Association suisse pour une information équilibrée

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

CBC DETAILED ANALYSIS
20240919 _Trudeau shuffles cabinet, and NDP will back Liberals in non-confidence vote | Po

Broadcast: MEDIA BIAS ANALYSIS REPORT | Analyzed: 2026-05-06 08:29
Version 2.0-cbc | Konverter 3.3 (2026-05-14) | Standard: Broadcasting Act s. 3(1)(I)

OVERALL

SCORE 6.0/10 Significant imbalance

0 = balanced, 10 = strongly biased/manipulative

POLITICAL SPECTRUM
Classification based on Chapel Hill Expert Survey (CHES) 2024

The Chapel Hill Expert Survey (CHES 2024) is an academic survey of 609 political scientists in 31 countries. Each
party is rated on a scale from O (far left) to 10 (far right).

Party NDP GPC CPC PPC
CHES 2.0 25 45 5.0 7.5 9.0
Spectrum Left Left Right Right

The overall tendency is presented on a 0—10 scale (0 = strongly left-favoring, 5 = balanced, 10 = strongly right-
favoring). The calculation is based on the difference in average favoritism of left vs. right parties (grouping per CHES
2024).

ISR 3.5/ 10 Left-favoring

0 1 2“4 5 6 7 8 9 10

«— Left Right —

Source: Chapel Hill Expert Survey 2024 — chesdata.eu | Jolly et al., Electoral Studies, 2022 | Thresholds: Pew Research Center

This section provides political context and does not contribute to the overall score.

BROADCAST INFO AND TOPIC FRAMEWORK

Broadcast Identification

» Broadcast Title: Power & Politics — "Trudeau shuffles cabinet, and NDP will back Liberals in non-confidence vote
* Network: CBC News Network / CBC/Radio-Canada

» Estimated Date: September 19, 2024

» Approximate Length: 35—-45 minutes (based on transcript density and segment structure)
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* File Reference: 20240919 Trudeau shuffles cabinet, and NDP will back Liberals in non-confidence vote

Presenter / Anchor

» David Cochrane (identifiable from internal references: "David can | just pick up on something"; "Rosie" and "Louie"
addressed by him; he references his own rugby-playing past and makes editorial asides)

Guests / Interviewees

Name Affiliation / Role Segment

Louis Blouin Radio-Canada Parliamentary Bureau Expert analyst, Segment 1
Chief

Rosemary Barton CBC Chief Political Correspondent Expert analyst, Segment 1

Tim Powers Former Conservative Party strategist; Power Panel

Summa Strategies

Amanda Alvaro Former Liberal Party communications Power Panel
strategist
Andrew Thompson Former Saskatchewan NDP cabinet  Power Panel
minister
Emily Nicola Columnist, L'actualité Power Panel
Yves-Francgois Blanchet Bloc Québécois leader (clip/quote) Referenced
Jagmeet Singh NDP leader (clip/quote) Referenced
Pierre Poilievre Conservative leader (clip/quote) Referenced
Frangois Legault Quebec Premier (referenced) Referenced
Pablo Rodriguez Former Liberal cabinet minister Referenced
(referenced)
Jean-Yves Duclos Liberal MP, new Quebec Lieutenant  Referenced
(referenced)
Anita Anand Liberal cabinet minister (referenced) Referenced
Main Topic

The broadcast covers the September 2024 political crisis in which the Conservative Party's non-confidence motion
against the Trudeau government was effectively neutralized after both the NDP and Bloc Québécois confirmed they
would not support it, alongside a minor Liberal cabinet shuffle following Pablo Rodriguez's departure.

Current Context (3—4 sentences)

By September 2024, the Trudeau Liberal government was operating in a minority Parliament under sustained
pressure from the Conservative opposition, which had been polling at approximately 40-43% nationally compared to
the Liberals at roughly 25-27% and the NDP at approximately 16—18%. The NDP had formally ended its supply-and-
confidence agreement with the Liberals in early September 2024, creating uncertainty about the government's
survival. The Conservative Party had tabled a non-confidence motion framed around the carbon tax, seeking to trigger
an early election. The Bloc Québécois, having won a by-election in Montreal, was in a strengthened negotiating
position and was publicly demanding the federal government expand the Guaranteed Income Supplement (GIS/OAS)
for seniors before agreeing to support any confidence motion.
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CHAPTER 1 — DETAILED ANALYSIS OF THE 15 CRITERIA

Hard Facts — 9 techniques that are countable and scientifically verifiable

1. EXPERT SELECTION 710

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Definition: Who is invited as an expert, their independence, funding sources, and potential conflicts of interest.
Finding 3.1

* Location: Panel composition

* Quote: "Amanda Alo is a former Liberal Party communication strategist"

» Technique: Partisan expert presented as neutral analyst — Amanda Alvaro is a former Liberal communications
professional; her commentary ("l think the Liberals won today") is predictable from her background but is
presented in a panel format that implies analytical neutrality

* Why problematic: A former Liberal strategist praising the Liberal Party's performance is not independent analysis;
the audience may not fully register the significance of "former Liberal Party communication strategist" as a
qualifier

Finding 3.2
* Location: Panel composition
* Quote: "Andrew Thompson is a former Saskatchewan NDP cabinet minister"

» Technique: Two left-of-centre partisans vs. one Conservative — the panel includes a former Liberal strategist and
a former NDP cabinet minister, with only one former Conservative strategist (Tim Powers). Emily Nicola is a
journalist/columnist whose political alignment is not disclosed

» Why problematic: The structural imbalance means two of four panelists have direct partisan ties to parties that
benefit from the Liberal government's survival; the Conservative position has one voice
Finding 3.3
* Location: Segment 1 expert selection

* Quote: "I'm joined Now by radio kenada parliamentary Bureau Chief Louis bluen and the cbc's chief political
correspondent Rosemary Barton"

» Technique: Internal CBC voices as primary analysts — both initial expert voices are CBC/Radio-Canada
employees, meaning the broadcaster is using its own staff to analyze political events rather than independent
external experts

* Why problematic: This creates a closed analytical loop; CBC journalists analyzing CBC's coverage environment
without external academic or independent voices limits the range of interpretive frameworks available
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2. SOURCE SELECTION 6/10

1 2 3 4 5 6

Claims without primary source = penalty points (rumour check)

Definition: Diversity and independence of cited sources, including funding, mandate, and interests.
Finding 12.1

* Location: Expert panel composition

+ Assessment: All four panelists are Ottawa-based political insiders (former strategists, former politicians, political
journalists); no academic, civil society, or citizen voice is included

» Why problematic: The broadcast's analytical universe is entirely composed of people whose professional identity is
tied to the political system being analyzed; this creates a systemic insider bias where the health of the political
system is assessed by those who benefit from it

Finding 12.2
* Location: Polling references

Quote: "l think we had him in the Abacus poll" (Tim Powers); "they're still way down at 16%" (Amanda Alvaro)

» Assessment: Polling data is cited casually without source documentation, methodology, or margin of error; Abacus
Data is the only named polling firm

Why problematic: Abacus Data has been noted for its association with David Coletto, who has publicly expressed
political views; while this does not invalidate their polling, citing a single firm without context or comparison to
other polls is below standard

Finding 12.3

* Location: Security discussion

.

