(Q__ULOBATRANKING =~ /)
GLOBAL f

WHAT'S WRONG
WITH THE REPORTS?

A Report by Ij-Reportika

-
(NKING



Table of Contents

I T o T O o R Y o OSSPSR H
Worl d Press FEr.eedoam. . l.ndeXa . 0
Met hodol og..c.al... Bl B WS p
Unexpected or Fl.awed..dli.s.c.r.e.p.anc.i.eS.....®
Dat a Li Miol @l S M M
Cul tur al and..Re.g.l.onal..Bi.as....... M M
(O oI T S G o BV = - O T PP PPRPT PP M H
Corruption Per.cepti.ons...l.ndeX ..., MO
Met hodol oag.i.c.al... B B WS M n
Unexpected or Fl.awed..dli.s.c.r.e.p.anc.i.eS...o...MT
(O o T o T S G o T A0 N - O = T PP MYy
Gl obal Corrupt..on..Bar.amet. e . ... H N
Met hodol og.i.c.a.l... B B WS HH
Gl obal HU NG 8l L B X e H N
Met hodol oag..c.a.l... B B WS Hp
Data Li Miib a0 S H Yy
Unexpected or Fl.awed..di.s.c.r.e.p.anc.i.es........0H
(O o I o T S G o TV 20 S - I = T PP on
United States Commi ssion on International
L o o T GO A OO PO PPPP R PPPPPI op
Met hodol oag.i.c.a.l... B B WS 0ocC
Dat a Li Mol @l i 0o S e ee e e e e e eneeed mnn
(O oI T G o BV = O = T P RSRRPP nn
Worl d Happiness. . .RepPO.r it e np
Met hodol og.i.c.al... B B WS pH
Dat @ Li Mol @l i 0o S po
FIl aws in the Gal.l.up..War.l.d.. Rol.l.................. pp
Unexpected or Fl.awed..di.s.cr.ep.anci.es.......po
(O o I o T S G o TV 20 N - N = T PP CH
(O30T o I o B U = O o 1 4 PO PPP PP cp
T T = T =T B o - PSPPSR cc
mugt 3 S

Rel



What 6s Wrong with the Repo

An investigation intorthperwserl(d®astl édding ra

|l ntroducti on

Gl obal ranki ng Woerplod t Br essusc hjFQaeserduopne i lomd ePxer c e
|l ndexMod | d Happihmeees bRemaoaret benchmar ks for as
i ssues. Governments, policymakers, and inter
gui de decisions, shape perceptions, and infl
t hdimdi ngs, whil e opposition parties | evera
despite their wthHhespreadoirmpoatannet beyond

|l nvestigative Journalism Reportika wuncovers
celebrated indices: itnhaecycuaraec i @efst e med ahtdalllod¢ @ g
' imitandonsh s bmea tparaospeasg,aMha | e t hese reports
unbi ased assessments, they someti mes perpet.u
to account for the cultural saumrde regional con

This investigative series del ves denespt alnneon tt
of thi,s weegdamrctus on sever al widely reference
unexpected discrepancies to controversies st
t hat guestion their wvalidity. Il n Pairmg Tiwvo,
unravel their systemic fl aws.

This report is the result of montimwvwesti mati
Journalism MDegm@mov tnigkhkgerrooum do nsd aigltilesdatian revi e
insights from | eading economists, geopolitic
di ssected the inner workings of these repor
ba&ced by rigorous analysis, contextual under
truth beyond the number s.

Read on to uncover why these indices, of t en
be the definitive guides they claim to be. B
rankingselateddéespgpues that threaten their cre

wm»
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Worl d Press Freedom | ndex

Th®&orIPdh ess Freedom, | pdéxi § WedRleponaalrksy Wby h
Border ssi(nReSeF)200 2, ranks countries based on

previous year. According to its of"faiccciuarlatwee b
reflection of the situaThenWREI tdhheeks meo ods P
of freedom available to journalists, news o
with the extent of governmental . efHloawretve r t o i
specifically focuses on press freedom and do
human rights conditions in the countries ass

WHAT’s WRONG WITH THE

World Press Freedom Index ?
Relies on input from

Psychological and Ignore whether Fails to examine whether journalists specialists, but their number,
Emotional Distress & opposition leaders have access to fair legal redress or selection criteria, and political
Professional harm granted media space systematically denied leanings remain undisclosed.

