker 2
Tak og i lige made.

English translated version:

Speaker 1: August Merved
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Speaker 2: Mads Hove

00:00:00 - Speaker 1

And then I'm going to send you a consent form afterward, to sort of say that it's okay for me
to use, well, some of the things we're talking about in this interview. And then, of course, you
can see the finished product if you want to. | can understand if you don't, but you're certainly
welcome to do so.

Speaker 2
That could be very exciting.

- Speaker 1

Yes, it could be. One could say that if | have to make my own bias clear, it is that | think it is
covered too little. That's what you have to watch out for, so | try to make it as neutral as
possible.

00:00:34 - Speaker 1

So that's kind of what my position is. Great and I'm going to write down a little bit as | go
along just so I've got my own notes, so you'll have to let me know if it's going to be too noisy.
I'll look here ... otherwise I'm about to be ready. Mads, why don't you explain a bit about your
own background? Just for, yea, so that | have that as well.

00:00:55 - Speaker 2

| have a master's degree in political science from the University of Copenhagen, where I...
specialize in political behavior, more specifically in the representational style of politicians.
So how do politicians present themselves to their voters? And what is the effect of how
politicians present themselves to their voters? This is also what | am currently focusing on in
my PhD project. | am a PhD student at the University of Amsterdam and also a research
assistant at the University of Southern Denmark. But where | look more specifically at
Facebook ads or ads in general, so how the politicians they - they advertise and in that
respect there is of course also a lot of money. What I'm particularly interested in is the part
that deals with micro targeting. So how are these ads actually targeted.

00:01:49 - Speaker 2

In addition, | have had a lot to do with it in the sense that | have had. | have run my own
business for the last year, where | sell political analysis to the media, to politicians, to interest
organizations and various other things and it is a bit on pause during my PhD. But but
among other things, during the election campaign, | ran as an analyst of choice in the media
called the Frihedsbrevet, where we also did some coverage of party support.

00:02:17 - Speaker 2

And | have also worked a lot with how politicians advertise and run election campaigns,
especially through ads.
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00:02:29 - Speaker 1

Great thank you. Mads, | would like to start by asking you how big a problem this lack of
transparency is in connection with private companies and donors donating to parties without
the population's knowledge of it. How big a problem is it?

00:02:46 - Speaker 2

Well... | think really... | think the problem is actually OK in the sense that it's not because we
don't know how much money the parties have. We'll actually find out at some point, because
the rules are As | remember it, the rules are quite intricate in that you're not allowed to know
how much money the parties actually had for the election campaign in 2022, or at least it's
not until 24 or something like that, so in that way, the ... The fact that we don't know that you
can hide under all these rules means that we don't really know how much money they have.

00:03:23 - Speaker 2

And and and drive off with.And It's ... and and and It's a challenge when we talk about
where, where the level is this playground, which It is for politicians during election
campaigns, so | think It's an OK big problem plus what is also a huge problem, We are not.
We do not know who is in the pocket of whom and, and it is clear that we are Denmark,
which is the world's least corrupt country, but now I'm just now in the evening and read the
new book by Simon Emil Ammitzbgll. And | think you may also have seen the quote that has
also been floating around with Lars Seier, who says, "l haven't put 10-15 million in this
project to get tax breaks at the bottom", and Lars Seier is of course the example of a man
who is very open about how he gives sponsorships to a political party. But there are a lot of
people who might be interested in giving some money, of course, to also get a door in to
make it easier to get access to meetings to make suggestions for politics and all sorts of
other things. And from a democratic perspective, it is not entirely unimportant that we do not
know who is paying the various parties and the various politicians' election campaigns? It is
that there is both, you could say, the question of fair competition between the parties, and
then there is a question, so for me it is also this important question: is there a risk that there
is someone who is in someone's pocket or owes someone owes someone owes someone
favors and favors.

00:05:07 - Speaker 1

Are there any examples where we can draw the conclusion that there has been - now you
mentioned Lars Seier before, but where some money has been given and there is some
policy that may have been influenced by this money?

00:05:19 - Speaker 2

| don't think so, | don't think so. | don't really have that. | don't really know, and | don't think |
know how easy it would necessarily be to be able to pinpoint and say: this, this has
happened because of this, this, this.And | think perhaps also that a large part of It is also to
remember that one thing, It is the, It is the direct influence. It is to say that Lars Seier gives
15 million to the Liberal Alliance in order to get top tax relief. So there is a direct - so if that
had happened, then there is a direct link there.

00:05:50 - Speaker 2
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But there is just as much the indirect in that there is someone who gives money and is
allowed to sit in on meetings. Now there has also just been coverage in relation to the fact
that Lars Lokke has also taken money in relation to that, | think he is also in custody. I've
taken money so that you can have dinner with him and so on. It's also the whole...more
subtle influence aspect of it, where you can't necessarily pinpoint and say, "this piece of
legislation, this specific company manager, or whoever it is who got it through by giving
money to a party." But we can't dismiss the fact that it's just as much in the mindset. Who do
you consult if you have to, if you have to, before you make a proposal? There are so many
parts of the process where this influence can actually come into play.

00:06:45 - Speaker 2
And that's what | think it is. It's very difficult to say to what extent it is.

00:06:55 - Speaker 1
Why do you think the party funding rules are different in Denmark than they are in, for
example, our neighboring countries?

00:07:01 - Speaker 2

Well, | don't really know, but | don't really know, but there is no doubt that it also depends on
how skilled the politicians in the individual countries are at actually ensuring these things, in
Denmark. When it comes to these issues, there is a bit of an alliance between the Social
Democrats and the Liberal Party in Denmark.

00:07:30 - Speaker 2

Where ... And that just means that even if it comes from both the Left and the Right, it's
something like that.... It just means that the status quo quite easily just continues to be. And
it's not because it's and and if it's that kind of Alliance across the middle. It's not because
party support rules are something voters change their crosses on the basis of. So the fact
that a party has a position on party support rules versus another party does not mean that a
voter chooses party x over party y, they do so because of health policy, immigration policy,
climate policy - you could say larger such high-selling topics, so therefore, as long as there is
such a ... A broad support on both sides of the parliament, there is just a good probability
that the status quo will always be there.

00:08:27 - Speaker 1
You may have answered that, but | would like to ask such a direct question. What does it
mean for democracy in Denmark that we have these rules? It's a bit complicated, as you say.

00:08:38 - Speaker 2

Well, | think you also have to remember the positive thing about it, and that is that it's not
always nice for people to be...put in a political box because they want to support a given
cause. So the idea is that there is a very nice idea that there is a ... a business leader or a
private person, or whatever, when | say "well, | would like this specific candidate to get into
parliament, because | like him or her, or | like this party or something." But | don't want to be
associated with the party, because it could be that... It could have negative consequences in
relation to my sales, and then the other things. It's a positive thing that you can be allowed to
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give a small amount without it necessarily having to be written everywhere, that | can see
that Lars Hansen down from the corner he, he gives money to the Danish People's Party, so
therefore | never ever buy in his carpentry shop again. So the problem only arises at the time
when it gets bigger and where it becomes systematic. But that, but there | think it's a It's a
It's a It's a It's bad for democracy in the sense that it distorts in relation to who is good at
attracting money and who is not good at attracting money, so therefore there are some, who
really just have better opportunities to run a good campaign, while there are others who have
less opportunity to do so, and so we simply do not know whether there are some who in this
respect trade themselves for something where you say, well, OK, if you give 200, if you play
200. 000 in our campaign, well then we should probably just say that we are friendly to the
fact that the co 2 tax does not necessarily have to hit

this sector, or whatever it might be."

And again, it's difficult, it's difficult, it's a bit of speculation, but the mere fact that it's a
possibility is not necessarily a good thing. Then | would say that it's actually in the way we
have made... our system in Denmark, we try to get a little beyond that in the sense that we
say, "We have party support public party support, where all parties get money from the state,
so you get different money depending on how many, how many you, how many votes you
have received." But it's an attempt to ensure that everyone gets money and you don't have
to go out and fundraise in the same way.

00:11:15 - Speaker 2

So you saw It's also the thing about like that.Yes, we actually have a system that should
perhaps even mean that you didn't need to go out and fundraise, but it's obvious. You do that
anyway, because then you will potentially have a comparative advantage.To the extent that it
works.

00:11:36 - Speaker 2
running ads, | don't think it does.

00:11:41 - Speaker 1

Thank you, | would like to talk about journalists' coverage of it to start by asking quite plainly,
how important are journalists covering a topic like this during an election campaign, for
example.

00:11:54 - Speaker 2

| think it's extremely important. They cover it during an election campaign, but I'm just about
to say | almost think it's more important that you cover it outside the election campaign,
because in an election campaign, it also drowns in - again, in the three weeks of an election
campaign, voters have to figure out who to vote for, why should | vote for them? And it's
about climate, tax, foreigners, and that type of question, so therefore it's clear that yes, we
have lots of people who are ready during an election campaign to see and draw attention to
how the parties act financially and where else party support-wise, and how it can be a little
shady, but it's also extremely important that you have that pressure outside election periods,
where it's not necessarily also all sorts of other things that dominate the agenda. But it's
extremely important, because what they're going to... There's not going to be any changes
unless there's pressure from that. | don't think so on the part of the citizens and the voters.

00:13:05 - Speaker 2
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And then | think it's also quite good as a democratic discussion in terms of us zooming out
and saying, "what is it that actually affects our democracy?" Sometimes we have an idea that
it's just that there are 179 people who do what the Constitution says, namely that they are
bound by their own convictions. But that is not necessarily the case. They are also spun into
conflicts of interest, whether it's that they get money from sponsorships, or whether they
have, traditionally speaking, the Social Democratic Party has ties to the trade union
movement and so on, so you get pressure from there... So the sources of influence are
extremely important to uncover, because there is often a good explanation as to why a
particular party is wary of talking about CO2 taxes on agriculture, that there is a particular
party that is wary of talking about poorer working conditions for workers and so on... It is
extremely important to bring this to light and that, | feel that this plays an important role.

00:14:12 - Speaker 1

I've done a bit of research on how much it has covered. Admittedly, it's been during the
election campaign. I've looked at recent ones where I've simply just talked and kind of set up
some codes for how much it's actually been written about. Let's just take the last election
campaign here from October to November. There were several thousand articles on health
and, Several hundreds on integration then there were 100 articles on Qatar despite the fact
that they had even started yet.Then we had 19 articles on Sgren Pape's crises - sorry, that's
nonsense, we had 90 articles then we had 19 on these scandals that were in connection with
the funding of the parties.

00:14:59 - Speaker 2
But how much, how much, how do you count? How do you count them where? On which
media or something like that?

00:15:06 - Speaker 1

I have cross-checked via Google and put it into the period and then via infomedia as well.
And then | have taken the most read media such as Jyllands-Posten, DRDK, tv 2 DK
Politiken, Berlingske, extra Bladet and BT.

00:15:21 - Speaker 2
Are the ones | have taken and then only online.

00:15:24 - Speaker 1
So only online yes.

00:15:25 - Speaker 2
But it sounds like it sounds. It probably doesn't sound too far off the mark.

00:15:29 - Speaker 1

What I'm interested in is how can it be - that, we were talking just before about health and
tax and integration is kind of what makes people choose crosses on their voting page. But,
but Qatar and Sgren Pape are still a bit outside the dial. And you could say that some people
should write about it, but that the balance of power is so different. How can that be?

00:15:51 - Speaker 2
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Yes, but | think there are both Saren Pape it is clearly something. What can you say
something something.... | think the other has direct political relevance, but it has direct
political relevance in relation to the fact that you have a candidate for prime minister. And it's
so personalized that it is... These are good stories, and | could also imagine that the same is
true of Qatar. It's quite easy to relate to a question of - it's not necessarily easy to relate to,
but it's a, it's easy to understand that there is a discussion of human rights when there are
some stadiums that have been built, where there are lots of people who have died in
connection with it, and that we still go down and play football, and it has happened on a
corrupt backdrop and ...

Well, it's a pretty easy story to understand, but then this. It's a bit difficult because if you
donate less than 20,000, you can remain anonymous. But if you donate over 20,000, you
can, but you have to appear in the register. But if you play up there between different social
security numbers, then you may well be allowed to hand over several times under 20,000
kroner. So, | think it's also just an accessibility aspect of the fact that there are more people
like that." Oh, what is the actual challenge of this" and and and

It's easier to understand the example | gave earlier with Lars Seier. It gives 10 or 15 million
kroner to a person who gives a lot of money. But this thing about cutting the cake between
100,000 into 5 parts in order to be anonymous, | think it's quite difficult to access, necessarily
to understand, and therefore it may not have the outrage factor in the same way as, for
example, the violation of human rights or Sgren Pape's privacy.

00:17:43 - Speaker 1

But to put a curl on it, and it was the last election campaign. Then it was actually only written
about once in 2019, and it was Jyllands Posten with one single article, whereas, what is the
name now - of Rasmus Paludan, was mentioned over 200 times in connection with his
conflicts. So is it not a pattern we see that it is written so little about in connection with the
other topics?

00:18:07 - Speaker 2

Yes, | think so. But as | said, | think it's simply because it drowns in all sorts of other things,
and it's It's hard to relate to. It's also difficult to find.... It's also difficult to necessarily find the
right conflict in it. Now you could say that this line of conflict is perhaps a little more relevant
in the current form of government, because it is precisely the parties that agree on the way
to run party support rules that are in government. But then there are several of the parties
that disagree who sit outside the government.

00:18:39 - Speaker 2

Or else who are in opposition.But it's not some kind of classic political divide between you
get or or are you in favor of a more relaxed or a more strict immigration policy and so on. So
where that, as | ... It may, it may well be. | just think it's It's damn hard to make it compete
with all sorts of other issues in a world where there are so many major political crises, so it's
hard for people to see what is the relevance of We're going to discuss this threshold for
example.

00:19:16 - Speaker 1
Is it too much to say that it's because it's simply a boring story?
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00:19:21 - Speaker 2

| don't know, | don't know. | think I'm enough of a non-journalist to know what is a boring
story. | think it's a very exciting story and it's super important to such a more basic clean for
how democracy is carried out. But | could suspect that because it's a boring story.

00:19:49 - Speaker 1
And then after I've just mentioned all these figures in relation to the coverage rate and the
other things we've talked about. Is the coverage so adequate according to you?

00:20:01 - Speaker 2

I don't know because it requires some idea of how to rank which political issues are most
important. So | don't think | wouldn't. | wouldn't do that, other than to say that | think it's ...it's,
it's, it's extremely important to discuss it and.and of course also to do something about the
rules, because it. It's a constantly recurring phenomenon that every now and then a story
pops up with "Lars Lokke takes money to have dinner with him." - It was the same with
David Cameron years ago, and so on and so on, it's like that, it's just like that... It comes up
every now and then, so | think so. It's important that we have a major discussion about it to
find some better and proper rules that allow people to participate politically in terms of
making political donations without having to be directly associated with a political party, but
without the parties being able to use it to get a lot of money in their coffers, and potentially ...
have some kind of debtor relationship or at least be stuck in some kind of political debt. The
risk of that alone, | mean, it's not because | don't really think so. | have no idea whether it's a
problem,

I mean, whether politicians actually think, "and now we are in political debt to those who
have given us a lot of money." | hope and believe that it really isn't, but just the fact that there
is a risk of it - just the fact that there is a possibility of it. It's just not very good.

00:21:52 - Speaker 1
A thousands thanks to you. That was my questions, is that something you would like to add?
Or did you say what you wanted to say?

00:21:59 - Speaker 2

This one. It was fine, it was. It was exciting that sounds like an exciting project, so you're
very welcome to send it when it's, when it's ready, because | Like that so it could also be
exciting to orient myself in, because it plays very well - What can you say again? My
research part is more about targeting, but in that scene there is a resource aspect, so the
parties that have a lot of money and are better at targeting and can target more, can reach
more voter groups than those who have ... than those who have little money ...

So feel free to send it to me when it's finished. I'd love to read it.

00:22:37 - Speaker 1

They will also be in contact in connection with this...Now | can't remember what it's called in
Danish, but Consent form - declaration of trust. Yes, just like here.1000 thanks for your time
and thanks for your help and so great you wanted to participate and | hope you have a good
day.

00:22:53 - Speaker 2
Thank you and you too.
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Danish original version:

Speaker 1: August
Speaker 2: Roger Buch

00:00:00 - Speaker 1
Optag.

00:00:02 - Speaker 2
Ja.

00:00:02 - Speaker 1

Ja nu skal du hgre, Jeg er i gang med at skrive speciale om partistgttereglerne i Danmark i
forbindelse med de kontroverser, Der er om det.Men i seerdeleshed med fokus pa den
deekning, der har veeret af det, jeg kalder den manglende transparens i dansk politik i
forbindelse med de her hemmelighedsfulde pengedonationer til de politiske partier.Og
ligesom hvordan de er daekket under specielt valgkampen de seneste 3.0g hvordan det
ligesom kan veere?Sa jeg kommer bare til at stille spgrgsmalet, som Jeg har stillet til nogle
af de andre, Jeg har prgvet at kontakte, og s4 ma du svare pa de ting, som du ligesom finder
relevant i forbindelse med med din baggrund.

00:00:49 - Speaker 1
Teenkte jeg.Sa jeg kunne godt teenke mig at starte med at sparge hvor Stort et problem, Den
manglende transparens med de her pengestrgamme til de politiske partier og politikerne er?

00:01:03 - Speaker 2

Altsa det tragikomiske svar er jo, at det ved vi ikke.Fordi Det kan vaere det ikke er et
problem.Men det ved vi ikke, fordi at abenheden ikke fungerer.Det kan ogsa veere at Det er
et keempestort problem, men det ved vi ikke, fordi abenheden ikke fungerer sa sa man kan
sige det, som dbenheds reglerne er jo egentlig handler om.Sadan | veerste fald sa om
Politikerne, er i lommen, pa personer eller virksomheder eller andet.

00:01:35 - Speaker 2

Det ved vi ikke noget om om om det der worst case scenario om det rent faktisk er noget der
finder sted.Men det betyder, men altsa hvis vi lige lgfter det op pa et pa et andet plan og
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siger, jamen, "hvad betyder det sa i forhold til Vores demokrati?" Og sa sa er det jo et
keempe problem, fordi Det er jo Sadan set derfor, Vi har - Det er jo fordi at vi gerne vil have
abenhed for at have et et steerkt demokrati, at vi har lavet de her abenheds regler.Og Det
kan vi jo sa i hvert fald konkludere at, at det far vi ikke med de hullede regler, som Vi har sa.
Og Det er jo ogsa det, vi sa er blevet kritiseret for.

00:02:14 - Speaker 2

af Blandt andet GRECO, Europaradets antikorruptionsenhed. Det er ogsa internationale
organisationer som Transparency International, som kritiserede Danmark for, at vi ikke lever
op til demokratiske standarder og, og Det er jo sa, kan man sige. Det er jo i hvert fald et
problem, at vi ikke lever op til af til et demokratisk standard.Og alts&, som jeg ogsa har
udtrykt det nogle gange overfor medier: Altsa Det er jo. Det er jo et problem, men Det er jo
Sadan set ogsa ret pinligt for Danmark, som jo normalt rejser rundt i verden og.

00:02:51 - Speaker 2

Og bryster sig af at vaere et steerkt demokrati og beleere andre lande om hvordan man skal
lave demokrati. Det er jo for eksempel bygget ind i Vores Ulandshjeelp.At vi.At vi stiller
demokratiske krav, nar vi statter udviklingslande med penge, sa er det koblet op pa det.
Nogle krav, som ogsa handler om demokrati, sa Vi er Sadan, missionerer det i demokrati.

00:03:17 - Speaker 2
Men Vi har Sadan set ikke orden pa hjemmebane.

00:03:23 - Speaker 1
Men hvad betyder det sa for demokratiet i Danmark? At Vi har de her pengestramme til de
politiske partier?Uden, vi kender til dem.

00:03:31 - Speaker 2

Jamen at jamen. Det betyder jo at vi ikke ved om Der er korruption i Danmark.Vi ved ikke,
om Der er enkelte politikere, som er korrupte, ellerpartier som er korrupte, og vi ved sa den i
den blgdere inde, ikke om Der er partier som lader sig kabe.Altsa til bestemte politiske
holdninger eller er i lommen pa pa gkonomiske interessenter. Og Vi har jo faktisk lige faet
demonstreret et eksempel her i de seneste dage med Simon emil ammitzbglls nye bog, hvor
han jo beskriver, hvordan en en ja man kan vel nok kalde roligt kalde ham hovedsponsoren
for Ny Alliance og senere Liberal Alliance, Saxo Banks direktar.

00:04:18 - Speaker 2

At magder med ham kunne have afgerende betydning for, hvad Liberal Alliance gjorde.Men
Det er jo ikke beviset pa at man altsa man kan sige Det kan ogsa bare veere fordi han var
fornuftig og han sagde nogle kloge til og han fik dem til at teenke sig om, s& Det er jo ikke
sikkert at at Det var pa grund af pengene eller frygten for en pengestrem der kunne stoppe.
Men men Det er bare et rigtig godt eksempel pa at folk der giverMange penge til partierne, jo
formentlig far en en lydhgrhed, som som vi jo normalt vil betragte som i modstrid med
modstrid med demokrati, at det ligesom er penge der giver lydhgrhed. Det har vi ogsa nogle
andre eksempler pa, altsd nar man via erhvervsnetveerk og pengeklubber kan fa eksklusiv
adgang til ministre i Danmark.Moderaterne for eksempel har jo ogsa lavet Sadan en et
netvaerk, nu hvor man for 20.000 kroner om aret kan kabe sig til en til et made med ministre
og bade hgre ministrene siger men altsa ogsakgbe sig adgang til ministerens ore.
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00:05:31 - Speaker 2

Sa.Sa sa Det er jo i hvert fald noget af det der, der sker i Vores demokrati og hvor vi jo.Altsa
den bedste made i virkeligheden at illustrere det problematiske. Det er Sadan set at, igen
den der pointe med andre lande altsa nar Danmark.Nar nar vi ser Sddan noget i andre
lande.

00:05:51 - Speaker 2

Sa sa er de generelt kritiske over for det.Men nar det sker i Vores eget land, sa er Vores
politikere abenbart fuldsteendigtafslappede i forhold til, at Det er ikke noget problem.Nar det
foregar i Danmark.

00:06:08 - Speaker 1
Hvordan kan det s& veere at partistgttereglerne er anderledes i Danmark end i Vores
neermeste nabolande?

00:06:14 - Speaker 2

Jo, Det er jo i virkeligheden ogsa gadefuldt. Altsa, Det er jo det jeg sagde fgr med det der
med pinligt. Altsa Det er meget, meget uforstaeligt.At danske politikere ikke vil leve op til de
standarder, man ser i rigtig mange andre lande.Sa sa altsa jeg ma sige Jeg kan ikke svare
andet end at altsa at Det er uforstaeligt. Sa pa den pa den anden side set sa er det jo ikke
hverken forstaeligt eller meerkeligt, at politiske partier som lovgiver laver nogle meget I.

00:06:44 - Speaker 2

Hvad hedder det...Gunstige regler for dem selv.Det det. Det kan man jo i virkeligheden, hvis
man teenker efter ikke synes sadan rent logisk at, Det er underligt at hvis man laver reglerne
for sig selv, sa kunne man godt finde pa at lave nogle lempelige regler. Altsa jeg teenker hvis
det er SU studerende i Danmark, eller hvis de SU studerende i Danmark bestemte
SUsStarrelse sé ville det nok blive starre, og hvis hvis dansk industri skrev skattereglerne for
virksomhederne, sa bliver de nok mere lempelige, s& sa pa den made rent logisk er der jo
ikke noget underligt i, at man laver gunstige regler for sig selv.

00:07:21 - Speaker 2

Men nér det sa er sagt sa tilbage til start, altsa stadigvaek m& man undre sig over, at danske
politikere ikke lever op til det - De standarder de ser i andre lande, og at danske politikere vil
udsaette sig selv for at blive kritiseret forantikorruptionsenheder af abenheds-
interesseorganisationer og skulle blive kritiseret for, at vi simpelthen ikke har nogle regler,
der lever op til standard, og det bliver vi jo kritiseret for lige om lidt igen. Altsa hvad hedder
det OECE har jo haft valgobservatgrer i Danmark her.Under folketingsvalget, og de har jo
givet et interview ogsal forbindelse med at de var i Danmark, hvor jeg sa vidt jeg husker de
0gsa sagde, at "Det var noget af det de de kiggede pa," og Jeg har selv talt med dem sa, og
de har faktisk lovet deres rapport, som kom ud cirka 2 maneder efter valget, sa Det er Sadan
set nu.Sa det. Det kunne du eventuelt preve at skubbe til dem og here om Der er noget pa
vej.

00:08:17 - Speaker 2

Fordi de der vil vi s& endnu engang blive kritiseret for, at Vores regler de ikke skaber
abenhed.

34



00:08:27 - Speaker 1

Det vil jeg kigge pa. Tak for svar. Nu kunne jeg godt teenke mig at snakke lidt om
journalisterne i forbindelse med den her manglende transparens. For hvad er journalisternes
rolle i forbindelse med -Ja, men den her problematik kan vi vel nok godt kalde den
manglende transparens?Hvad skal de gare her?

00:08:46 - Speaker 2

Altsd.Altsé Det er det de gar. Det er jo i virkeligheden Sadan helt klassisk klassisk
journalistisk altsa helt tilbage til de helt store skandaler den stgrste maske man kan sige
mytologisk starste skandale globalt set var Watergate sagen.Hvor Der ud af
Watergate-sagen er kommet en talemade, som nu skal jeg lige taenke efter Jeg har skrevet
en artikel en gang eksempel ikke huske det, men hvis ikke jeg husker meget fejl, sa er det
faktisk i virkeligheden en saetning, der kommer ud af en filmatisering, altsa en Hollywood
filmatisering af watergate skandale, for Jeg tror faktisk ikke Det er et egentligt citat fra nogle
af de involverede journalister dengang, men men frem til seetningen. Det er jo seetningen
follow the money, som ligesom forbindelse med watergate.

00:09:37 - Speaker 2

Skandaler, hvor pointen er, at det der var det faeldende bevis for, at man brugte ulovlige
metoder fra republikanerne i watergate. Skandalen: Det var pengene, at man kunne fglge et
pengespor og afslgre, at dem der lavede indbrud og lavede andre ulovlige tingAt at de
brugte nogle penge, som var doneret af - ja lige preecis donerede af nogen der vil stgtte det
republikanske parti, hvor man jo sa var sa -Nar man teenker over det, sa var sa ufattelig
dumme, at man videregav de her checks, som jeg lige husker det s& donor gav Sadan check
til det republikanske parti og sa brugte man sa de checks til at finansiere ulovligheder, sa Det
var jo mildest talt ikke saerlig genialt men men men Det er jo det de ggr her de danske
journalister Det er "follow the money" altsa og Det er virkelig Sadan altsalige det. Det er
som jeg sagde for mytologisk inden for journalistik. Det her med watergate-skandalen, sa
Det er nok ogsa det, der ligger bevidst eller ubevidst, nar de her nar journalister kaster sig
over det her emne, sa sa det taenker jeg, at en dreje driver, som i virkeligheden kommer fra
statistikkens selv.Men, men Der er jo helt klart ogsa noget her, som handler om det, vi lige
har talt om. Altsa politikere, som som hardt sat op er dobbeltmoralske, altsa politikere, som
er meget nidkaere med, at sociale klienter skal leve op til en masse krav for at fa sociale
ydelser. Politikere, Der er optaget af at virksomhedernes snyd, skattesnyd eller miljg snyd,
eller hvad det matte veere, at det skal vi sla hardt ned pa, at de her politikere, som pa rigtig
mange omrader er nidkeer.

00:11:18 - Speaker 2

Er de sa nar lige praecis nar det kommer til dem selv og reglerne der geelder for dem selv og
deres partier, sa er de ikke seerlig nidkeere. Jeg tror den der dobbeltmoral, det tror jeg faktisk
ogsa er noget af det, der trigger for mange journalister, nar de kaster sig over det her. Og sa
kan man sige det tredje punkt, eller Det er maske sa i virkeligheden burde maske i
virkeligheden veere det farste eller andet punkt er - Det burde nok veere det farste punkt. Det
er jo atAt, Der er jo her kan veere tale om, at man bryder reglerne altsa godt og ulovligt. Og
altsa det at tage en politiker i at gare noget ulovligt. Det er klart, Det er noget, som kan som
kan friste enhver journalist, fordi det jo er politikerne, der laver reglerne. Hvis de selv bryder
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det, sa er det jo en seerlig interessant historie, sa det tror jeg, Det er Sadan nogle af de der
drivere der gar, at det her er Sadan et interessant felt for journalister eller for nogle
journalister at kaste sig over.

00:12:10 - Speaker 1
Ja, hvor vaesentligt er det man deekker Sadan et her emne under en en valgkamp?

00:12:19 - Speaker 2

Jeg ved ikke, om Det er seerligt veesentligt i forhold til en valgkamp. Jeg synes det under alle
omsteendigheder er vaesentligt, hvis politikerne ikke overholder lovgivningen, hvis politikerne
ikke lever op til internationale demokratiske standarder. Hvis politikere er dobbeltmoralske.
Det synes jeg da er helt sikkert, er noget, Der er relevant valgkamp eller gj, sa jeg teenker
maske ikke, at Det er specielt relevant under valgkampen, men Der er jo et, kan man sige et
aktualitetselement i det, fordi Det er jo i valgkampenMan far rigtig mange penge en af de.
Det er jo sa en af de ting, vi trods alt kan treekke ud af abenhedsreglerne i Danmark. At hvis
vi gar ind og kigger papartiregnskaberne, sa kan vi jo se, at de ar, hvor de far.

00:13:01 - Speaker 2

Eller undskyld de ar, hvor Der er valgkampe, der far partierne ekstra mange penge fra
private donorer, sa sa Det kan man sige der. Det ggr jo, at emnet pa den made altsa den vej
rundt er specielt interessant under valgkampen. Men altsa, men jeg mener egentlig i
udgangspunktet synes jeg, at det Det er stort set lige sa relevant uden for
valgkampssaesonen.

00:13:26 - Speaker 1
Hvor er det man kan se de her tal, spgrger jeg helt dumt.

00:13:30 - Speaker 2

Ja, Det kan du péa Folketingets hjemmeside. Der ligger partiregnskaberne, de bliver lagt ud
en gang om aret, men der kan du sa lige fa en anden en anden lille finurlig krglle pa det her
med de gunstige regler, altsa Meersks regnskab for 22. Det er vel lige kommet ud faktisk ikke
- med deres rekordstore overskud, og Jeg tror SddanOg selskabetsreglerne siger, at man
inden for et halvt ar skal som aktieselskab komme med sit regnskab. Nu har Maersk sa gjort
det her pa et par maneder og kommer ud med med med de her absurde overskud, sa de har
altsa brugt et par maneder her pa at lave deres regnskab i milliardkoncern Maersk, der
omsaetter 500 milliarder.| de sma virksomheder og partierne, som omseetter for nogle fa
millioner og nogle nogle sma tocifrede belgb. Hvis vi snakker de store partier, der har man
givet sig selv et ar til at lave arsregnskab, sa det vil sige, hvis du interesserer dig for sidste
ars valg, sa skal du vente til januar, februar 23 for regnskaberne bliver offentliggjort pa
Folketingets hjemmeside, s& Det er jo endnu et mikroskopisk, om i virkeligheden jo
naermestLatterligt eksemplet pa hvor hvor gunstige regler de laver til sig selv, at de altsa far
et helt ar til at fa styr pa pengene, hvor Meersk ifglge reglerne har et halvt &r og i
virkeligheden kan gere det pa et par maned.

00:14:59 - Speaker 1

Tak skal du have. Jeg har i min
00:15:02 - Speaker 2
Research
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00:15:03 - Speaker 1

Pravet at lave nogle teellinger i infomedia og Google med nogle keywords af webartikler i
forbindelse med hvor meget den her manglende transparens er blevet daekket i valgperioder
kontra andre emner.Maske ikke overraskende, sa er der har veeret veesentligt flere artikler
om sundhed og integration og skat.Men Jeg har ogsa kigget pa nogle af de andre valg. Lad
os starte med det i 2022 at tage vm i Qatar pa trods af dengang var startet. Der var 90
artikler fra de 7 stgrste medier, der var 90 artikler om Saren Pape og sa var der 19 artikler
om den her manglende transparens i valget 2019 der var en artikel fra Jyllands Posten om
de her pengestrgmme under valgkampsperioden.