» Assessment: The discussion of political security threats references no security experts, criminologists, or
researchers on political violence; it is entirely based on panelist opinion

* Why problematic: A serious discussion about threats to democratic participation and candidate security should
include expert voices; the absence of expertise means the discussion is driven by political framing rather than
evidence
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3. TIME DISTRIBUTION 6/10

1 2 3 4 5 6

Definition: The balance of speaking time between different political positions and perspectives.
Finding 6.1
* Location: Panel composition and speaking time

» Assessment:; Of the four panelists, Amanda Alvaro (former Liberal strategist) and Andrew Thompson (former NDP
cabinet minister) represent parties that benefit from the Liberal government's survival. Tim Powers (former

Conservative strategist) represents the opposition perspective. Emily Nicola's political alignment is not disclosed
but her commentary is broadly critical of Poilievre's tactics

* Why problematic: Approximately 3:1 ratio of anti-Conservative to pro-Conservative analytical voices in the panel;
this structural imbalance means the Conservative position receives less sympathetic elaboration

Finding 6.2
 Location: Segment 1 (Blouin/Barton)

» Assessment: The first segment focuses almost entirely on Liberal internal management (Rodriguez departure,

Duclos appointment, cabinet shuffle strategy) with the Conservative non-confidence motion treated as background
context rather than the primary story

» Why problematic: The Conservative motion is the precipitating political event; treating Liberal internal management
as the primary story and the motion as context inverts the news hierarchy in a way that serves Liberal framing

Finding 6.3
* Location: Poilievre clips vs. Singh/Blanchet clips

» Assessment: Poilievre's clips are used primarily to illustrate aggressive/negative behavior ("fake a phony a fraud

and a liar"); Singh's clips are used to illustrate principled resistance ("we're not going to let Pier PV tell us what to
do"); Blanchet's clips illustrate strategic sophistication

* Why problematic: The selection of clips creates a character hierarchy where the Conservative leader is defined by
his most aggressive statements while other leaders are defined by their most principled statements

President: Schilapfer, David - Contact: kontaki@SVFAB.ch - Address: SVFAB, Postfach, CH-8021 Zurich 1
Page 5



mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch

Schweizerischer Verein fur ausgewogene Berichterstattung
Association suisse pour une information équilibrée
Associazione svizzera per un reporting equilibrato

4. SELECTIVE OMISSION 7110

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Definition: Relevant facts, perspectives, or context that are absent from the broadcast.
Finding 4.1

« Location: Entire broadcast

* Omission: The substantive policy content of the Conservative non-confidence motion — the carbon tax argument
— is never examined on its merits

* Quote (closest reference): "it's time for the block and the NDP to stop boosting carbon taxes and protecting this
costly prime minister and allow Canadians to vote in a carbon tax election”

* Why problematic: The carbon tax is a major policy debate with legitimate arguments on multiple sides; the
broadcast treats the Conservative framing of it as mere electoral rhetoric without engaging with the underlying
policy substance, effectively dismissing it without examination

Finding 4.2

* Location: Entire broadcast
* Omission: The cost and feasibility of the Bloc's OAS/GIS demand is referenced but never analyzed
* Quote: "they want this to the OAS which is expensive"

» Why problematic: The word "expensive" is used as a dismissive shorthand without any fiscal figures, independent
economic assessment, or examination of the policy merits; this omission disadvantages the Bloc's substantive
policy position while the political maneuvering around it is extensively covered

Finding 4.3

* Location: Security discussion segment

* Omission: The specific incident involving Jagmeet Singh and a protester is referenced but the Conservative
response (Michael Cooper's statement) is buried at the very end

Quote: "l do have to say that Michael Cooper did Issue a statement saying that he was just in that restaurant
getting something to eat they recognize him asked for a picture he wasn't there with them so there you go"

+ Why problematic: The Cooper statement is delivered as an afterthought after extensive discussion that implicitly
connected Conservative rhetoric to the security incident; the exculpatory information is presented dismissively ("so
there you go") rather than as a substantive correction to the preceding narrative

Missing Voices

1. Constitutional/parliamentary law expert — No legal scholar or former Clerk of the House to explain confidence
convention implications

2. Fiscal policy economist — No independent economist to assess the OAS expansion cost claims or carbon tax
policy substance

3. Ordinary Canadian voter / vox pop — No citizen voice; all commentary is from Ottawa insiders

4. Quebec civil society representative — No voice from Quebec community organizations, unions, or advocacy
groups

5. Security expert / political violence researcher — Referenced but not actually interviewed despite the segment on
political security

6. Conservative Party spokesperson or MP — No Conservative voice beyond clips; no one to make the affirmative
case for the non-confidence motion

7. Indigenous political voice — Completely absent despite NDP's traditional relationship with Indigenous
communities

8. Academic political scientist — No university-based researcher to provide structural analysis independent of
partisan affiliation
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5. NUMERICAL MANIPULATION 4/10

1 2 3 4

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

Definition: Selective, misleading, or decontextualized use of numbers and polling data.
Finding 9.1

* Location: David Cochrane commentary

* Quote: "there's a huge amount of that PO of vote that vote that's parked with the conservatives at 43% you know
Tim that you're talking about that's there only because they dislike Justin Trudeau"

» Technique: Motivational attribution to polling numbers — the anchor asserts that 43% Conservative support is
"only" due to Trudeau dislike, which is an interpretive claim presented as fact; no polling source is cited for this
motivational attribution

» Why problematic: Polling on voter motivation is complex; attributing 43% support entirely to negative partisanship
dismisses the possibility that voters have affirmative policy reasons for supporting the Conservatives, and no
source is cited

Finding 9.2

» Location: Amanda Alvaro commentary
* Quote: "they're still way down at 16% they still have a lot of fundraising to do"

» Technique: Selective use of NDP polling number without source citation or context (which poll, when, margin of
error, trend direction)

» Why problematic: While 16% is a commonly cited NDP figure from this period, presenting it without sourcing or
context is below journalistic standard for a public broadcaster

Finding 9.3

* Location: Tim Powers commentary
* Quote: "l think we had him in the Abacus poll at" [sentence incomplete in transcript]

» Technique: Incomplete citation — a specific poll is referenced but the figure is cut off in the transcript; the Abacus
poll is cited by name but without the specific finding

* Why problematic: While this may be a transcript artifact, it illustrates the casual treatment of polling data
throughout the broadcast — numbers are invoked as rhetorical support rather than carefully sourced evidence
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6. GUILT BY ASSOCIATION 7110

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Definition: Discrediting positions or individuals by associating them with extreme or disreputable groups or ideas.