Subjective Ignore Opposition | Charges Legal Reliance on Severe
Questions Crucial Media Against Redressal Broad Data
Metrics Coverage | lJournalists [ LUELIEIER Assertions  Limitations

R R

Questions on

)

Ignore metric Does not differentiate Some questions require
like country wise charges related to respondents to make
total News journalistic work vs those general judgments about
Channels and concerning criminal/non- complex topics, like "Are
Newspapers media-related activities. journalists monitored by the

authorities?"
——— WHAT'S WRONG WITH THE REPORTS? ——

A report by LI-REPORTIKA

Fi guwrat ' s wrong with the World Press Freedom

Since 2s0e2Hegnmlae r panel hasd aesypiesttesd I n revis
met hodol ogy to enhance its accuracy and rel e
asThomas Haniat zsspcehci al i st in gl obal journal.i
University DaviMdniLewyeminar research associat
the Study of Journal i sm.

Ot her memb&alsl iien,cHaugljfeesr nal i sm professor fro

Her man Wassemmame Uni verlLsaiutrya oMolm@aple oTowre,s e
Deutsche Well &a&hAbade¢ nibd,uU adoicd ef Mam RBRSF. Toget

these experts bring extensive experience 1in
and press freedomsevieteubndex,ramaimg & oceadi
press freedom chall enges.
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The Index is a snapshot of the situation during the calendar year (January-
December) prior to its publication. Nonetheless, it is meant to be seen as an
accurate reflection of the situation at the time of publication. Therefore, when
the press freedom situation changes dramatically in a country between the
end of the year assessed and publication, the data is updated to take account
of the most recent events possible. This may be related to a new war, a coup
d'état, a major attack on journalists, or the sudden introduction of an extreme
repressive policy.

Fi gBWeer |l d Press Freedom Index as per the RSF W
(Souhrtcteps : / / rsf . eusggdemp imeit-thodefisnse eidnpd2e0x2)4 /

Despite its intended objectivity, t he WPFI
regarding its methodology, reliance on subje
rankings. I n this investkiegatciomeg meep@odidecye C\&
flawdlmd a | ismutmaobuondsng the I ndex, alongsi de
freedom gl obally.

RUSSIA

CANADA

ESTADOS UNIDOS

BOA STUACAD.

Fi gBWeer | d Press Freedom hitntdpesx: /2/0r2s4f .Moarpg /(eSno/ uirncdee x /
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https://rsf.org/en/methodology-used-compiling-world-press-freedom-index-2024/
https://rsf.org/en/index/

Met hodol ogi cal FI aws

Press freedom map

The press freedom map offers a visual overview of the scores of all the
countries in the index. The colours and classifications are assigned as follows:

[85 - 100 points] good (green)

[70 - 85 points|[ satisfactory (yellow)

[55 - 70 points[ problematic (light orange)

° _ difficult (dark orange)
B N T 5| very serious (dark red)

Fi gdRreess Freedomt Map: (fosfceurwsg@daemp imeit-thodefisnse eidnpd2e0x2)4 /

The World Press Freedom Index (WPFI) uses a

receives a score between 0 to 100, with 100
this system is designed to prowiode weord admwp rde
sever al met hodol ogi cal fl aws haveulbgerctp oiin:

anddata gather.ing processes

1.Subjective Nature of Qualitative Anal ysis
A significant porti onWorfl e aRrhe s ulrsa epddcsne slic rodr
a qualitative analysis derived from response
specialists, i ncluding journalists, academi c
capture ntéaprcewdnd omeal ities, this approach i
of subjectivityOuntbdi ndenganknagprearttes thaltd nsal
bi aasesften aWwighedr eiatglagonisitt i cmd c iefsifcab laivoh e
scrutiny, their identities are not made pub]|
skews the dat a, making it di fficult to ver.i
reflection of the medi a espwinis@n’s marpte.r sAdadpiletdi
exper iammpleespectwihiesh under mines consi stency
contexts.
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https://rsf.org/en/methodology-used-compiling-world-press-freedom-index-2024/