00:15:49 - Speaker 1
Og 170 artikler om Rasmus Paludans stram kurs.Det er jo selvfglgelig forskellige emner,
men hvordan kan det veere at daekningen er sa forskellig?

00:16:01 - Speaker 2

Jamen det betyder jo sa i virkeligheden, fordi nu startede jeg ligesom med de der fortalte om
de drivere, der gar, at journalister synes Det er interessant. Ikke ogsa? Men Der er bestemt
ogsa nogle bremseklodser i forhold til journalister beskaeftige sig med det her stof.Og Det er
jo, at Det er svaert.Altsa Vi har nogle hullede regler, som partierne kan, hvis de har lyst
snyde groft med, og hvis ikke de har lyst il at snyde, s& kan de omga dem. Altsa hvis ikke
de har lyst til at overtreede reglerne, sa kan de omga reglerne.

00:16:33 - Speaker 2

Og Vi har en elendig transparens. Vi har meget, meget lidt abenhed, og Det er jo det, der
ger, at Det er rigtig, rigtig sveert at arbejde med journalistisk, og Det er derfor, man sa skal
have nogle whistleblowere og nogle kilder, der maske forteeller noget om, hvad der sker i et
parti.Eller som frihedsbrevet gjorde det herHvad hedder det i forbindelse med 22 valget.
Altsa man laver et man lokker partierne i en feelde, altsa den her fallerede finansmand som
eller erhvervsmand som og og tidligere straffede erhvervsmand, som man far til at ringe
rundt og tilbyde partierne og og sa siger, at han gerne vil vaere anonym, selvom han vil give
50.000. Og sa er der nogle af partierne og nogle politikere, der gerne vil rddgive ham om,
hvordan vi kan omga reglerne.

00:17:23 - Speaker 2

Og og sa det kreever, ligesom man ger Sadan noget eller man har nogle nogle
whistleblowere og nogle kilder som som som gar at man kan treekke ned i det her ikke ogsa
sa Det er Det er sveert omrade at treenge ind i journalistisk og det tror Jeg er en af
hovedgrundene til at der ikke er mere- Altsa bliver lavet mere journalistik pa det og sa kan
man sige under en valgkamp der kan man der... Der er jo.Sa det der ogsa er med en
valgkamp. Det er der der ruller. Altsa Nyhederne ruller meget, meget hurtigt. Der er pres pa.
Der er mange historier som ligesom presser sig pa og partierne og lige pludselig er
politikerne til at at komme til at tale med.

00:18:01 - Speaker 2

Hvor hvor altsé de ledende politikere, ministre og alt Saddan noget ikke som jo tit er rigtig
rigtig sveere at fa i tale - Dem kan man pludselig fa i tale, og Der er fart pa valgkampen ikke
sa sa, sa Der er travlt og Sadan noget som det her Sadan et emne som det her. Det er jo it
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noget, der kraever et langt og grundigt arbejde, og for at at kunne fa noget gravet frem og
derfor sa tror jeg ikke, at vi normalt ser sa meget, ser sa meget under valgkampen.

00:18:27 - Speaker 1

Sa skyldes det simpelthen, at Det er sveert at skaffe oplysninger, og Der er manglende
transparens altsa fra fra regeringens side. Og Det er det, der gar, at Der er faerre artikler om
det. Under valgkampen er det en af forklaringerne?

00:18:39 - Speaker 2

Ja altsa, men men men altsa man kunne jo godt lave noget journalistik uden egentlig at lave
noget research og og komme med nye afslagringer og lave faelder for politikerne.Altsa man
kunne. De holder jo netop pressemader. Vi sa jo et ret godt eksempel i forhold til det
mytologiske pressemade om om PET sagen, og hvor Der er s& mange journalister der
havde besluttet sig for at de ville ikke blive brugt af alle Venstre og konservative i deresSpin
mod statsministeren og og regeringen, sa de brugte pressemgdet til at ga ind i Samsam
sagen.Og hvad kan man sige? Og Kaprede pressemgdet ikke, og man sige det, Det er jo
det kunne man jo sagtens ggre.

00:19:28 - Speaker 2

Altsa nar politikerne netop er sa velvillige til at stille op til alt muligt, s& kunne man jo godt
konfrontere dem med med de spgrgsmal, som de ikke regner med. Man kunne stille sig op
pa veelgermgderne som journalist og stille de spargsmal, som politikerne normalt ikke har sa
meget lyst til at svare pa i forhold til transparens. Sa pa den made kunne man da sagtens
lave noget pa det, som ikke kraever ret meget.Hvad kan man sige journalistisk kraft? Eller
altsa hvis et medie beslutter sig, for vi vil gare rigtig meget ud af den manglende abenhed. Vi
vil hver eneste gang vi mader en politiker, sa vil vi sparge dem om, om de offentligger deres
personlige deres personlige valgkampsbudget, og nar de sa svarer "nej" til det de fleste, sa
ville vi sparge dem omHvorfor de ikke vil offentliggagre deres personlige valgkampsbudget og
regnskab.

00:20:15 - Speaker 2

Det kunne man jo sagtens, nar man var faerdig med at interviewe dem om det de velvilligt
stillede op til, s& kunne man jo sagtens sparge om det, sa Det er ikke fordi det ville veere
umuligt, men...Men, men hvis man Sadan virkelig skal i dybden altsa og og ligesom hvad
kan man sige; skal Den abenhed der ikke er, sa er det jo som regel et keempestort stykke
arbejde, med mindre at der der Der er en eller anden der der tipper en eller anden kilde
weblager. Der har vi jo en sag jeg lige pa vej ind i Arhus her. Der har vi jo faktisk en sag i
Aarhus Kommune, hvor politiet er gaet ind og efterforsket en overtreedelse af
partistgttereglerne.Og, og Det er jo sa i gvrigt farste gang, at vi ser Sadan en sag fordi,Ja,
Det kan jeg sa lige Det kan du sa ogsa lige fa med i forhold til Vores manglende abenhed
ikke at en anden hovedpointe i forhold til manglende abenhed er jo, at Der er ikke nogen
kritisk revision af regnskaberne, altsa de politiske partier afleverer bare deres regnskab, og
sa bliver det lagt ud pa Folketingets hjemmeside, landsorganisationen parti regnskab, men
Der er ikke statsrevisorerne gar ikke ind og tiekke om det om Der er fiflet med regnskabet
eller andre kritiske instanser, de lokale partiforeninger skal slet ikke fremlaegge deres
regnskaber. Det er der ikke noget krav om og Der er de skal bare underskrive en tro og love
erkleering pa, at de har brugt pengeneSom de skulle, men Det er der heller aldrig
nogensinde nogen Der er gaet ind og tjekket - om de lokale partiforeninger bruger pengene,
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som de skal. Det er derr aldrig lavet nogen kritisk revision i forhold til bortset lige fra den her
sag i Arhus, hvor Der er en whistleblower eller en kilde, der har tippet et medie om at DF i
Arhus ikke har overholdt reglerne. Reglerne siger, at man skal bruge penge ar for ar. Man
ma ikke spare op af partistatten.

00:22:00 - Speaker 2

Og Der er sé& en kilde, der har tippet et lokalt medie om at DF i Arhus de har, De har ikke
brugt pengene de har sparet op af partistgttemidlerne.Og da det kommer frem i medierne,
sé& gik Arhus Kommune, som er dem De afleverer blanketten til, S& gik de sa ind og sagde
ogsa helt helt seedvanligt gik de sa ind og sagde, at "vi vil gerne se dokumentation for, at i
har brugt pengene, som | skal" og og og sa fifler de rent faktisk med med Hvad hedder det
bilagene og praver at snyde sig til eller snyde sig frem til at de har overholdt reglerne.Og det
bliver de sa taget i, og det bliver ogsa, Det bliver ogsa beskrevet i medierne, hvordan de har
fiflet med med bilagene for at fa det til at se ud som om de overholder reglerne. Det kommer
ogsa i medierne, og sa gar politiet af egen drift ind og starter den efterforskning. Og hvordan
er det nu?

00:22:53 - Speaker 2

De har vel de har vel lavet en sigtelse, men der har ikke veaeret en retssag endnu. DR siger
og skriver. "Det eneste eksempel ever pa, at Der er nogen, Der er gaet kritisk til, om parterne
overholder reglerne." Hvis du sidder og taeenker Morten Messerschmidt, sa er det jo noget
andet, fordi Det er jo EU-midler.Sa sa Det er jo en helt anden boldgade. En helt anden snak i
det her eksempel fra Arhus. Det er farste og eneste gang at.

00:23:20 - Speaker 2

At at Der er et parti, Der er bliver undersggt i forhold til, om de har brudt reglerne.Og Det er
kun fordi at Der er den her whistleblower.Sa sa det viser noget om ogsa, altsa journalistisk
hvor sveert Det er ikke - at man har ligesom brug for den der interne kilde der afslgrer et eller
andet for en, at man for alvor kan vise at reglerne bliver brudt.

00:23:48 - Speaker 1
Det gav god mening. Tak skal du have.Det var faktisk det jeg havde medmindre der er noget
du kunne teenke dig at uddybe eller en pointe du mangler at sende afsted.

00:24:00 - Speaker 2

Maske prove at teenke i forhold til medierne.Nej altsa hvis jeg skulle altsa hvis man skulle
tage hvis man altsa hvilken krgllen pa det sidste har jeg siger omkring Aarhus ikke? Det er
det. Det er usaedvanligt ved den historie, Der er i Arhus.Er Sadan set 0gsa, at Det er et lokalt
medie, som har gravet de her ting frem.

00:24:24 - Speaker 2

Altsd man ma sige bredt, og - Det kan du maske ogsa faktisk se i din egen - Nu er det
selvfelgelig ogsa folketingsvalg, sa er det ikke sa maerkeligt, men Jeg tror ogsa hvis du
undersggte det udenfor folketingsvalg, sa er jeg ret sikker pa, du finder et mgnster der
hedder, at langt de fleste historier, Der er lavet om altsa kritiske historier om abenhed om
partistatte, de lavede landsdaekkende medier. Og Det er jo helt usaedvanligt i sagen her i
Arhus, hvor Det er et lokalt medie og ovenikagbet er Sadan et lillebitte lokalt medie der har
-Der er blevet tippet om den her sag ikke ogsa... sa sa det jeg egentlig vil frem til at sige Det
er,at Der er seerlig stor bevagenhed om og mediedaekning af landspolitikere og 0g.Og og og
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i de landsdaekkende medier af det her emnefelt, men Der er ingen tvivl om, at der gemmer
sig mindst lige s&@ meget om ikke endnu mere ude lokalt og regionalt. Men Der er det bare
endnu sveerere at traenge ned i. Altsa blandt andet fordi man ikke engang har adgang til
nogle partiregnskaber, fordi sa bliver ikke offentliggjort. Det er ikke et krav om, at de skal
offentliggares lokalt. Det er kun landsorganisationer, som skal offentliggare. Det er ikke det
lokale partiforening, der skal offentligg@re deres regnskaber, men det ogsa sammen med
lokale regionale medier. Der er Simpelthen ikke s& mange kreefter.

00:25:33 - Speaker 2

Altsa nogle af de helt store sager, Der er kommet frem her i forhold til statte, Det er jo
gravergrupperne, for eksempel pa Berlingske, som har og vel ogsa pa Politiken, altsa de
egentlig gravergrupper, sa har gravet sig ned i det her felt, ikke? Og det nar man sige, nar
Det er Sadan nogle folk, der gar det, sa er det jo ogsa et signal om, at det her, Det er sveert,
at Det er ikke noget, som den almindelige journalist lige kan kaste sig over, med mindre man
laver Sadan et, synes jeg meget fint stunt, som de gjorde der med...Alts& under valgkampen,
hvor de far politikere til at radgive om, hvordan man kan omga reglerne eller partifolk til at
radgive om, hvordan man kan omga reglerne ikke. Men ellers sa kreaever det altsa virkelig
noget journalistisk saft og kraft, og derfor Det er tit Det er de, der gravergrupper, som som er
dem, der har lavet det.Men, men min min hovedpointe er egentlig den der med Der er et
kaempe...

00:26:25 - Speaker 2

Hvad hedder det skyggeomrade grazoneomrade udelLokalt og regionalt. Her taenker jeg ikke
bare kommunalvalg og regionalvalg. Det er selvfglgelig noget i sig selv, men jeg teenker
ogsa, at alle folketingsmedlemmer er jo opstillet i en valgkreds og bliver valgt ude i en
valgkreds og fgre deres valgkamp ude i en valgkreds. Sa sa séa selv under folketingsvalget
er det lokale jo enormt vigtigt for politikerne, og Det er ogsa der, de samler penge ind, og Det
er der, de bruger deres penge. Sa sa sa pa en eller anden made kan man sige i alt det her
marke felt eller grézonefelt, som vi snakker om herDa er det allermest skjulte, Det er Sadan
set det, der foregar lokalt, sa sa sa Der er uden tvivl rigtig rigtig mange ting der som kunne
kunne fortjene at blive gravet frem.

00:27:13 - Speaker 1

Tusinde tak skal du have.Det var et godt interview. Jeg synes vi kom rigtig godt rundt, og jeg
sender dig efter noget tid af denne her tillidserkleering.Og sa skal du bare have tusinde Tak
fordi du ville medvirke.

00:27:27 - Speaker 2

Ja, og sa vil jeg bare sige noget, men det jeg skrev til dig pa mail men men nar du engang er
faerdig ma du meget gerne sende det, ikke, for jeg skal tiekke hvad du citerer mig for mere
hvad du far at se hvad du har faet andre til at sige og ogsa hvad hvad du i gvrigt hvad
hedder det skriver det jeg godt taeenke mig at se sa du ma meget gerne sende opgaven en
gang nar den nar du er faerdig med.

00:27:44 - Speaker 1
Det kan du tro. Det bliver nok farst en gang i august, men det skal jeg gere.

00:27:48 - Speaker 2
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Jeg har god tid.

00:27:50 - Speaker 1
Tak skal du have. Hav en god dag, he;j.

00:27:54 - Speaker 2
Hej.

English translated version:

Speaker 1: August Merved

Speaker 2: Roger Buch

00:00:00 - Speaker 1
Recording.

00:00:02 - Speaker 2
Yes, it is.

00:00:02 - Speaker 1

Well, here's the thing, I'm writing my thesis on the party support rules in Denmark in
connection with the controversies surrounding it, but in particular with a focus on the
coverage that has been given to what | call the lack of transparency in Danish politics in
connection with these secretive donations to political parties. And how they have been
covered during the election campaigns of the last three years in particular, and how it can
be... So I'm just going to ask the question that I've asked some of the others I've tried to
contact, and then you can answer the things that you find relevant in connection with your
background.

00:00:49 - Speaker 1
| thought so, so | would like to start by asking how big a problem is the lack of transparency
with these money flows to the political parties and politicians?

00:01:03 - Speaker 2

Well, the tragicomic answer is that we don't know, because it may not be a problem, but we
don't know because the openness doesn't work, it may also be that it's a huge problem, but
we don't know because the openness doesn't work, so you could say what the openness
rules are really about, so in the worst case scenario, whether the politicians are in the
pockets of people or companies or something else.

00:01:35 - Speaker 2
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We don't know anything about the worst case scenario if it is actually something that takes
place, but it means, but if we just raise it to another level and say, well, "what does it mean in
relation to our democracy?" And then it's a huge problem, because that's kind of why we
have - it's because we want openness in order to have a strong democracy that we have
made these openness rules, and we can at least conclude that we won't get that with the
hole in the rules that we have. And that is also what we have been criticized for.

00:02:14 - Speaker 2

by, among others, GRECO, the Council of Europe's anti-corruption unit. It is also
international organizations such as Transparency International, which criticized Denmark for
not living up to democratic standards and, and that is, you could say. It is certainly a problem
that we do not live up to a democratic standard, and as | have expressed it a few times to
the media: It is a problem, but it is a problem. It is a problem, but it is also rather
embarrassing for Denmark, which normally travels around the world and.

00:02:51 - Speaker 2

And prides itself on being a strong democracy and lectures other countries on how to make
democracy. It is, for example, built into our foreign aid, that we make democratic demands
when we support developing countries with money, so it is linked to that. Some requirements
that are also about democracy, so we are like that, missionizing it in democracy.

00:03:17 - Speaker 2
But we don't really have order at home.

00:03:23 - Speaker 1
But what does that mean for democracy in Denmark? That we have these flows of money to
the political parties without us knowing about them.

00:03:31 - Speaker 2

Well, well, well.”that is, for certain political positions or in the pockets of economic
stakeholders. And we have actually just had an example demonstrated here in recent days
with Simon Emil Ammitzbgll's new book, where he describes how one of the main sponsors
of the New Alliance and later the Liberal Alliance, Saxo Bank's CEO.

00:04:18 - Speaker 2

That meetings with him could have a decisive impact on what the Liberal Alliance did.But
that is not proof that you can say It could also just be because he was sensible and he said
some wise things and he made them think, so it is not certain that it was because of the
money or the fear of a flow of money that could stop. But it's just a really good example of
the fact that people who give a lot of money to the parties probably get a responsiveness,
which we would normally consider to be contrary to democracy - that it's money that gives
responsiveness. We also have some other examples of this, i.e. when you can get exclusive
access to ministers in Denmark through business networks and money clubs.The
Moderates, for example, have also created such a network, now where for 20,000 kroner a
year you can buy access to a meeting with ministers and both hear what the ministers say
but also buy access to the minister's ear.

00:05:31 - Speaker 2
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S0.50.S50.50.50.S0.This is certainly one of the things that happens in our democracy and
where we.So the best way to really illustrate the problem. It is, in a way, again the point
about other countries when Denmark.When we see something like this in other countries.

00:05:51 - Speaker 2

So then they are generally critical of it.But when it happens in our own country, our
politicians are apparently completely relaxed in relation to the fact that it is not a
problem.When it happens in Denmark.

00:06:08 - Speaker 1
How is it then that the party support rules are different in Denmark than in our closest
neighboring countries?

00:06:14 - Speaker 2

Well, it is in fact also puzzling. Well, that's what | said before about the embarrassing thing. It
is very, very incomprehensible that Danish politicians do not want to live up to the standards
seen in many other countries, so | have to say that | can only answer that it is
incomprehensible. On the other hand, on the other hand, it is neither understandable nor
strange that political parties as legislators make some very low standards.

00:06:44 - Speaker 2

What is it called...Favorable rules for themselves. In reality, if you think about it, you might
not think logically that, It is strange that if you make the rules for yourself, then you could well
think of making some lenient rules. So | think if it is SU students in Denmark, or if the SU
students in Denmark determined the SUs size, then it would probably be larger, and if
Danish industry wrote the tax rules for companies, then they would probably be more lenient,
so in that way, purely logically, there is nothing strange in making favorable rules for
themselves.

00:07:21 - Speaker 2

But having said that, back to the start, so you still have to wonder that Danish politicians do
not live up to it - the standards they see in other countries, and that Danish politicians will
expose themselves to being criticized in front of anti-corruption units of transparency interest
organizations and should be criticized for the fact that we simply do not have any rules that
live up to standard, and we will be criticized for that again in a moment. So what is it called
OECE has had election observers in Denmark here during the parliamentary elections, and
they have given an interview in connection with the fact that they were in Denmark, where,
as far as | remember, they also said that "It was one of the things they looked at," and | have
spoken to them myself, and they have actually promised their report, which came out about
2 months after the election, so it's like that now. You could possibly try to push that to them
and see if there's anything in the pipeline.

00:08:17 - Speaker 2
Because we will once again be criticized for the fact that our rules do not create

transparency.

00:08:27 - Speaker 1
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I will look into that. Thank you for your answer. Now | would like to talk a little bit about
journalists in the context of this lack of transparency. Because what is the role of journalists
in connection with -Yes, but we can probably call this problem the lack of transparency...
What should they do here?

00:08:46 - Speaker 2

Well, that's what they do. Itis in fact such a classic classic journalistic way, so all the way
back to the big scandals, the biggest, perhaps you could say mythologically biggest scandal
globally was the Watergate case. Where out of the Watergate case has come a saying that
now | have to think about | have written an article once example do not remember it, but if |
do not remember very wrong, it is actually in fact a phrase that comes out of a film
adaptation, ie a Hollywood film adaptation of the Watergate scandal, because | do not
actually think It is an actual quote from some of the journalists involved at the time, but until
the phrase. It's the phrase “follow the money,” which is kind of related to watergate.

00:09:37 - Speaker 2

Scandals where the point is that that was the smoking gun that proved that illegal methods
were used by the Republicans in watergate. The scandal: It was the money, that you could
follow a money trail and reveal that those who were doing burglaries and other illegal things
were using some money that was donated by - well exactly donated by someone who wants
to support the Republican party, where they were so -When you think about it, they were so
incredibly stupid that they passed these checks, as | remember it, the donor gave such a
check to the Republican party and then they used the checks to finance illegalities, so it was
not very ingenious to say the least, but but but but But that's what they do here, the Danish
journalists It's "follow the money" and it's really like that. As | said before, it's mythological in
journalism. The watergate scandal, so it's probably also what lies consciously or
unconsciously when journalists throw themselves into this topic, so | think it's a turning
driver, which in reality comes from the statistics themselves.But, but there is clearly also
something here that is about what we have just talked about. Politicians who, to put it bluntly,
are double-minded, i.e. politicians who are very zealous about social clients having to meet a
lot of requirements in order to receive social benefits. Politicians who are concerned about
corporate cheating, tax cheating or environmental cheating, or whatever it may be, that we
must crack down hard on these politicians who are zealous in many areas.

00:11:18 - Speaker 2

Are they so when it comes to themselves and the rules that apply to themselves and their
parties, they are not very zealous. | think that double standards, | think that's actually one of
the things that triggers many journalists when they get involved in this. And then you could
say the third point, or maybe it should really be the first or second point - it should probably
be the first point. It is, of course, that there may be a case here of breaking the rules, i.e. well
and illegally. And catching a politician doing something illegal. Obviously, it's something that
can tempt any journalist, because it's the politicians who make the rules. If they themselves
break it, then it's a particularly interesting story, so | think that's one of the drivers that make
this such an interesting field for journalists or for some journalists to get involved in.

00:12:10 - Speaker 1
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Yes, how important is it to cover a topic like this during an election campaign?

00:12:19 - Speaker 2

| don't know if it's particularly important in an election campaign. | think it's essential in any
case if politicians don't respect the law, if politicians don't live up to international democratic
standards. If politicians have double standards. | think that is definitely something that is
relevant election campaign or not, so | may not think that it is particularly relevant during the
election campaign, but there is a, you could say a topicality element in it, because it is in the
election campaign You get a lot of money one of the. This is one of the things we can draw
from the openness rules in Denmark. If we go in and look at the party accounts, we can see
that the years when they get.

00:13:01 - Speaker 2

Or excuse me, the years when there are election campaigns, the parties get extra money
from private donors, so you could say that. That makes the topic in that way, that way
around, particularly interesting during the election campaign. But anyway, but | really think
that it is basically just as relevant outside the election campaign season.

00:13:26 - Speaker 1
Where can you see these figures, | ask stupidly?

00:13:30 - Speaker 2

Yes, you can do that on the Parliament's website. There you can find the party accounts,
they are published once a year, but there you can get another little twist on this with the
favorable rules, i.e. Maersk's accounts for 2022. It has just come out, hasn't it - with their
record-breaking profits, and | think the company rules say that as a limited company you
have to publish your accounts within six months. Now Maersk has done this in a couple of
months and come out with these absurd profits, so they have spent a couple of months here
preparing their accounts in the billion-dollar Maersk Group, which has a turnover of 500
billion, in the small companies and the parties, which have a turnover of a few million and
some small double-digit amounts. If we talk about the big parties, they have given
themselves a year to make annual accounts, so that is, if you are interested in last year's
election, you have to wait until January, February 23 for the accounts to be published on the
parliament's website, so it's another microscopic, if in reality almost ridiculous example of
how favorable rules they make for themselves, that they get a whole year to get a handle on
the money, where Maersk according to the rules has half a year and in reality can do it in a
few months.

00:14:59 - Speaker 1
Thank you very much. | have in my research

00:15:03 - Speaker 1

tried to do some counts in Infomedia and Google with some keywords of web articles related
to how much this lack of transparency has been covered in election periods versus other
topics. Perhaps not surprisingly, there have been significantly more articles on health and
integration, and tax. But | have also looked at some of the other elections. Let's start with the
one in 2022 to take the World Cup in Qatar, despite the fact that it had already started. There
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were 90 articles from the 7 largest media, there were 90 articles about Sgren Pape and then
there were 19 articles about the lack of transparency in the 2019 election, there was an
article from Jyllands Posten about the flow of money during the election campaign period.

00:15:49 - Speaker 1
And 170 articles on Rasmus Paludans Stram Kurs, which are of course different topics, but
how is it that the coverage is so different?

00:16:01 - Speaker 2

Well, that means in reality, because now | started with those who talked about the drivers
that make journalists think it's interesting. Isn't it? But there are certainly also some braking
blocks in relation to journalists dealing with this material, and that is that it's difficult, so we
have some holey rules that the parties can, if they want to cheat grossly, and if they don't
want to cheat, they can circumvent them. So if they don't want to break the rules, they can
get around the rules.

00:16:33 - Speaker 2

And we have terrible transparency. We have very, very little openness, and that's what
makes it really, really difficult to work with journalistically, and that's why you have to have
some whistleblowers and some sources who might tell something about what's happening in
a party. Or as the Frihedsbrevet did it here. What is it called... in connection with the 22
election. So you make a trap, you lure the parties into a trap, so this failed financier like or
businessman like and and and previously convicted businessman, who you get to call
around and offer the parties and then say that he wants to remain anonymous, even if he
wants to give 50,000. And then there are some of the parties and some politicians who
would like to advise him on how we can get around the rules.

00:17:23 - Speaker 2

And so it requires like you do something like that or you have some whistleblowers and
some sources that allow you to pull down this not also so It's a difficult area to penetrate
journalistically and | think that's one of the main reasons why there is not more- So more
journalism is being done on it and then you can say during an election campaign there you
can ... There is. So that's also the thing about an election campaign. That's where it rolls.
The news rolls very, very fast. There is pressure. There are many stories that kind of press
on and the parties and suddenly the politicians are available to talk to.

00:18:01 - Speaker 2

Where the leading politicians, ministers, and all that sort of thing, who are often really, really
difficult to get to talk to - you can suddenly get to talk to them, and the election campaign is

not so, so there is a rush and something like this Such a topic like this. It is often something
that requires a long and thorough work, and to be able to get something dug out therefore |

do not think that we usually see so much, see so much during the election campaign.

00:18:27 - Speaker 1

Then it is simply because it is difficult to get information and there is a lack of transparency
on the part of the government. And that's why there are fewer articles about it. During the
election campaign, is that one of the explanations?
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00:18:39 - Speaker 2

Yes, but but but but but but you could do some journalism without actually doing any
research and coming up with new revelations and setting traps for the politicians. They hold
press conferences. We saw a pretty good example in relation to the mythological press
conference about the PET case, where there are so many journalists who had decided that
they would not be used by all the Liberals and Conservatives in their spin against the Prime
Minister and the government, so they used the press conference to go into the Sam-sam
case. And what can you say? And didn't the press conference hijack the press conference,
and you say that, that's what you could easily do.

00:19:28 - Speaker 2

Well, when politicians are so willing to stand up for everything, you could confront them with
questions that they do not expect. You could stand up at the electoral meetings as a
journalist and ask the questions that politicians usually don't want to answer in relation to
transparency. So in that way, you could easily do something about it that doesn't require
much. What can you say about journalistic power? Or if a media outlet decides, because we
will make a big deal of the lack of openness. Every time we meet a politician, we will ask
them if they publish their personal election campaign budget, and when they answer "no" to
most of them, we would ask them why they do not want to publish their personal election
campaign budget and accounts.

00:20:15 - Speaker 2

You could easily, when you had finished interviewing them about what they willingly
volunteered for, you could easily ask about it, so it's not that it would be impossible, but ...
But, but if you really have to go in-depth and like what can you say; the openness that is not
there, it is usually a huge job, unless there is someone who tips some source web storage.
We have a case just about to go into Aarhus here. We actually have a case in Aarhus
Municipality, where the police have investigated a violation of the party support rules. And,
and this is the first time that we have seen such a case because, Yes, | can also bring this up
in relation to our lack of openness, not that another main point in relation to lack of openness
is that there is no critical audit of the accounts, so the political parties just submit their
accounts, and then it is posted on the Parliament's website, the national organization party
accounts, but there is not the state auditors do not go in and check whether the accounts
have been tampered with or other critical bodies, the local party associations do not have to
present their accounts at all. There is no requirement to do so, and they just have to sign a
solemn declaration that they have spent the money as they should, but no one has ever
gone in and checked whether the local party associations are spending the money as they
should. No critical audit has ever been made in relation to this, except for this case in
Aarhus, where a whistleblower or a source has tipped off the media that Dansk Folkeparti in
Aarhus has not complied with the rules. The rules say that you have to spend money year by
year. You are not allowed to save money from the party subsidy.

00:22:00 - Speaker 2

And there is a source who has tipped off a local media that DF in Aarhus they have, they
have not spent the money they have saved from the party subsidy funds. And when it comes
out in the media, then went Aarhus Municipality, which is the ones they hand the form to,
Then they then went in and said also quite usual, they then went in and said that "we would
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like to see documentation that you have spent the money as you should" and and and then
they actually tamper with What is it called the vouchers and try to cheat themselves or cheat
themselves to the fact that they have complied with the rules. And they are then caught, and
it is also described in the media how they have fiddled with the vouchers to make it look as if
they are complying with the rules. It also appears in the media, and then the police of their
own accord go in and start the investigation. And how is it now?

00:22:53 - Speaker 2

Well, they've made a charge, but there hasn't been a trial yet. DR says and writes. "The only
example ever that there is someone who has critically examined whether the parties comply
with the rules." If you sit and think Morten Messerschmidt, then it's something else, because
it's EU funds, so it's a completely different ball game. A completely different conversation in
this example from Aarhus. It is the first and only time that.

00:23:20 - Speaker 2

The fact that there is a party that is being investigated in relation to whether they have
broken the rules, and it's only because there is this whistleblower, so it shows something
about how difficult it is not - that you kind of need that internal source that reveals something
to you, that you can really show that the rules are being broken.

00:23:48 - Speaker 1
That made a lot of sense. Thank you, that's actually what | had, unless there's something
you'd like to elaborate on or a point you need to make.

00:24:00 - Speaker 2

Maybe try to think in relation to the media.No, if | were to take if you were to take if you were
to take if you were to take what curl on the last | have said about Aarhus, right? That's it. It is
unusual about the story that is in Aarhus is that it is a local media that has unearthed these
things.

00:24:24 - Speaker 2

So you have to say broadly, and - You can perhaps also actually see that in your own - Now,
of course, it is also a parliamentary election, so it is not so strange, but | also think if you
investigated it outside parliamentary elections, I'm pretty sure you'll find a pattern that says
that the vast majority of stories that have been made about critical stories about openness
about party funding, they made national media. And it is quite unusual in the case here in
Aarhus, where it is a local media and even such a tiny local media that has been tipped off
about this case... So what | really want to say is that there is a lot of attention and media
coverage of national politicians and so on and so forth in the national media on this topic, but
there is no doubt that there is at least as much if not even more hidden locally and regionally.
But there it is just even more difficult to penetrate. Among other things, you don't even have
access to some party accounts, because they are not published. There is no requirement for
them to be published locally. It is only national organizations that have to publish. It's not the
local party association that has to publish their accounts, but also together with local regional
media. There is simply not that much power.

00:25:33 - Speaker 2
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So some of the big cases that have come to light here in relation to support, it's the digging
groups, for example at Berlingske, which has and probably also at Politiken, so the actual
digging groups have dug themselves into this field, right? And when you say that, when it's
people like that who do it, it's also a signal that this is difficult, that it's not something that the
ordinary journalist can just throw himself into, unless you make such a, | think very nice
stunt, as they did there with ... So during the election campaign, where they get politicians to
advise on how to circumvent the rules or party people to advise on how to circumvent the
rules. But otherwise, it really requires some journalistic juice and power, and therefore it is
often the digging groups that are the ones who have made it.But, but my main point is really
the one with There is a huge ...