Finding 8.1

* Location: Andrew Thompson commentary

* Quote: "these guys look they're part of that you know uh Convoy clown crowd that was out there they've been
there pretty much since the Convoy haven't moved"

» Technique: Direct guilt by association — protesters near Parliament are linked to the 2022 Freedom Convoy and
labeled "clown crowd"; this is then connected to the broader political environment that the preceding discussion
had linked to Conservative rhetoric

+ Why problematic: This creates an implicit chain: Conservative rhetoric — Convoy-adjacent protesters — threat to
Singh — Conservative responsibility for political violence. This chain is not established with evidence and is not
challenged by the anchor

Finding 8.2

* Location: Andrew Thompson commentary

* Quote: "l think until you know we see what happens with the L and barber trials that maybe that uh maybe that
helps tone down those some of those right Wingers"

» Technique: Association of "right Wingers" generally with criminal defendants in ongoing trials; the implication is
that Conservative-adjacent political culture is connected to criminal behavior

» Why problematic: Referencing criminal trials in the context of a discussion about Conservative political rhetoric
implies a connection between mainstream Conservative politics and criminal activity without evidence; this is not
challenged

Finding 8.3

 Location: Emily Nicola commentary

» Quote: "the only kind of insults that PV has been using so far is trying to associate them with uh with the liberal
party which doesn't work in the mind of quebecers"

« Technique: Ironic inversion — Nicola criticizes Poilievre for using guilt-by-association tactics while the panel itself
is engaged in guilt-by-association (linking Conservatives to Convoy, to Trump/Vance, to political violence)

* Why problematic: The broadcast criticizes a tactic in one party while employing it against another, without self-
awareness or challenge from the anchor
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7. TIMING & PLACEMENT 510

1 2 3 4 5

Definition: Strategic positioning of information — what leads, what is buried, what appears before or after commercial
breaks.

Finding 10.1

* Location: Broadcast opening
* Quote: "so while quebeckers may not want a federal election the premier of Quebec sure seems to today"

» Technique: The broadcast opens by framing the Conservative-aligned position (pro-election) as contrary to public
will; this sets the interpretive frame for everything that follows

* Why problematic: Opening with an anti-election framing before any Conservative voice is heard pre-conditions the
audience's reception of subsequent Conservative arguments

Finding 10.2

* Location: Michael Cooper exculpatory statement placement

* Quote: "l do have to say that Michael Cooper did Issue a statement saying that he was just in that restaurant
getting something to eat... so there you go that's the conservative uh response on that but up next"

» Technique: Burying exculpatory information — the Cooper statement, which potentially exonerates a Conservative
MP from the security narrative built during the preceding segment, is placed at the very end of the segment
immediately before a commercial break, with dismissive framing

Why problematic: Information that challenges the dominant narrative of the segment is placed where it will have
minimum impact and is framed dismissively; this is a classic burial technique

Finding 10.3

* Location: Poilievre clip placement

* Quote: The Poilievre "fake a phony a fraud and a liar" clip is played twice — once in the news summary and once
in the panel setup

» Technique: Repetition of the most damaging clip — the most aggressive Poilievre statement is played twice,
reinforcing the characterization of him as aggressive and personal; no equivalent positive Poilievre clip is played

* Why problematic: Selective repetition of the most damaging material from one party leader while not repeating any
positive material creates a distorted portrait
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8. SELECTIVE OUTRAGE 7110

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Outrage = bias. Selective outrage amplifies the finding. Score = outrage level (0-5) + selectivity (0-5)

Definition: Moral outrage expressed at certain positions or behaviors but acceptance or minimization of equivalent
behaviors from other parties.

Finding 13.1

* Location: Discussion of Poilievre's language

* Quote (Amanda Alvaro): "the nastiness that he brings into the house and then takes out of the house because his
desire for a soundbite is bigger than his desire to do the right thing"

» Technique: Moral condemnation of Conservative rhetoric — Poilievre's language is characterized as "nasty" and
motivated by soundbite-seeking rather than principle; this moral judgment is not applied to equivalent aggressive
language from other parties

Why problematic: Jagmeet Singh's physical confrontation with a protester is discussed sympathetically ("at a
certain point what he expect a guy to do"); the same standard of moral assessment is not applied to both incidents

Finding 13.2

* Location: Andrew Thompson commentary on protesters
* Quote: "these guys look they're part of that you know uh Convoy clown crowd"

» Technique: Derogatory language about Conservative-adjacent citizens is used without challenge; equivalent
derogatory language about left-wing protesters would be challenged on a public broadcaster

* Why problematic: The asymmetry in acceptable language about different groups of citizens on a public
broadcaster violates the principle of equal treatment

Finding 13.3

+ Location: Discussion of Legault's intervention

* Quote (Rosemary Barton): "fro more than anything right now needs an enemy um that that's what could probably
help him with his own popularity"

» Technique: Legault's political motivation is attributed to personal political need (needing an enemy) — the same
motivational attribution used for Poilievre — but the tone is analytical rather than morally condemnatory

* Why problematic: The same analytical framework (politician acts from self-interest) is applied to Legault with
neutral tone and to Poilievre with moral condemnation; the inconsistency reveals selective outrage
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9. COMPLETENESS 510

1 2 3 4 5

Share of covered perspectives
Inverted: original value measures coverage (higher = better). Shown as deviation (higher = larger gaps).

| # | Perspective | Status |

oot

| 1| Conservative Party rationale for non-confidence motion (carbon tax, cost of living, democratic mandate) |
MENTIONED — only via clips, immediately countered |

| 2 | Liberal government defense of its record and cabinet decisions | MENTIONED — indirectly through analyst
commentary |

| 3 | NDP rationale for withdrawing from supply agreement while not triggering election | COVERED — multiple
panelists discuss |

| 4 | Bloc Québécois strategic positioning and Quebec-specific policy demands (OAS/GIS) | COVERED —
discussed in depth |

| 5 | Quebec provincial perspective (Legault government's interests) | MENTIONED — briefly, framed negatively |
| 6 | Ordinary Canadian voter perspective on election timing and political dysfunction | MENTIONED — only
abstractly referenced |

| 7 | Parliamentary procedure and constitutional implications of confidence conventions | OMITTED |

| 8 | Economic policy substance (carbon tax debate, OAS expansion costs, fiscal implications) | OMITTED |

| 9 | Security and democratic health concerns (political violence, rhetoric escalation) | COVERED — discussed in
final segment |

| 10 | Media's own role in amplifying political toxicity | OMITTED |

Completeness Score: 5/10

The broadcast covers the immediate political chess game in considerable depth but almost entirely omits policy
substance, constitutional context, economic analysis, and the voter perspective beyond abstract polling references.
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Soft Facts — 6 qualitative techniques

10. FRAMING 6/10

/ . Schweizerischer Verein fur ausgewogene Berichterstattung

1 2 3 4 5 6

Definition: How the topic is fundamentally constructed — what assumptions are treated as given, what the "natural”
interpretation of events is presented as being.
Finding 1.1

* Location: Opening segment, anchor introduction

* Quote: "so while quebeckers may not want a federal election the premier of Quebec sure seems to today"