-12 questions and subquestions (24 of the safety score)

The questions concern journalists’ safety. For this purpose, press freedom is defined as the ability to
identify, gather and disseminate news and information in accordance with journalistic methods and ethics,

without unnecessary risk of:

®  bodily harm (including murder, violence, arrest, detention, enforced disappearance and

abduction);

® psychological or emotional distress that could result from intimidation, coercion, harassment,
surveillance, doxing (publication of personal information with malicious intent), degrading or hateful

speech, smears and other threats targeting journalists or their loved-ones;

® professional harm (for example, the loss of one’s job, the confiscation of professional equipment,

or the ransacking of installations).

Fi gb3eoring of HMPtFds :(/Slorug fc.eeursg@ demyp imeit-thodefisose eidmpd2e0xd 4 /

2.Psychol ogi cal and Emotional Di st

cut

Anot her chal |seoncgieocluilgsuriah tamel whatat y nichi
assessing | opusryncahloilsotgsi'c arli sokd wefmad toi o ma li md id

harassment , and doxing. While these are ¢
of these stesabpeaxrsd vi fhfisgohal eyt ut at enle . Emo
di stress varies from person to person, an
t hese factor st Gismpwocrtk a njvo uromameinst . Thi s s
about whet her such an evalwuation can be
whet her the data reflect the real extent
.Professional Harm Criteria

Thiencl uproheski,onaadcthaasn t he confiscati on

or job | oss, i's also problematic. It I s
di smissed due to their wor k pr ofdeusesitoom al
inefficiTdhnsy ambi gui ty introduces furthe
professional consequences that are unr el
countrybés overall scor e.

.Questionnaire Language and Cul tur al Bi as

Al t hough the ques®#4do0hanaaguahgee sf raavnaiinlga bolfe qi
cairesul tural bias, particularly as it is d
This di sadweasnteagne countries where media p
established by tmherlepdesentt@aadiomogotftchpases
regions.
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https://rsf.org/en/methodology-used-compiling-world-press-freedom-index-2024/

Tt

.Equal Weight for QuEle¢ilomdexanadvahndatads oprse

five indicators: political, | egal, econon
all questigorstamass abb e, waehghbhhedoeguabtyac
varying degrees of severity of different
the | ack of access to information may nof

yet both factors are igalvleyn cdigauutad r airingpgo rtt ha

.Lack of Comprehensive MeTheclsndoax Médesa o

the total number( DY, nreaddiao ,plpartifrotr,msonl!l i ne
media | andscape witsh HDeaktrbBeeouptitess endi
unacknowl edged.SikhhagrapRraek,anldt2kbg madi a envi
includes a miixnfdfueqawar mmantet s afdthepri va
Strdimae@NA Whil e most mainstream outl et
presence of alternatiTvhee oQnlliinmea h&iwlsiazpe mag f
media diversity.

Simill adli(R@asnh kmddi9g | andscape is one of the
the worl d, encompassing thousands of TV
online platforms i n mulntdiepx] & alia nsg uaog erse.c oH
and scopeoubfetheswhich contributes to ar
country's media presence