00:26:25 - Speaker 2

What is that shadow area called gray zone area out local and regional. I'm not just talking
about local and regional elections. That is of course something in itself, but | also think that
all members of parliament are nominated in a constituency and are elected in a constituency
and conduct their election campaign in a constituency. So even during the parliamentary
elections, the local level is hugely important for politicians, and that's also where they raise
money, and that's where they spend their money. So in a way, you could say that in all this
dark field or gray area field that we're talking about hereThat's the most hidden, that's
basically what goes on locally, so there are undoubtedly many, many things that could
deserve to be unearthed.

00:27:13 - Speaker 1
Thank you very much, it was a good interview. | think we got around really well, and I'll send
you this letter of confidence after a while, and thank you very much for participating.

00:27:27 - Speaker 2

Yes, and then | just want to say something, but what | wrote to you by email, but once you're
finished you can send it, right, because | have to check what you quote me for more what
you get to see what you've got others to say and also what you also what is it called what it
writes what | would like to see so you can send the task once when you're done with it.

00:27:44 - Speaker 1
That is a deal. It will probably be sometime in August, but I'll do that.

00:27:48 - Speaker 2
| have plenty of time.

00:27:50 - Speaker 1
Thank you very much, thank you. Have a good day, bye.

00:27:54 - Speaker 2
Bye bye - bye bye
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Speaker1: [00:00:00] Jamen sa starter jeg med optagelsen, og det ser ud som om den gar
igennem. Sa laver vi lige en back-up optagelse ligesa. Okay. Ja, jeg kunne godt teenke mig
at starte med at spgrge dig, hvordan du synes daekningen af sadan noget som partistgtte er
i medierne bare sadan generelt?

Speaker2: [00:00:21] Ja, altsa den, den er jo ikke fravaerende. Men typisk kreever det
personsager. Typisk kan skal man afdeekke, at en person har faet for meget. Det er nogle
helt vanvittige indviklede regler, jo, pa mange mader. Umiddelbart er de meget simple, men
man kan relativt let omga nogle af reglerne med donorer. Altsa flere donorer giver det 22.000
eller 19.000 - eller den samme ggr i princippet fem gange eller et eller andet. Det er nogle
meget indviklede regler, og det er typisk personsager, altsa er det noget der en art af
graverjournalistik eller i hvert fald mere avanceret end nyhedsjournalistik, som der skal til for
at deekke det, synes jeg. Det er ikke noget, jeg syntes jeg selv-- jeg kan veere i hvert fald
ikke huske det, men jeg har ogsa lavet sa meget lort. Jeg mener ikke noget nedvendigvis
selv jeg pa eget initiativ har fundet eller gravet sadan historie frem. Det kan vaere jeg tager
fejl. Det kan veere jeg har haft gjort noget med nogle kollegaer, men jeg har hvert fald ikke
beskaeftiget mig med det, udover at citere andre folks historier, tror jeg. Og jeg er faktisk
heller ikke helt sikker pa, jeg finder ud af, hvordan jeg skulle ggre det. Eller har talmodighed
til at det nadvendigvis. Jeg synes, de dukker op, og det ggr de jo ikke tilfaeldigt, syntes jeg i
virkeligheden. Det er klart, at Frihedsbrevet lavet maske valgkampens bedste historie
overhovedet totalt set med deres Champagnedrengen, som ja, som blev brugt lidt som
muldvarp for at lokke nogen i feelden. Og det var jo et fantastisk- en fantastisk tabloid historie
- kanon historie. Men det viste ogsa at man tog nogle lidt specielle vaerktgjer i brug for at og
lave den historie. Det var et langt svar. Undskyld.

Speaker1: [00:02:11] Jeg vil enormt gerne have lange svar, sa det skal du slet ikke beklage.
Men jeg kunne faktisk godt teenke mig at hgre, ud fra et journalistisk perspektiv, er det s en
interessant historie at deekke - ogsa for Danmarks Radio?

Speaker2: [00:02:25] For Danmarks Radio er det mindre interessant, end det er for
Frihedsbrevet eller for Ekstrabladet eller for BT. Det vil jeg sige. Omfanget af det som
Frihedsbrevet de afdaekkede, det kunne jeg godt taeenke mig at vide. Det tror jeg ogsa godt,
Danmarks Radio ville lave, men for Danmarks Radio vil det ikke vaere noget at v sad og
sagde "det skal vi ga efter." Vi har lige haft seminarer pa vores redaktion i gar, og da kan jeg
love dig for, at det ikke var, altsa, det var ikke en af boblerne for, hvad vi skal lave i vores
semi-gravergruppe pa vores Christiansborgredaktion. Det er ikke partistatte eller hvad
hedder det?- Stgtten af de enkelte kandidater eller partistatte pa den made. Og nej, du
snakker- snakker du om partistgtte eller valgstette, altsa kandidatstatte. Undskyld det er
mig, der fabler rundt her.



Speaker1: [00:03:13] Det er det helt okay. Det er lidt en blanding af det hele, men jeg kunne
godt teenke mig at hgre hvorfor synes du eller- hvorfor- Hvorfor siger du, at det ikke kunne
veere en interessant historie for DR kontra de andre medier for eksempel?

Speaker2: [00:03:24] Jamen fordi-- Fordi hvis jeg snakker om kandidatstette, altsa statte til
en enkelt kandidat op til en valgkamp for eksempel, sa handler det meget om personsager.
Det er ikke et bredt... Altsa det er ikke en stor bred historie. Hvis man skal lave det, sa skal
man have rigtig mange eksempler, ligesom Frihedsbrevet gjorde. Danmarks Radio vil aldrig
lave den pa den made, hvor man havde sadan en art lokkedue som Mads Dinesen til at lave
det. Altsa det ville simpelthen aldrig blive accepteret af cheferne derude elle DR-jura for den
sags skyld. Vi ville godt-- Jeg tror godt vi kunne have taenkt os at have lavet og have
summen af det, men det er ikke noget vi vil ga efter pa den made. Men snakker vi om
partistgtte og pensionsordninger og sadan noget til, altsa fra Folketinget og skatteyderne til
partierne, sa er det jo noget, vi beskaeftiger os rigtig meget med, fordi det er bredere. Vi
kigger mere pa, hvordan partierne giver sig selv penge og bedre vilkar end befolkningen. Vi-
nar i tider, hvor man skaerer ned pa tilbagetraekningsreformen eller laver
tilbagetraekningsreformen, eller skaerer i, hvor tidlig man kan kunne fra arbejde, sa er det
interessant, at partierne de... Deres partikasse bugner, og man kan ga pa... Man kan blive
sygemeldt med stress og uden leegeerklaering og fa fuld Ign. De far en vanvittig pension, og
generelt flyder det ret meget med penge pa Christiansborg. Og den forskel pa
folketingsmedlemmer, partier og den almindelige befolkning er interessant ogsa for
Danmarks Radio. Enkelte historier om hvad folk har faet i stette op til valgkampe,
kampagnestgtte og at de givetvis har snydt med det, det er jo historie, men det er ikke
klassisk Danmarks Radio historie, fordi det er personsager, som har et tabloid snit, som ikke
er det, vi bruger vores primeere kraefter pa i Danmarks Radio. Jeg synes, det er skenne
historier. Det er slet ikke det, men...

Speaker1: [00:05:15] Tak skal du have.

Speaker1: [00:05:18] Du neevnte tidligere, at det var en sveer historie at daekke og i forhold
til til graverjournalistik. Kan jeg fa dig til at dykke lidt ned i det - hvad er det, der ger det sveert
at lave sadan en historie versus noget mere lettilgaengeligt?

Speaker2: [00:05:33] Ja, altsa, man er ngdt til at have et eller andet
sammenligningsgrundlag. Du sammenligner med- altsd de mange, mange historier om
Saren Pape Poulsen i forbindelse med valgkampen. Det var jo ogsa graverjournalistik, der
fik det frem. Og igen ogsa tabloid graverjournalistik, hvor man var taget til Caribien eller
fundet ud af, at nogle gamle udsagn i virkeligheden ikke passede sammen, og at manden
han maske lgj. Det er fuldstaendig grundleeggende graverjournalistik og igen heller ikke
noget, som vi i Danmarks Radio nok vil lave, tror jeg. Men hvis vi skal blive ved partistgtten
og sadan noget, sa kraever det jo, at man far aktindsigt, og at man leeser gkonomi fra



partierne ogsa lokalafdelinger. Man fokuserer pa et budget for en enkelt politiker- eller et
partis valgkampagne og den historie-- Jeg synes den maximale historie man far ud af det...
Det syntes jeg har, vist sig de seneste mange ar at vaere en historie, hvor nogen maske har
snydt eller maske har forsggt at omga reglerne. Man saetter en politiker i et lidt darligt lys
eller et helt darligt lys, men uden at de sadan pa den made har gjort i naelderne. Og jeg er
ikke helt sikker pa, at jeg kan se det store perspektiv i historien, ud over at man saetter én i
et darligt lys. Men det kraever ret meget tid at skulle saette sig ind i de regnskaber. Dels. Og
jeg synes ikke, at... Dert arbejde, der skal gares for at gare det, retfeerdiggerer-
ngdvendigvis retfaerdiggarer historiren man ender ud med. Man skal altsd meget med at
tage en eller anden chance. Det Frihedsbrevet lykkedes med det var, at de fik en bred
palette af politikere fra alle mulige partier til at hoppe i en feelde og dermed gjorde maengden
af det

Speaker2: [00:07:14] en kanon historie midt i en valgkamp, hvor man kunne sige "Okay, de
er presset, de ger alt hvad de kan for at fa sa mange penge i kassen som overhovedet
muligt, sa de bliver valgt." Jeg synes det har veeret en rigtig god historie, men det var stadig
ikke én, hvor der er det helt store perspektiv i, og det har kraevet enormt arbejde fra mange
journalister, inklusive en muldvarp. Den er sveer, fordi... Lad os tage Sgren Pape, sa snart at
et par medier havde faet dokumenteret, at der var bare nogle usandheder, der ikke hang
sammen, sa kunne vi selv i Danmarks Radio pa dagen, pa fa timer ga ind i vores mediearkiv,
finde ud af, hvad han havde--, hvad han har sagt hvornar om jagder, eller at, hans mand var
jode, for eksempel. Hvordan han havde preesenteret ham om hvad han havde lavet i sin
fortid, Joshua dér. Og sa var det altsa ogsa det faktum, at Sgren Pape Poulsen lige pludselig
stod til at sddan noget knapt 20% i meningsmalingerne, lige inden vi skulle til et valg og
havde erkleeret sig som statsministerkandidat med et politisk program, som var uhgrt liberalt
konservativt i forhold til, hvad man har set fra en statsministerkandidat i mange ar. Det var,
syntes jeg, dels en meget, meget vigtigere historie. En starre historie. Egentlig ikke
principperne i sig selv omkring, hvad Joshua skulle have gjort, eller hvad han ikke havde
gjort. Men det, at vi har en statsministerkandidat, der simpelthen har rod i sit bagland pa
flere mader.

Speaker2: [00:08:48] Det viste sig bare ogsa at forteelle rigtig, rigtig meget for veelgerne eller
nok til veelgerne om, at de flygtede fra ham. 3 ud af 4 stort set pa en maned. Det er den
sterste nedsmeltning, jeg nogensinde har set. Og sa langt tid har jeg trods alt heller ikke
vaeret med. Jeg har veeret journalist i 8 ar pa Borgen og 10-15 ar i alt. Men det var ret
markant, sa jeg synes-- hvis du forstar-- jeg skelner i de tilfeelde bade mod, hvad der er en
vigtig historie set med mine gjne, og hvad der er sa-- og ogsa hvad det kreever. Det er
simplere for os i Danmarks Radio at hoppe pa en historie, hvor det er sadan, at det er helt
tydeligt, at han har sagt noget forkert. Vi kan endda dokumenterer det relativt let selv bare
ved at ga tilbage i historien, sa vi kan skrive dem. "Flere medier har skrevet det her." Det er
der ikke nogen tvivl om. Vi kan selv understgtte det og forteelle, at statsministerkandidaten er
i problemer. Sa det er bade lettere, men det er ogsa en vigtigere historie. Den fra
Frinedsbrevet. Den tror jeg aldrig nogensinde... Jeg ved ikke-- jeg kan sgu ikke huske om vi
hoppede pa den pa den pa en eller anden made. Jeg vil tro DR har haft rigtig sveert ved at



komme ind i den historie, fordi man har brugt en lokkedue. Ja. Jeg tror, jeg kom til at svare
lidt i @st og vest. Sadan er det. Jeg er ikke noget seerlig godt interviewoffer egentlig. Jeg er
ogsa treet. Jeg har veeret i Berlin siden klokken 5 i morges. Det er derfor.

Speaker1: [00:10:06] Jeg vil sige sadan her Andreas: det kunne veaere meget vaerre. Jeg
synes, det er rigtig, rigtig fint. Det skal du slet ikke teenke pa. Og ja, men lad os da bare tage
den, fordi rgrte lidt ved noget af det. Som jeg ogsa har gjort ved de andre jeg har interviewet,
har jeg preesenteret dem for nogle tal, jeg har lavet i mine undersggelser, som jeg ogsa godt
kunne teenke mig at hgre et journalistisk perspektiv pa fra de seneste to valgkampe. Lad os
starte med partistotte, hvordan det blev deekket. Hvordan undersggelserne er lavet, det kan
jeg ga ind i efterfelgende, men, men-- Jeg fandt frem til, at partistatten kun var deekket en
enkelt gang under valgkampen i 2019. Altsa én enkelt artikel fra Jyllands-Posten. Under den
seneste valgkamp, selv med Frihedsbrevets afslgringer, der var det deekket 18 gangen af de
syv starste danske medier. Sgren Pape han var oppe pa 90 artikler. VM; i Qatar, der ikke
engang var startet endnu, altsa ikke det sportslige, ikke sportsnyheder, men det politiske spil
omkring Qatar havde 170 artikler, og i 2019 var Rasmus Paludans sager, som der ogsa var
mange af og pa nogenlunde det samme antal, altsa over hundrede. Jeg kunne godt taenke
mig at hgre ud fra et journalistisk perspektiv, hvordan kan det veere, at der er sa stor forskel
pa den slags historier?

Speaker2: [00:11:13] Det er godt nok vanvittigt, var? Jeg tror-- det kan jeg simpelthen ikke...
Det kan jeg jo ikke redegeare for. Jeg kan jo kun tro noget. Jeg har jo ikke lavet nogle
undersggelser. Jeg kan... Jeg deekkede begge valgkampe. Jeg synes i forhold til
partistgtten, syntes jeg, at jeg har redegjort for det. Jeg vil helt klart hellere laese om VM i
Qatar og Seren Pape, end jeg vil leese om partistette, neesten uanset hvad. 19 kan jeg
huske, at Paludan han fyldte helt sindssygt meget, selvom vi i hvert fald i DR gjorde en dyd
ud af, at der ligesom skulle veaere en historie. Han skulle ikke bare sta og breende Koranen
af. Han skulle lige komme med et eller andet der gav mening i en valgkontekst for vi
daekkede det. Sa tror jeg nok vi deekkede det rigtige. Eller det ved jeg ikke, han blev daekket
ret massivt alligevel. Sa jeg tror helt klart vi ogsa er skyldige i det der. Men ham ville jeg
ogsa hellere lzese om end jeg ville leese om partistgtte, tror jeg. Fordi han var sa vanvittigt et
feenomen. Og feelles for bade Qatar og for Paludan var, at han jo er enorm-- Det har veeret to
helt vildt debatskabende historier. S& rer vi noget grundleeggende i...Om ikke veelgere, sa i
hvert fald danskerne. Altsa, Paludan splittede helt sindssygt, og politikerne tog Paludan op
som et eksempel. Lgkke som, hvad hedder det, Statsministerkandidat, gik jo direkte ud og
a&ndrede sine prioriteter i, for hvem man gerne vil i regering med pa grund af ikke mindst
Paludan, ogsa Pernille Vermund, og denne her splittelse, som han fik gje pa i landet, eller
det der kunne blive skabt af Paludan... Det var udlaendingepolitik, det var dem og os, altsa.
Det indeholder bare sa meget godt stof journalistisk, men det lyder til, at det kammede ret
massivt over.

Speaker2: [00:12:49] VM i Qatar....Igen. Det fik ogsa en helt sindssyg eksponering, fordi
alle havde en holdning til det, og det var jo i virkeligheden ogsa den store historie. Om det



var fordi Danmark var sa pivelendige, at det handlede... Altsa det var jo mere en slutrunde,
der skulle glemmes og diskuteres i forhold til, hvilken rolle FIFA og fodboldspillere i
verdenssamfundet end, hvad hedder det, om Simon Kjaer han var god eller han ikke kunne
spille fodbold. Sa jeg tror journalistisk, at der har vaeret sa meget godt debatstof i de 2
naevnte historier, at de suveraent ogsa fortjener en fgrsteplads i deekningen. Selv om jeg
synes, det lyder sindssygt med Qatar i en valgkamp. Det kan ogsa veere, det er et udtryk for,
at der er en anden god debathistorie. | DR har vi det vaere meget sadan, at det er valg, og
det skal fylde 90%, men de sidste 10% det skal sa veere... Det er godt at have sadan en
historie, som Qatar, hvor bade... Vi har en stor sportsredaktion, der kan bidrage, og hvor
debatprogrammer, som vi har en del af, kan bidrage. Og det er ogsa ret lette historier altsa
at lave. Det er meningsdannere, der siger noget, de mener. Det er ikke noget, du skal
faktatjek eller undersgge. Du kan i princippet kan du hgre P1 Debat, som er linet op pa en
dag, og sa kan du skrive to artikler ud fra, hvad folk matte mene om VM i Qatar i den
udsendelse. Og du kan klippe radioaviser pa det. Og der er tydelige konflikter, det er jo bare
et journalistisk kriterium, som vi altid har gjnene rettet mod.

Speaker1: [00:14:30] Tak. Jeg har to spagrgsmal tilbage. Det farste er, at jeg godt kunne
teenke mig at hare dig, hvordan du ville kategorisere sddan noget som partistattreregler eller
omgaelse af partistgtteregler, eller i det hele taget... Ja, snyd med pengedonationer... Ville
det veere en politisk mggsag eller skandale ala det som vi sa med Sgren Pape eller Rasmus
Paludan? Eller vil du teenke det som noget andet. Altsa, ville du putte det i samme bas?

Speaker2: [00:14:58] Det havde ogsa veeret en starre historie, hvis det var Sgren Pape, der
havde snydt og det beviseligt kunne dokumenteres at han havde snydt. Det kan jeg sgu ikke
engang huske, om han havde. Der var ligesom sa meget andet med ham, og historien
havde ligesom fat med ham og hans mand eller eksmand. Jeg er sgu ikke sikker pa den rgr
sa sindsygt

Speaker2: [00:15:17] mange mennesker, men omvendt sa burde den jo ogsa gare det. Jeg
tror simpelthen at det er teknisk svaert og formidle, hvad det er de har gjort. Jeg har veeret
her, som sagt, 8 ar pa Christiansborg, og jeg er faktisk ikke helt sikker pa, at jeg kender
reglerne ind til benet. Det er noget med at de maks ma give eller f& 20.000 kr. Pr... For den
enkelte virksomhed eller en enkelt person. Sa er de ikke offentlige. Og de gider ikke vaere
offentlige, nar de sidder ovre i DI og skal sprgjte penge i Radikales valgkamp for eksempel,
for at veere sikker pa, at hvis de nu skulle ende i en regering, sa har de noget at skulle have
sagt. Og enkelte... altsa, Lars Seier Christensen og sprajter ogsa mange penge i Liberal
Alliance, sikkert. Men jeg er sgu ikke sikker pa, at jeg kender de regler dér, sa det er nok
bade fordi det er teknisk lidt svaert bade at formidle og ogsa komme i besiddelse af, og
dokumentere, og hvad er straffen. Det er jeg heller ikke sikker pa jeg er helt 100 % skarp pa.
Og sa det jeg sagde tidligere, det var det her med magthistorien... Jeg kan ikke huske der
er.. Er der nogen, der er blevet feeldet af-- Altsd hende Mette Thiesen hun blev jo simpelthen
taget med fingrene i kagedasen og var meget interesseret i at ggre det pa en lusket made.



Det kan jeg huske, men det var jo ikke ngdvendigvis noget, der gjorde det store udslag for
hende, andet end hun sa sadan lidt afklzedt ud midt i en valgkamp.

Speaker2: [00:16:34] Og det var jo ikke heldigt. Men. Sa er der maske heller ikke s& meget
mere i det. Der er ikke sa meget dybde i den historie. Der er ikke s& mange, der kan vaere
uenige, i at det er eddermame dumt. Men jeg tror... At der er jo af og til snak om, at man skal
a&ndre de der partistotteregler, men i virkeligheden tror jeg ikke, at der er nogen af de
politiske partier, der i virkeligheden har en stor interesse i det, fordi de sma partier vil altid
sige, dem der ikke far s& mange penge i stotte af de store organisationer, de vil altid sige, at
"der skal veere fuld abenhed omkring det." De far alligevel ikke ret mange, og de store
partier, de far s& mange penge, at de synes, at det er godt, at det kan veere lukket. At de
maske sadan lidt let kan omga reglerne, uden at det bliver opdaget og, at det egentlig har
nogle konsekvenser. Jeg tror der, at de der magtpartier, de har jo bare ikke nogen interesse i
at eendre det for alvor. Det er sddan noget de kan sige i en valgkamp "Jamen, den kan ogsa
ske, at vi skal se pa det," og sa ser de maske pa det, men sa ger de ikke mere ved det. Jeg
tror faktisk maske snart, at det skal pa eller for... | folketinget og diskuteres. Men ja, det er
ikke noget-- min radar den er den fuldsteendig. Jeg ved sgu ikke, hvorfor jeg ikke synes den
er sa fed. Og undskyld.

Speaker1: [00:17:47] Det helt fint. Det er ogsa din zerlige mening, jeg gerne vil have. Ja, og
du ma ogsa meget gerne tale ud fra DR's perspektiv, hvis det passer dig bedst, lige med det
sidste spargsmal her. Det er jo bare i forhold til at deekke partistatte under en valgkamp
versus i en valgperiode.

Speaker2: [00:18:08] Engang til , undskyld?

Speaker1: [00:18:09] Hvordan i forhold til at deekke partistattereglerne i-- Eller partistatten
generelt i en valgkamp versus udenfor en valgkamp? Altsa er der noget specielt ved at
skulle daekke det i en valgkamp? Er det vigtigere, eller er det pa samme niveau, som inden...
Kan du prgve at seette lidt ord pa det?

Speaker2: [00:18:27] Jeg synes, det er vigtigere at gare det i en valgkamp. Det er jo derfor,
jeg synes at Frihedsbrevets historie trods alt fik sa meget opmaerksomhed, og jeg ogsa
lzegger her selv, som DR ansat naesten hele min karriere og sige, at "jeg synes maske nok,
at det var valgkampens historie," fordi at der var sa mange forskellige politikere, der blev
taget med fingrene i kagedasen og matte flove sig og leegge sig fladt ned bagefter. Eller med
det samme. Jeg tror Britt Bager hun pa et tidspunkt var inde i- var ude i en lille storm, fordi
hun havde faet noget, som hun ikke matte og kunne tarre det lidt af pa sin lokalforening, tror
jeg nok i en valgperiode. Og der tror jeg, at jeg synes, at det far der- det bliver for



unuanceret, og kommer til at handle-- det er ikke s& mange historier, men de der bliver lavet,
de kommer til at handle om én person, hvor... Det er selvfglgelig ogsa et fint eksempel, men
man ved jo godt, at historien er bredere, og det var det, Frihedsbrevet de fik dokumenteret
sa fint. Og det kunne de, fordi det var pa et tidspunkt, hvor politikerne virkelig havde et
behov for at fa penge til deres sociale medier og til deres valgkampe. Jeg tror, det er mest
relevant inde i en valgkamp og op til en valgkamp, selvfglgelig. Men det er jo bare... Det har
mest aktualitet, synes jeg i en valgkamp. Ja, det er de historier, der er bedre og mere
aktuelle i en valgkamp. Men selvfglgelig er det ogsa vigtigt i en valgperiode. Ja, jeg tror bare,
at de eksempler jeg lige husker det er primaert Britt Bager-sagen, og der tror jeg, hun
kommer til at tage uforholdsmaessigt mange kugler, uden at jeg har noget personligt med
hende. Hvad er godt eller skidt for et system, der ikke fungerer?

Speaker1: [00:20:23] Tak skal du have. Det var det jeg havde af spgrgsmal. Jeg stopper
optagelsen her.

English translated version:

Speaker 1: August Merved

Speaker 2: Journalist A

Speaker 1: [00:00:00] Well, I'll start with the recording and it looks like it's going through.
Then we'll just do a back-up recording as well. Okay. Yes, | would like to start by asking you
how you think the coverage of something like party funding is in the media just in general?

Speaker 2: [00:00:21] Yes, well, it's not absent. But typically it requires personal cases.
Typically, you can uncover that a person has received too much. These are some crazy
complicated rules, yes, in many ways. At first glance, they are very simple, but it is relatively
easy to circumvent some of the rules with donors. So several donors give you 22,000 or
19,000 - or the same person basically does it five times or something. There are some very
complicated rules, and these are typically personal cases, so it's a kind of investigative
journalism or at least more advanced than news journalism, which is what it takes to cover it,
I think. It's not something | thought myself-- | can't remember it, but I've also done so much
crap. | don't mean anything necessarily even | on my own initiative have found or dug up
such a story. It may be that | am wrong. It may be that | have done something with some
colleagues, but | have certainly not dealt with it, other than quoting other people's stories, |
think. And I'm actually not quite sure | can figure out how to do it either. Or have the patience
to do it necessarily. | think they show up, and they don't do so by chance, | really think. It is
clear that Frihedsbrevet made perhaps the best story of the election campaign overall with



their Champagne Boy, who was used a bit as a mole to lure someone into the trap. And it
was a fantastic - a fantastic tabloid story - great story. But it also showed that they used
some special tools to make that story. That was a long answer. | apologize for that.

Speaker 1: [00:02:11] | really like long answers, so don't apologize for that. But | would
actually like to hear, from a journalistic perspective, is it an interesting story to cover - also
for Danmarks Radio?

Speaker 2: [00:02:25] It is less interesting for Danmarks Radio than it is for Frihedsbrevet or
Ekstrabladet or BT. | would say that. | would like to know the extent of what the
Frihedsbrevet uncovered. | think Danmarks Radio would also like to do that, but for
Danmarks Radio it wouldn't be anything for us to sit there and say "we're going to go for
that." We have just had seminars in our editorial office yesterday, and | can promise you that
it was not, well, it was not one of the bubbles for what we should do in our semi-digger group
in our Christiansborg editorial office. It is not party support or what is it called?- the support
of individual candidates or party support in that way. And no, you're talking - are you talking
about party support or election support, i.e. candidate support. Sorry, I'm the one who's
rambling here.

Speaker 1: [00:03:13] That's all right. It's a bit of a mix of everything, but I'd like to hear why
do you think or- why- Why do you say that it wouldn't be an interesting story for DR versus
the other media, for example?

Speaker 2: [00:03:24] Well because-- Because if I'm talking about candidate support,
meaning support for a single candidate in the run-up to an election campaign for example,
it's very much about personal matters. It's not a broad... Well, it's not a big broad story. If
you're going to do it, you need a lot of examples, like Frihedsbrevet did. Danmarks Radio
would never do it in a way where you had a kind of decoy like Mads Dinesen to do it. It
would simply never be accepted by the bosses out there or DR law for that matter. We would
have liked to-- | think we would have liked to have made and have the sum of it, but it's not
something we would go for in that way. But if we talk about party subsidies and pension
schemes and so on, from Parliament and taxpayers to the parties, then it is something we
are very much concerned with, because it is broader. We look more at how the parties give
themselves money and better conditions than the population. We- when in times when you
cut back on the retirement reform or make the retirement reform, or cut back on how early
you can leave work, it is interesting that the parties ... Their party coffers are overflowing and
you can go on... You can go on sick leave with stress and without a doctor's note and get full
pay. They get an insane pension, and in general there's quite a lot of money flowing in
parliament. And that difference between MPs, parties and the general public is also
interesting for Danmarks Radio. A few stories about what people have received in support
for election campaigns, campaign support and that they have probably cheated with it, that's
history, but it's not classic Danmarks Radio history, because it's personal cases that have a
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tabloid cut, which is not what we spend our primary efforts on in Danmarks Radio. | think
they are great stories. It's not that at all, but...

Speaker 1: [00:05:15] Thank you very much.

Speaker 1: [00:05:18] You mentioned earlier that it was a difficult story to cover and in
relation to investigative journalism. Can | get you to dive into that a little bit - what is it that
makes it difficult to do a story like that versus something more accessible?

Speaker 2: [00:05:33] Well, you have to have some sort of basis of comparison. You're
comparing with - well, the many, many stories about Sgren Pape Poulsen in connection with
the election campaign. It was also investigative journalism that brought it out. And again also
tabloid investigative journalism, where they had gone to the Caribbean or found out that
some old statements in reality did not fit together, and that the man might be lying. This is
completely basic digging journalism and again not something that we at Danmarks Radio will
probably do, | think. But if we are to stay with party funding and such things, it requires that
you get access to documents and that you read the finances of the parties, including local
branches. You focus on a budget for a single politician or a party's election campaign and
the history-- | think the maximum history you get out of it ... | think that's what I've found over
the last several years to be a story where somebody may have cheated or may have tried to
circumvent the rules. You put a politician in a slightly bad light or a completely bad light, but
without them having done anything like that. And I'm not quite sure that | can see the big
perspective in the story, other than that you put someone in a bad light. But it takes quite a
lot of time to familiarize yourself with the accounts. On the other hand. And | don't think
that... The work that has to be done to do that justifies - necessarily justifies the story you
end up with. So you have to take a lot of chances. What Frihedsbrevet succeeded in doing
was that they got a wide range of politicians from all sorts of parties to fall into a trap and
thus made the amount of it

Speaker 2: [00:07:14] a great story in the middle of an election campaign where you could
say "Okay, they're under pressure, they're doing everything they can to get as much money
as possible to get elected.” | think it's been a really good story, but it still wasn't one where
there's a lot of perspective, and it's taken a lot of work from a lot of journalists, including a
mole. It's difficult because... Let's take Seren Pape, as soon as a couple of media outlets
had documented that there were just some untruths that didn't add up, then we ourselves at
Danmarks Radio on the day, in a few hours we could go into our media archive, find out
what he had--, what he had said when about Jews, or that his husband was Jewish, for
example. How he had presented him about what he had done in his past, Joshua there. And
then there was also the fact that Seren Pape Poulsen was suddenly at something like almost
20% in the opinion polls, just before we were going to an election and had declared himself
as a candidate for prime minister with a political program that was unheard of liberal
conservative compared to what we have seen from a candidate for prime minister for many
years. It was, | thought, partly a much, much more important story. A bigger story. Not really
the principles in themselves about what Joshua should have done or what he should not
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have done. But the fact that we have a prime ministerial candidate who simply has a mess in
his hinterland in several ways.

Speaker 2: [00:08:48] It just also turned out to tell really, really much to the voters or enough
to the voters that they were running away from him. 3 out of 4 pretty much in a month. That's
the biggest meltdown I've ever seen. And after all, | haven't been around that long either. I've
been a journalist for 8 years at Borgen and 10-15 years in total. But it was quite significant,
so | think - if you understand - | distinguish in those cases both what is an important story
from my point of view and what is so - and also what it requires. It is simpler for us at
Danmarks Radio to jump on a story where it is quite clear that he has said something wrong.
We can even document it relatively easily ourselves just by going back in history, so we can
write them. "Several media outlets have written this." There is no doubt about that. We can
support it ourselves and say that the prime ministerial candidate is in trouble. So it's easier,
but it's also a more important story. The one fromFrihedsbrevet. | don't think I'll ever... | don't
know - | can't remember if we jumped on that one somehow. | think DR had a really hard
time getting into that story because they used a decoy. Yeah, yeah, yeah, yeah. | think |
ended up answering a bit in East and West. That's the way it is. I'm not a very good interview
victim really. I'm also tired. I've been in Berlin since 5 o'clock this morning. That's why.