» Technique: Presumptive framing — the anchor opens by establishing as fact that Quebeckers do not want an

election, which is a polling interpretation presented as settled truth, and then frames Legault's intervention as
aberrant or self-serving ("sure seems to")

» Why problematic: This pre-loads the audience to view any pro-election position as contrary to public will before
any evidence is presented, disadvantaging the Conservative position from the broadcast's first sentence

Finding 1.2

* Location: Power Panel introduction

* Quote: "The conservative party's initial plan at least to force an early election appears to be dead on arrival today"

» Technique: Dismissive framing — the phrase "dead on arrival" is an editorial judgment presented as neutral news
summary; "force an early election" frames the constitutional mechanism of a non-confidence motion as aggressive
rather than legitimate parliamentary procedure

* Why problematic: A non-confidence motion is a standard parliamentary tool; describing it as "forcing" an election

and declaring it "dead on arrival" before analysis begins frames the Conservative action as failed aggression
rather than legitimate opposition activity

Finding 1.3
* Location: Power Panel, Amanda Alvaro commentary

* Quote: "l think that the Liberals won today... this was a bad day for POV because he wasn't able to succeed in his
ambition to drive Canadians to the polls at the earliest possible date for his own political gain"

» Technique: Win/loss framing — the entire political situation is framed as a game with winners and losers, and the
Conservative leader's motivations are attributed exclusively to personal ambition rather than policy conviction

* Why problematic: Attributing political motivation solely to personal gain without evidence is an editorial judgment;
the anchor does not challenge this characterization, effectively endorsing it through silence
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11. WORD CHOICE & TERMINOLOGY 7110

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Definition: The use of loaded language, connotations, euphemisms, or dysphemisms that carry implicit evaluative
weight.

Finding 2.1

* Location: Throughout broadcast, multiple speakers

* Quote (anchor): "Pier PV" (used repeatedly); "Pier po" (used by Andrew Thompson); "pup's" (used by Andrew
Thompson)

» Technique: Dysphemistic nickname — the Conservative leader is referred to by a mocking diminutive ("PV," "po,"
"pup") by panelists and the anchor adopts this framing without correction or equivalent treatment of other leaders
* Why problematic: No other party leader is referred to by a mocking nickname. Jagmeet Singh is called "Mr. Singh"

or "jug meet Singh" (the latter a pronunciation note, not mockery); Blanchet is "Mr. Blanchet." The asymmetry
signals editorial alignment

Finding 2.2

* Location: Andrew Thompson commentary, late panel segment
* Quote: "these guys look they're part of that you know uh Convoy clown crowd that was out there"

» Technique: Guilt-by-association dysphemism — Conservative-adjacent protesters are labeled "clown crowd," a
derogatory term that is not challenged by the anchor or other panelists

» Why problematic: This characterizes a segment of the Canadian public with a pejorative term on a public
broadcaster without challenge; equivalent language about left-wing protest movements would be considered
unacceptable

Finding 2.3

» Location: Amanda Alvaro commentary

» Quote: "this was a bad day for POV because he wasn't able to succeed in his ambition to drive Canadians to the
polls at the earliest possible date for his own political gain"

» Technique: Motivational dysphemism — "his own political gain" attributes selfish motivation as the exclusive driver
of Conservative action; "drive Canadians to the polls" implies coercion

* Why problematic: The same logic could be applied to any party leader seeking an election; it is not applied to
Singh or Trudeau in this broadcast
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12. MODERATION BEHAVIOR 6/10

1 2 3 4 5 6

Definition: Asymmetries in how the anchor manages guests — interruptions, sympathy signals, follow-up pressure,
and validation.

Finding 5.1
 Location: Anchor introduction of panel discussion

* Quote: "Tim this Jag me Singh guy sounds like a bad guy jug meat Singh is a leader of the NDP because that's
how it's pronounced uh what did you make of this response from the conservatives call him a fake a phony a fraud
and a liar because they won't give Pier po of the election he wants so bad"

» Technique: Question pre-loading — the anchor's question to the sole Conservative panelist contains multiple
embedded editorial judgments: that Poilievre "wants so bad" an election (implying desperation/selfishness), and

the sarcastic framing of "this Jag me Singh guy sounds like a bad guy" signals the anchor's own view before the
Conservative voice can speak

* Why problematic: The question structure makes it difficult for Tim Powers to defend the Conservative position

without first dismantling the anchor's framing; no equivalent pre-loaded question is directed at the Liberal or NDP
panelists

Finding 5.2
* Location: Panel discussion, anchor commentary

* Quote: "I'm old enough to remember when covering politics was a bit of fun a lot of that's gone now like there's no
back and forth humor anymore it's just all attack and rage and insult and character assassination”

» Technique: Anchor editorializing — the anchor inserts a personal nostalgic editorial judgment about the state of
politics, which implicitly blames the current political environment (dominated by the Conservative opposition's
aggressive tactics as discussed in the preceding segment) without naming the Liberals or NDP as contributors

* Why problematic: An anchor on a public broadcaster should not editorialize about the quality of political discourse
in a way that aligns with one side's narrative; this violates CBC JSP impartiality standards

Finding 5.3
* Location: Michael Cooper reference at end of broadcast

* Quote: "l do have to say that Michael Cooper did Issue a statement saying that he was just in that restaurant
getting something to eat... so there you go"

» Technique: Dismissive delivery of exculpatory information — the phrase "so there you go" trivializes a potentially

significant correction; the anchor does not invite the panel to reassess their earlier commentary in light of this
information

* Why problematic: If the Cooper statement is accurate, it materially changes the narrative that had been built

around Conservative responsibility for the security incident; dismissing it with "so there you go" without follow-up
fails basic journalistic fairness

President: Schilapfer, David - Contact: kontaki@SVFAB.ch - Address: SVFAB, Postfach, CH-8021 Zurich 1
Page 15



mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch

Schweizerischer Verein fur ausgewogene Berichterstattung
Association suisse pour une information équilibrée
Associazione svizzera per un reporting equilibrato

13. QUESTION ASYMMETRY 6/10

1 2 3 4 5 6

Definition: Whether hard, confrontational questions are directed at some guests while soft, sympathetic questions are
directed at others.

Finding 7.1

* Location: Question to Tim Powers (Conservative panelist)

* Quote: "Tim this Jag me Singh guy sounds like a bad guy... what did you make of this response from the

conservatives call him a fake a phony a fraud and a liar because they won't give Pier po of the election he wants
so bad"

» Technique: The question directed at the Conservative panelist is framed around defending Conservative behavior;
it is implicitly confrontational

* Why problematic: No equivalent question is directed at the Liberal or NDP panelists asking them to defend their
parties' behavior (e.g., "Amanda, isn't the NDP propping up a government Canadians clearly want replaced?")