.Ownership DynamMiocsdi sgmnoarcédon goegernandesntbe

controlled and privZtwoalny r ioedsopemvinmle d ©a ate e

systenmnsismiorael y to those with a mix of ir
the | evel of edi t or iPaak i fgriRememdko mL&b 2B d rg nii M $ tC
portion of media ownership iIs concentrat
t hJeamgqnDawgqr oupBowever, these enti tsiuerse ope
from both the ogovVvetamegnt i antdutdheg direct
mani pul ati on. The di stinction bet ween n
government influence is cruci al but remai
.Di scretion i n TLhiec elnnsdienxgy oMeedrilacooks whet her
di scretion in awarding or sprveoks nfgr enedld m
selectively shutting dowhaucdrii tA Raahbl k avlo6i 6¢)e, ¢
Licensing is a key control tool, as the g
outlets <critical of its policies. Medi a
deterring independent journalism

.Sustai nGodv Arnfment €Covai aget o eval uate whet

continues to criticize the government wit

of press freedom. For I nstTamk@EeRandlke spb 8 g,
certain indepenQuenmmhtu roiugte hett-gso, u esruacnhe nats r e p o
but the Index fails to acknowledge this r
35S



osi tion MeNo aa sCsoevsesrnaegnet: i s made of whet
ders are granted media space, a factor
t he media | anTasjciakpieRa mfo rl 5&X amplgeh,t | y
medi a, barring opposlind(icRrah®6ialelsowsntappeds
coverage in private outl et s, highlighting
similar rankings.

1INature of Charges TAgadienxs td oJeosu rmoatl | &it fsf: er €

charges related to journalistic -wedkaand
related activities. This | ack of speci fi
vi ol althhreomssu.se of media for disinformati on
interest of the nation remai nBurakleRainki c al

158) , numerous journalists face accusati
i nveolwredi ble Ilinks to banned organizati
merely criticizing gover nmen

12.Legal Redressal MechanismsThe Index fails toexamine whether journalists and

media houses have access to fair legal redress or whether such avenues are
systematically deniedSome countries demonstrate a disconnect between legal
protections for journalists and their press freedom rankings. For ins&mdé, Africa

(Rank 38), despite strong constitutional protections, scores modestly due to occasional
harassment and intimidation of journalists. Converddiguritania (Rank 33), with

limited practical press freedom, ranks relatively well, indicatiotgptial overvaluation

of legal frameworks in the Index. Such discrepancies highlight the Index's challenge in
balancing legal provisions with ethe-ground realities.

13.Overlooked Factors in Assessing Press FreedonThe World Press Freedom Index

y ut

S

overlooks several critical factors that shape media environments globally. Issues such

as selective blocking of media or online platforms, censorship of foreign media outlets,
and restrictions on journalistso edpitet er nal
their significant impact on press freedom. Moreover, the Index does not consider the

size of a country or the complexity of its governance, which infllemecedia
accessibility and oversight. In large or highly decentralized states, regional tégspari

in press freedom often go unreported, highlighting gaps in the Index's ability to provide

a comprehensive analysis.

ues with the Questionnaire:

.Subjectiviit WMaalyd gbBieas i ons, such as those
degree of government influence or transpa
instance, YdHewt eanssl yi Ean the government
public broadcasgquijoearnadigtdal s to provi
t haftt emfilssenced by their personal experi e
the data and reduce its reliability acros

.Vague Response TBat eageriefs response <categ

"Regul arly,"”™ or "Occasionally i ntDaoduces

385



public media outl ets iogrHcere sthRswvremiawWd iikref
"Systemawiitcladuty" cl ear criteria for wh at
specificity |l eads to inconsistent interpr

3.Lack of ContexQuebt Nomsckekaews media ab

financialdoctabi | azgByynong foati onsluchi msum
di fferences in economic systems, medi a o0V
This | eads to oversimplified responses th
| andscape in different countries.

4 Overrel i ance on Br oSameAsgleadtiiomms require
general judgments dbAolet joammlad X sttesp imoan,i tlc
on by the adabeberigtuiesg?ons | eads to over
statements that do not capture the full r

5.l nconsistent Applicat@QuestAcornoss st hGaotnt ag ¢ 8
experience for dHBvepouyoomahib$tisissbekbnamur
mont hosr?Are journalists at ri sk afrreditavi ng
rel evant or appropriately scailfefderfeonrt envee
environments wil/ experience these issue
all ow for nuance in these variations.