Speaker 1: [00:10:06] I'll put it this way Andreas: it could be much worse. | think it's really,
really good. Don't even think about that. And yes, but let's just take it, because | touched on
some of it. As I've done with the others I've interviewed, I've presented them with some
figures I've made in my surveys, which | would also like to hear a journalistic perspective on
from the last two election campaigns. Let's start with party funding, how it was covered. How
the surveys are made, | can go into that later, but, but-- | found that party funding was only
covered once during the 2019 election campaign. That is, one single article from
Jyllands-Posten. During the last election campaign, even with the revelations of the Freedom
Letter, it was covered 18 times by the seven largest Danish media. Sgren Pape he was up to
90 articles. The World Cup; in Qatar, which had not even started yet, so not the sports, not
sports news, but the political game around Qatar had 170 articles, and in 2019 Rasmus
Paludan's cases, of which there were also many and at roughly the same number, ie over a
hundred. | would like to hear from a journalistic perspective, how is it that there is such a big
difference between these kinds of stories?

Speaker 2: [00:11:13] That's crazy, isn't it? | think-- | just can't... | can't account for that. | can
only believe something. | haven't done any studies. | can... | covered both election
campaigns. | think in relation to party support, | think | have accounted for it. | would
definitely rather read about the World Cup in Qatar and Sgren Pape than | would read about
party funding, almost no matter what. 19 | remember that Paludan was an insane amount of
attention, even though we, at least in DR, made a virtue of the fact that there had to be a
story. He shouldn't just stand there and burn the Koran. He had to come up with something
that made sense in an election context before we covered it. Then | think we probably
covered the right thing. Or | don't know, he was covered pretty massively anyway. So | think
we're definitely guilty of that too. But | would rather read about him than | would read about
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party support, | think. Because he was such a crazy phenomenon. And what both Qatar and
Paludan had in common was that he's enormous... These have been two stories that have
generated a lot of debate. Then we touch something fundamental in ... If not voters, then at
least the Danes. | mean, Paludan divided people like crazy, and politicians took Paludan up
as an example. Lgkke as, what is it called, candidate for Prime Minister, went straight out
and changed his priorities in terms of who he would like to form a government with, not least
because of Paludan, also Pernille Vermund, and this division that he saw in the country, or
what could be created by Paludan... It was immigration policy, it was them and us, you know.
It contains so much good journalistic material, but it sounds like it went over the top quite
massively.

Speaker 2: [00:12:49] World Cup in Qatar....Again. It also got an insane amount of exposure
because everyone had an opinion on it, and that was really the big story. Whether it was
because Denmark was so miserable that it was ... Well, it was more a final round that was to
be forgotten and discussed in relation to the role of FIFA and football players in the world
community than, what is it called, whether Simon Kjaer was good or he could not play
football. So I think journalistically, there has been so much good debate material in the 2
mentioned stories that they sovereignly also deserve a first place in the coverage. Even
though | think it sounds crazy with Qatar in an election campaign. It may also be an
expression of the fact that there is another good debate story. In DR, we have it very much
like this: it's an election, and it should take up 90% of the time, but the last 10% should be...
It's good to have a story like Qatar, where both... We have a large sports editorial
department that can contribute, and where debate programs, which we have a part of, can
contribute. And these are also fairly easy stories to do. It's opinion makers saying what they
think. It's not something you have to fact-check or investigate. In principle, you can listen to
P1 Debat, which is lined up for one day, and then you can write two articles based on what
people might think about the World Cup in Qatar in that broadcast. And you can cut radio
newspapers on that. And there are clear conflicts, it's just a journalistic criterion that we
always have our eyes on.

Speaker 1: [00:14:30] Thank you. | have two questions left. The first one is that | would like
to hear from you how you would categorize something like party support rules or
circumvention of party support rules, or in general... Yes, cheating with donations... Would it
be a political mess or scandal like we saw with Sgren Pape or Rasmus Paludan? Or would
you think of it as something else. | mean, would you put it in the same box?

Speaker 2: [00:14:58] It would have been a bigger story if it was Seren Pape who had
cheated and it could be proven that he had cheated. | can't even remember if he had. There
were so many other things going on with him, and the story had something to do with him
and his husband or ex-husband. I'm not sure it's touching that insanely

Speaker 2: [00:15:17] many people, but on the other hand, it should. | simply think that it is
technically difficult to communicate what they have done. | have been here, as | said, 8
years at Christiansborg, and I'm actually not quite sure that | know the rules to the bone. It's
something to the effect that they can give or get a maximum of 20,000 kr. Per... For the
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individual company or a single person. Then they are not public. And they don't want to be
public when they sit over in DI and have to inject money into the Radical Party's election
campaign, for example, to be sure that if they end up in a government, they have something
to say. And a few... well, Lars Seier Christensen and also injects a lot of money into the
Liberal Alliance, probably. But I'm not sure | know the rules there, so it's probably both
because it's technically a bit difficult both to communicate and also to get hold of, and
document, and what the penalty is. I'm not sure I'm 100% clear on that either. And then what
| said earlier, it was this with the history of power ... | can't remember if anyone has been
taken down by... Well, Mette Thiesen, she was simply caught with her fingers in the cookie
jar and was very interested in doing it in a sneaky way. | remember that, but it wasn't
necessarily something that made much of an impact on her, other than she looked a bit
undressed in the middle of an election campaign.

Speaker 2: [00:16:34] And that was not lucky. But then again, maybe there's not much more
to it. There is not so much depth in that story. There are not so many who can disagree that
it's damn stupid. But | think... That there is sometimes talk about changing the party support
rules, but in reality, | don't think that any of the political parties really have a great interest in
it, because the small parties will always say, those who do not get so much money in support
from the big organizations, they will always say that "there must be full openness about it."
They don't get very much anyway, and the big parties, they get so much money that they
think it's good that it can be closed. That they can perhaps easily circumvent the rules
without it being discovered and without it actually having any consequences. | think that the
parties in power, they just don't have any interest in changing it seriously. It's the kind of thing
they can say in an election campaign, "Well, it could also happen that we need to look into
it," and then they might look into it, but then they don't do anything more about it. | actually
think it might soon be on or for... In the parliament and discussed. But yes, it's nothing - my
radar is completely off. | don't know why | don't think it's so cool. And I'm sorry.

Speaker 1: [00:17:47] That's fine. That's also your honest opinion that | would like to have.
Yes, and you are also very welcome to speak from DR's perspective, if that suits you best,
just with the last question here. It's just in relation to covering party support during an
election campaign versus during an election period.

Speaker 2: [00:18:08] One more time, sorry?

Speaker 1: [00:18:09] How in terms of covering party funding rules in-- or party funding in
general during an election campaign versus outside an election campaign? | mean, is there
something special about having to cover it in an election campaign? Is it more important, or
is it at the same level as before... Can you try to put it into words?

Speaker 2: [00:18:27] | think it is more important to do it in an election campaign. That's why
| think Frihedsbrevet's story got so much attention after all, and | also put myself here, as a
DR employee for almost my entire career, and say that "l think it was perhaps the story of
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the election campaign," because there were so many different politicians who were caught
with their fingers in the cookie jar and had to embarrass themselves and lie down flat
afterwards. Or right away. | think Britt Bager, at one point she was in a little storm because
she had been given something that she was not allowed and could wipe it off on her local
association, | think probably during an election period. And | think that | think that it gets
there- it becomes too one-sided, and comes to be about-- there are not so many stories, but
the ones that are made, they come to be about one person, where... Of course, that's also a
fine example, but you know that the story is broader, and that's what Frihedsbrevet
documented so well. And they were able to do that because it was at a time when politicians
really needed money for their social media and for their election campaigns. | think it's most
relevant inside an election campaign and leading up to an election campaign, of course. But
it's just... It's most relevant, | think, in an election campaign. Yes, these are the stories that
are better and more topical in an election campaign. But of course it's also important during
an election period. Yes, | just think that the examples | remember are primarily the Britt
Bager case, and there | think she will take a disproportionate number of bullets, without me
having anything personal with her. What is good or bad for a system that doesn't work?

Speaker 1: [00:20:23] Thank you. That's all the questions | had. I'll stop the recording here.

Journalist B, BT. Date of interview, 20-04-2023.
Conducted via Zoom.

Speaker 1: August Merved

Speaker 2: Journalist B

Danish original version:

Speaker 1: [00:00:03] Det skulle veere.

Speaker 2: [00:00:04] Sadan der.

Speaker 1: [00:00:05] Fedt! Du har jo skrevet om emnet far. Men jeg kunne alligevel godt
teenke mig at here, hvad du teenker om at skulle deekke et emne som det her med
partistgtte. Hvor vigtigt er det?
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Speaker 2: [00:00:18] Jamen altsa, jeg synes det er virkelig vigtigt for den demokratiske
proces og er nok de vigtigste historier, man kan lave op til et valg. Men samtidig s& er det
ogsa nogle af de svaereste at lave, fordi at de kilder du skal bruge for at kunne lave dem
allesammen har en interesse i ikke at fa lavet de her regler om. Alts4, ofte | journalistik og
politik, der er kilderne jo politiske modstandere, og det er jo s ogsa en stor del af arbejdet,
det er jo at afveje, Hvorfor er der nogen, der kommer med den her historie nu? Altsa hvis det
ikke er noget, du selv ligesom har fundet pa at sgge aktindsigt i. Men i det her tilfaelde, der
star man jo lidt. Altsd pa samme made som at skulle lave pensionsreglerne om for
politikerne, hvor det ogsa naesten kun er Enhedslisten man kan fa fat i. Og de ved
allesammen godt... Jamen altsa, hvis der kommer 3-4 store af de her skandaler sadan lige i
rap, sa bliver de nadt til at lave om pa de her regler, selvom der egentlig ikke er nogen af
dem, der har en interesse i det. Der kan du se det. Jeg tror faktisk ogsa naesten kun det er
sadan Enhedslisten der kan gar til det her ikke, og har forsagt at lave en lovaendring
efterfglgende, som ikke bliver til noget - sa vidt jeg ved. Og maden denne her historie er
kommet pa, og som rent faktisk formaede at skabe noget dagsordenen i valget - Jamen, det
er jo ogsa ved utraditionelle journalistiske metoder. Altsa ved egentlig at sende-- Jeg ved
ikke om man kan kalde det "undercover”, men altsa at sende en af sted med et falsk forslag
og sa fa dem til at hoppe i pa den made. Og det synes jeg heldigvis er meget godt, og det er
jo ingen historie, som nogen har haft en interesse i kom frem.

Speaker 1: [00:02:00] I min research der har jeg lavet en kvantitativ analyse af, hvordan det
blev deekket i forhold til Qatar ogs s& Segren Pape. Der snakkervi primaert om valgperioden i
2022. Qatar blev deekket, og det er ikke det fodboldmaessige. Det er rent politisk 170 gange
af de syv stgrste medier i Danmark. Sgren Pape Han blev--.

Speaker 2: [00:02:22] | hvilken forbindelse Qatar altsa?

Speaker 1: [00:02:25] | forbindelse med, hvorvidt DBU skulle strejke, eller hvordan det DBU
skulle forholde sig, hvordan de danske politikere--

Speaker 2: [00:02:34] Men det er vel - Det er jo fodboldmaessigt. Altsa, teenker jeg.

Speaker 1: [00:02:38] Ja, jeg teenkte bare ikke i forhold til det sportslige. Altsa det har ikke
noget at gare med om det bliver Messis sidste VM eller hvordan Ronaldos form er. Sa det er
mere det samfundsmaessige aspekt i det. Sa i forhold til Seren Pape. Han blev deekket af 70
gange i forbindelse med hans mggsager. Jeg kan sende det til dig, hvis du er nysgerrig pa
de forskellige parametre jeg har udvalgt.

16



Speaker 2: [00:02:57] Nej, Jeg fulgte selv med i den daekning, og jeg lavede ogsa selv et
interview med ham om det.

Speaker 1: [00:03:02] Preecist. Og sa kunne jeg leese mig til, at denne - det her partistgtte.
Det blev deekket 18 gange.

Speaker 2: [00:03:08] Ja.

Speaker 1: [00:03:09] | 2019 Der bliver det kun deekket en enkelt gang i den valgperiode,
der var der. Sa jeg kunne godt teenke mig at spgrge dig: Hvorfor tror du, at der er sa stor
forskel pa de her - hvad skal man sige? - Politiske kontroverser i forhold til at noget bliver
deekket rigtig meget, og noget bliver daekket meget mindre - Nu teenker jeg specifikt pa
partistgtten.

Speaker 2: [00:03:28] Altsa jeg tror helt klart der er et element i hvor-- Altsa hvilket stykke
arbejde der skal laves. Jeg sad selv med en partistgttehistorie, som vi var ngdt til at ligge
ned, fordi vi simpelthen ikke kunne fa de relevante kilder pa og simpelthen ikke kunne grave
det frem, fordi det er s& meget-- Altsa lukket land, og der er sa fa, der har en interesse i det.
Sa selvom du sa maske far en politiker, som gerne vil fortzelle noget til baggrund, sa har du
stadigveek brug for noget handfast bevis for at kunne forteelle om det. Og hvis du vil lave en
anonym artikel, sa ville jeg jo sige de fleste sddan respekterede medier vil sige at der skulle
veere 3, 4 altsa meget troveerdige anonyme kilder, far man skriver noget om det. For jeg tror,
at hvis du sperger pa de journalistiske... Pa de politiske redaktioner, sa vil interessen vaere
altsa neesten hgjere for at lave den slags historier end for at lave Sgren Pape historierne.
Altsa hvis du sammenligner det fordi partistatte historien ville du for eksempel ogsa veere
interesserede i pa Berlingske og pa Politiken og pa Information. Altsa, det er nogle rigtig
fede historier at lave som journalist ogsa for ens egen karriere. Men de er bare utroligt
sveere at lgfte. Og sa har du ogsa det element, der hedder altsé -- leeserinteresse, og hvor
sveert det er at forklare. Jeg tror grunden til at Frihedsbrevet historie... altsa fik s& meget luft
under vingerne, og det gjorde den altsa. Den tog dagsordenen i sadan 2 dage, hvor alle
medier var ude og lave interviews pa den. Jeg tror vi lavede 3-4 interviews pa den eller
sadan noget. Jeg havde fat i de forskellige partier, men det er fordi det er noget der er sa
nemt at forsta. Altsa den video med Dinesen, der ringer rundt og siger, at han gerne vil give
50.000.

Speaker 2: [00:05:14] Men der er lige de her regler her. Hvordan kommer vi uden om det?

Det er noget, alle kan forsta, nar de ser det. Men Sgren Pape, der er det jo bare-- Altsa det
sensationelle i, at han er blevet snydt af en mand, som han tilsyneladende elsker. Sa det er
utroligt. Altsa det er utroligt interessant pa et helt sadanne identifikationsniveau for laeseren.
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Og det gar ogsa at De andre medier hopper pa det ikke?, fordi det sa skaber dagsordenen,
og sa hopper det over i en anden diskussion, der handler om... Altsa sadan. Nar man er
statsministerkandidat, sa er det ogsa noget andet, veelgerne kigger pa. Fordi det handler
meget om. Er det en du stoler pa? Er det en du kunne drikke en gl med. Og det er derfor det
maske er lidt unfair, men derfor er det ogsa relevant om man gerne vil have en mand til at
styre landet, som kan blive snydt s& groft af en aegtefeelle. Og sa kan Qatar - Det siger jo sig
selv, fordi der er sa stor opmaerksomhed pa landsholdet. Christian Eriksen var faldet om pa
det tidspunkt, altsa inden det i sommeren? Og der var meget om landsholdet i forvejen. Sa
nar du laver de her side vinkler her, sa kan de ligesom mig ride pa bglgen af interessen for
fodbold, og det er ogsa derfor, jeg ser det som altsa en slags fodboldhistorie. Det er bare en
afart af dem. Fordi dem, der lezeser dem, der leeser en historie om DBU og Qatar for
eksempel, det er ikke ngdvendigvis de laesere, som normalt laeser en politisk artikel. Det er
maske dem, der laeser en sportsartikel, men som sa veelger at lzese en politisk artikel, fordi
den har det underemne, der hedder "fodbold."

Speaker 1: [00:06:49] Du ma lige rette mig, hvis det ikke er korrekt, men jeg kunne forsta pa
dig far, at det var en ret interessant historie at skrive som journalist. Det her om der her
partistatteregler her.

Speaker 2: [00:06:57] Ja, helt sikkert.

Speaker 1: [00:06:59] Er der ligesom nogle begraensninger i din dagligdag - bade personligt
og redaktionel - der ligesom forhindrer dig i at lave flere af de her historier, hvis de vel at
maerke er vigtige, som du siger?

Speaker 2: [00:07:10] Ja, altsa lovgivningen gear jo, fordi den lovgivning, den er jo sat
sammen pa en made, hvor nar den er over 20.000, sa kan du ikke... S& kan du ikke se det,
sa kan du bare se det er over 20.00. Og det informationsniveau er for lavt til det bliver
interessant. shm, og der er ikke nogen made at fa aktindsigt pa det. Altsa, det eneste du
skal -- altsd den eneste made du kan fa det at vide pa, er at vide, at der er nogen involveret,
der forteeller om det. Og det er jo-- det jo der den bliver sveer, fordi nar det er en praksis, som
er sa bred, og som er sa vigtig i forhold til det politiske arbejde, altsa rent faktisk at samle
penge sammen til at kere en valgkampagne, Sa det er ikke noget man vil tage frem, fordi
man skader de andre. Det er ogsa derfor, at sddan noget som en aendring af
offentlighedsloven er utrolig svaer at fa igennem, fordi det vil oftest vaere magtpartierne, altsa
magtpartierne, Det ville sa i det her tilfaelde var i hvert fald Venstre, Socialdemokratiet og
Konservative, som ofte er de stgrste partier. Men de gar allesammen og teenker, at de gerne
vil have magten naeste gang. Sa hvis de er med til at lave en lovaendring, der gar det
nemmere at kigge dem i kortene. Altsa kigge deres modstandere i kortene, sa er det dem
der kommer til at std med lorten naeste gang. Og det er ogsa derfor, at du altsa du ser-- Jeg
tror offentligthedsloven den blev vedtaget med Venstre ogsa. Altsa det er jo meget sjeeldent
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du ser et et sa bredt forlig pa den made, som jo egentlig burde veere ligetil, nar det handler
om altsa indsigt i offentlig oplysning.

Speaker 1: [00:08:45] Syntes du emnet bliver deekket nok?

Speaker 2: [00:08:51] Nej, jeg ville gerne se mere af det, men jeg tror, at der bliver gjort
forseg pa at daekke det. Altsa sa snart man har et eller andet, fordi det er en god historie.
Men jeg er ogsa glad for, at vi har altsa nogle journalistiske principper, der ggr, at vi ikke
udgiver en historie pa baggrund af én anonym kilde for eksempel. Og jeg syntes, Politikens
serie om Britt Bager, som fik navnet Britt Bager-finten, var utrolig interessant. Ikke? De
lavede ogsa en bog om det efterfalgende. Men det er jo igen-- altsa du skal huske-- | hvert
fald hos os sa er journalistik jo ogsa en forretning, og du kommer nok aldrig nogen sinde til
at tiene pengene hjem pa en graverredaktion. Maske kan du pa en politisk redaktion, men
du er ngdt til at se i hvor mange ressourcer i form af tid du ligger i en historie, som du sa er
ngdt til at ligge ned. Iseer hvis det er under et valg, hvor ressourcerne ofte er meget knappe.
Sa hvis du seetter nogle af til at skulle sidde og undersgge det i en uge, og der sa ikke
kommer noget ud af det, sa star du med et ret stort problem, For sa er der lige pludselig
nogle af de andre, der har en dagsordenszettende historie.

Speaker 1: [00:09:59] Jeg har snakket med andre journalister udover dig, der har sagt noget
lignende i forhold til at det er en sveer historie at grave op bare pa egen hand og kraever
mange ressourcer. Men jeg har alligevel hart fra Roger Buch, medieforsker, Han havde en
idé til det og sagde: han undrede sig over, hvorfor der ikke var flere journalister der-- Nar nu
politikerne er sa velvillige til at stille op til det ene og det andet under en valgkamp- Sa lige
efter interviewet, om det politikerne nu gerne vil snakke om var faerdigt, sa ikke lige spurgte
"for gvrigt, hvordan kan det veere at i ikke offentliggarer jeres partidonationer-- private
partidonationer?" Lidt ligesom det der skete ved pressemgadet - jeg tror det var Venstre og
Konservative, Hvor det blev drejet hen mod Samsam-sagen. Sa det kunne jeg egentlig ogsa
godt taenke mig at sparge dig om: Hvorfor gar man som som journalist ikke bare det, nar nu
man har en politiker i rgret?

Speaker 2: [00:10:52] Jamen altsd man kan jo sige det. Jo, du har jo faktisk lidt sadan en
lakmusprgve pa det. Fordi Frihedsbrevets historie gjorde, at det ligesom var det, der skete.
Jeg ved i hvert fald, at vi var ude og til 3-4 forskellige partiledere og sperge. Og det bliver
bare, altsa, et er at du ved, hvilket svar du far. Det kan nogen gange veere fint nok, men nar
du ikke har noget konkret at spgrge ud fra, sa bliver det utroligt sveert at skrive en artikel ud
fra det. Altsa man kan selvfglgelig lave det som en eller anden form for eksperiment, men
rent faktisk at fa et produkt ud af det, ville jeg have sveert ved at se.
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Speaker 1: [00:11:32] Hvad med i forhold til lzeserne? Altsa er der noget... Jeg vil prgve at
omformulere... Selvfglgelig er der altid lzesernes interesse i det ogsa - Men hvor hgijt
rangerer den her historie i forhold til til til lseserne? Er det en interessant historie at skrive?
Ikke bare som journalist, men ogsa i forhold til at det er en forretning?

Speaker 2: [00:11:50] Ja, det vil jeg sige. Altsa, det kommer selvfglgelig an pa, hvordan den
bliver turneret, men jeg er sikker pa her pa BT eller TV2 eller Ekstrabladet, vil man altsa ret
nemt kunne fa den kgrt spaendstigt op. Men det er jo igen problemet ligesom at lave de
koblinger dér, fordi at man skal vaere utrolig altsa.. de mennesker der laver partistatte er jo
ogsa ofte ret ressourcestaerke personer. Jeg tror for eksempel at der var noget med Mezersk
for nogle ar siden mener jeg nok, hvor at de var kommet med noget partistotte, da det var
kommet frem - Jeg kan ikke huske praecis, hvordan det var kommet frem - og sa havde de jo
sa faet nogle ret gunstige skatteforhold i Tyra feltet. Og selv dér, hvor det er sa abenlyst, at
der kan ligesom veere en konflikt, sa bliver de jo stadig skrevet meget, meget forsigtigt, fordi
der er sa meget med injurielovgivningen og sadam noget, som alt sammen er godt, men det
gar ogsa, at det er sveert ligesom at kode det sammen. Men jeg tror generelt, sé er
politikere, der bare far penge, altid interessant. Ja, altsa det er ligesom det er ogsa
interessant, nar der er... @hm, en fest i Kolding Byrad og de bruger 1500 kroner per neese,
selv om de kun ma bruge 500. Altsa, sa det er jo ikke altid belgbet det handler om, men
mere - Hvem er personerne og ma de, eller ma de ikke? Og det er jo her problemet er fordi
reglerne er skruet sammen sadan, sa det ma de egentlig godt. Jeg kan ikke huske, om de
blev lavet om efter Britt Bager, men der var jo ikke noget ulovligt i det, der egenlig blev gjort,
altsa det var ikke til - Det var ikke hensigten med loven, at man skulle ggre det, men det
gjorde man sa alligevel.

Speaker 1: [00:13:37] Det var faktisk det, jeg havde af spgrgsmal. Er der noget du kunne
teenke dig at tilfgje til sidst?

Speaker 2: [00:13:41] Nej, ikke rigtig. Jeg synes, du skulle tage at tage fat i. Frihedsbrevet?
fordi de jo rent faktisk havde held med at gare det. Og pa en utraditionel made. Det er nok
de mest relevante at tale med, synes jeg.

Speaker 1: [00:13:57] Jeg vil i hvert fald tage det i mente. Det kunne sagtens veere. Tusind
tak skal du have. Jeg haber, at du -- og jeg stopper lige recording her....

English translated version:
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Speaker 1: August Merved

Speaker 2: Journalist B

Speaker1: [00:00:03] That should be.
Speaker2: [00:00:04] There you go.

Speaker1: [00:00:05] Great! You've written about this topic before. But I'd still like to hear
what you think about having to cover a topic like this with party funding. How important is it?

Speaker2: [00:00:18] Well, | think it's really important for the democratic process and is
probably the most important story you can do before an election. But at the same time,
they're also some of the hardest to do, because the sources you need to do them all have an
interest in not having these rules changed. So, often in journalism and politics, the sources
are political opponents, and that's a big part of the work, weighing up why someone is
coming up with this story now. That is, if it's not something you yourself have thought of
seeking access to documents. But in this case, you're in a bit of a bind. In the same way as
having to change the pension rules for politicians, where it is also almost only Enhedslisten
you can get hold of. And they all know ... Well, if there are 3-4 big scandals like this in a row,
then they will have to change these rules, even though none of them really have an interest
in it. There you can see it. | actually think it's almost only the Enhedslisten that can't go to
this, and have tried to make a change in the law afterward, which hasn't come to anything -
as far as | know. And the way this story came about, and which actually managed to create
somewhat of an agenda in the election - well, it's also through unconventional journalistic
methods. | don't know if you can call it "undercover", but sending someone with a false
proposal and then getting them to jump in that way. And | think that's fortunately very good,
and it's not a story that anyone has had an interest in coming out.

Speaker 1: [00:02:00] In my research, | have made a quantitative analysis of how it was
covered in relation to Qatar and Seren Pape. We're talking primarily about the 2022 election
period. Qatar was covered-- and it's not the soccer aspect. It is purely political, 170 times by
the seven largest media in Denmark. Sgren Pape He was--.

Speaker 2: [00:02:22] So, in what context would Qatar be covered?

Speaker 1: [00:02:25] In connection with whether the DBU should strike, or how the DBU
should relate to how the Danish politicians--.

Speaker 2: [00:02:34] But it's well - It's in terms of football. Well, | think.

Speaker 1: [00:02:38] Yes, | just wasn't thinking in terms of the sports aspect. My research
has nothing to do with whether it will be Messi's last World Cup or how Ronaldo's shape is.
So it's more the societal aspect of it. So in relation to Seren Pape. He was covered 90 times
in connection with his shitty cases. | can send it to you if you're curious about the different
parameters I've selected.
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Speaker 2: [00:02:57] No, | followed that coverage myself, and | also did an interview with
him about it.

Speaker 1: [00:03:02] Exactly. And then | was able to read that this - this party support. It
was covered 18 times.

Speaker 2: [00:03:08] Yes.

Speaker 1: [00:03:09] In 2019 it was only covered once in the term that was there. So |
would like to ask you: Why do you think there is such a big difference between these - what
should | say? - Political controversies in terms of something being covered a lot and
something being covered a lot less - I'm thinking specifically about party funding.

Speaker 2: [00:03:28] Well, | think there's definitely an element of how-- | mean, what kind of
work needs to be done. | myself had a news story of party funding that we had to put down
because we simply couldn't get the relevant sources and simply couldn't dig it up because
it's so much-- | mean, it's a closed segment and there are so few people who have an
interest in it coming forth. So even though you might get a politician who wants to talk about
it, you still need some solid evidence to be able to talk about it. And if you want to do an
anonymous article, then | would say most such respected media would say that there should
be 3, 4 very credible anonymous sources before you write something about it. Because |
think that if you ask the journalistic... In the political editorial offices, the interest will be
almost higher to do that kind of stories than to do the Sgren Pape stories. So if you compare
it to the party support story, for example, you would also be interested in this story at
Berlingske and at Politiken and at Information. So, these are some really cool stories to do
as a journalist, also for your own career. But they are just incredibly difficult to do. And then
you also have the element called reader interest, and how difficult it is to explain. | think the
reason why the Frihedsbrevet story ... got so much air under its wings, and it did. It took the
agenda for like 2 days, when all the media were out doing interviews on it. | think we did 3-4
interviews on it or something like that. | got hold of the different parties, but that's because
it's something that's so easy to understand. So the video with Dinesen calling around and
saying that he would like to give 50,000 DKK.

Speaker 2: [00:05:14] But there are these rules here. How do we get around that? It's
something everyone can understand when they see it. But Segren Pape, it's just-- Well, it's
sensational that he has been cheated by a man he apparently loves. So it's incredible. |
mean, it's incredibly interesting on such a level of identification for the reader. And it also
makes the other media jump on it, because it creates the agenda, and then it jumps into
another discussion about... Well, like this. When you're a candidate for prime minister, the
voters are also looking at something else. Because it's very much about. Is it someone you
trust? Is it someone you could have a beer with? And that's why it might be a bit unfair, but
that's why it's also relevant if you want a man to run the country who can be cheated on so
badly by a spouse. And then Qatar - It goes without saying because there is so much
attention on the national team. Christian Eriksen had collapsed at that time, so before that in
the summer? And there was already a lot about the national team. So when you do these
side angles here, they can, like, ride the wave of interest in football, and that's also why | see
it as a kind of football story. It's just a variation of them. Because the people who read a story
about DBU and Qatar, for example, are not necessarily the readers who normally read a
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political article. They might be the ones who read a sports article, but then choose to read a
political article because it has a sub-topic called "football".

Speaker 1: [00:06:49] You can correct me if this is not right, but | could understand from you
before that it was quite an interesting story to write as a journalist. This story about the party
support rules here?

Speaker 2: [00:06:57] Yes, absolutely.

Speaker 1: [00:06:59] Are there any constraints in your daily life - both personal and editorial
- that prevent you from doing more of these stories, if they are important, as you say?

Speaker 2: [00:07:10] Yes, well, the legislation does, because the legislation is put together
in a way where when it's over 20,000 DKK, you can't ... Then you can't see it, you can just
see it's over 20,000 DKK. And that level of information is too low to be interesting. um, and
there's no way to get access to it. So, the only thing you have to -- well, the only way you can
find out is to know that there is someone involved who is talking about it. And that's where it
gets difficult because when it's a practice that is so broad and so important in relation to
political work, i.e. actually collecting money to run an election campaign, it's not something
you want to bring up because you're harming others. This is also why something like an
amendment to the Freedom of Information Act is incredibly difficult to get through because it
will usually be the parties in power, the parties in power, in this case, it would certainly be the
Liberal Party, the Social Democratic Party, and the Conservative Party, which are often the
largest parties. But they are all thinking that they want to be in power next election. So if they
are involved in making a legislative change that makes it easier to look at their hidden cards.
That is, to look their opponents in the cards, then it is they who will be the ones with the shit
next time. And that's also why you see-- | think the Freedom of Information Act was passed
with the Liberal Party as well. So it's very rare that you see such a broad settlement in that
way, which really should be straightforward when it comes to access to public information.

Speaker 1: [00:08:45] Do you think the topic is covered enough?

Speaker 2: [00:08:51] No, | would like to see more of it, but | think there are attempts to
cover it. | mean, as soon as you have something because it's a good story. But I'm also glad
that we have some journalistic principles that mean that we don't publish a story based on
one anonymous source, for example. And | thought Politiken's series on Britt Bager, which
was called the Britt Bager-trick, was incredibly interesting. Wasn't it? They also did a book
about it afterward. But again, you have to remember that journalism is also a business, and
you're probably never going to make money on an investigative journalist editorial board.
Maybe you can in a political newsroom, but you have to look at how many resources in
terms of time you put into a story, which you then have to put down. Especially if it's during
an election, where resources are often very scarce. So if you set some people to sit and
investigate it for a week, and nothing comes out of it, then you have a pretty big problem,
because then suddenly some of the others have an agenda-setting story.

Speaker 1: [00:09:59] | have spoken to other journalists besides you who have said
something similar in terms of it being a difficult story to dig up on your own and requiring a lot
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of resources. But | have still heard from Roger Buch, the media researcher, whom had an
idea for it and said: he wondered why there were not more journalists there-- When
politicians are so willing to stand up for this and that during an election campaign- So right
after the interview if what the politicians want to talk about was finished, then not just asked:
"by the way, how come you do not publish your party donations-- private party donations?" A
bit like what happened at the press conference - | think it was Venstre and Konservative,
where it was twisted by the journalists towards the Sam-sam case. So | would also like to
ask you about that: Why don't you as a journalist just do that, now that you have a politician
on the phone?