Finding 7.2
* Location: Question to Amanda Alvaro (Liberal panelist)

* Quote: "Emily uh how do you see it a good day for the Liberals on a day where they lost their Quebec lieutenant
and a cabinet minister after losing a seat"

» Technique: The harder question about Liberal losses is directed at Emily Nicola (the journalist), not at Amanda

Alvaro (the Liberal strategist); Alvaro is allowed to volunteer her "Liberals won today" assessment without being
challenged on it

» Why problematic: The most challenging question about Liberal performance is not directed at the Liberal partisan;
this protects the Liberal panelist from having to defend a difficult position

Finding 7.3
* Location: Question to Andrew Thompson (NDP panelist)

» Quote: "Andrew they uh keep calling jug meet Singh uh well the Jag meet but also a sellout uh saying that he's

only voting against her confidence motions so he can qualify for his pension... do you think anyone will side with
the conservatives"

» Technique: The question to the NDP panelist is framed around defending Singh against Conservative attacks, not

around challenging the NDP's own contradictions (e.g., why Singh ended the supply agreement if not to trigger an
election he then refuses to support)

* Why problematic: The NDP's strategic inconsistency — ending the supply agreement while refusing to vote non-
confidence — is a legitimate journalistic challenge that is not posed to the NDP panelist
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14. FALSE BALANCE 4/10

1 2 3 4

Definition: Artificial balance that misrepresents the actual distribution of evidence, expert opinion, or political reality.
Finding 14.1

* Location: Panel composition

* Quote: Panel described as including "a former Liberal Party communication strategist,” "a former Saskatchewan
NDP cabinet minister," "a former strategist for conservative parties," and "a columnist”

» Technique: Structural false balance — the panel appears balanced (one Conservative, one Liberal, one NDP, one
journalist) but the actual balance is 2:1 against the Conservative position, with the journalist (Nicola) also broadly
critical of Poilievre

+ Why problematic: The appearance of balance masks an actual imbalance; audiences may believe they are
receiving a balanced panel when the structural weight is against one party

Finding 14.2

* Location: Discussion of NDP's position

* Quote: "we're not going to let Pier PV tell us what to do we're not going to listen to someone who wants to cut the
things that people need"

» Technique: The NDP's characterization of Conservative policy ("wants to cut the things that people need") is
presented without challenge or fact-checking; the Conservative position on what would be cut is not examined

* Why problematic: Accepting one party's characterization of another party's policy without examination is false
balance — it appears to present both sides (by quoting Singh) while actually only presenting one side's framing

Finding 14.3

¢ Location: Entire broadcast

» Assessment: The broadcast presents the political situation as having a clear moral hierarchy (Blanchet =
sophisticated adult; Singh = principled; Poilievre = aggressive/self-interested) without acknowledging that this
hierarchy reflects a particular political perspective

* Why problematic: Presenting a partisan interpretation of political actors as objective analysis is a form of false
balance — it appears analytical while actually being evaluative
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15. AGENDA-SETTING 7110

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Definition: What becomes "the issue" through emphasis and repetition; what is excluded from discussion entirely.
Finding 15.1

« Location: Entire broadcast structure

» Assessment: The broadcast's agenda is: (1) Liberal internal management, (2) NDP strategic positioning, (3) Bloc
leverage, (4) Conservative aggression/toxicity. The Conservative policy argument (carbon tax, cost of living,
democratic mandate for election) is never the subject of substantive discussion

» Why problematic: By setting the agenda around political maneuvering and personality rather than policy

substance, the broadcast implicitly validates the Liberal/NDP/Bloc framing that the Conservative motion is about
Poilievre's ambition rather than policy disagreement

Finding 15.2

+ Location: Security discussion segment

» Quote: "l pray to God that we're not going to reach that day... I'm worried about the security of people who will be
running for office if that is something that we normalize this week"

» Technique: Agenda escalation — the discussion escalates from political rhetoric to concerns about political
violence and assassination (referencing Trump assassination attempts), creating an implicit association between
Conservative political rhetoric and threats to democratic safety

« Why problematic: This agenda-setting move — connecting Canadian Conservative rhetoric to American political
violence — is a significant editorial escalation that is not challenged or contextualized; it sets an agenda in which
Conservative political behavior is framed as a threat to democratic safety

Finding 15.3

¢ Location: Entire broadcast

» Omission: The substantive question of whether Canadians should have an election — the democratic legitimacy
question — is never seriously engaged

* Why problematic: The broadcast treats the desire to avoid an election as the obvious correct position and the
desire for an election as Poilievre's personal ambition; the legitimate democratic argument that a government with
25% support governing a country where 75% voted for other parties might warrant an election is never raised
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CHAPTER 2 — OVERALL EVALUATION

A) Summary Table: All 15 Criteria

# Criterion Score | Key Finding

(0-10)

1 Framing 6 Election framed as "forced" aggression; Conservative motion declared
"dead on arrival" before analysis

2 Word Choice 7 "PV/po/pup" nicknames for Poilievre; "clown crowd" for protesters;
unchallenged by anchor

3 Expert Selection 7 2:1 partisan imbalance against Conservatives; CBC internal voices as
primary analysts

4 Selective Omission 7 Carbon tax policy substance, OAS fiscal analysis, constitutional context
entirely absent

5 Moderation Behavior 6 Pre-loaded questions for Conservative panelist; dismissive delivery of
Cooper exculpatory statement

6 Time Distribution 6 Liberal internal management treated as primary story; Conservative motion
as background

7 Question Asymmetry 6 Hard questions directed at Conservative panelist; Liberal panelist not
challenged on "Liberals won" claim

8 Guilt by Association 7 Conservatives linked to Convoy, Trump/Vance, criminal defendants,
political violence

9 Numerical Manipulation 4 Polling cited without sources; motivational attribution to polling numbers
without evidence

10  Timing & Placement 5 Exculpatory Cooper statement buried at segment end with dismissive
framing

12 Source Selection 6 All insider voices; no academic, civil society, or citizen perspective

13  Selective Outrage 7 Conservative rhetoric condemned; equivalent NDP behavior (Singh

confrontation) treated sympathetically
14  False Balance 4 Structural panel imbalance masked by appearance of balance

15  Agenda-Setting 7 Policy substance excluded; Conservative motion framed as personal
ambition; rhetoric linked to political violence

B) Overall Scores
« Criteria Score (average of 15): 89 + 15 =5.9/10

C) Top 3 Manipulation Techniques Observed

Technique 1: Motivational Attribution Without Evidence
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The broadcast repeatedly attributes the Conservative leader's actions exclusively to personal ambition and self-
interest ("his own political gain," "his huge ambition for himself," "salivating waiting for a chance to become prime
minister") without evidence and without applying equivalent motivational scrutiny to other leaders. This technique
delegitimizes the Conservative position by making it appear driven by vanity rather than principle, while other parties'
identical self-interested calculations (NDP avoiding election to protect pension and polling position; Bloc extracting
policy concessions) are framed as strategic sophistication.