6.Li mited Explanat:i ohhef offi nRRelsposeastison offe
el aborati on, and manyo potfi otnh ea nrsewseprosn. s eTsh i as
ability of respondents to provide context
For example, wheprassweovegagbetbherndeper
have no opportunity to expl adg s etpheacti fmicg hp
exi st.

Unex pecRl eadvealr di screpanci es

Controversial Rankings

World Press Freedom Index

Rank: 04 Rank: 16 Rank: 33 Rank: 10

=l | S
AR

The Netherlands  Belgium Mauritania ~ Germany

Rank: 50 Rank: 64 Rank: 159 Rank: 152

= ' ™ -

Ghana Sierra Leone Rankss) Rank:2s Ranksis India Pakistan

Suriname Namibia

——— WHAT'S WRONG WITH THE REPORTS? ——

Areport by LI-REPORTIKA

Fig6Wreexpected or FIlawed discrepancies in the Worl d



M Jut

The Netherl andDDewyp.i tRRelIBeilgmum' s steady pe
ranking 16th with 81.49 points in 2024,
28th in 2022 (77.93 points), managed to c

This sharp rectoiveny almowstest lyas consi stency
used, especially when both countries shatl
Mauritania WMaurGéamaay saw &3 rdd apilaahd &7 4r. i290e
points firmPM2ion24202d2spite ongoing concerns
censorship, and politicaGern marey freavieing el 0 tn
83.84 points, despstablitshesd afal sete agpadpe swsen
instituti doredlwesetnr drhgetske t wo countries doe:
rankings.

Ghana vs. SGheamanbKkOsi dmn e2 024 wi t h 67 .etI apoi
Leonedespite its ongoing chabdweahdgdes 6ui 21
points. Considering Ghana has a more robt
highlights fl aws I n t he ev e

USA sSur i naanide mi :b i Bh er aJSkAesdsiant 2 024 gl obal m €
| eader with strong protections for freedo
much | ower than catuhfB8deNari'lGidavisiulr ¢ nalime U

faces i1issues related to media polarizat.i
mi si nformation, the stark contrast in ran
smal |l er nations with ofveewelry.ntefdhitas ccshlaglgleesnt s
in howornsa | i ke media influence and the sc

India vs. Pakistan In 2024, India rank459th with 31.28 points while Pakistan is

ranked slightly higher at52nd with 33.90 points This close ranking between two
countries with contrasting media landscapes raises questions about the assessment
criteria. India, a democratic nation with a vast and diverse media scene, faces significant
issues like political interference, and polarizeddia coverage. In contrast, Pakistan,
where the media operates under tighter restrictions and frequestingesom both
government and military influences, has a marginally better ranking. This narrow gap
suggests thdhdia's press freedom challengemay be weighted heavily in the ranking
criteria, potentially underestimating theore severe forms of control that Pakistani

media outlets often encounter.



SCOring countries and terrirories

The Index is based on a score ranging from O to 100 that is assigned to each country or territory, with 100

being the best possible score (the highest possible level of press freedom) and 0 the worst.
This score is calculated on the basis of two components:

® aquantitative tally of abuses against media and journalists in connection with their work;

® aqualitative analysis of the situation in each country or territory based on the responses of press
freedom specialists (including journalists, researchers, academics and human rights defenders) to

an RSF questionnaire available in 24 languages.