Speaker 2: [00:10:52] Well, you could say that. Well, you actually have a litmus test for that.
Because the news story from Frihedsbrevet meant that that's what happened. | know that we
went out to 3-4 different party leaders and asked questions. And it's just, well, you know
what answer you're going to get. That can sometimes be fine, but when you don't have
anything concrete to ask, it becomes incredibly difficult to write an article based on that. So
you can of course do it as some kind of experiment, but actually getting a product out of it, |
would have a hard time seeing.

Speaker 1: [00:11:32] What about in relation to the readers? | mean, is there anything... I'll
try to rephrase... Of course, there's always the readers' interest in it as well - but how high
does this story rank in relation to the readers? Is it an interesting story to write? Not just as a
journalist, but also in terms of it being a business?

Speaker 2: [00:11:50] Yes, | would say so. Well, of course, it depends on how it is toured,
but I'm sure here at BT or TV2 or Ekstrabladet, you will quite easily be able to make it
exciting. But that's the problem again, like making the links there, because you have to be
incredibly ... the people who make party support are often quite resourceful people. | think,
for example, there was something with Maersk a few years ago, | think, where they had
come up with some party support when it had come to light - | can't remember exactly how it
had come to light - and then they had received some quite favorable tax conditions in the
Tyra field. And even where it is so obvious that there may be a conflict, they are still written
very, very carefully, because there is so much with libel laws and so on, which is all good, but
it also makes it difficult to sort of code it together. But | think in general, politicians who just
get money are always interesting. Yes, well, it's like it's also interesting when there's... Um, a
party in Kolding City Council and they spend 1500 kroner per nose, even though they're only
allowed to spend 500. So, it's not always the amount that matters, but more - Who are the
people, and can they or can't they? And this is where the problem is because the rules are
set up in such a way that they are actually allowed to do so. | can't remember if they were
changed after Britt Bager, but there was nothing illegal in what was actually done, so it
wasn't for - It wasn't the intention of the law that they should do it, but they did it anyway.

Speaker 1: [00:13:37] That's actually what | had of questions. Is there anything you would
like to add at the end?

Speaker 2: [00:13:41] No, not really. | think you should take to address Frihedsbrevet

because they actually succeeded in doing that. And in an unconventional way. They are
probably the most relevant to talk to, I think.
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Speaker 1: [00:13:57] | would certainly take that into account. It could very well be. Thank
you very much indeed. | hope that you -- and I'll just stop recording here...

Journalist C, Politiken. Date of interview,
24-03-2023. Conducted via Zoom

Speaker 1: August Merved
Speaker 2: Journalist C

Danish original version:

00:00:00 - Speaker 1

Sende citater til mig.

00:00:02 - Speaker 2

Det kan du tro.

00:00:03 - Speaker 1

Nu har jeg lige faet Sadan en "recording in progress."
00:00:06 - Speaker 2

Det er mig, som har sat den pa.

00:00:07 - Speaker 1

Sa ser jeg lige....Godt. Hvis du bare sender citater efterfalgende, sa kan vi, sa kan jeg lige
se pa det, ikke?En lille guide i forhold til - du skal selvfglgelig bare sparge lgs, men hvis du --
Jeg er jo journalist, sa hvis du spgrger meget til min holdning til noget, sa der far du nok ikke
sa mange svar, fordi Jeg har jo ikke holdninger til noget i princippet, men Jeg vil gerne svare
pa mange faktuelle spgrgsmal og altséa Jeg vil ogsa godt pragve at give et bud, men Jeg har
nok ikke SadanHoldninger til, hvorfor politikere er som de er og Sadan nogle ting, og at jeg
selv synes noget at skandalgst, fordi jeg prgver ligesom at lade journalistikken tale for sig
selv og ikke have en masse holdninger til, hvorfor andre ggr som de gar, ikke.Bare til din til
din til din spgrgeguide.

00:00:58 - Speaker 2

Det giver god mening. Tak jeg praver at lave det sa jeg praver at lave det sa neutralt som
muligt i forhold til at kun og sp@rge ind til journalistikken selv, sa Jeg vil faktisk gerne have
din personlige mening, men kun om dine egne arbejdsvilkar i den forstand.Vi far se
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00:01:10 - Speaker 1
Jeg siger noget, hvis jeg siger det bliver for holdnings agtigt.
00:01:15 - Speaker 2

Perfekt det er en aftale, men jeg kunne godt teenke mig at here det om hvordan du synes at
den her non transparens den bgr deekkes af journalister i Danmark?

00:01:27 - Speaker 1

Jeg synes Det er et rigtig, rigtig vigtigt emne, og Det er fordi at | min optik er det jo Sadan en
grundpille i Vores demokrati, at vaelgerne kan fa indsigt i hvilke relationer Vores politikere har
til eventuelle donorer. Og Der er penge og skonomi jo en en vigtig faktor, for Der er lavet
meget forskning seerligt i udlandet, | USA og andre lande, som som viser at at det betyder
noget, hvis en politiker modtager en donation fra en En virksomhed eller en forening eller en
privatperson eller en anden form for interesse, fordi det simpelthen skaber - det giver
adgang til politikerne. Det ser vi i forskningen, at hvis for eksempel en politiker har 10
ubesvarede opkald, og de kan se, at 9 af dem kender de ikke, men en af dem har de
opbygget en relation til alene pa grund af for eksempel en donation. Jamen, sa vil vil vil man
ofte maske ringe farst til den man man man har en relation til, og Der er penge en del af
det.Det giver simpelthen grenlyd, eller Det kan give grenlyd og adgang og og give penge til
en politiker og og.

00:02:41 - Speaker 1
Og derfor synes jeg, at Det er, Det er vigtigt at at belyse.
00:02:46 - Speaker 2

Hvad med i forhold til at belyse det under valgkampe? Min tese var jo, at Det er her, at de
her penge, som bliver doneret jo, bliver brugt i store traek, og der hvor de er allervigtigst
brugt, sa at sige.Hvor vigtigt er det art det Skal daekkes det her -1 forhold til alle mulige andre
perioder?

00:03:07 - Speaker 1

Ja, det Der er udfordringen ved at daekke det under en valgkamp Det er det utroligt lidt du
kan fa frem under en valgkamp. Vi har jo nogle regler i Danmark, som ger, at du faktisk ofte
forst Halvandet ar efter en valgkamp maske nogle gange op til 2 ar kan fa fa indsigt | sterre
donationer. Og Det er fordi at Vores partistatteregler og regnskabsregler er skruet sammen
som de er.Og det betyder, at de enkelte partier og lokalafdelinger ikke behgver at indberette
belgb over de her 20.000 kroner, som bliver opskaleret hvert ar indekseret hvert ar til
myndighederne fgr en rum tid efter valget. Det vil sige, Vi har jo ikke et system i Danmark,
hvor veelgerne kan ga ind og seHvilken statte Politikerne pa stemmesedlen far, inden
veelgerne skal seette deres kryds.

00:03:57 - Speaker 1

Der gar lang tid, fgr vi kan fa de oplysninger, som stadig er en ret begreenset maengde
oplysninger. Men trods alt fa de oplysninger, Der er tilgaengelige.

00:04:08 - Speaker 2
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Jeg har i mine undersggelser prgvet at sammenligne daekningen med nogle andre emner,
der har veeret oppe under valgkampen. Jeg har taget de seneste 2 - den i 2022 og den i
2019. 12019, Ud fra de s@geparametre Jeg har lavet, der kunne jeg finde én artikel fra
Jyllands-Posten om det her under valgkampen.Under seneste folketingsvalg, der var 19.
Sterstedelen af dem var i forbindelse med Frihedsbrevet, der lavede de her afslgringer.

00:04:37 - Speaker 2

Kontra det s& var der i 2022 170 artikler om de politiske skandaler omkring VM i Qatar. Der
var 90 artikler om Sgren Pape og hans turbulente periode, der.Sa i 2019 sa var der over 100
artikler om Rasmus Paludan og stram kurs derlkke engang endte med at komme ind i
Folketinget. Hvordan kan det vaere, Tror du, at Der er sa stor forskel pa pa deekningsgraden
af de her historier?Som jo i og for sig kan kategoriseres som en form for skandale, men Der
er nogen, der far mere medietid end andre.

00:05:15 - Speaker 1

Jamen Der er nok flere forhold, der ggr sig gaeldende der, ikke. For det farste er der jo nok
noget med nogle perioder, som er forskellige, Ikke. En valgkamp er en afgraenset periode pa
x antal uger. Hvor for eksempel ved, VM i Qatar er der blevet skrevet om i maske et ar, men
lad det nu ligge. Det handler jo om, at Det er ud fra de oplysninger, Vi har i Danmark pa
grund af de relative--Den, nogen vil mene manglende transparens, Vi har omkring reglerne,
Det er ret, sa er det meget meget svaert at pavise at finde altsa og og virkeligheden at lave
historier om partistgtte under en valgkamp.

00:05:49 - Speaker 1

Som jeg var inde pa far, sa er der -Altsa de eneste oplysninger, der i princippet kan indikere
noget omkring partistgtte eller gkonomisk statte til politikere under en valgkamp, Det er jo
det, vi som almindelige borgere og journalister kan se med det blotte gje, det vil sige antallet
af valgplakater, reklamer og sa videre. Men men vi kan jo ikke-- politikerne er jo ikke --- skal
jo ikke indberette under en valgkamp.Sa vi kan vi, vi, og hvis vi stillede spgrgsmal under en
valgkamp for eksempel til en politiker om, hvor mange penge, de de far og bruger, sa er det
helt op til dem, selv om de vil oplyse dem. Og Det er de feerreste, Der er underUnder en
valgkamp vil oplyse, hvem de far penge af. Jeg lavede engang
enSpgrgeskemaundersggelseDet er mange ar siden.

00:06:39 - Speaker 1

| forbindelse med et folketingsvalg, hvor vi spurgte alle folketingskandidater, om de havde
lyst til at oplyse det, fordi Det er jo helt frivilligt og og der var alle dem, der naesten ikke fik
noget, De ville Sadan set gerne oplyse det, men naesten alle de starre eller... Sddan mest
garvede politikere og mange af dem, som som fik starre belgb, De var meget
tilbageholdende med at give oplysninger om, hvem de fik statte fra, s& Det er utroligt svaert
at pavise andet end med ens egne observationer, hvem der far mange penge.Og i @vrigt kan
man jo heller ikke leegge til grund at dem, der annoncerer meget, Ikke har pengene fra deres
egen partikasse og sa videre, sa sa derfor kraever det jo, at man gar ind og laver
undersggende journalistikUnder en valgkamp pa fa pa fa uger, sa Det er Det er sveert. Det er
sveere vilkar.

00:07:32 - Speaker 2
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Kan en forklaring ogsa veere, at Det er noget som laeserne simpelthen ikke gar nok op i
kontra nogle af de andre historier der bliver naevnt, altsa indenfor et -- hvad skal man sige -
journalistisk prioriteringstidsperspektiv?

00:07:45 - Speaker 1

Jamen Det er et godt spargsmal. Altsa min erfaring er nar vi skriver om de her sager sa er
der ret bred interesse for det.Men selvfglgelig ikke... Jeg kan huske Transparency
International, som er en interesseorganisation pa det her omrade. Deres formand var
engang ude og sige, "jamen partistattereglerne bliver jo nok ikke a&ndret, med mindre Der er
nogen der bliver... Der bliver sa stor folkelig opbakning til at folk laver demonstrationer" og sa
videre, fordi fordi interessen blandt de etablerede politiske partier er ikke sa store for at
andre reglerne, sa Der er interesse for det. Men Det er jo nok ikke noget som...

00:08:21 - Speaker 1

Jamen jeg skal ikke kunne sige hvorfor. Jeg kan ikke. Jeg har ikke aldrig lavet Sadan
meningsmalinger omkring, hvor stor interessen fra den almindelige borger er til at aendre
partistattereglerne.Jeg tror sa ogsa Det er de feerreste der faktisk ved hvordan reglerne er er
indrettet, og Det er maske det vigtigste argument.

00:08:42 - Speaker 2

Synes du den daekning Der er det lige i gjeblikket er den? Hvad skal man sige stor
nok?Ifglge dig?

00:08:52 - Speaker 1

Altsa Jeg har Jeg har i mange arinteresseret. mig pa det her felt, og Jeg har nok ogsa altid
undret mig, at der ikke var flere der...Der er interesseret sig for de her for de her...den her
type historie.Og Det har egentlig altid undret mig, og Jeg har nogle gange falt at...

00:09:12 - Speaker 1

Jeg har. Jeg har altid undret mig over der ikke er flere journalister der kastede sig over det
her felt. Men Jeg tror ogsa, det handler om, at man jo.Altsa Det er jo ikke Det er jo ikke
et.Hvordan skal Man formulere det.

00:09:30 - Speaker 1

Altsa, det kreever jo det det vil.Jeg skal lige. Jeg skal lige veje mine ord her.Jeg tror maske
bare skal formulere pa den made far.Fordi Jeg synes, Det er ret rigtig vigtigt omrade, netop
som vi snakkede om i starten at det... Det er vigtigt omrade for Vores demokrati. Det er Det
er ting der flugter med mange danskeres generelle demokratiopfattelse, at der skal veere
transparens. Vi ligger meget hgjt pa pa almindelige Sddan nogle vurderinger af af korruption
og sa videre og, og derfor er det jo ret vigtigt, at vi sa ogsa har fokus pa netop det her
omrade. Ikke mindst fordi at nar netop Sadan nogle mellemstatslige organisationer som
GRECO, altsa EuroparadetsVagthund nar det gaelder korruption, roser jo Danmark i hgje
toner som som regel, men der har de sidste 10-15 ar veeret hard kritik af Vores
partistatteregler. Sa er det jo lige netop pa det her omrade, at de mener, at Vi har et problem
i Danmark, og derfor har det nok ogsa undret mig, at der ikke er flere journalister, der har.

00:10:37 - Speaker 1
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Der har interesseret sig for det her felt. Men, men men en gang imellem bliver der jo lavet
rigtig gode historier, for eksempel Frihedsbrevet. Ting, som du ogsa nasvner, var jo et
eksempel pa nogen, der havde sat sig for at ville prave at lave en anden form for eller lave
en form for undersggende journalistik om det her. Sa sa det, det gleeder mig hver gang jeg
ser at Der er andre, der gar ind i det.

00:10:57 - Speaker 2

De folk jeg ellers har snakket med om emnet... Der er snakket om hvorfor det ikke er blevet
daekket sd meget, at Jeg tror maske ogsa selv var lidt inde pa det i forhold til det er meget
undersggende journalistik, Og Det er i forbindelse med en valgkamp, sa er der ikke lige sa
meget fokus pa den slags.Jeg havde selv hgrt atNar politikere nu er sa velvillige til at stille
op til alle mulige ting i en valgkamp, fordi de gerne vil have eksponering,Hvorfor man sa for
eksempel ikke stiller et spargsmal efter hvert interview, siger "nu har vi snakket om det du
gerne vil snakke om. Hvordan kan det egentlig veere, at i ikke fremlaegger jeres
partiregnskaber?" Og sa kan man sige, Det er maske ikke preemissen for interviewet, men
som vi ogsa sa med med pressemgdet med Venstre og Konservative under den seneste
valgkamp, hvor der blev snakket om alt muligt andet end det, som oppositionen gerne vil
snakke om.

00:11:43 - Speaker 2

Altsa Det er jo muligt, sa sa hvorfor tror du ikke at Der er flere der tager teten, fordi Det er jo i
og for sig ikke undersggende journalistik. Det er jo et ,hvad skal man sige, konkret
interviewspgrgsmal til til ja til efter interviewet er faerdigt?

00:11:57 - Speaker 1

Jamen Det er jo en glimrende ide. Det synes Jeg er en glimrende idé at at man i forbindelse
med valgkampen lige spgrger Sadan helt ufarligt. "na, vil du egentlig -- Vil du forteelle, hvem
du far stette af | din valgkamp?"Der er nok flere ting at bemaerke til det. Jeg har nogle gange
gjort det faktisk i en i en valgkamp og og Der er Sadan nogle ret Sddan nogle standard
formuleringer og ogsa made at bygge deres valgkampsmaskiner op pa, som gar igen for
rigtig mange politikere. Det ene er, at hver gang du ofte spgrger en politiker om om Sadan
noget her, sa vil de sige "Det har jeg ikke noget at ggre med. Det er minLokale
partiforeningens formand eller kasserer i lokalforeningen, der star for det, Jeg har intet med
penge at gare, sa det ma du spgrge dem om."Sadan har det ofte vaeret, nar Vi har lavet
kritiske historier, sa er det, skal man igennem den reekkefalge.

00:12:45 - Speaker 1

Det vi.Det var bare det det vi bare kan se. Det er at oftest er det ikke helt korrekt, fordi det
fungerer ofte Sadan, sa Det er politikeren selv der star for selve fundraisingen. Det er meget
sjaeldent at der bliver givet Sadan store belgb uden at politikerne selv er opmaerksomme pa
det. Men det Der er rigtigt nok, Det er de jo er jo sa overlader kan man sigeOverblikket - eller
de Sadan de formelle - den formelle handtering af pengene til deres. enten deres kampagne,
en kampagnemedarbejder og deres kampagnechef eller typisk lokalformanden i den kreds,
hvor de stiller op, og sa Der er Sadan en, de forsager at holde sig lidt armslaengde, sa Der
er Sadan en fortaelling om, at de pa ingen made har noget med penge at gare, og derfor far
man meget sjeeldent politikere til at stille spgrgsmal eller til at svare pa spergsmalet om det.

00:13:34 - Speaker 1
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Det er den ene ting. Den anden ting er, at jeg kunne godt forestille mig, at Der er nogle
journalister, som maske-Eller at Der er nogen der ikke vil sparge til det, fordi de ikke har lyst
til -- at det kan lyde inkriminerenderende at stille spgrgsmalet. Altsa at Der er en lille smule
tabu omkring penge i politik i Danmark. Vi ved alle sammen, at Der er langt de fleste og
starste mest kendte politikere far Sadan. Relativt-far i hvert fald belgb til deres valgkamp,
men Der er stadig en lille smule tabu i at tale om det, og Det kan jo maske blandt andet
haenge sammen med den graense Vi har for partistgttereglerne eller i partistgttereglerne For
hvornar er et stort belgb og hvornar er det belgb, man skal tale om. Og og normailt
henholder politikerne sig til "jamen Jeg falger alle regler." Det er det som de ofte svarer, hvis
man stiller spargsmalet, og det vil sa sige, at de sa...

00:14:26 - Speaker 1

Men ikke, men vil du sa selv sige hvor mange penge du far? Sa vil de typisk sige."Det skal
du snakke med med min lokale formand om og i @vrigt, men vi fglger alle regler" og alle
regler betyder, at s& kan man halvandet ar efter fa indsigt i dem, der matte give over 20.000
kroner til deres valgkamp. Men du kan ikke ngdvendigvis, du har ikke krav pa at fa noget at
vide, hvis du for eksempel stiller spgrgsmal under en valgkamp. Sa og Det er jo nok det
tredje, reglerne tilsiger ikke, eller de kraever ikke, at en politiker skal veere aben omkring sine
bidrag under en valgkamp.

00:15:02 - Speaker 1

De kreever kun, at de skal vaere abent om starre belgb lang tid efter en valgkamp.Og der var
de for langt de fleste politikere, der har henholdt sig til. Jamen, jeg falger reglerne"

00:15:12 - Speaker 2

Sa for ligesom at maske at seette det lidt pa spidsen vil man kunne sige, at grunden til at det
maske ikke bliver deekket s meget er ogsa fordi Der er en stor form for gatekeeping. Og Det
er simpelthen en sveer historie at lave pa grund af de her politiske - Hvad skal man sige-
Mure, der bliver lavet mellem interview og svar?kan man forsta det Sadan?

00:15:35 - Speaker 1

Det er i hvert fald sveert. Det er sveert at lave journalistik pa det, og derfor kraever det jo
0gsa, og det kraever ofte, at Det er undersggende journalistik, man laver.Og pa den made er
det jo og sa undersagende journalistik tager jo tid, og Det er derfor de oftest de bedste
historier bliver lavet mellem valgkampene, fordi det tager tid.Og der kan ogsa veere nogen
der mener, at man ligesom i en valgkamp skal afholde sig fra, at Saddan lancere store
undersggende historier om enkelte politiker, fordi Det kan se ud som om, at de lige er timet,
selvom de ma ikke ngdvendigvis matte veere det, sa er de maske timet til at leegge i en
valgkamp.Og derfor bliver daekning af valgkampe tit Sddan mere generisk om temaer og
debatter og sa videre.

00:16:16 - Speaker 1

Jeg har veeret pa flere forskellige dagblade i Danmark. Jeg kan huske fra alle valgkampene.
Der har altid veeret Sddan en debat - kan man - hvis man sa har en afslgring om en politiker,
kan man sa egentlig tillade sig at publicere den i en valgkamp, fordi Det kan --, selvom det
ikke er tilfeeldet, sa ville det kunne se ud som om, at den var timet og eller gemt som Sadan
en bombe, der sa blev smidt i en valgkamp. Ikke det det Det kan veere medvirkende til, at
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man. At man ikke ngdvendigvis ser s& meget undersggende journalistik blive publiceret i
valgkampen, men at det kommer mellem valgene.

00:16:45 - Speaker 2

Og undskyld hvorfor? Hvorfor er det man ikke vil smide Sadan en bombe sa at sige i en
valgkamp?

00:16:52 - Speaker 1

Na men jeg siger bare Det kan. - Det er en overvejelse. Det kan veere en overvejelse. Jeg
siger ikke, at det ikke sker der bliver, at der bliver jo lavet undersggende journalistik under en
valgkamp. Det er bare:Punkt et, det tager tid og tit ved du jo ikke nadvendigvis lige, hvornar
valget kommer. Det er jo, Det er jo statsministerens opgave at udskrive det, man kan have
en fornemmelse, man ved, hvornar det kommer.

00:17:16 - Speaker 1

Men, men Der er jeg siger bare Der er. Jeg har da vaeret med til mange samtaler og
overvejelser om, men... Det er ngdvendigvis ikke at man ikke ggr det. Men er det
ngdvendigvis en god ide?At kan det se ud som om, at man at man smider at det bliver et
personangreb, hvis du laegger en persons sag i en valgkamp, selvom det maske ikke er det.

00:17:38 - Speaker 1

Men Jeg tror farst og fremmest det handler om, at det tager tid at lave den her type
journalistik. Det kraever indsigt i reglerne. Det kraever indsigt i, hvordan hele systemet er
skruet sammen, og Det er er min erfaring gennem de her ar er det Det er der ikke sa mange
selv selv mange politikere har ikke engang Sadan fuldsteendig styr pa, hvordan reglerne
fungerer.

00:18:02 - Speaker 2

Fedt jeg kigger lige mine noter igennem for at se om der var mere jeg godt kunne taenke mig
at hare.Nej, Jeg synes egentlig, Vi er kommet meget godt rundt.Du ved super meget om
emnet s& det Det var super fedt. Har du noget du selv vil tilfgje til sidst som du taenker det
kunne egentlig veere godt at fa sendt afsted?

00:18:25 - Speaker 1

Nej, det tror jeg ikke. Det vigtigste er bare, at du fgler du far svar pa dine spgrgsmal.
00:18:29 - Speaker 2

Ellers er det muligt, jeg kontakter dig igen, hvis der var noget jeg lige ko m i tanke om?
00:18:33 - Speaker 1

Selvfglgelig. Selvfelgelig. Det lyder som et speendende, spaendende emne du har gang i
fordi altsa du har jo fuldstaendig ret at Der er. Det har ogsa veeret slaende for mig atDer ikke
har veeret flere journalister, der har deekket det her.Men Det er ogsa.

00:18:48 - Speaker 1

Et sveert felt nogle gange, fordi Der er Det er sa sveert at tilga information om det, ikke?
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00:18:53 - Speaker 2

Og Det er jo det, jeg godt kunne taenke mig svar pa. Hvorfor blev det ikke daekket mere? Og
der kan veere mange kedelige grunde, men Det er i hvert fald vigtigt at belyse , fordi Der er
en undren, og Det er det jeg godt kunne taenke mig at svare pa.

00:19:02 - Speaker 1

Jeg haber duBare tilfreds med mine svar, sa ellers ma du vende tilbage. Haber du kunne
bruge det.

00:19:07 - Speaker 2

Jeg sender dig den her lille formular som skal underskrives. Du kan skrive under den PDF.
Du kan ogsa printe den ud og tage et billede af den, men den skal i hvert fald
underskrives.Pa den ene pa den made, for ellers kan jeg ikke bruge de ting, Vi har snakket
om.

00:19:22 - Speaker 1

Det er Det er en aftale og held og Ilykke med arbejdet.
00:19:25 - Speaker 2

Tak for det 1000 tak for hjeelpen.

English translated version:

Speaker 1: August Merved

Speaker 2: Journalist C

00:00:00 - Speaker 1

Send me quotes.

00:00:02 - Speaker 2

You betcha.

00:00:03 - Speaker 1

Now I've just got one of those "recording in progress."
00:00:06 - Speaker 2

I'm the one who put it on.
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00:00:07 - Speaker 1

I'll just see.... Good. If you just send quotes afterwards, then we can, | can have a look at
that, right? A little guide in relation to - you should of course just ask away, but if you -- I'm a
journalist, so if you ask a lot about my opinion on something, you probably won't get many
answers, because | don't have opinions on anything in principle, but | would like to answer
any factual questions and | would also like to try to make an offer, but | probably don't have
such opinions about why politicians are the way they are and things like that, and that |
myself think something is scandalous because | try to let journalism speak for itself and not
have a lot of opinions about why others do what they do, right. Just to your to your to your to
your to your question guide.

00:00:58 - Speaker 2

That makes a lot of sense. Thank you, I'm trying to make it as neutral as possible in terms of
just asking about journalism itself, so I'd actually like to get your personal opinion, but only
about your own working conditions in that sense.We'll see

00:01:10 - Speaker 1
I'll say something if | say it's getting too attitudinal.
00:01:15 - Speaker 2

Perfect, it's a deal, but | would like to hear how you think this non-transparency should be
covered by journalists in Denmark?

00:01:27 - Speaker 1

| think it's a really, really important topic, and that's because in my view it's such a
cornerstone of our democracy that voters can gain insight into the relationships our
politicians have with potential donors. And money and finances are an important factor,
because a lot of research has been done, especially abroad, in the United States and other
countries, which shows that it matters if a politician receives a donation from a company or
an association or a private individual or some other kind of interest, because it simply
creates - it gives access to the politicians. We see in the research that if, for example, a
politician has 10 missed calls and they can see that 9 of them they don't know, but one of
them they have built a relationship with just because of a donation, for example. Well, then
you might often want to call the person you have a relationship with first, and there's money
involved in that.lt simply resonates, or It can resonate and access and and give money to a
politician and and and.

00:02:41 - Speaker 1
And that's why | think it's, it's important to highlight.
00:02:46 - Speaker 2

What about in relation to highlighting it during election campaigns? My thesis was that this is
where the money that is donated is spent in general, and where it is most importantly used,
so to speak. How important is it to cover this - compared to all sorts of other periods?

00:03:07 - Speaker 1
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Yes, that's the challenge of covering it during an election campaign. It's incredibly little you
can bring out during an election campaign. We have some rules in Denmark that mean that
you can often only get insight into major donations one and a half years after an election
campaign, sometimes up to two years. And that's because our party support rules and
accounting rules are set up the way they are, which means that the individual parties and
local branches do not have to report amounts above this 20,000 kroner, which is scaled up
every year and indexed every year to the authorities until some time after the election. In
other words, we don't have a system in Denmark where voters can go in and see how much
support the politicians on the ballot paper receive before they have to mark their crosses.

00:03:57 - Speaker 1

It will be a long time before we can get that information, which is still a rather limited amount
of information. But still get the information that is available.

00:04:08 - Speaker 2

I've tried in my research to compare the coverage with some other issues that have come up
during the election campaign. | have taken the last 2 - the one in 2022 and the one in 2019.
In 2019, based on the search parameters | have made, | could find one article from
Jyllands-Posten about this during the election campaign. During the last parliamentary
election, there were 19. The maijority of them were in connection with Frihedsbrevet which
made these revelations.

00:04:37 - Speaker 2

In contrast, in 2022 there were 170 articles about the political scandals surrounding the
World Cup in Qatar. There were 90 articles about Sgren Pape and his turbulent period
there.Then in 2019, there were over 100 articles about Rasmus Paludan and "Stram Kurs",
which did not even end up entering the Danish Parliament. How is it, do you think, that there
is such a big difference in the degree of coverage of these stories? Which in and of itself can
be categorized as a kind of scandal, but there are some who get more media time than
others?

00:05:15 - Speaker 1

Well, there are probably several factors that apply there, right. First of all, there is probably
something about some periods that are different, right. An election campaign is a limited
period of x number of weeks. Where, for example, the World Cup in Qatar has been written
about for maybe a year, but let's leave that aside. The point is that it is based on the
information we have in Denmark because of the relative lack of transparency we have
around the rules, that's right, it is very, very difficult to demonstrate that and the reality of
making up stories about party funding during an election campaign.

00:05:49 - Speaker 1

As | mentioned before, the only information that can in principle indicate anything about party
funding or financial support for politicians during an election campaign is what we as
ordinary citizens and journalists can see with the naked eye, that is, the number of election
posters, advertisements and so on. But we can't---politicians are not---do not have to report
during an election campaign, so we can, we, we, and if we asked questions during an
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election campaign, for example, to a politician about how much money they get and spend,
then it is entirely up to them, even if they want to disclose it. And very few people during an
election campaign will disclose who they get money from. | once did a questionnaire survey
many years ago

00:06:39 - Speaker 1

In connection with a parliamentary election, where we asked all the parliamentary
candidates if they wanted to disclose it, because it's completely voluntary and and there
were all those who received almost nothing, they kind of wanted to disclose it, but almost all
the larger or... Such mostly seasoned politicians and many of those who received larger
amounts, They were very reluctant to provide information about who they received support
from, so It is incredibly difficult to demonstrate other than with your own observations, who
gets a lot of money. And besides, you can not assume that those who advertise a lot, Do not
have the money from their own party coffers and so on, so, therefore, it requires that you go
in and do investigative journalism during an election campaign in a few in a few weeks, so
It's It's difficult. These are difficult conditions.

00:07:32 - Speaker 2

Could an explanation also be that it's something that readers simply don't care enough about
compared to some of the other stories that are mentioned, that is, within a - how shall we
say - journalistic priority time perspective?

00:07:45 - Speaker 1

Well, that's a good question. | mean, my experience is that when we write about these
cases, there's quite a broad interest in it, but of course not... | remember Transparency
International, which is an interest organization in this area. Their chairman once said, "Well,
the party support rules will probably not be changed, unless someone becomes ... There will
be so much popular support for people doing demonstrations" and so on, because the
interest among the established political parties is not so great for changing the rules, so
there is interest in it. But it's probably not something that...

00:08:21 - Speaker 1

Well, | shouldn't be able to say why. | can't. | have never made such polls about how much
interest from the ordinary citizen is to change the party support rules. | also think that very
few people actually know how the rules are set up, and that is perhaps the most important
argument.

00:08:42 - Speaker 2

Do you think the coverage that is there at the moment is it? What should we say big
enough? According to you?

00:08:52 - Speaker 1

Well, I've been interested in this field for many years, and | guess I've always wondered why
there weren't more people...interested in these for these...this type of story. And I've always
wondered, and I've sometimes felt that...

00:09:12 - Speaker 1
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| have. I've always wondered why more journalists don't go into this field, but | think it's also
about the fact that it's not a. It's not a. How do you put it?