Technique 2: Guilt by Association Escalation

The broadcast constructs an implicit chain linking Conservative political rhetoric — Convoy-adjacent protesters —
threats to political candidates — American political violence (Trump assassination attempts). This chain is built
incrementally across the panel discussion without any single panelist making the full connection explicit, making it
difficult to challenge while the cumulative effect is to associate mainstream Conservative politics with political violence.
The anchor does not interrupt or challenge this escalation at any point.

Technique 3: Structural Panel Imbalance Masked as Balance

The panel of four appears balanced (one Conservative, one Liberal, one NDP, one journalist) but functions as 3:1
against the Conservative position. The former Liberal strategist and former NDP cabinet minister both have direct
partisan interest in the Liberal government's survival; the journalist (Nicola) is broadly critical of Poilievre; only Tim
Powers represents the Conservative perspective. This structural imbalance is invisible to casual viewers who see "four
panelists" and assume balance.

D) 3 Core Messages Embedded in the Broadcast

Message 1: Content Message (What the viewer learns)

"The Conservative non-confidence motion was a failed power grab driven by Poilievre's personal ambition, and its
defeat was a victory for responsible parliamentary actors.”

» Technique used: Framing + Agenda-setting

» Transcript evidence: "The conservative part's initial plan at least to force an early election appears to be dead on
arrival today"; "I think that the Liberals won today... this was a bad day for POV because he wasn't able to
succeed in his ambition to drive Canadians to the polls at the earliest possible date for his own political gain"

+ Assessment: The viewer learns that the Conservative motion was illegitimate ("force"), failed ("dead on arrival"),
and motivated by personal ambition rather than policy conviction. The substantive policy arguments for the motion
are never examined.

Message 2: Personal Message (Who is presented positively/negatively)

Blanchet = sophisticated statesman; Singh = principled defender of Canadians; Poilievre = aggressive, self-interested,
toxic.

» Technique used: Selective clip use + Motivational attribution + Word choice

» Transcript evidence: Blanchet: "he has a a certain amount of Leverage... newfound confidence"; Singh: "we're not
going to let Pier PV tell us what to do" (presented approvingly); Poilievre: "the nastiness that he brings into the
house... his desire for a soundbite is bigger than his desire to do the right thing"

» Assessment: The three leaders are assigned fixed character roles — the sophisticated negotiator, the principled
defender, and the aggressive opportunist — through selective quotation and panelist commentary that goes
unchallenged

Message 3: Societal Message (What worldview is reinforced)

"Aggressive, populist conservatism is a threat to Canadian democratic culture and potentially to physical safety;
responsible governance requires containing it."

» Technique used: Guilt by association + Agenda escalation + Selective outrage

» Transcript evidence: "these guys look they're part of that you know uh Convoy clown crowd"; "I'm worried about
the security of people who will be running for office if that is something that we normalize this week"; "we're now at
uh two uh assassination attempts for Donald Trump" (in context of Canadian Conservative rhetoric)
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» Assessment: The broadcast's societal message positions Conservative political behavior as not merely wrong but
dangerous — a threat to the physical safety of democratic participants. This is a significant editorial position for a
public broadcaster to embed in what is presented as political analysis.

E) Classification

Classification: CLEAR ONE-SIDEDNESS (4.1-6.0)

The broadcast exhibits systematic but not extreme bias. It does not fabricate facts or engage in overt propaganda, but
it consistently frames political events, selects experts, structures questions, and sets agendas in ways that
disadvantage the Conservative Party and advantage the Liberal-NDP-Bloc position. The bias is structural and
cumulative rather than explicit, which makes it more difficult to identify and challenge.

F) Summary

This broadcast of Power & Politics exhibits clear one-sidedness (combined score 5.63/10) that falls short of the
standards established in CBC's Journalistic Standards and Practices, which require that "we contribute to informed
debate on issues that matter to Canadians" through "accuracy, fairness, balance, impartiality, and independence." The
broadcast's panel structure, question framing, word choice, and agenda-setting collectively disadvantage the
Conservative Party's position while presenting the Liberal-NDP-Bloc political alignment as the responsible default. The
Broadcasting Act, Section 3(1)(I), requires that the CBC "provide a reasonable opportunity for the public to be exposed
to the expression of differing views on matters of public concern”; this broadcast fails that standard by treating the
Conservative non-confidence motion as a failed personal ambition rather than a legitimate expression of parliamentary
opposition. The escalation of the political rhetoric discussion into concerns about political violence — with implicit
connections to the Conservative Party — represents a particularly significant departure from the impartiality standard,
as it associates a mainstream political party with threats to democratic safety without evidentiary basis. The absence
of policy substance, constitutional context, independent expert voices, and citizen perspectives further reduces the
broadcast's value as public interest journalism, leaving it functioning primarily as insider political commentary with a
discernible partisan lean.
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CHAPTER 3 — PARTY-POLITICAL BIAS

Bias Score Table

Evidence

NDP +2 Singh's refusal to support the motion is framed as principled resistance: "we're not
going to let Pier PV tell us what to do" presented approvingly; his pension motivation
is dismissed as a Conservative attack; his physical confrontation with a protester is
treated sympathetically ("at a certain point what he expect a guy to do")

Green Party 0 Not mentioned; no coverage positive or negative

(GPC)

Liberal Party +3 Amanda Alvaro's "Liberals won today" goes unchallenged; Rodriguez departure
(LPC) framed as strategic management rather than political crisis; Anita Anand's leadership

ambitions treated as evidence of party discipline; cabinet shuffle framed as holding
pattern rather than sign of dysfunction

Bloc Québécois +2 Blanchet described as having "newfound confidence" and "leverage"; Bloc framed as

(BQ) "the adult in the room" (Nicola quote); their policy demands treated as legitimate
negotiating positions; Legault's pressure on Blanchet framed as unwelcome
interference

Conservative Party -4 Non-confidence motion described as "dead on arrival" and an attempt to "force" an

(CPC) election; Poilievre's motivation attributed exclusively to personal ambition; his rhetoric

linked to Convoy, Trump, and political violence; "fake a phony a fraud and a liar" clip
played twice; referred to as "PV/po/pup" by panelists without anchor correction

People's Party 0 Not mentioned; no coverage
(PPC)

Summary Statistics

* Most Favored Party: Liberal Party (LPC) — Score: +3

» Evidence: Former Liberal strategist's "Liberals won today" assessment goes unchallenged; Liberal internal
management framed as competent strategic positioning; no hard questions directed at Liberal panelist

* Most Disadvantaged Party: Conservative Party (CPC) — Score: -4

» Evidence: Motion framed as "forced" aggression; Poilievre's motivation attributed to personal ambition; linked to
political violence; mocking nicknames used without correction; most aggressive clip played twice

» Average Deviation from 0 (absolute values): (2+0+3+2+4+0)+6=1.83

President: Schilapfer, David - Contact: kontaki@SVFAB.ch - Address: SVFAB, Postfach, CH-8021 Zurich 1
Page 22



mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch

. Schweizerischer Verein fur ausgewogene Berichterstattung
Association suisse pour une information équilibrée
Associazione svizzera per un reporting equilibrato