FigdSeoring of thetWBEV/f{Sdumwmesgedemp imeit-thgdefisnse eidmpdre x
2024/

Data Limitations
The ranking methodology includes aprgeusasl i t a
freedom specialists, including journalists
def endeHoswever, critical niummbemrmaandnl irstgao
speciiasl imsats di sch asied, ofnotrdire istp lodhie ecai ondeo
made publaicck. oTfthitsranspargonegti ons about the
i mpartiality of the data.
Whi |l equtama i t adf vabtuaésyagainst media and |
concrete basis fostialslsefsamenti 4 bhesy gobtuhtidti n
gualitative asabvgsikesdatubfTehremihenabviyonrsel i ance
responses introduces a | evel of wvariabil it
situation across countries, making the ran
perspectives.
Cul tural and Regional Bi as

The methodol ogy for evaluating press freed
stillscembedal and regional bi ases. Each <co
i ndi cpaotloirtsi:cal context, | egal framework, ec
and sWhelg. these indicators are uniformly
norms and expecsiant ivoanrsy,i nwgh iicnht errepsruelttat i ons
For instancefFriaman@euvmanegali kestrictions
extremi st contseustetdar eroedemctasomeianlt elrgrrned ey
as censorship in the context SaudprAsamf nee
and many other Mi haalve EBEastetnrecumtrcite ®ns
political o®@&sr ¢alrieeg iof utse ni sdseteépd jyr isnogaiad tnaeld n«
governance .f Wlhmewanebays a uni ver sal standard,
|l ow scores despite public acceptance of 't h


https://rsf.org/en/methodology-used-compiling-world-press-freedom-index-2024/
https://rsf.org/en/methodology-used-compiling-world-press-freedom-index-2024/

Il n terms of Tpuorlkaehydncdhilbaceo ot @0t ¢t s maft or nt er f
me d,i ayet the nature of pol i tgiowalr nimemhlt uen ae
controls maj orwhmelde a nc hlanndnieal,s ,pol i ti cal i nf
economisawsg prseusch as advertising iamwe sotw ngeartsih
agenci es bsao.r &Tuh d de paiestfinmdtyi omaspt ured by a
eval ation questions, potenpolailtiycal siadfviamn

u
medi a takes different f or ms.

Similarly, i n the sociocultural context in
identitiPak, stldmndhomassnayg score duswedm duwa rtnalr
not to criticize religious institutions or
often culturally embedded and may not f ace
secul ar or Western countrlilesqu el$hteéesamdsi f or m
i nconsistencied oirn ex\kanlpl athsdabuot thh fKaoa e ai s s u e ¢
around gender equality in media, but these
regional cul tur al nor ms.

Overall, these exampdizealsho gadbgpagshta cfltunlalty ac afip
the complexities of press freedom across di

ratingsut Wast&hwopress freedom norms over

st

Con
Fol

ructures.

troversies
| owing are the controversies surrounding

di fferent countri es:

T

M it

ChirChina views the Index as a politicize
access to news, digital technology, and e
from foreign perspectives.

RussRiuss:si a frequently dismisses the | ndex
pointing out that it fails to account for

media regul ati on.

Mi ddl e Eastern Countri esLe(aed.eg.s, c®auckindArt

fails to respect "cultural norms" and r ecg
Western i deal s t hat donot align wi t
HungarW¥yhe Hungari an gover nment and i ts
di sproportionately targets countries witdl
Il i ber al bias in Iits assessments.

| ndiThe I ndian government and certain mec
assessments | ack transparency and over |
intimidation against journalists, which t
I 38§



Corruption Perceptions | ndex

The Corruption Perceptions Index (CPI) is a
of public sect olr8 0c ocroruunpCtoinopns | @ drToasasms @lalr g n by
I nternationalt hsei ncned elx9 s5cores nations on a s
(very clean) based on assesshent2d 218y Cdx p e rctos
the period from May 2022 to April 2023, plac
the top of the Ilist, while Sodmaalsi a,h eS onotsht Su

THE CPI USES A SCALE
FROM 0 TO 100

100 is very clean and
0 is highly corrupt

Fi g8Tlke CPIl Schatltep :Slo/uwww..t ransparency.org/ en/cpil

Fig@Ce®rruption Percepthohpsl hfliemallep. { Eansparencyddn. or g/ i

Mt | 3 S


https://www.transparency.org/en/cpi/2023/
https://images.transparencycdn.org/images/CPI2023_Map_EN.pdf/
































































































































