00:09:30 - Speaker 1

Well, it requires that it will. I'll just. I'll just weigh my words here. | think maybe | should just
formulate it that way before. Because | think it's quite an important area, just as we talked
about at the beginning that it ... It's an important area for our democracy. These are things
that are in line with many Danes' general perception of democracy, that there must be
transparency. We are very high on general such assessments of corruption and so on, and
therefore it is quite important that we also focus on this particular area. Not least because
when intergovernmental organizations such as GRECO, the Council of Europe's watchdog
when it comes to corruption, praise Denmark in high tones as a rule, but there has been
harsh criticism of our party support rules over the past 10-15 years. So it is precisely in this
area that they believe that we have a problem in Denmark, which is why | was surprised that
there are not more journalists who have

00:10:37 - Speaker 1

who have taken an interest in this field. But, but, but, but once in a while really good stories
are made, for example, Frihedsbrevet, which you also mention, was an example of someone
who had set out to try to do a different kind of or do a kind of investigative journalism about
this. So, I'm pleased every time | see that there are others who are going into it.

00:10:57 - Speaker 2

The other people I've talked to about the subject... There has been talk about why it has not
been covered as much, that | think maybe | myself was a little bit on it in relation to it is very
investigative journalism, and it is in connection with an election campaign, so there is not as
much focus on that kind of thing. | had heard that when politicians are now so willing to stand
up for all sorts of things in an election campaign, because they want exposure, why you do
not, for example, ask a question after each interview, saying "now we have talked about
what you want to talk about. How come you don't present your party accounts?" And then
you can say, "That may not be the premise of the interview, but as we also saw with the
press conference with the Liberals and Conservatives during the last election campaign,
where they talked about everything else but what the opposition wants to talk about.

00:11:43 - Speaker 2

Well, it's possible, so why don't you think that more people are taking the lead, because it's
not investigative journalism per se. It's a, how shall we say, specific interview question for
yes to yes to after the interview is finished?

00:11:57 - Speaker 1

Well, that's an excellent idea. | think it's an excellent idea that in connection with the election
campaign, you just ask such a completely harmless question. "Well, do you really want to --
Do you want to tell who you get support from in your election campaign?"There are probably
several things to note about that. | have sometimes done it actually in an election campaign
and and There are some pretty standard formulations and also ways of building their election
campaign machines that are common to many politicians. One is that every time you often
ask a politician about something like this, they will say "l have nothing to do with that. It's my
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local party association's chairman or the treasurer of the local association who is responsible
for it, | have nothing to do with money, so you have to ask them about that."This has often
been the case when we have done critical stories, so you have to go through that order.

00:12:45 - Speaker 1

That's what we.That was just what we can see. It is that most of the time it is not quite
correct, because it often works like that, so it is the politician himself who is responsible for
the fundraising. It is very rare that such large amounts are given without the politicians
themselves being aware of it. But it's true enough, it's true that they leave the overview - or
the formal - the formal handling of the money to their campaign, either their campaign, a
campaign worker and their campaign manager or typically the local chairman in the district
where they are running, and so they try to keep a little arm's length, so there is such a
narrative that they have nothing to do with money, and therefore you very rarely get
politicians to ask questions or to answer the question about it.

00:13:34 - Speaker 1

That is one thing. The other thing is that | could imagine that there are some journalists who
might-or that there are some who don't want to ask about it because they don't want to-that it
might sound incriminating to ask the question. So there is a little bit of a taboo about money
in politics in Denmark. We all know that the vast majority of the biggest and most famous
politicians get like this. Relatively speaking, they get money for their election campaigns, but
there is still a little bit of a taboo in talking about it, and this may be partly related to the limit
we have for the party support rules or in the party support rules for when is a large amount
and when is the amount you should talk about. And usually the politicians say, "Well, | follow
all the rules."” That's what they often answer if you ask the question, and that means that
they then...

00:14:26 - Speaker 1

But not, but will you say how much money you get? Then they will typically say, "You should
talk to my local chairman about that and otherwise, but we follow all the rules" and all the
rules mean that a year and a half later you can get insight into those who had to give over
20,000 kroner to their election campaign. But you can't necessarily, you're not entitled to be
told anything if, for example, you ask questions during an election campaign. So, and that's
probably the third thing, the rules do not require, or they do not require a politician to be
open about his or her contributions during an election campaign.

00:15:02 - Speaker 1

They only require them to be open about large sums of money long after an election
campaign, and that was the case for the vast majority of politicians who complied. “Well, |
follow the rules"

00:15:12 - Speaker 2

So to maybe put it a little bit on the tip, you could say that the reason why it may not be
covered as much is also because there is a large form of gatekeeping. And it's simply a
difficult story to do because of these political - how shall we say - walls that are made
between interviews and answers? can you understand it like that?

00:15:35 - Speaker 1
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It's certainly difficult. It's difficult to do journalism on it, and therefore it also requires, and it
often requires that you do investigative journalism, and in that way it is and so investigative
journalism takes time, and that's why the best stories are often done between election
campaigns, because it takes time. And there may also be some who believe that, like in an
election campaign, you should refrain from launching big investigative stories about
individual politicians, because it may look as if they are just timed, even though they may not
necessarily be, they may be timed to be placed in an election campaign. And therefore
coverage of election campaigns often becomes more generic about themes and debates
and so on.

00:16:16 - Speaker 1

| have been on several different daily newspapers in Denmark. | remember from all the
election campaigns, there has always been such a debate - can you - if you have a
revelation about a politician, can you allow yourself to publish it in an election campaign,
because it can - even if that is not the case - it could look as if it was timed and or hidden as
such a “bomb” that was dropped in an election campaign. That you don't necessarily see so
much investigative journalism being published during the election campaign, but between
elections.

00:16:45 - Speaker 2

And I'm sorry, why? Why is it that you don't want to drop such a bombshell, so to speak, in
an election campaign?

00:16:52 - Speaker 1

Well, I'm just saying it might - it's a consideration. It can be a consideration. I'm not saying
that there won't be investigative journalism during an election campaign. It's just: Point one,
it takes time and often you don't necessarily know when the election is coming. It's the Prime
Minister's job to call it, you can have a feeling, that you know when it's coming.

00:17:16 - Speaker 1

But, but there is, I'm just saying there is. | have been involved in many conversations and
considerations about, but ... It's not necessarily that you don't do it. But is it necessarily a
good idea? That it can look like you're throwing that it becomes a personal attack if you put
someone's case in an election campaign, even though it may not be.

00:17:38 - Speaker 1

But | think the main thing is that it takes time to do this type of journalism. It requires
knowledge of the rules. It requires insight into how the whole system is set up, and it's my
experience over these years that not many people, even many politicians, don't even have a
complete grasp of how the rules work.

00:18:02 - Speaker 2

Great, I'm just looking through my notes to see if there's anything else I'd like to hear. No, |
think we've really gotten around very well. You know a lot about the subject so it was great.
Do you have anything you want to add at the end that you think it would be good to send off?

00:18:25 - Speaker 1
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No, I don't think so. The most important thing is just that you feel like you're getting answers
to your questions.

00:18:29 - Speaker 2
Otherwise, | might contact you again if there's anything else | can think of?
00:18:33 - Speaker 1

Of course, of course, of course. Of course, of course, of course. It sounds like an exciting,
exciting topic you have going on because you're absolutely right that there is. It has also
been striking to me that there have not been more journalists who have covered this.

00:18:48 - Speaker 1
A difficult field sometimes, because it's so difficult to access information about it, isn't it?
00:18:53 - Speaker 2

And that's what | would like an answer to. Why wasn't it covered more? And there can be
many boring reasons, but it's certainly important to shed light on that, because there's a
wonder, and that's what I'd like to answer.

00:19:02 - Speaker 1

I hope you're just satisfied with my answers, otherwise please come back. Hope you found it
useful.

00:19:07 - Speaker 2

I'm sending you this little form to sign. You can sign the PDF. You can also print it out and
take a picture of it, but it has to be signed, one way or the other, because otherwise | can't
use the things we've been talking about.

00:19:22 - Speaker 1

It's a deal and good luck with the work.
00:19:25 - Speaker 2

Thank you for that 1000 thanks for the help.

Journalist D, TV2. Date of interview, 21-04-2023.
Conducted via Facebook Messenger.

Speaker 1: August Merved

Speaker 2: Journalist D
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Danish original version:

Speaker1: [00:00:00] Det ger jeg bare via min telefon, sa jeg synes lyden karer fint
igennem, sa det er godt. Jamen nu skalndu hegre. Jeg kunne godt teenke mig at spgrge dig
om, hvordan du synes partistatten skal daekkes under en valgkamp ud fra et journalistisk
perspektiv?

Speaker 2: [00:00:19] Ja men den skal altsa jo daekkes-- Og altsa den skal jo farst og
fremmest skal man jo daekke, hvordan de partier, der satser pa at komme i regeringen og fa
magt pa deres partistatteordninger. Men der skal altsa. Der skal jo ogsa veere en vinkel med
at daekke det - altsa med at skrive om det. Altsa hvorfor skal man-- Hvorfor skal vi skrive om
deres partistotteregler? Sa der skal jo ogsa findes en eller anden anledning til at skrive om -
eller lave fjernsyn - eller hvad man nu ggr pa partistattereglerne.

Speaker 1: [00:01:01] Tak skal du have. Jeg har i min analyse lavet en form for kvantitativ
oversigt over daekningen af partistgtten under valgkampen i 2022 og i valgkampen 2019. Ud
fra de 7 stgrste danske medier.

Speaker 2: [00:01:21] Du har simpelthen talt?
Speaker 1:[00:01:22] Jeg har simpelthen talt, og jeg fandt frem til ud fra--

Speaker 2: [00:01:26] Nu hvor du... Du hvor... Du er--,nu hvor jeg hjeelper dig er det
sadanne nogle tal, eller skal de indga i din opgave?

Speaker 1: [00:01:32] De skal indga i opgaven. Men nar min opgave er udkommet, sé vil jeg
hjertens gerne sende det videre. Det kommer til at ligge offentligt tilgeengeligt for alle, sa det
det fint. Jeg skal bare lige have det certificerede farst af vores universitet, sa jeg kan ikke
sende noget nu. Men jeg vil bare lige fremleegge nogle tal for dig, som jeg godt kunne taenke
mig at hgre din mening om, fordi jeg har sammenlignet daekningen med nogle andre, sa at
sige, politiske skandaler, der ligesom opstod under valgkampen. Jeg teenker det som en
politisk skandale i og med at Frihedsbrevret blandt andet daekkede det stagt. Der var meget
snak om Qatar. Ikke kun det sportslige. Sadan noget med, hvordan "Messis og Ronaldos
form var," men mere om politikerne skulle ggre noget, kulturministeren skulle gare noget
osv. Altsa ogsa en form for politisk skandale. Og sa i forbindelse med Sgren Pape og alle
hans mggsager. Qatar Det blev daekket 170 gange. Saren Pape Han blev daekket 70.Gange
med 70 artikler. Det er noget vrovl, undskyld 90 gange og partistgtten - Selv med denne
afslgring blev daekket 18 gange. | 2019, der blev det kun daekket en enkelt gang,
partistgtten, og det var en artikel i Jyllands-Posten. Sa jeg kunne godt teenke mig at hare
dig, Hvordan kan det vaere, at der er sa stor forskel pa deekningsgraden af disse emner
inden for politiske mggsager?

Speaker 2: [00:02:51] Det kan jo veere fordi - Altsa nu siger du-- Kalder du ogséa
partistgttereglerne for en skandale i og med der er nogle medier, der har deekket det, og det
er jo ikke ngdvendigvis sadan alle ser pa det, altsa. Og sadan ser jeg maske heller ikke helt
selv pa det. At reglerne for partistatte er, at de er sa skandalgse, sa det retfaerdigger en
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daekning pa linje med deekningen, der blev med Pape-sagen og Qatar sagen til dels. Ja, det
er jo sadan hvad jeg umiddelbart syntes jeg vil sige om det.

Speaker 1: [00:03:27] Ja, sa kunne jeg godt teenke mig at sparge-- hvordan? Hvorfor tror du
der er sa stor forskel pa deekningsgraden af de her emner?

Speaker 2: [00:03:34] Jamen det tror jeg som sagt altsa... Partistgtteregler er jo ikke sa
sexet et emne som som en personsag som Pape og heller ikke sa kendt. Med Qatar som
VM, hvor fodboldlandsholdet jo ogsa bliver en del af det. Der er det at partistetteregler er
mere sadan tgrt og umiddelbart et lidt usexet emne.

Speaker 1: [00:03:58] Det kan veere, at du synes, at det lyder dumt, men hvordan kan det
veere, at du teenker det som et usexet emne?

Speaker 2: [00:04:06] Fordi det er tart. Altsa, det er tal. Og altsa, det er ikke sa nemt. Sa
enkelt at opfatte ligesom en personsag som Papes eller i en sag, der implicerer et... Blandt
andet implicerer fodboldlandsholdet altsd som danskerne... Det var meget oppe pa det. Sa
derfor tror jeg, at de to sager fanger folk mere end partistatteregler fanger folk. Det er det,
jeg mener med ordet sexet.

Speaker 1: [00:04:40] Tak skal du have. Synes du, at daekningen af partistgtten generelt er
stor nok?

Speaker 2: [00:04:47] Altsa et...Bade og... Man kan godt skrive mere om det, fordi der er...
Der er noget at komme efter. Men jeg synes ogsa, at-- altsa nu skrev jeg selv den, du har
fundet, som jeg selv har lavet. Det er Enhedslistens tilgang. Jeg synes ogsa, der er en del
hykleri i det her, fordi Enhedslisten gjorde det pa den made-- Du har sikkert laest nede i
bunden af artiklen, at de bare.. det Var nogle tal pa en bagside af en serviet neermest man
heksede frem i Igbet af... og man valgte jo hvad man ville, offentliggare og ikke ... og de ville
i gvrigt ikke diskutere det mere, sa det var... Altsa som jeg opfattede det s& var det en sag,
hvor de havde behov for at vise, at de var sa og sa progressive i modseetning til alle de
andre gradige fjolser. S& det var sadan lidt en opportunistisk sag. Der er helt sikkert noget at
komme efter pa begge sider af hegnet. Men sa altsa. Jeg tror at det kommer nok lidt
lzengere ned-- det kommer uanset. Naesten uanset, s& kommer det nok lidt langt nede i
kaen, fordi det ikke er, Af de grunde jeg forklarede far, sa er det ikke sa sa oplagt som de
andre lettere tilgeengelige emner.

Speaker 1: [00:06:15] Det er maske et spargsmal, du har svaret pa fgr. Jeg kunne bare godt
teenke mig at stille dig det direkte. Nu siger du selv, at der maske godt kunne blive skrevet
mere om det. Er der nogle begraensninger i din hverdag - Det kan bade veaere af personlige
arsager eller redaktionelt - der forhindrer dig i at deekke et emne som partistatten mere?

Speaker 2: [00:06:36] Nej, nej, nej, altsa, det er der ikke. Altsa det er for at sige det, som det
er. Altsé hvis jeg valgte at sige, "at det her, det syntes jeg ser festligt ud. Nu kan jeg godt.
Gore mere ved det," s& kunne jeg sagtens gore det. Altsa jeg kunne f.eks. godt have teenkt
mig-- men altsa, der er jo selvfglgelig nogen i og med at jeg er pa en... Pa en
nyhedsredaktionen, hvor jeg har daglige nyhedsvagter ikke ogsa? Sa er der selvfglgelig
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graenser for, hvor meget-- altsa det er tiden. Der ville jeg-- , hvis jeg havde fat i en historie,
jeg syntes var noget, altsa, og i min-- Og jeg op... Jeg var... Jeg kunne godt teenke mig at se
f.eks. pa venstreflgjenspartiernes made at tilga det her pa, fordi jeg er sikker pa, at der
maske ogsa er nogen-- der er nogle skjulte sponsorer, som man ikke lige kan se. Og hvis jeg
fandt-- Hvis jeg skulle... Altsa hvis jeg fandt en indgang dér og fandt noget, der var en
historie, sa ville jeg helt sikkert fa lov at arbejde med den. Det er jeg ikke i tvivl om.

Speaker 1: [00:07:38] Det var faktisk det jeg havde af spargsmal. Jeg lovede jo det ville
blive kort og godt . Jeg stopper optageren.

Speaker 2: [00:07:44] Det er....

English translated version:

Speaker 1: August Merved

Speaker 2: Journalist D

Speaker 1: [00:00:00] I'm just doing it through my phone, so | think the sound is coming
through fine, so that's good. But here's the thing. I'd like to ask you about how you think party
funding should be covered during an election campaign from a journalistic perspective?

Speaker 2: [00:00:19] Yes, but it should be covered-- And it should first and foremost be
covered how the parties that aim to get into government and gain power through their party
subsidy schemes. But there must be... There must also be an angle to cover it - to write
about it. Why should we write about their party subsidy rules? So there must also be some
reason to write about - or make television - or whatever you do on the party funding rules.

Speaker 1: [00:01:01] Thank you very much. In my analysis, | have made a kind of
quantitative overview of the coverage of party funding during the 2022 election campaign
and the 2019 election campaign. Based on the 7 largest Danish media...

Speaker 2: [00:01:21] You have simply counted?
Speaker 1: [00:01:22] | have simply counted, and | found out based on--.

Speaker 2: [00:01:26] Now that you... You where... You're--, now that I'm helping you, are
these numbers like that... or do you have to include them in your assignment?

Speaker 1: [00:01:32] They have to be included in the assignment. But when my paper is
published, | would be happy to send it your way. It's going to be publicly available to
everyone, so that's fine. | just need to get it certified first by our university, so | can't send
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anything now. But | just want to present you with some figures that | would like to hear your
opinion on, because | have compared the coverage with some other, so to speak, political
scandals that occurred during the election campaign. | think of it as a political scandal in that
Frihedsbrevet, among other things, covered it steadily. There was a lot of talk about Qatar.
Not just the regular sports news - such as about how "Messi's and Ronaldo's form was," but
more about whether politicians should do something, the Minister of Culture should do
something, etc. So also a kind of political scandal. And then in connection with Sgren Pape
and all his shit cases. Qatar was covered 170 times. S@ren Pape He was covered 70 times
with 70 articles. It's nonsense, sorry, | meant 90 times and the party support - even with this
revelation - was covered 18 times. In 2019, it was only covered once, the party subsidy, and
that was an article in Jyllands-Posten. So I'd like to ask you, how is it that there is such a big
difference in the coverage of these topics in the field of political malfeasance?

Speaker 2: [00:02:51] It may be because - Now you're saying - Are you also calling the party
support rules a scandal because some media have covered it, and that's not necessarily
how everyone sees it. And maybe | don't quite see it that way myself. That the rules for party
funding are so scandalous that it justifies coverage in line with the coverage of the Pape
case and the Qatar case to some extent. Yes, that's what | think | would say about it.

Speaker 1: [00:03:27] Well, then | would like to ask-- how? Why do you think there is such a
big difference in the coverage of these topics?

Speaker 2: [00:03:34] Well, as | said, | think that... Party support rules are not as sexy a
topic as a personal case like Pape and are also not as well known. With Qatar as the World
Cup, where the national football team will also be part of it. Party support rules are more of a
dry and somewhat unsexy topic.

Speaker 1: [00:03:58] You may think it sounds silly, but why do you think it is that you think
it's an unsexy topic?

Speaker 2: [00:04:06] Because it's dry. | mean, it's numbers. And so, it's not that easy. So
simple to perceive like a personal case like Pape's or in a case that implicates a... Among
other things, the national soccer team implicates the Danes... It was very much up there. So
that's why | think those two cases capture people more than party support rules capture
people. That's what | mean by the word sexy.

Speaker 1: [00:04:40] Thank you very much. Do you think the coverage of party funding is
generally high enough?

Speaker 2: [00:04:47] Well, a...both yes and no... You could write more about it because
there's... There is something to be gained. But | also think that-- well, | wrote the one you
found, which | made myself. That is Enhedslisten's approach. | also think there's a lot of
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hypocrisy in this, because Enhedslisten did it that way-- You've probably read at the bottom
of the article that they just... It was some numbers on the back of a napkin that they conjured
up in the course of... and they chose what they wanted to publish and what they didn't... and
they didn't want to discuss it any further, so it was... Well, as | understood it, it was a case
where they needed to show that they were so and so progressive as opposed to all the other
greedy fools. So it was a bit of an opportunistic case. There's definitely something to be had
on both sides of the fence. But then again. | think it's probably going to come down a little
further--it's going to come regardless. Almost regardless, it's going to be a little far down the
line because it's not, for the reasons | explained before, it's not as obvious as the other more
readily available topics.

Speaker 1: [00:06:15] That's maybe a question you've answered before... | would just like to
ask you directly. Now you say yourself that maybe more could be written about it. Are there
any constraints in your daily life - be it personal or editorial - that prevent you from covering a
topic like party funding more?

Speaker 2: [00:06:36] No, no, no, no, well, there aren't. Well, that's to tell it like it is. So if |
chose to say, "l think this looks festive. Now | can do it. Do more with it," then | could easily
do that. For example, | could have thought about-- but then, of course, there are of course
some people in that I'm in a ... In a newsroom where | have daily news shifts, right? Then of
course there are limits to how much-- well, it's about time. | would--, if | had a story that |
thought was something, and in my-- And | was ... | was... | would like to look, for example, at
the left-wing parties' way of approaching this, because I'm sure that there may also be
some-- there are some hidden sponsors that you can't see. And if | found... If | were to... |
mean, if | found an entrance there and found something that was a story, then | would
definitely be allowed to work with it. | have no doubt about that.

Speaker 1: [00:07:38] That was actually the questions | had. | promised it would be short
and sweet. I'll stop the recorder.

Speaker 2: [00:07:44] It's ....

Journalist E, DR. Date of interview, 08-05-2023.
Conducted via Zoom.

Speaker 1: August Merved

Speaker 2: Journalist E
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Danish original version:

Speaker1: [00:00:00] Jeg begynder optage nu her. Perfekt. Og sa kunne jeg godt teenke mig
at starte med at spgrge dig, hvis du har en idé til det; hvordan du ville beskrive den
nuveerende daekning af partistotte i medierne?

Speaker2: [00:00:16] Uha... altsa, Partistatte har jo.. Jeg tror det store omdrejningspunkt nar
vi taler partistgtte, ihvertfald nar vi teenker de sidste ar, halvanden, to, to en halv. Det har jo
veeret Stram Kurs og Rasmus Paludan. Hvor man vel, hvor det virker som, fra politisk side,
at man maske har taenkt, at det var sted man skulle man skulle-- Man skulle skride ind, ikke?
Og og for mediesiden, har det jo veeret en interessant sag, fordi det, det er jo til at forsta. Og
det er jo en mand, man kender, g det er jo sadan set ogsa noget, som... En mand, som
befolkningen interesserer sig for. Tror jeg. Det vil jeg mene. Det tror jeg sadan set
overordnet, er det er som jeg lige anskuer det. Jeg har ikke fulgt vildt meget mere med i den
yderligere deekning. Og jeg kan forsta, at man strammer reglerne nu, sa det kreever lidt flere
stemmer at fa noget partistatte eller et eller andet. Uden at har sat mig videre end det. Sa
ved ikke hvor meget det er blevet daekket, lidt tror jeg. Men ja.

Speaker1: [00:01:27] Okay, hvad med deekningen i forhold til i en valgperiode versus under
en valgkamp, for det er ogsa noget af det jeg har undersggt. Er der nogen forskel pa
deekningsgraden dér - altsa af vigtigheden - i din optik?

Speaker2: [00:01:46] Nej, jeg tror ikke, der er nogen-- Jeg tror ikke, der er nogen, som har...
Det er jo klart, at nar man er i en valgkamp, sa fylder den politiske deekning mere, og sa
videre. Men, men, men, men, men, hvad kan man sige? Spgrgsmalet om, hvordan vi
tilrettelaegger vores partistatte, og hvem der skal have, og hvor meget der skal til, og hvor
meget man skal have per stemme, og om det skal veere... Ja, om det skal veere en sats pr.
Stemme man far, eller det skal vaere en anden algoritme bag eller sadan noget - altsa det,
det synes jeg ikke pa nogen made. Altsa det der synes jeg jo som sadan ikke at det er
vigtigere under en valgkampen end pa alle mulige andre tidspunkter. Sa tror jeg da jeg
grundleeggende syntes i en valgkamp, at der er mange andre rigtig, rigtig, rigtig, rigtig mange
andre emner, som er vaesentligere i forhold til, hvordan danskerne de skal szette deres kryds
ud over partistgtte. Ja, det kan man jo tale om, men jeg ved ikke, hvor vigtig jeg synes, at
der ngdvendigvis i valgkampen.

Speaker1: [00:02:42] Og det leder meget godt hen til den undersggelse, jeg har lavet. Jeg
kunne godt teenke mig at praesentere nogle fa resultater for dig. Jeg har undersggt
valgkampen i 2022 og i 2019 i forhold til deekningsgraden af partistagtte versus nogle af de
andre emner, der var oppe at vende. Jeg sammenligner i 2022 med Sgren Papes magsager
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og Qatar-skandalerne omkring Qatar, og det er altsa ikke det fodboldmaessige, jeg har taget
med. Det er ikke noget om Ronald eller Messi, det er noget om Kulturministeriet, DBU osv.
Qatar blev deekket, inden det blev startet under valgkampen, 170 gange af de syv danske
medier altsa 170 artikler. Sgren Pape, han fik spalteplads pa 90, og selv med Frihedsbrevets
afslgringer, der fik partistatten 18. | 2019, der blev det kun daekket en enkelt gang under
valgkampen. Sa mit spgrgsmal til dig er, ud fra et journalistisk synspunkt, hvorfor tror du,
der er sa stor forskel pa de her sager i forhold til at tage artikler og spalteplads?

Speaker2: [00:03:54] Jamen, det er jo et godt spgrgsmal. Altsa, man kan sige, at hvis vi
tager Sgren Pape, sa var det jo rimelig afgerende for, hvordan valget det ville falde ud, sa
derfor har det selvfglgelig haft en sindssygt stor vaesentlighed. Og sa er det rigtigt at
Frihedsbrevet lavede noget... Rigtig godt afdeekning-- en god afdeekning af-- Ja, hvad kan
man sige i omgaelse af de forskellige partistgtteregler. Jeg ved ikke sa meget, om det havde
noget med selve... Hvordan reglerne er skruet sammen pa, fordi man kan vel altid snyde.
Men men men, jeg vil da helt sikkert sige at den daekning Frihedsbrevet lavede den, den
blev da underdeekket. Det kunne da veere fedt hvis hvis andre medier de kunne hoppe pa
vognen. Men jeg vil sa ogsa sige at jeg synes maske faktisk Frihedsbrevet, hvis de skulle--
Nu er det jo et nichemedier som som var en... Som skal forsgge at ramme ind i nogle
dagsordener, hvor vi ser andre maske ikke gar. Men hvis det DR skulle have lavet, skulle
lavet den historie, sa tror jeg, da at jeg bedrer havde set den i et forlgb mellem valgene end
under selve valgkampen. Jeg ved ikke, om jeg har svaret helt pa spgrgsmalet, men det da...
| forhold til hvor god en afdeekning Frihedsbrevet lavede, sa er det da... S& er det da lidt
voldsomt at Pape er faktor 5 og Qatar faktor 10. Men igen jeg synes jo sadan set
grundlaeggende bade Qatar og Saren Pape er vaesentligere starre historier. Sa ja.

Speaker1: [00:05:33] Ma jeg sperge hvorfor du syntes det er veesentligt starre historier? Det
kunne jeg godt teenke mig at here dit besyv pa.

Speaker2: [00:05:40] Alts4, fordi Qatar det... Det er et land vi handler med for cirka 1 mia.
kroner om aret. Vi sender nogle fodboldspillere derned... Som som... Hvad kan man sige,
sportsfolk der blandes i...image... Ja, altsa altsa ja, det tror jeg grundlaeggende er det. Og
Seren Pape det var altsd manden han stod til, maske at skulle veere statsminister og have
enorm indflydelse p&, hvad der skulle ske i det her land i de kommende fire ar. S& det gar
det til en lidt veesentligere historie. Partistotte er jo sddan set ogsa helt sikkert vaesentligt. Sa
jeg syntes jo ogsa, at en faktor 5 og en faktor 10 - et slag pa tasken i forhold til hvor mange
artikler der blev skrevet. Dette er det da hgije tal, ja.

Speaker1: [00:06:37] Tak skal du have. Jeg har spurgt dine kollegaer pa andre medier i
forhold til - hvad skal man sige - nyhedsveerdien af selve historien-- altsa interessen for den
hos lzeserne, hvilket ogsa er noget, jeg undersgger, hvordan de forskellige medier griber den
del an. For eksempel for Danmarks Radio - sadan en historie om omgaelse af
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partistgtteregler og den slags. Hvor hgjt rangerer den - i forhold til nogle af de andre, der var
blevet naevnt?

Speaker2: [00:07:05] | forhold til interesse? Ja, altsa nu... Det tror jeg vi... Jeg ved ikke
hvad din undersggelse viser, men jeg ved naermest ikke om, der er blevet lavet en artikel om
det pa dr.dk om det, men i sa fald der gjorde, sa tror jeg altsa-- det der, det der virker bade
pa dr.dk og sikkert alle andre medier ogsa, det er jo hvis der er nogle, nogle klare
hovedpersoner, nogle skurke, et eller andet lignende. Sa jeg tror, at hvis vi havde lavet--
hvad var det Ida Auken-vinklen eller Anders Samuelsen, eller hvad de mere lavede... Altsa
de ville virke super godt. Og Pape virker jo ogsa super godt, fordi der er en klar
hovedperson. Qatar, det tror jeg faktisk har lidt faerre leesere, sa jeg tror-- Jeg tror ikke, man
skal se det som et et fravalg, fordi det ikke generer mange klik og laesere og sa videre. Men
ja-- Det tror jeg godt kunne performe lidt. Man kan sige, at den overordnede diskussion om
partistatte... Den er maske lidt sveerere at saelge. Men det ggr den jo ikke uvaesentlig. Ja.

Speaker1: [00:08:10] Er det en sveer historie at lave?

Speaker2: [00:08:13] Tydeligvis ikke. Det sa ud til at veere meget nemt for Frihedsbreve.
Altsd, jeg kan sige... Altsd, det er jo ikke. Altsa, det er jo ikke en historie, jeg vil sidde og lave
pa Erhvervs- og gkonomiredaktionen, men men, tydeligvis har den ikke veeret sveer. Men jeg
tror tit det er sddan noget med de historier, som hvad jeg lige har lzest lidt om den og sa
videre... altsd, alle ved, at der bliver fusket med det, ikke? Sadan lidt i det skjulte. Det er
sadan én, én. Hvad kan man sige? En almen kendt hemmelighed. De historier bliver tit bare
ikke lavet. Altsa vi har med hende her Lizette Risgard, der lige er stoppet som FH formand,
det var ogsa sadan noget, alle de gik lidt og vidste, ikke? Der er ikke rigtig blevet gjort noget
ved det. Det-- det sddan meget klassisk tror jeg, pa nogen mader. Men nej, jeg tror ikke, den
er sveer at lave.

Speaker1: [00:09:06] Det var faktisk det, jeg havde af spgrgsmal. Jeg skynder mig lige at
stoppe optagelsen her.

English translated version:

Speaker 1: August Merved

Speaker 2: Journalist E
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Speaker1: [00:00:00] I'll start recording now here. Perfect. And then I'd like to start by asking
you, if you have an idea, how you would describe the current coverage of party funding in
the media?

Speaker2: [00:00:16] Uha... well, party funding has... | think the big focal point when we talk
about party funding, at least when we think about the last year and a half, two, two and a
half. It has been Stram Kurs and Rasmus Paludan. Where you well, where it seems like,
from the political side, that you might have thought that it was a place you had to-- You had
to intervene, right? And for the media, it's been an interesting case, because it's
understandable. And it's a man you know, and it's also something that ... A man that the
population is interested in. | think so. | would say so. | think that's how | see it in general. |
haven't followed much more of the additional coverage. And | understand that they are
tightening the rules now, so it requires a few more votes to get some party support or
something. Without having looked any further than that. So | don't know how much it's been
covered, a little bit | think. But yeah, yeah.

Speaker1: [00:01:27] Okay, what about the coverage in terms of during an election period
versus during an election campaign, because that's also one of the things I've been looking
at. Is there any difference in the level of coverage there - in terms of importance - in your
view?