™

CHAPTER 4 — LEGAL CLASSIFICATION

A) CBC Journalistic Standards and Practices (JSP)

Accuracy

Assessment: Partially Compliant

Finding Standard Evidence Severity
Polling data cited without JSP Accuracy — "We seek "they're still way down at Minor
sources or methodology out the truth in all matters 16%" — no poll cited, no

of public interest" date, no margin of error
Motivational attribution JSP Accuracy — "We do "his own political gain" — Moderate
presented as fact not misrepresent” presented as established

fact, not interpretation

Cooper exculpatory JSP Accuracy — "We "so there you go" — Moderate
statement delivered correct our mistakes" correction delivered without
dismissively reassessment of preceding
narrative
Fairness

Assessment: Non-Compliant

Finding Standard Evidence Severity
Conservative position not JSP Fairness — "We No Conservative MP, Significant
represented by a ensure that the relevant strategist in active role, or
Conservative voice facts and significant points  spokesperson appears;
of view are presented" only clips of Poilievre's
most aggressive
statements
Policy substance of non- JSP Fairness — "We Carbon tax policy argument Significant
confidence motion not provide context" never examined on merits
examined

Cooper statement buried JSP Fairness — "We treat  Exculpatory information for Moderate
without reassessment all parties equitably" Conservative MP delivered
as afterthought

Balance

Assessment: Non-Compliant

Finding Standard Evidence Severity
Panel structurally JSP Balance — "We Two partisan anti- Significant
imbalanced 3:1 against present a wide range of Conservative voices, one

Conservative position perspectives" Conservative voice, one
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journalist broadly critical of
Poilievre

Poilievre's most aggressive JSP Balance — "We do not "Jag meet sing is a fake a  Moderate
clip played twice give undue prominence to  phony a frog God and a
one perspective" liar" — played in news
summary and panel setup

Impartiality
Assessment: Non-Compliant
Finding Standard Evidence Severity
Anchor editorializes about  JSP Impartiality — "We do  "I'm old enough to Significant
political discourse not express our own remember when covering
personal opinions on politics was a bit of fun a lot
matters of controversy" of that's gone now"

Anchor uses pre-loaded JSP Impartiality — "We do  "what did you make of this  Significant
questions for Conservative not take sides" response from the
panelist conservatives call him a

fake a phony a fraud and a

liar because they won't give

Pier po of the election he

wants so bad"

Anchor adopts "PV/po" JSP Impartiality — "We Anchor uses "Pier PV" and Moderate
nickname framing without  treat all parties equitably" "Pier po" without correcting

correction panelists
Independence

Assessment: Partially Compliant

Finding Standard Evidence Severity
Primary analysts are JSP Independence — "We Both Segment 1 analysts Minor
CBC/Radio-Canada are independent of all are CBC/Radio-Canada
employees lobbying groups and vested staff; no external

interests" independent voices
Former partisan strategists JSP Independence — "We Amanda Alvaro (former Moderate
presented as neutral are not influenced by Liberal strategist) and
analysts political considerations" Andrew Thompson (former

NDP cabinet minister)
presented as neutral panel
voices

B) Broadcasting Act, S.C. 1991, c. 11, Section 3(1)

Cultural, Political, Social and Economic Fabric

Assessment: The broadcast partially fulfills this mandate in covering a significant parliamentary event but fails to
provide the substantive policy analysis that would genuinely strengthen Canadians' understanding of the political,
social, and economic dimensions of the non-confidence motion. The carbon tax debate, OAS expansion costs, and
constitutional implications of confidence conventions are all absent.
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Finding Standard Evidence Severity
Economic policy substance S.3(1) — strengthen Carbon tax policy never Moderate
entirely absent economic fabric examined; OAS costs

dismissed as "expensive"

Constitutional context S.3(1) — strengthen Confidence convention Moderate
absent political fabric implications not explained

Reflection of Canada's Diversity

Assessment: The broadcast fails to reflect Canada's diversity in several dimensions — no Indigenous voice, no
regional voice outside Ottawa and Quebec, no citizen voice, no economic diversity of perspective.

Finding Standard Evidence Severity
No Indigenous perspective  S.3(1)(d) — reflect Completely absent despite  Significant
Indigenous peoples NDP's traditional

relationship with Indigenous
communities

No regional voice outside S.3(1)(m) — reflect regional All panelists are Ottawa- Moderate
Ottawa/Quebec diversity based; no Western

Canadian, Atlantic, or

Northern perspective

No citizen voice S.3(1) — serve Canadians  All voices are political Moderate

insiders; no ordinary
Canadian perspective

C) CRTC Conditions of Licence

Finding Standard Evidence Severity
Anchor editorializing on CRTC high standard of "it's just all attack and rage  Significant
matters of political journalistic ethics and insult and character
controversy assassination" — editorial

judgment on political

discourse
Derogatory language about CRTC — responsible "Convoy clown crowd" — Moderate
citizens unchallenged programming derogatory label for

Canadian citizens not

challenged
Structural panel imbalance CRTC — balanced 3:1 panel imbalance Significant

presentation of views against Conservative
position

Overall Regulatory Assessment

This broadcast of Power & Politics presents multiple instances of non-compliance with CBC's Journalistic Standards
and Practices, particularly in the areas of impartiality, balance, and fairness, as well as with the Broadcasting Act's
mandate to reflect Canada's diversity and strengthen its political fabric. The most significant violations involve anchor
editorializing on matters of political controversy, structural panel imbalance that systematically disadvantages the
Conservative Party's position, and the absence of substantive policy analysis that would enable Canadians to make
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informed judgments about the non-confidence motion. While the broadcast does not rise to the level of deliberate
propaganda, the cumulative effect of its framing choices, expert selection, question asymmetry, and agenda-setting
constitutes a pattern of systemic skew that, if representative of the program's regular output, would warrant review
under the CRTC's conditions of licence requiring a high standard of journalistic ethics. The CBC's own mandate — to
"inform, enlighten and entertain" and to provide "a reasonable opportunity for the public to be exposed to the
expression of differing views on matters of public concern" — is not adequately fulfilled by a broadcast that treats a
major opposition party's constitutional parliamentary action as a failed personal ambition without examining its
substantive policy arguments.

Source Credibility Check

Source / Expert

Funding Source

Conflicts of Interest

Credibility
Assessment

Counter-Voice
Offered?