Speaker2: [00:01:46] No, | don't think there's anyone-- | don't think there's anyone who
has... It's obvious that when you're in an election campaign, the political coverage takes up
more space, and so on. But, but, but, but, but, but, but, what can you say? The question of
how we organize our party funding, and who should get it, and how much it should be, and
how much you should get per vote, and whether it should be... Yes, whether it should be a
rate per vote you get, or whether there should be another algorithm behind it or something
like that - well, | don't think so in any way. | don't think it's more important during an election
campaign than at any other time. Then | think | basically think in an election campaign that
there are many other really, really, really, really, really, really many other issues that are more
important in terms of how Danes should mark their crosses in addition to party support. Yes,
we can talk about that, but | don't know how important | think it necessarily is in the election
campaign.

Speaker1: [00:02:42] And that leads very well to the study | have done. | would like to
present a few results to you. | have examined the election campaign in 2022 and in 2019 in
terms of the coverage of party subsidies versus some of the other issues that were
discussed. | compare in 2022 with Sgren Pape's messy cases and the Qatar scandals
around Qatar, and it is not the football-related issues that | have included. It's not about
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Ronald or Messi, it's about the Ministry of Culture, DBU, etc. Qatar was covered before it
was started during the election campaign, 170 times by the seven Danish media, i.e. 170
articles. Sgren Pape, he got column space on 90, and even with the revelations of the
Frinedsbrevet, which got the party support 18. In 2019, it was only covered once during the
election campaign. So my question to you is, from a journalistic point of view, why do you
think there is such a big difference between these cases in terms of taking articles and
column space?

Speaker2: [00:03:54] Well, that's a good question. Well, you could say that if we take Sgren
Pape, then it was pretty crucial for how the election would turn out, so therefore it has of
course had an insanely great importance. And then it is true that Frihedsbrevet did
something ... Really good coverage-- a good coverage of-- Well, what can you say in
circumvention of the various party support rules. | don't really know if it had anything to do
with the... How the rules are set up, because you can always cheat. But but but but, | would
definitely say that the coverage Frihedsbrevet made it, it was undercovered. It would be
great if other media could jump on the bandwagon. But | would also say that | think maybe
actually Frihedsbrevet, if they were to-- Now it is a niche media that was a ... Which should
try to hit some agendas, where we see others may not do. But if DR were to have done that
story, | think | would have preferred to see it in a period between elections rather than during
the election campaign itself. | don't know if I've answered the question completely, but there
it is... In relation to how good a coverage Frihedsbrevet made, it is then ... Then it's a bit wild
that Pape is factor 5 and Qatar factor 10. But then again, | think both Qatar and Sgren Pape
are basically much bigger stories. So, yes.

Speaker1: [00:05:33] May | ask why you think they are significantly bigger stories? | would
like to hear your opinion on that.

Speaker2: [00:05:40] Well, because Qatar it... It's a country we trade with for about 1 billion
kroner a year. We send some soccer players down there... Like ... What can you say,
athletes who are mixed in ... image ... Yes, well, yes, | think that's basically it. And Saren
Pape was the man he stood for, perhaps to be prime minister and have enormous influence
on what would happen in this country in the next four years. So that makes it a slightly more
significant story. Party support is, of course, also certainly important. So | also think that a
factor of 5 and a factor of 10 - a slap in the face in relation to how many articles were written.
These are high figures, yes.

Speaker1: [00:06:37] Thank you very much. | have asked your colleagues in other media in
relation to - how shall we say - the news value of the story itself - that is, the interest in it
among readers, which is also something | am investigating how the different media approach
that part. For example, for Danmarks Radio - a story about circumvention of party support
rules and that kind of thing. How high does it rank - compared to some of the others that
were mentioned?
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Speaker2: [00:07:05] In terms of interest? Yes, well, now... | think we... | don't know what
your survey shows, but | almost don't know if there has been an article about it on dr.dk, but
if there was, then | think that-- what works both on dr.dk and probably all other media as well,
is if there are some, some clear protagonists, some villains, something like that. So I think
that if we had done-- what was it the Ida Auken angle or Anders Samuelsen, or whatever
else they did... Well, they would work really well. And Pape also works really well, because
there's a clear protagonist. Qatar, | think, actually has slightly fewer readers, so | think-- |
don't think you should see it as an opt-out, because it doesn't generate many clicks and
readers and so on. But yes-- | think it could perform a little bit. You could say that the overall
discussion about party funding... It is perhaps a little harder to sell. But that doesn't make it
unimportant. Yes.

Speaker1: [00:08:10] Is it a difficult story to make?

Speaker2: [00:08:13] Obviously not. It seemed to be very easy for Frinedsbrevet. | mean, |
can say... Well, it's not. | mean, it's not a story | want to sit and do on the Business and
Economics desk, but obviously, it hasn't been difficult. But | think it's often something like that
with stories like what I've just read about it and so on ... well, everyone knows that it's being
cheated, right? Kind of in secret. It's like that, one, one. What can you say? A generally
known secret. Those stories often just don't get made. So we have this Lizette Risgard, who
has just quit as FH chairman, it was also something that everyone kind of knew, wasn't it?
Nothing has really been done about it. It--it's very classic, | think, in some ways. But no, |
don't think it's difficult to make.

Speaker1: [00:09:06] That was actually the question | had. I'm just going to stop the
recording here.

Journalist F, Ekstra Bladet. Date of interview,
27-04-2023. Conducted via Zoom.

Speaker 1: August Merved

Speaker 2: Journalist F

Danish original version:

Speaker 1: [00:00:02] Super godt.Okay - Jeg kunne godt taeenke mig at starte med at

sparge, om det er vigtigt, at daekke sadan noget som partistgtte under en valgkamp, som
den vi har haft i 2022 for eksempel?
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Speaker 2: [00:00:21] Jamen, jeg synes, at det er vigtigt, at dackke generelt. Sa jeg ved
ikke, om det er seerlig vigtigt i en valgkamp. Men det er vigtigt, at daekke generelt.

Speaker 1: [00:00:33] Synes du den daekning der er lige nu, den er stor nok i forhold til
emnet?

Speaker 2: [00:00:41] Nar du siger deekning, hvad mener du sa?

Speaker 1: [00:00:43] Der mener jeg i forhold til, hvor mange artikler der bliver skrevet om
det.

Speaker 2: [00:00:47] Altsa generelt eller hos mit medie?

Speaker 1: [00:00:50] Generelt i mediebilledet, men ogsa for Ekstra Bladets vedkommende.

Speaker 2: [00:00:53] Jeg har ikke-- Jamen, jeg vil ngdig udtale mig om det generelle
billede. Altsa ikke meget ned i detaljerne. Men jeg syntes, at vi pa Ekstra Bladet deekker det
ofte og grundigt, og det mener jeg er proportionelt.

Speaker 1: [00:01:08] Ja. Grunden til jeg sperger er, at jeg i min undersggelse har lavet en
oversigt over hvor det er blevet deekket. Lad os tage udgangspunkt i den seneste valgkamp i
2022. Jeg har sammenlignet emnet med nogle andre, sa at sige, store politiske skandaler,
blandt andet med deekningen-- den politiske deekning af Qatar. Og med "politisk deekning,"
sa mener jeg, at det ikke har noget at ggre med Ronaldos form, eller om det bliver Messis
sidste VM og sa videre. Men om det politiske palaver omkring DBU og kulturministerens rolle
osv. Osv. Det er den ene og sa den anden, som jeg har taget med, det er Sgren Papes
mggsager. De mggsager blev daekket 90 gange i de syv danske starste medier. Det politiske
spil omkring Qatar blev daekket 170 gang - pa trods af at slutrunden ikke var gaet i gang
endnu, mens at partistgtten blandt andet med Frihedsbrevets afslgringer blev deekket 18
gangen. Ud fra et journalistisk, hvad skal man sige, kriterie - Synspunkt, Hvorfor tror du s3,
der er sa stor forskel pa deekningsgraden i de her emner?

Speaker 2: [00:02:12] Jamen, jeg syntes at-- jeg syntes jo dine-- umiddelbart at din at din
afgreensning er for smal, fordi hvis du-- Hvis du skal kunne lave en ordentlig vurdering af det,
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sa skal du se over en hel valgperiode og ikke under en valgkamp. Altsa, du skal teenke pa
en valgkamp har jo en helt szerlig dynamik. Den er jo meget baret pa-- pa-- pa-- pa hvad der
lige dukker op af sager, og sa bliver de daekket meget. Partistgtte er et mere universelt
emne, som kan veere relevant at deekke - ikke ngdvendigvis i en valgkamp, men ogsa et ar
for et valg og 2 ar for et valg. Det er faktisk sjeeldent, at man vil daekke den slags i en
valgkamp, fordi den-- der er ikke er en seerlig krog til at deekke det i en valgkamp. Da vil du
jo ofte se pa, hvad opstar der af sager der. Sa jeg synes ikke ikke du kan bruge valgkampen
som et-- et-- en seerlig valid afgraensning til det. Sa jeg ville nok se lidt bredere pa det, hvis
jeg var dig.

Speaker 1: [00:03:03] Interessant. Hvorfor syntes du, at der ikke som sadan er en rigtig krog
under en valgkamp til at deekke det?

Speaker 2: [00:03:09] Jamen fordi-- fordi at deres valgkampe er ekstremt
dagsordensbaseret Aktuelle dagsordener, som medier hopper pa og gar efter. Det er derfor,
der blev skrevet sa meget om Sgren Pape, fordi det var en stor dagsorden under valget.
Altsa partistattereglerne er, er, ikke altsa det-- hvis det-- de eksisterer nu, og de eksisterer
efter valget. Det vil sige, nar medier skal-- du skal teenke pa en valgkamp er utroligt kort, og
man skal treeffe nogle benharde prioriteringer, nar man skal deekke det som et medie. Altsa,
vi sidder fem mand her, og vi kan ikke daekke alt. S& vil vi som sagt ga benhardt pa
dagsordenerne, og sa kunne vi - kan du sige - sa har vi heldigvis fire ar mellem to valg, hvor
vi kan daekke alt det andet. Og i den periode er partistatte noget, som vi ofte ser pa. Men,
men, men, men, men, men at bruge en valgkamp til det, da vil det ofte vaere andre ting. Og
det er derfor jeg tror du ser sa fa hits pa det der. Sa jeg synes ikke, at man kan sige pa
baggrund af en valgkamp, at det bliver underprioriteret. Sa der skal du simpelthen se det i et
bredere perspektiv.

Speaker 1: [00:04:09] [Inaudible speech from someone in ther background] Ja, eller ja,det
er maske ok, at der er nogen i baggrunden. Tak for svar. Jeg kunne godt teenke mig--

Speaker 2: [00:04:21] Jeg sidder pa et-- deler kontor med en anden, sa det ma du lige leve
med.

Speaker 1: [00:04:24] Ja, selvfolgelig. Det er helt okay. Jeg skulle bare lige hgre om vi lige
skulle vente et kort sekund. Hvad med i forhold til - rent nyhedsrelevans - hvor ligger
reglerne - eller partistattereglerne, historierne om dem, og de afslgringer der, hvad-- ud fra
en journalistisk prioritering - er det en interessant historie, for eksempel for et medie fra
Ekstra Bladet som Ekstra Bladet, og i sa fald hvorfor?

52



Speaker 2: [00:04:47] Det kan jeg jo. Jeg kan jo ikke. Jeg kan jo ikke sige generelt, om det
er interessant. Ja, altsa, jeg syntes jo, at sager, der vedrarer gkonomi og politik, synes, vi er
interessante pa Ekstra Bladet. Det handler om politikeres forbrug. Det handler om om om
offentlig stette, gruppesteatte, partistotte, andre ting. Sa det er generelt interessant og
nyhedsveerdigt for os. Men du kan sige, at vi skriver jo ikke-- Vi skriver ikke bare om
partistgtte for at skrive om partistatte. Altsa, for det skal have nyhedsveerdigt, skal der veere
en specifik krog. For eksempel hvis de prever at omga partistatten, eller hvis de praver at
andre reglerne. Hvis der er noget marklaegning, altsa nogle ting som er spektakuleere, sa sa
du kan sige hvornar er det nyhedsveerdigt, og hvornar er det ikke nyhedsveerdigt. Det vil jo
vaere en konkret afvejning. Men men temaet er interessant for os.

Speaker 1: [00:05:36] Kan jeg fa dig til at uddybe bare en lille smule, selvom det virker lidt
banalt, hvorfor temaet er interessant?

Speaker 2: [00:05:41] Jamen, det er fordi, at penge i politik er for et medie som Ekstra
Bladet ekstremt interessant. Fordi det er sadan noget, som kan veere med til at-- Og, og, og
kan man sige, at rykke ved magtstrukturer, kan vaere med til at definere en masse ting i
forhold til, hvad politikere ger og ikke gar. Sa penge er interessant - Altsa pengepolitik er
interessant generelt. Hvis du sa& samtidig har et-- inden for det spektrum - noget, hvor du kan
sige, at der er en vis form for lukkethed og marklaegning, sa gar det det for et medie som
Ekstra Bladet endnu mere interessant. Sa den-- kan du sige. Det er nogle ingredienser, som
som vi synes er speendende at ga ind i pa et tabloidmedie, og det er da ogsa derfor, at vi
skriver en del om partistgtte. Generelt.

Speaker 1: [00:06:29] Jeg har snakket med nogle andre journalister fra andre af de store
danske medier, der har fortalt, at det er et emne der er enormt sveert at bringe historier om,
fordi der er sa meget lukkethed omkring det, og at der skal veere ret steerke beviser for, at
man kan bringe nogle af de historier. Vil du tilskrive dig enig i den slags udtalelser og, hvad
skal man sige, narrativ, at det er enormt sveert non-transparent emne at kunne fa lov at
daekke?

Speaker 2: [00:06:58] Ja, ja.. Ja, det er det. Der er nogle regler pa omradet, der ggr, at det
kan vaere sveert at fa indsigt i, og det er klart, det saetter nogle begraensninger.

Speaker 1: [00:07:10] Sa den form for, hvad skal man sige, begraensning, er det noget der
ger, at der bliver skrevet mindre om emnet - i din optik?
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Speaker 2: [00:07:17] Det ved jeg ikke om man kan sige generelt. Det tgr jeg ikke-- Jeg kan
ikke udtale mig pa andre mediers vegne, men jeg kan sige hos os, er det jo dybest set noget
der gar, at vi bliver endnu mere ihzerdige for at fa nogle ting frem. Sa nej.

Speaker 1: [00:07:32] Det var faktisk det, Jeg havde et spgrgsmal. Jeg stopper optagelsen.

English translated version:

Speaker 1: August Merved

Speaker 2: Journalist F

Speaker 1: [00:00:02] Great. Okay - I'd like to start by asking if it's important to cover
something like party funding during an election campaign, like the one we had in 2022 for
example?

Speaker 2: [00:00:21] Well, | think it's important to cover in general. So | don't know if it's
particularly important in an election campaign. But it's important to cover in general.

Speaker 1: [00:00:33] Do you think the coverage that's out there right now, is big enough in
terms of the topic?

Speaker 2: [00:00:41] When you say coverage, what do you mean?

Speaker 1: [00:00:43] | mean in terms of how many articles are being written about it.

Speaker 2: [00:00:47] | mean in general or in my media?

Speaker 1: [00:00:50] In general in the media, but also for Ekstra Bladet.
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Speaker 2: [00:00:53] | haven't-- Well, I'd rather not comment on the general picture. Not
much into the details. But | think that we at Ekstra Bladet cover it often and thoroughly, and |
think that's proportionate.

Speaker 1: [00:01:08] Yes. The reason | ask is that in my survey | have made an overview of
how much it has been covered. Let's take the most recent election campaign in 2022 as a
starting point. | compared it to some other, so to speak, major political scandals, including
the coverage-- the political coverage of Qatar. And by "political coverage," | mean that it has
nothing to do with Ronaldo's form, or whether this will be Messi's last World Cup, and so on.
But about the political palaver around DBU and the role of the Minister of Culture, etc. Etc.
It's one and then the other, which | have included, it's Sgren Pape's shit storms. These
issues were covered 90 times in the seven largest Danish media outlets. The political game
around Qatar was covered 170 times - despite the fact that the tournament had not yet
started, while the party support, among other things with the revelations of Frihedsbrevet,
was covered 18 times. From a journalistic, shall we say, criterion - point of view, why do you
think there is such a big difference in the degree of coverage of these topics?

Speaker 2: [00:02:12] WEell, | think that-- | think that your-- | think that your-- your definition is
too narrow, because if you-- If you want to be able to make a proper assessment of it, you
have to look over an entire election period and not just during an election campaign. Well,
you have to consider that an election campaign has a very special dynamic. It is very much
based on-- on-- on-- on-- on whatever issues come up, and they are covered a lot. Party
funding is a more universal topic that can be relevant to cover - not necessarily in an election
campaign - but also one year before an election and two years before an election. It's
actually rare that you want to cover it in an election campaign because it's-- there's not a
special hook to cover it in an election campaign. You will often look at what kind of cases
arise there. So | don't think you can use the election campaign as a-- a-- a very valid
boundary for that. So | would probably look at it a little more broadly if | were you.

Speaker 1: [00:03:03] Interesting. Why do you think there's not really a proper hook during
an election campaign to cover that?

Speaker 2: [00:03:09] Well, because-- because that their election campaigns are extremely
agenda-based topical agendas that media jump on and go after. That's why so much was
written about Sgren Pape, because it was a big agenda during the election. So the party
support rules are, are, are, not that-- if that-- they exist now, and they exist after the election.
That is, when media have to-- you have to think about an election campaign is incredibly
short, and you have to make some tough priorities when you have to cover it as a media. |
mean, we're five people here, and we can't cover everything. So, as | said, we will go hard
on the agendas, and then we could - you could say - fortunately we have four years between
two elections where we can cover everything else. And in that period, party funding is
something that we often look at. But, but, but, but, but, but, but, but, but using an election
campaign for that, then it will often be other things. And that's why I think you see so few hits
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on that. So | don't think you can say on the basis of an election campaign that it is
under-prioritized. So you simply have to look at it in a broader perspective.

Speaker 1: [00:04:09] [Inaudible speech from someone in the background] Yes, or yes, it
might be ok that there is someone in the background. Thank you for your answer. | would
like to--

Speaker 2: [00:04:21] I'm in a-- share an office with someone else, so you'll just have to live
with that.

Speaker 1: [00:04:24] Yes, of course. That's quite alright. | was just wondering if we could
just wait for a second. What about in relation to - purely news relevance - where are the
rules - or the party support rules, the stories about them, and the revelations there, what--
from a journalistic prioritization - is it an interesting story, for example for a media from Ekstra
Bladet as Ekstra Bladet, and if so, why?

Speaker 2: [00:04:47] | can do that-- | can't. | can't say in general whether it's interesting.
Yes, well, | think that matters relating to economics and politics are interesting to us at Ekstra
Bladet. It's about politicians' spending. It's about public support, group support, party
support, and other things. So it's generally interesting and newsworthy for us. But you could
say that we don't write-- We don't just write about party funding for the sake of writing about
party funding. So, for it to be newsworthy, there has to be a specific hook. For example, if
they try to circumvent the party subsidy, or if they try to change the rules. If there is a
cover-up, i.e. some things that are spectacular, then you can say when is it newsworthy and
when is it not newsworthy. It will be a concrete balancing act. But the theme is interesting for
us.

Speaker 1: [00:05:36] Can | get you to elaborate just a little bit, even if it seems a bit banal,
why the theme is interesting?

Speaker 2: [00:05:41] Well, it's because money in politics is extremely interesting for a
media like Ekstra Bladet. Because it's something that can help to-- And, and, and, and you
could say, to change power structures, can help to define a lot of things in relation to what
politicians do and don't do. So money is interesting - | mean, monetary policy is interesting in
general. If you also have a - within that spectrum - something where you can say that there
is a certain kind of closedness and secrecy, then it makes it even more interesting for a
media like Ekstra Bladet. So it-- you could say. These are some ingredients that we think are
exciting for a tabloid media, and that is also why we write a lot about party funding. In
general.

Speaker 1: [00:06:29] I've talked to some other journalists from other major Danish media
who have told me that it's a topic that is extremely difficult to bring stories about because
there is so much secrecy around it, and that there must be pretty strong evidence for you to
bring some of the stories. Would you agree with that kind of statement and, shall we say,
narrative, that it's a very difficult non-transparent topic to be able to cover?
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Speaker 2: [00:06:58] Yes, yes... Yes, it is. There are some rules in the area that make it
difficult to gain insight into, and it is clear that it sets some limitations.

Speaker 1: [00:07:10] So that kind of, how shall we say, restriction, is that something that
causes less to be written about the subject - in your view?

Speaker 2: [00:07:17] | don't know if you can say that in general. | don't dare-- | can't speak
on behalf of other media, but | can say that for us, it's basically something that makes us
even more persistent to get some things out. So no.

Speaker 1: [00:07:32] That's actually it, | had a question. I'm going to stop the recording.

Journalist G, Berlingske. Date of interview,
19-05-2023. Conducted via Google Meet.

Speaker 1: Journalist G

Speaker 2: August Merved

Danish original version:

Speaker 1: [00:00:01] Ja, jeg skriver lige til en kilde. To sekunder.
Speaker 2: [00:00:03] Det er i orden.

Speaker 2: [00:00:13] Sadan. Det kan godt veere, at der bliver en del af det, jeg har sendt...
Lige inden vi begyndte at snakke sammen, sendte jeg ti beskeder: "Hej, vi laver det her i
dag. Har du tid?" Fordi det er sadan en lidt dum dag pa nyhedsfronten.

Speaker 2: [00:00:24] Okay ja. Jeg er med pa, at der kan vaere afbrydelser. Det er helt i
orden. Ja, du ma svare sa meget du ved om det, men jeg kunne vildt godt teenke mig at hare
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dit perspektiv pa, hvad du teenker om den daekning der er af partistatte i danske medier helt
generelt?

Speaker 1: [00:00:42] Ah, det er et svaert spargsmal jo. Og det er et sveert spgrgsmal, fordi
jeg ikke har overblikket over, hvad deekningen er, men Frihedsbrevet lavede nogle historier
her for et lille halvt til et helt ars tid siden, der var-- der var ret omfattende. Jeg tror maske
det ma have veeret en "Henrik Jensen" og... Og nar man ger det pa-- nar man ger det
kompetent, kan man komme rigtig, rigtig langt. Fordi det her er et af de omrader, hvor der er
meget, meget lidt gennemsigtighed i Danmark og hvor at... At vi ma trods alt sige, at der er
tale om direkte pavirkning. Maske kun gkonomisk, men i princippet ogsa holdningsmaessigt
af de mennesker, der traeffer beslutningerne. Er det noget vi kigger nok pa? Tydeligvis ikke
eftersom at det gav sa meget genklang i de historier som Frihedsbrevet lavede. Er det noget
vi kan kigge mere pa? Maske, men spagrgsmalet er ogsa om vi har kraefterne der kan, fordi
nar det er s mgrkelagt, som det er, sa kreever det rigtig meget arbejde.

Speaker 2: [00:01:45] Kan jeg fa dig til at uddybe, hvorfor det er et svaert emne at daekke?

Speaker 1: [00:01:49] Jamen, det er jo netop denne her lov om, at hvis at man giver mere
end 20 000, sa skal det veere offentligt. Men s& kan man bare deekke sig ind under at veere
en erhvervsklub f.eks.. Og hvem sidder sa i den erhvervsklubber eller den faglige klub som--
Der behgver de ikke at oplyse det, og nar de ikke behgver at oplyse det, sa kan man jo... Sa
skal man jo f.eks. kunne finde nogen, der har veeret til stede ved nogle mader for at kunne
forteelle, hvem der er-- hvem der er de reelle bidragsydere. Og samtidig med det, sa det der
var vigtigt i Frihedsbrevets daekning, var jo ogsa, at de kunne bevise hvem de bidragsydere
var og bevise, at de har mgdtes med de pagaeldende politikere, fordi sa er vi lige pludselig
ude i, at det ikke er en erhvervsklub, men enkeltpersoner, der deekker sig ind under en, ja,
erhvervsklub eller landbrugsklub eller faglig klub. Man har mulighed for direkte at sige "jeg
giver bidrag denne vej." Og det ggr det meget sveert at finde ud af, hvem det er, der har sa
direkte mgder med ministeren eller med politikerne.

Speaker 2: [00:02:52] Hvad med i forhold, sddan, ren leeserinteresse? Jeg kunne godt
teenke mig here dit perspektiv pa det som Berlingske-journalist. Er det noget, laeserne
interesserer sig for? Er det noget, man som journalist pa Berlingske syntes er interessant at
skrive om?

Speaker 1: [00:03:03] Nu er jeg jo forsvarsjournalist, s& man kan sige... Ja.. Men-- men i
forhold til den made, som vi bedriver medier, er det jo i hvert fald interessant...pa det at man
meget nemt kan szlge billetter pa, sa at sige pa, at politikere deekker sig ind, daekker ryg,
lever i det skjulte - den slags. Sa hvis man kan vinkle det rigtigt eller vinkle det tabloidt nok,
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sa vil man nok godt kunne. Men fordi det er sd komplekst, sa kan vi godt risikere at tabe
dem inden de nar ned i bunden af historien. Og derfor er det ogsa... Altsa der er et
formidlingsspgrgsmal om pa den ene side at veere tabloid nok til at de kommer ind af dgren
og pa den anden side vaere grundig nok til at de ikke misforstar, og tror, at der er tale om
decideret korruption,- To sekunder, jeg skal lige hoste. Ogsa fordi, at vi jo pa Berlingske jo
har en politik om at tilbageholde oplysninger - i hvert fald i de 3 forste paragraffer, saddan
som man far dem ned under... hvad hedder den.. betalingsmuren! Og det betyder jo, at nar
folk kun ser de fgrste 3 linjer, sa kan vi nogle gange, hvis vi ikke er meget opmaerksomme, fa
folk til at tro ting, som er unuanceret - for at sige det mildt. Sa er der laeserinteresse i det?
Ja, det er der, hvis man er i stand til at skrive det rigtigt. Jeg synes jo for eksempel sadan en
som Henrik Jensen, ud over at veere en rigtig dygtig researcher, ogsa er en rigtig, rigtig
dygtig formidler, og det hjeelper meget.

Speaker 2: [00:04:37] Tak. Jeg har i mine undersggelser til det her speciale lavet nogle
opteellinger under de seneste to valgkampsperioder, over hvordan forskellige sager er blevet
deekket. Jeg har taget udgangspunkt i Sgren Pape. Jeg har taget udgangspunkt i Qatar - og
det er det politiske spektrum af Qatar - altsa ikke noget om, hvor mange mal Messi mon
scorer, men rent politisk, sammenlignet med partistgtte. | 2019, der har jeg valgt at
sammenligne-- Jeg har taget udgangspunkt i Rasmus Paludans sager. Nu skal teenke om
jeg kan huske tallene korrekt, men Qatar fik 170 artikler deekket. Sgren Pape var 90.
Partistotte, selv med Frihedsbrevets afslgringerne var 18. 1 2019 blev det kun daekket en
enkelt gang, altsa partistgtten. Rasmus Paludan var oppe over i hvert fald 150 gange. Jeg
kunne godt taeenke mig at hare dit perspektiv pa - hvorfor tror du, der er sa stor forskel pa
deekningsgraden af de her politiske sager? Hvis du har... Ja, nogle tanker om det, vil jeg
enormt gerne hgre det.

Speaker 1: [00:05:43] Der er ogsa en praemis, for det der, ikke ogsa? Qatar er jo ikke bare
en historie. Det er en historie om arbejdstagerrettigheder. Det er en historie om sport som
politisk redskab. Det er en historie om rigtig mange ting. Paludan er ogsa en historie om
rigtig mange ting. Det at et spargsmal om et nyt parti, det er et spgrgsmal om
sikkerhedspolitik. Det er et spargsmal om, hvad politiets ressourcer, og derudover i gvrigt,
trusler af journalister og alle mulige andre ting. Pape, ogsa lidt, mange ting pa en gang,
hvorimod partistatte er én ting. Det tror jeg er en meget vigtig faktor i det her og et praemis
jeg er i hvert fald selv ville ga lidt leengere ned i, inden jeg stillede den sadan op. Men hvis vi
skal snakke om hvorfor at det ikke far sa meget daekning, sa kan man sige, at 18 artikler pa
en hel valgkamp. Det er ikke meget, men det er meget for en... For noget der i virkligheden
er meget teknisk. Og man kunne maske sammenligne den med hvor mange artikler far det,
at man ikke kan sgge aktindsigt i Folketinget overhovedet? Relativt fa og det hedder
edderbankme lige sa bindegalt. Det har i hvert fald-- det er i hvert fald et udtryk for, for at vi
har nogle nogle ting, der uden forklaring bliver hemmeligholdt i Danmark. Sa hvis man stiller
det sadan op, sa er det jo noget, der rent faktisk bliver deekket, og noget som folk har
mulighed for at laese. Men altsa en artikel i 2019. Det er en skeendsel.
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Speaker 2: [00:07:19] Hvorfor synes du, at det er en skaendsel, at der kun er en artikel
under en valgkamp?

Speaker 1: [00:07:23] Fordi 2019 var en meget stor og meget beskidt valgkamp. Som jeg
husker den i hvert fald, og hvor der var mange moneteere interesser i at fa et meget-- at fa
nogle meget specifikke udfald. Sa der ma jo have ligget rigtig, rigtig, rigtig mange penge ovre
i partistgtten, som man-- som simpelhen ikke er blevet holdt gje med. To sekunder, jeg skal
lige svare pa en besked.

Speaker 2: [00:07:47] Selvfglgelig.

Speaker 1: [00:08:04] Sa en artikel, det er simpelthen forrykt, imens at 18 artikler syntes jeg
maske nok er indenfor skiven. Uden sa til gengaeld at kunne svare pa hvor mange artikler,
var der i alt om alle mulige andre ting, fordi jeg ikke rigtig kaber praeemissen om disse 3
emner Pape, Qatar og Paludan. Men... Fordi hvis man gér ind i dem og siger "nar men hvor
mange af historierne om Sgren Pape handlede sa specifikt om hans ex-mand for eksempel.
Det gjorde ret mange af dem. Men hvor mange af dem handlede sa om hans kandidatur, og
det gjorde sa dermed ogsa faerre af dem. Hvis man stiller de to ting op over for hinanden, sa
vil man jo ogsa kunne sige "nd men sa var det maske i neerheden af hinanden, maske" Ja.

Speaker 2: [00:08:53] Tak. Interessant. Jeg tiekker lige igennem for mit naeste spgrgsmal.
Her jeg skal lige se, hvad der giver mening. Ja, hvis jeg kan fa dig til at dykke en lille smule
mere ned i 2019, selvom det ligger nogle ar tilbage - at en beskidt valgkamp med mange
moneteere interesser, hvorfor tror du sa ikke, at det fik mere end en enkelt artikel?

Speaker 1: [00:09:31] Det handler om, at der var virkelig, virkelig mange emner i 2019, og at
Paludan fx fyldte rigtig, rigtig, rigtig meget. Sa mange af de kraefter, der var allokeret il at
skrive om, hvad-- de Igb i andre retninger. Og sadan er det jo ogsa nogle gange ngdt til at
veere, kan man sige. Nu har jeg selv siddet pa avisen "Kommunen" i lange perioder som den
eneste og derfor skulle deekke alt, hvad der handlede om Christiansborgpolitik ud fra et
kommunalt synspunkt. Jamen, sa er der kun de kraefter, der er. P4 samme made har... Altsa
Ekstra Bladet havde, da jeg sad pa Borgen 4 adgange til Christiansborg pa trods af, at de
har massivt flere leesere end "Kommunen", der pa det tidspunkt havde 3 adgange til
Christiansborg. Sa det er ogsa et spgrgsmal om, hvad er det for nogle kreefter man
simpelthen har adgang til, og hvor mange timer kan de lgbe? Fordi der er ogsa et spgrgsmal
om-- nu siger du selv det her med, jamen, er det noget laeserne vil laese? Ja, det er det. Men
det er ogsa noget, der tager laengere tid end at tage ud til en demonstration med Rasmus
Paludan. Det er ogsa noget, der tager lzengere tid end at skrive, at der er mgde i-- At der er
krisemgde hos de Konservative. Fordi det netop skal undersgges grundigt.
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Speaker 2: [00:10:47] Tak skal du have. Jeg har et sidste spgrgsmal, og det er i forhold til at
med at daekke partistgtte under en valgkamp versus uden for en valgkampsperiode. Hvor
teenker du relevansen er stgrst? Kan jeg fa dig til at sige lidt om det?

Speaker 1: [00:11:02] Den syntes jeg da helt klart er stgrst, atsa lige op til og under en
valgkamp. Ja, det er der, der vil kunne blive givet nogle lafter i skyggen, som ikke kan gives
ellers. | perioden mellem, der sidder man jo allerede pa magten. Sa er det rigtigt, at der jo
selvfelgelig allerede det gjeblik, hvor et valg er vundet eller tabt, at nogen der ggr klar til det
naeste. Men med de kampagnepenge man har brug for, kan findes mange steder, stadigvaek
pa det tidspunkt. Og hvorimod nar det-- nar det spiffer op til en valgkamp, at sa begynder
pengekasserne at veere relativt fa.

Speaker 2: [00:11:41] Det var faktisk det, jeg havde af spagrgsmal. Er der noget du kunne
teenke dig at tilfgje til sidst? eller?

Speaker 1: [00:11:45] Ma jeg leese dine resultater, nar de er klar?

Speaker 2: [00:11:49] Ja, det kan vi godt finde ud af. Jeg stopper lige optagelsen.

English translated version:

Speaker 1: Journalist G

Speaker 2: August Merved

Speaker 1: [00:00:01] Yes, I'm just writing to a source. Two seconds.
Speaker 2: [00:00:03] That's okay.
Speaker 2: [00:00:13] There you go. There may well be a part of what I've sent... Just before

we started talking, | sent ten messages: "Hey, we're doing this today. Do you have time?"
Because it's kind of a dumb day on the news front.
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Speaker 2: [00:00:24] Okay yeah. | understand that there may be interruptions. That's
perfectly fine. Yes, you can answer as much as you know about it, but | would really like to
hear your perspective on what you think about the coverage of party funding in the Danish
media in general?

Speaker 1: [00:00:42] Oh, that's a difficult question. And it's a difficult question because |
don't have an overview of what the coverage is, but Frihedsbrevet did some stories here
about six months to a year ago that were--that were quite extensive. | think it might have

been a "Henrik Jensen" and... And when you do it in-- when you do it competently, you can

get really, really far. Because this is one of the areas where there is very, very little

transparency in Denmark and where ... After all, we have to say that there is a direct impact.

Perhaps only economically, but in principle also in terms of the attitudes of the people who
make the decisions. Is this something we look at enough? Obviously not since it resonated
so much in the stories that Frihedsbrevet did. Is it something we can look at more? Maybe,
but the question is also whether we have the strength to do so, because when it's as
obscured as it is, it requires a lot of work.
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Speaker 2: [00:01:45] Can | ask you to elaborate on why this is a difficult topic to cover?

Speaker 1: [00:01:49] Well, it's this law that if you give more than 20 000, it has to be public.
But then you can just hide under the guise of being a business club, for example, and then
who sits in the business clubs or the professional club as ... They don't have to disclose it,
and when they don't have to disclose it, then you can ... Then, for example, you have to be
able to find someone who has been present at some meetings to be able to tell who
are--who are the real contributors. And at the same time, what was important in
Frihedsbrevet’s coverage was that they could prove who the contributors were and prove
that they had met with the politicians in question, because then we suddenly realize that it is
not a business club, but individuals hiding under a, well, business club or agricultural club or
professional club. You have the possibility to directly say "l give contributions this way." And
that makes it very difficult to find out who it is that has such direct meetings with the minister
or with the politicians.

Speaker 2: [00:02:52] What about in terms of, like, pure reader interest? | would like to hear
your perspective on this as a Berlingske journalist. Is it something that readers are interested
in? Is it something that you as a journalist at Berlingske find interesting to write about?

Speaker 1: [00:03:03] Now | am a defense journalist, so you could say... Yes... But... but in
relation to the way we do media, it is certainly interesting... in that you can very easily sell
tickets, so to speak, on the fact that politicians cover themselves, cover their backs, live in
secret - that kind of thing. So if you can angle it right or angle it tabloid enough, you will
probably be able to do it. But because it's so complex, we can risk losing them before they
get to the bottom of the story. And that's why it's also... So there's a communication issue of,
on the one hand, being tabloid enough to get them in the door and, on the other hand, being
thorough enough that they don't misunderstand and think it's a case of outright corruption.
Also because we at Berlingske have a policy of withholding information - at least in the first 3
paragraphs, as you get them down under ... what's it called... the paywall! And that means
that when people only see the first three lines, we can sometimes, if we are not very
attentive, make people believe things that are unbalanced - to put it mildly. So is there reader
interest in that? Yes, there is, if you are able to write it right. | think, for example, someone
like Henrik Jensen, in addition to being a really good researcher, is also a really, really good
communicator, and that helps a lot.

Speaker 2: [00:04:37] Thank you. In my research for this thesis, | have made some counts
during the last two election campaign periods of how different issues have been covered. |
have taken Sgren Pape as my starting point. | have taken Qatar as my starting point - and
that is the political spectrum of Qatar - so not something about how many goals Messi might
score, but purely political, compared to party support. In 2019, | have chosen to compare - |
have taken Rasmus Paludan's cases as my starting point. Now think if | can remember the
numbers correctly, but Qatar got 170 articles covered. Sgren Pape was 90. Party support,
even with Frihedsbrevet’s revelations was 18. In 2019 it was only covered once, i.e. the
party support. Rasmus Paludan was covered at least 150 times. | would like to hear your
perspective on - why do you think there is such a big difference in the coverage of these
political cases? If you have... Yes, any thoughts on that, I'd love to hear them.
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Speaker 1: [00:05:43] There is also a premise for that, isn't there? Qatar is not just one
story. It's a story about workers' rights. It's a story about sport as a political tool. It is a story
about many things. Paludan is also a story about many things. It is a question of a new party,
it is a question of security policy. It's a question of what police resources, and in addition to
that, threats to journalists and all sorts of other things. Pape, also a little bit, many things at
once, whereas party support is one thing. | think that's a very important factor in this and a
premise | would at least go a little deeper into myself before | set it up like that. But if we're
going to talk about why it doesn't get as much coverage, you could say that 18 articles on an
entire election campaign. It's not much, but it's a lot for a ... For something that is in reality
very technical. And you could perhaps compare it with how many articles are given to the
fact that you can't apply for access to documents in the Parliament at all? Relatively few and
it is called just as crazy. In any case, it has--it is in any case an expression of the fact that we
have some things that are kept secret in Denmark without explanation. So if you put it that
way, then it is something that is actually covered and something that people have the
opportunity to read. But one article in 2019. It is a disgrace.

Speaker 2: [00:07:19] Why do you think it is a disgrace that there is only one article during
an election campaign?

Speaker 1: [00:07:23] Because 2019 was a very big and very dirty election campaign. As |
remember it at least, and where there were many monetary interests in getting a very-- to
get some very specific outcomes. So there must have been a lot, a lot, a lot of money over in
the party funding, which was simply not kept an eye on. One moment, | have to answer a
message.

Speaker 2: [00:07:47] Of course.

Speaker 1: [00:08:04] So one article, that's simply insane, while 18 articles | think is maybe
within the range. Without being able to answer how many articles there were in total about
all sorts of other things, because | don't really buy the premise of these 3 topics Pape, Qatar
and Paludan. But... Because if you go into them and say "well how many of the stories about
Seren Pape were specifically about his ex-husband for example. Quite a lot of them did. But
then how many of them were about his candidacy, and so fewer of them were. If you
juxtapose the two things, then you could also say "well, maybe they were close to each
other, maybe" Yes.

Speaker 2: [00:08:53] Thank you. That's interesting. I'm just checking through for my next
question. Here I'm just going to see what makes sense. Yeah, if | can get you to dive a little
bit more into 2019, even though it's a few years back - that a dirty election campaign with a
lot of moneyed interests, why do you think it didn't get more than a single article?

Speaker 1: [00:09:31] It's about the fact that there were really, really many topics in 2019,
and that Paludan, for example, was really, really, really important. So many of the forces that
were allocated to writing about what-- they ran in other directions. And that's how it
sometimes has to be, you could say. Now | myself have sat on the newspaper "Kommunen"
for long periods as the only one and therefore had to cover everything that dealt with
parliamentary politics from a municipal point of view. Well, then there are only the forces that
are. In the same way ... Well, Ekstra Bladet had, when | was in Parliament, 4 accesses to
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Christiansborg, despite the fact that they have massively more readers than "Kommunen",
which at that time had 3 accesses to Christiansborg. So it's also a question of what kind of
forces you simply have access to, and how many hours can they run? Because there is also
a question of - now you say it yourself, is it something the readers want to read? Yes, it is.
But it's also something that takes longer than going to a demonstration with Rasmus
Paludan. It is also something that takes longer than writing that there is a meeting in-- That
there is a crisis meeting at the Conservatives. Because it needs to be thoroughly
investigated.

Speaker 2: [00:10:47] Thank you very much. | have one last question, and that is in relation
to covering party funding during an election campaign versus outside of an election
campaign period. Where do you think the relevance is greatest? Can | get you to say a little
bit about that?

Speaker 1: [00:11:02] | think it's definitely the greatest, also just before and during an
election campaign. Yes, that's when some promises can be made in the shadows that
cannot be made otherwise. In the period between, you're already in power. So it is true, of
course, that the moment an election is won or lost, someone is already preparing for the next
one. But with the campaign money you need can be found in many places, still at that time.
And whereas when it's-- when it's gearing up for an election campaign, that's when the
coffers start to be relatively thin.

Speaker 2: [00:11:41] That was actually the question | had. Is there anything you would like
to add at the end? or?

Speaker 1: [00:11:45] Can | read your results when they're ready?

Speaker 2: [00:11:49] Yes, we can do that. I'm just going to stop the recording.

Journalist H, Berlingske. Date of interview,
04-05-2023. Conducted via Facebook WhatsApp

Speaker 1: August Merved
Speaker 2: Journalist H

Danish original version:

Speaker1: [00:00:00] Nu her. Sadan. Perfekt. Jamen, sa kunne jeg godt teenke mig at starte
med lige at spgrge dig om partistatte, fordi det kan jeg se, at det er noget, du har skrevet om
for. Kan jeg fa dig til, i grove treek, og beskriv den nuveerende daekning af det.
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Speaker2: [00:00:23] Uha, det var et godt spgrgsmal. Jeg kan engang praecist huske,
hvornar eller hvad jeg praecist har skrevet om partistgtte. Det har jeg nok gjort nogle gange i
labet af arene. Og du siger, jeg skal beskrive den daekning der er partistatteregler? Jeg vil
sige, det er ikke noget, der far vildt meget daekning i forhold til, hvad det maske burde. Men
jeg synes dog, at de fleste medier, herunder Berlingske, under tiden har- har- har- lagt
masser af spalteplads til- til emnet. Alts3, i princippet er det et okay belyst emne.

Speaker1: [00:01:07] Ma jeg sperge dig, hvordan det kan veere, at du siger, at det godt
kunne veere-- det burde blive daekket mere?

Speaker2: [00:01:16] Jamen, jeg tror, at det er lidt det, at jeg taenker, at din -- det du-- dit--
altsa, sadan, det er det du praver at finde ud af. Men der er jo nogle emner, som som
lzeserne interesserer sig mere for end andre. Og det er mit indtryk i hvertfald, at selvom vi
har skrevet meget om partistatte, og jeg har skrevet en del om partistatte gennem arene, at
det er ikke noget som har den helt store laeserinteresse og nogen gange sa sa--. Eller man
vil jo ofte gerne skrive til sine laesere og skrive om noget de interesserer sig for, og derfor
ignorerer vi ikke partistattehistorier. Og vi skriver ogsa, syntes jeg, om dem nar det er veerd
at ggre noget ved. Eller nar det er veerd-- nar det er vaerd at deekke. Men det er ikke altid art
interessen er sa markant.

Speaker1: [00:02:12] Ma jeg sperge - Hvorfor tror du ikke, at interessen er sa markant for
lzeserne? Hvad er det i historien der, der ger den mindre interessant end andre emner for
eksempel? Jeg kan for eksempel maske lige til spgrgsmalet knytte nogen nogle-- Jeg har
lavet nogle undersggelser om det. Ganske vist med udgangspunkt i sidste valgkamp, hvor
jeg tog Sgren Papes sager, som jeg ogsa naevnte i mailen. De blev deekket af de syv danske
7-- Starste danske medier 90 gange, og med en anden sammenligning var VM i Qatar - ikke
det fodboldmaessige. Altsa med det mener jeg, at det ikke er noget om Ronaldos form eller
Messis rekorder - mere om skal Kulturministeriet ggre noget, skal DBU ggre noget? Osv. Det
blev deekket 170 gange, hvor partistatten med Frihedsbrevets afslgringer blev deekket 18
gange. Det syntes jeg jo var en markant forskel. Og nar du siger, at leeserne maske synes,
det er mindre interessant ogsa, at sa kan du se, hvilken vej jeg prover at ga ned af? Hvordan
kan det veere, at der er denne her forskel, teenker du ud fra fra et journalistisk perspektiv?

Speaker2: [00:03:19] Det overrasker mig faktisk lidt, at det der med, hvorvidt vi fra politisk
hold skal deltage i VM i Qatar, har faet s& meget daekning, fordi det er vel-- Det var egentlig
ikke mit eget indtryk, at det havde det. Men jeg tror, i forhold til nar man ser pa Pape, sa
synes jeg, det er meget naturligt, at han fik sa meget daekning, fordi han gik ud og gerne ville
veere-- han meldte sig som statsministerkandida og det affgdte, at han blev ligesom
grundigere tjekket, hvis man kan sige det. Altsa, der blev-- Der blev skrevet langt flere
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historier om ham, og han blev ligesom sadan trykprgvet i langt hgjere grad. Og han var ogsa
et et interessant navn for for laeserne. Altsa, der var bare interesse for Pape, bade pa hans i
hans opstigning og i det fald han endte med at have i labet af valgkampen. Qatar, Altsd man
kan sige, at grunden til at det s& maske har fyldt meget, er, at det er-- Det tror jeg maske
haenger sammen med, at regeringen og Kulturministeriet var sa vaevende i forhold til,
hvornar de ligesom havde teenkt sig at sige, hvad de ville gare, og at det var sa tydeligt for-
for for- hele verden, men ogsa for - og naturligvis ogsa for en masse danskere, at der var
nogle etiske problemstillinger i forhold til VM, som gjorde, at det var et ret interessant
spargsmal. Det kommer bare bag pa mig, at det alligevel har fyldt fyldte mere end Pape. Var
det ikke det, du sagde i din opteelling af det, der havde faet endnu mere spalteplads end
Pape? Ja, og partistgtte nu..

Speaker2: [00:04:58] Det er rigtig nok, at du naevnte Frihedsbrevets historie, og den kunne i
princippet ogsa godt have faet mere daekning. Det fortjente den maske i virkeligheden ogs3,
fordi det var over nogle-- Det var en ret god-- Det var nogle gode historier, de lavede, og det
var en opsigtsveekkende og spandende made, de gjorde det pa. Jeg tror, der kan godt ligge
noget i det her med hvilket medie Frihedsbrevet er. Det er et smallere medie, som lavede de
her historier, og sa den made de gjorde det pa, gjorde, at man ikke bare lige kunne ga ind
som et andet medie maske og bare hoppe pa og ligesom overtage daekningen, hvor de
andre Pape og Qatar, det var pa en eller anden made en feelles dagsorden for alle medier,
der var der. Og det var ogsa en dagsorden, der var med-- hvad hedder det - bundet op pa-
pa- pa- tiden, altsd den var relevant i forhold til valgkampen. Den ene og i forhold VM den
anden, mens partistatte maske kom lidt mere som sadan en... Den var ikke bundet op pa
noget, der skulle ikke lige laves en shm- Nogle nye regler for partistgtte. Som jeg husker det
pa det tidspunkt. Den var altsa-- sadan-- sa den var. Det var en god historie pa de dage, det
nu fyldte noget, men det var ikke sadan en, hvor man taenkte sadan "nu er vi stadig i det her
loop, at vi skal stadig skrive om partistatte i dag."

Speaker1: [00:06:22] Tak skal du have, kan jeg ogsa fa dig til at kommentere pa valget for i
2019. Der lavede jeg en opteelling, og der blev skrevet én enkelt gang om det. En enkelt
artikel fra Jyllands-Posten. Hvorfor tror du, det fylder sa lidt under valgkampe?
-Partistattereglerne som emne.

Speaker2: [00:06:43] Og ja, det er faktisk et virkelig godt spgrgsmal. Altsa, jeg tror, at noget
af det, det er det, som jeg sagde til at starte med, at det har ikke keempe leeserinteresse. Og
det er det, tror jeg. Det kan vi jo meerke, og det kan de andre medier helt klart ogsa. Det er
ogsa et emne, som-- altsa selv om der er skrevet meget - min egen redakter har skrevet en
bog om partistatte - sa er det bare et-- Det er et emne, som der er ikke-- Det rykker ikke
rigtig noget at skrive noget med det -- noget om det, fordi de partier, der har magten-- sadan
- et flertal af de partier, som ligesom er magtpartierne, de har alligevel ikke taenkt sig at gere
noget ved det. Sa det er tit den samme kritik, der kommer fra de sma oppositionspartier eller
Enhedslisten. Det er lidt ligesom, man ser med offentlighedsloven - det er altsa ogs-- den er
der skrevet rigtig meget om, men man kan ogsa sige grunden til, at der nok ikke bliver
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skrevet om den mere, det er bare fordi-- Man har sadan lidt en fornemmelse af, at der
kommer bare ikke til at ske noget, fordi magtpartierne ikke har en interesse i det.

Speaker1: [00:07:53] Hvorfor tror du ikke, laeserne er sa interesserede i partistattehistorier?

Speaker2: [00:08:00] Jeg tror... Jeg tror i forhold til nar du har sadan en Pape, der fylder
noget, der har du jo en personlig historie ogsa. Det er sadan knyttet op pa noget, mens
partistgtteregler tit er noget, som, som er sadan lidt mere systemiske og lidt mere ngrdet
"Christiansborgstof" end det er sadan en stor feelles dagsorden. Det er de feerreste
danskere, der pa noget tidspunkt, tror jeg, er vagnet op og taenkt "gad vide hvad der nu sker
med partistattereglerne?" Altsa, det har bare ikke sadan sa stor bevagenhed.

Speaker1: [00:08:39] Tak. Hvad med fra et journalistisk perspektiv, er det en interessant
historie at lave om partistgtteregler?

Speaker2: [00:08:49] Ja, det kommer an pa sa meget, vil jeg sige. Hvis der lige pludselig
skulle vise sig et et, et flertal uden om regeringen for at aendre partistattereglerne, kunne det
veere interessant, hvis der lige pludselig dukker en historie op, om en eller anden
skandalehistorie om nogen, der har pa den ene eller anden made misbrugt reglerne, sa er
det interessant. Men det handler jo tit om, at der pa en eller anden made skal vaere en en ny
krog eller ny arsag til at dykke ned i det. Og jeg tror, at der-- Jeg teenker ikke, der er nogen
journalister, som vil sige nej til en god historie, bare fordi det handler om for eksempel
partistgtte. Man kan sige, at Berlingske havde hele landbrugspakken for eksempel. Det
handlede om sadan noget med, hvor meget forurening der var i jord, og det blev der skrevet,
jeg ved ikke, hvor mange artikler om. Og man kan sige, at det var et ret usexet emne, men
det var stadig noget, som var en spaendende historie, som ogsa endte med at fa politiske
konsekvenser. Sa jeg tror... at man hvis-- Hvis der er den rigtige lejlighed, sa er jeg slet ikke i
tvivl om, at der nok skal veere masser, der gerne vil skrive om partistgtte.

Speaker1: [00:10:03] Tak, Der er flere af dine kollegaer - ikke fra Berlingske dog, men fra
andre medier, der har sagt, at det kan vaere en sveer historie at skrive, fordi der er s meget
lukkethed. Er det er et udsagn, du kan se dig selv enig i, i forbindelse med, at det simpelthen
er bevlet at fa lavet en historie om det?

Speaker2: [00:10:24] Ah ja, jeg ved ikke... Det er nok lidt mere bavlet end, det er at lave
andre historier. Men jeg ved ikke, om jeg oplever, at der ngdvendigvis er mere lukkethed,
fordi man vil jo ofte kunne fa nogle af dem, som er imod partistgttereglerne - de har jo
formentlig adgang til mange af de samme informationer som dem, der ikke har teenkt sig at
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a&ndre partistattereglerne, og de har ogsa en interesse i, at ting kommer frem. Men jeg tror...
S4a, jeg ved ikke, hvor meget det holder én fra at lave det, jeg tror-- Men ja, men men men.
Dermed ikke sagt at jeg ikke godt kan se pointen. Det er ikke sddan en-- Det er ikke altid
sadan en ligetil historie at lave, hvor du bare teenker "her er den den aktuelle krog. Sadan far
jeg den. Sadan far jeg den skrevet." Og "her er den-- Her ligger den gode indledning pa det
her med partistgtte."

Speaker1: [00:11:18] Tak skal du have. Jeg ser lige, om der er et spgrgsmal, jeg har
sprunget over. Nej, jeg synes egentlig vi er kommet meget godt rundt. Er der noget du kunne
teenke dig og lige saette med som krog her til sidst?

Speaker2: [00:11:38] Nej, jeg teenker maske ogsa det var... Det var meget, meget fint. |
hvert fald hvis du kan bruge det. Det er jo mest det.

Speaker1: [00:11:45] Der er faktisk lige et enkelt spgrgsmal, kan jeg se. Undskyld, det er det
sidste. Ja, det var i forhold til at deekke emnet under en valgkamp versus i
valgkampsperioderne imellem. Hvad teenker du om det der? Grunden til jeg sparger, er jo
fordi, at det er dér politikerne bruger mange penge eller allerflest penge under valgkampene.
Sa hvad taenker du om det? Hvornar er det-- altsa vigtigst?

Speaker2: [00:12:13] Ja, altsa hvornar det er vigtigst at skrive om partistatte, eller hvornar
er det vigtigst at skrive om Pape eller..?

Speaker1: [00:12:19] Nej, ved du hvad, lad mig sperge pa en anden made: Er det vigtigt at
deekke under en valgkamp for eksempel?

Speaker2: [00:12:26] Altsa partistgtteregler?

Speaker1: [00:12:27] Ja, lige preecis.

Speaker2: [00:12:27] Det synes jeg, det ville vaere, hvis der ligger en historie, der er veerd at
daekke. Jeg ved ikke, om det giver mening som svar. Men altsa, hvis der er noget-- hvis
altsa-- hvis der dukker noget, som er... Man potentielt med rette kan kritisere nogle
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magthavere for, under en valgkamp som relaterer sig til partistatte, sa ville jeg synes den
var--, ligesa vigtig at lave dér som pa alle mulige andre tidspunkter.

Speaker1: [00:12:57] Det var det jeg havde. Tak. Jeg stopper optagelsen nu.

English translated version:

Speaker 1: August Merved

Speaker 2: Journalist H

Speaker1: [00:00:00] Now here. There you go, there you go. That's perfect. Well, I'd like to
start by asking you about party funding, because | can see that it's something you've written
about before. Can | get you to, broadly speaking, describe the current coverage of that?

Speaker2: [00:00:23] Uha, that was a good question. | can remember exactly when or what

exactly | have written about party funding. I've probably done that a few times over the years.
And you're saying | should describe the coverage of party funding rules? | would say that it's

not something that gets a lot of coverage compared to what it perhaps should. But | do think

that most media, including Berlingske, have given plenty of column space to the subject. So,

in principle, it's an okay topic.

Speaker1: [00:01:07] Can | ask you why you say that it could be-- it should be covered
more?

Speaker2: [00:01:16] Well, | think it's a little bit that | think that your -- that you -- your -- your
-- well, you know, that's what you're trying to find out. But there are some topics that readers
are more interested in than others. And it is my impression that even though we have written
a lot about party funding, and | have written a lot about party funding over the years, that it is
not something that has a lot of reader interest and sometimes so--. Or you often want to
write to your readers and write about something they are interested in, and therefore we do
not ignore party funding stories. And we also, | think, write about them when it's worth doing
something about. Or when it's worth--when it's worth covering. But it's not always that kind of
interest is so pronounced.
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Speaker1: [00:02:12] Can | ask - Why do you think the interest is not so significant for
readers? What is it about the story there that makes it less interesting than other topics, for
example? | might, for example, just to add to the question, | might add some-- I've done
some research on that. Admittedly based on the last election campaign, where | took Sgren
Pape's cases, which | also mentioned in the email. They were covered by the seven Danish
media 90 times, and another comparison was the World Cup in Qatar - not the soccer one.
By that | mean that it's not about Ronaldo's form or Messi's records - more about should the
Ministry of Culture do something, should DBU do something? etc. It was covered 170 times,
where the party support with Frihedsbrevet's revelations was covered 18 times. | thought
that was a significant difference. And when you say that readers might find it less interesting
as well, you can see which way I'm trying to go down? How is it that there is this difference,
do you think, from a journalistic perspective?

Speaker2: [00:03:19] I'm actually a bit surprised that the issue of whether we should
participate in the World Cup in Qatar from a political point of view has gotten so much
coverage, because it's well-- | didn't really have the impression that it had. But | think,
compared to when you look at Pape, | think it's very natural that he got so much coverage
because he went out and wanted to be - he put himself forward as a candidate for prime
minister and that led to him being more thoroughly checked, if you like. | mean, there were--
There were far more stories written about him, and he was sort of pressure tested to a much
greater extent. And he was also an interesting name for the readers. So, there was just
interest in Pape, both in his ascent and in the fall he ended up having during the election
campaign. Qatar, Well, you could say that the reason why it may have taken up so much
time is that it's-- | think it may be related to the fact that the government and the Ministry of
Culture were so hesitant in relation to when they were going to say what they were going to
do, and that it was so clear to the whole world, but also to - and of course also to a lot of
Danes, that there were some ethical issues in relation to the World Cup, which made it a
pretty interesting question. It just takes me by surprise that it has nevertheless been more
important than Pape. Wasn't that what you said in your count of what had gotten even more
column space than Pape? Yes, and party support now...

Speaker2: [00:04:58] It's true that you mentioned Frihedsbrevet’s story, and in principle it
could have had more coverage. Maybe it really deserved it, because it was over some-- It
was a pretty good-- They did some good stories, and it was a sensational and exciting way
of doing it. | think there may well be something in this about what kind of media
Frinedsbrevet is. It's a narrower media that did these stories, and so the way they did it
meant that you couldn't just go in as another media perhaps and just jump on and kind of
take over the coverage, where the other Pape and Qatar, it was in some way a common
agenda for all the media that were there. And it was also an agenda that was tied to - what is
it called - tied to - to - to - to the time, so it was relevant in relation to the election campaign.
One and in relation to the World Cup the other, while party support perhaps came a little
more as such a ... It was not tied to anything, there was no need to make a um- Some new
rules for party support. As | remember it at the time. So it was-- so-- so it was. It was a good
story in the days when it was a big deal, but it wasn't one where you thought "we're still in
this loop, we still have to write about party funding today."
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Speaker1: [00:06:22] Thank you, can | also get you to comment on the election before in
2019. | did a count and there was one single article written about it. A single article from
Jyllands-Posten. Why do you think it takes up so little space during election campaigns?
-The party support rules as a topic.

Speaker2: [00:06:43] And yes, that's actually a really good question. Well, | think that some
of it, it's what | said at the beginning, that it doesn't have huge reader interest. And that's it, |
think. We can feel that, and so can the other media. It's also a topic that-- even though a lot
has been written - my own editor has written a book on party funding - it's just a-- It's a topic
that there's not-- It doesn't really do any good to write anything about it-- anything about it,
because the parties in power-- well, a majority of the parties, which are the parties in power,
they're not going to do anything about it anyway. So it's often the same criticism that comes
from the small opposition parties or Enhedslisten. It's a bit like what you see with the
Freedom of Information Act - it's also-- it's been written about a lot, but you could also say
that the reason why it's probably not written about anymore is just because-- There's a
feeling that nothing will happen because the parties in power have no interest in it.

Speaker1: [00:07:53] Why do you think readers are not so interested in party funding
stories?

Speaker2: [00:08:00] I think... | think in relation to when you have a Pape who is important,
you have a personal story as well. It is linked to something, while party support rules are
often something that is a little more systemic and a little more nerdy "Christiansborg stuff"
than it is such a big common agenda. | don't think many Danes have ever woken up and
thought "l wonder what's going to happen to the party support rules?" Well, it just doesn't
have that much attention.

Speaker1: [00:08:39] Thank you. What about from a journalistic perspective, is it an
interesting story to do about party funding rules?

Speaker2: [00:08:49] Well, it depends on so many things, | would say. If a majority outside
the government were to suddenly emerge to change the party support rules, it could be
interesting, if a story suddenly emerges about some scandalous story about someone who
has in one way or another abused the rules, then it would be interesting. But it's often a
matter of somehow finding a new hook or a new reason to delve into it. And | think that
there-- | don't think there are any journalists who will turn down a good story just because it's
about, for example, party funding. You could say that Berlingske had the whole agricultural
package, for example. It was about something like how much pollution there was in the soil,
and | don't know how many articles were written about that. And you could say that it was a
rather unsexy topic, but it was still something that was an exciting story that also ended up
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having political consequences. So | think... that if... If there is the right opportunity, | have no
doubt that there will be plenty of people who will want to write about party funding.

Speaker1: [00:10:03] Thank you. Several of your colleagues - not from Berlingske, but from
other media - have said that it can be a difficult story to write because there is so much
closed-mindedness. Is that a statement you can see yourself agreeing with, in the context of
it simply being a hassle to get a story about it?

Speaker2: [00:10:24] Ah yes, | don't know... It's probably a bit more of a hassle than it is to
do other stories. But | don't know if | feel that there is necessarily more secrecy, because you
will often be able to get some of those who are against the party support rules - they
probably have access to much of the same information as those who do not intend to
change the party support rules, and they also have an interest in things coming out. But |
think ... So, | don't know how much it keeps you from doing what | think-- But yes, but but but
but but. That's not to say that | don't see the point. It's not such a-- It's not always such a
straightforward story to make, where you just think "here's the hook. This is how I'm going to
getit. This is how I'm going to write it." And "here's the-- Here's the good introduction to this
party funding thing."

Speaker1: [00:11:18] Thank you very much. I'll just see if there's a question I've skipped. No,
| think we've actually gotten around very well. Is there anything you would like to add as a
hook at the end?

Speaker2: [00:11:38] No, | think maybe it was ... It was very, very nice. At least if you can
use it. That's mostly it.

Speaker1: [00:11:45] There is actually just one question, | see. Sorry, it's the last one. Yes, it
was in relation to covering the topic during an election campaign versus in the election
campaign periods in between. What do you think about that? The reason I'm asking is
because that's when politicians spend a lot of money or the most money during election
campaigns. So what do you think about that? When is it-- that is, the most important?

Speaker2: [00:12:13] Yes, when is it most important to write about party funding, or when is
it most important to write about Pape or...?

Speaker1: [00:12:19] No, you know what, let me ask it another way: Is it important to cover
during an election campaign for example?

73



Speaker2: [00:12:26] So, party support rules?

Speaker1: [00:12:27] Yes, exactly.

Speaker2: [00:12:27] | think it would be if there is a story worth covering. | don't know if that
makes sense as an answer. But, you know, if there's something-- if there's-- if something
comes up that's... You could potentially rightly criticize some people in power for, during an
election campaign that relates to party support, then | would think it was--, as important to do
there as at any other time.

Speaker1: [00:12:57] That's what | had. Thank you, thank you very much. I'll stop the
recording now.

74



75



Appendix 4 - by August Merved

This appendix shows a visual representation of the media coverage data
gathered from Appendix 1, as well as the search results from Infomedia,
contextualized. The visualized figures are also presented in the thesis text.

2022 election

Topic Broadsheet media coverage Tabloid media coverage

Non-Transparent Party Funding 12
Qatari World Cup in 2022 79
Sgren Pape Poulsen 57

2019 election

Topic Broadsheet media coverage
Non-transparent party funding 1
Rasmus Paludan Scandals 94
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2015 4
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2022 12

Comparison search coverage

2022
Topic Amount of Infomedia search results 2022 election
Healthcare 1611
Immigration 202
Non-transparent party funding 48
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Topic Amount of Infomedia search results 2019 election
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Non-transparent party funding 60
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