Amanda Alvaro
(former Liberal
strategist)

Andrew Thompson
(former NDP cabinet
minister)

Tim Powers (Summa
Strategies)

Emily Nicola
(L'actualité columnist)

Rosemary Barton
(CBC Chief Palitical
Correspondent)

Louis Blouin (Radio-
Canada
Parliamentary Bureau
Chief)

Abacus Data (polling
firm, referenced by
Tim Powers)

Private
communications
consulting; former
Liberal Party

Unknown current
employer

Private
lobbying/consulting
firm; former
Conservative
strategist

L'actualité magazine
(Quebec cultural
magazine)

CBC/Radio-Canada
(public broadcaster)

CBC/Radio-Canada
(public broadcaster)

Private polling firm;
clients include media
and political
organizations

End of Analysis Report — Version 1.0-cbc

Direct partisan history
with Liberal Party;
professional network
in Liberal circles

Direct partisan history
with NDP;
professional interest
in NDP success

Professional network
in Conservative
circles; potential
client conflicts

No disclosed partisan
affiliation; Quebec-
centric perspective

Employed by the
broadcaster
conducting the
analysis; institutional
interest in CBC's
political relationships

Same as Barton

David Coletto
(founder) has
expressed public
political views; client
list not fully disclosed

Prepared under Senior Media Accountability Review Protocol

Low (as neutral
analyst)

Low (as neutral
analyst)

Low (as neutral

analyst)

Medium

Medium

Medium

Medium

No — her "Liberals
won" claim goes
unchallenged

No — his
characterization of
protesters as "clown
crowd" unchallenged

Partially — he is
challenged implicitly
by question framing

Partially

No independent
counter-voice to her
assessments

No independent
counter-voice

No — only one poll
cited, no comparison
to other firms
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All findings are evidence-based and directly referenced to transcript
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OVERALL EVALUATION OF THE 15 CRITERIA

Individual Scores — All 15 Criteria

/ . Schweizerischer Verein fur ausgewogene Berichterstattung

No. Criterion ‘ Score Rating
1 EXPERT SELECTION 7 YY)
2 SOURCE SELECTION 6 eoo
3 TIME DISTRIBUTION 6 ooo
4  SELECTIVE OMISSION 7 YY)
5 NUMERICAL MANIPULATION 4 oo
6 GUILT BY ASSOCIATION 7 YY)
7  TIMING & PLACEMENT 5 eoo
8 SELECTIVE OUTRAGE 7 YY)
9 COMPLETENESS 5 eoo
10 FRAMING 6 eoo
11  WORD CHOICE & TERMINOLOGY 7 YY)
12 MODERATION BEHAVIOR 6 eoo
13  QUESTION ASYMMETRY 6 eoo
14 FALSE BALANCE 4 oo
15 AGENDA-SETTING 7 (XYY}

HARD FACTS SCORE (1-8) 6.0/10 Significant imbalance

SOFT FACTS SCORE (9-14) 6.0/10 Significant imbalance

OVERALL SCORE 6.0/10 Significant imbalance

Average of Hardfacts and Softfacts
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KEY — Score Definitions

Individual Scores per Criterion (0-10)

0 No finding

1-2

34

6 Significant finding

Weak finding

Slight to moderate
finding

Moderate finding
with impact

(threshold)

7 Significant finding

8-9

10 Maximum severity

Severe finding

No relevant anomaly detected.
Minor anomaly without substantial impact on balance.

Recognizable tendency; low to moderate impact relevance.

Relevant imbalance affecting the audience's opinion-forming potential.

Scores of 6 and above are classified as 'significant findings.'

Clear, well-documented imbalance with distinct impact relevance.
Pronounced imbalance; multiple documented individual findings in this criterion.

Systematic, pervasive imbalance in this criterion.

Aggregated Deviation Index — Interpretation Ranges

0.0-2.5
2.6-4.0
41-6.0
6.1-8.0
8.1-10

Unremarkable

Slight imbalance
Significant imbalance

Serious deviation from
the impartiality
standard. High degree
of deviation

Fundamental systemic
one-sidedness. Very
high bias degree

Party-Political Bias (-5 to +5)

No significant patterns detected; broadcast meets the impartiality
standard.

Isolated anomalies; statistically visible but within tolerance range.
Multiple significant findings; relevant impairment of perspective diversity.

Pronounced, cross-broadcast patterns; high impact relevance.

Maximum severity across nearly all criteria; systematically one-sided
reporting.

-5to -3

-2 to -1
0
+1 to +2

+3 to +5

Strongly
disadvantaged

Slightly disadvantaged
Neutral

Slightly favored
Strongly favored

Legal and Methodological Notes

Party is significantly underrepresented in framing, airtime, or
presentation.

Recognizable but minor disadvantage.
No detectable favoritism or disadvantage.
Recognizable but minor favoritism.

Party is significantly overrepresented in framing, airtime, or presentation.
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No proof of
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The results presented do not constitute factual determinations about individual persons,
editorial teams, or broadcasts. They are the product of a standardized operationalization,
not a finding of individual responsibility.

The aggregated deviation index does not replace a legal assessment under Broadcasting
Act s. 3(1)(l). The determination of whether a specific broadcast violates legal requirements
is exclusively the responsibility of the competent authorities (in particular CRTC).

Statistical correlations are not to be interpreted as proof of causal relationships or editorial
intent. Deviation values may be influenced by topic selection, news environment, political
controversy, or format logic.

The analysis measures observable structural characteristics of broadcasts. A score of 7
means a significant imbalance was detected — not that the editorial team intended it. The
methodology makes no claims about motives or strategic objectives.

The index serves comparative pattern recognition across thousands of broadcasts, not
precise metric measurement of individual segments. Threshold values serve heuristic
orientation, not sharp legal qualification.
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APPENDIX: NATIONAL BROADCASTING LAW

Legal Basis Canada — CBC/Radio-Canada

Law
Broadcasting Act (S.C. 1991, c. 11)

Relevant Sections

» Section 3(1)(d): The Canadian broadcasting system should safeguard, enrich and strengthen the cultural, political,
social and economic fabric of Canada.

» Section 3(1)(l): The Canadian Broadcasting Corporation, as the national public broadcaster, should provide radio
and television services incorporating a wide range of programming that informs, enlightens and entertains; be
predominantly and distinctively Canadian; reflect Canada and its regions to national and regional audiences;
actively contribute to the flow and exchange of cultural expression; be in English and in French; contribute to
shared national consciousness and identity.

» Section 3(1)(m): The programming provided by the Corporation should be made available throughout Canada by
the most appropriate and efficient means.

CBC Journalistic Standards and Practices (JSP)

6 Core Principles:

1. Accuracy: Facts correct and verified

2. Fairness: Fair treatment of all parties

3. Balance: Balanced representation of controversial topics
4. Impartiality: Impartial reporting

5. Integrity: Journalistic integrity

6. Independence: Editorial independence

Online Legislation

+ C-11 (Online Streaming Act): Streaming regulation
* C-18 (Online News Act): News compensation

Regulatory Authority

* CRTC (Canadian Radio-television and Telecommunications Commission): Regulation, licensing
« CBC Ombudsman: Internal complaints body (not independent, no sanctioning authority)

Special Note

Canada has no independent external regulator comparable to Switzerland's UBI. The CBC Ombudsman is an internal
body. CBC left the CBSC (Canadian Broadcast Standards Council) in 2009.

Complaints Process

1. CBC Ombudsman (internal)
2. CRTC (licensing conditions)

President: Schilapfer, David - Contact: kontaki@SVFAB.ch - Address: SVFAB, Postfach, CH-8021 Zurich 1
Page 31



mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch

. Schweizerischer Verein fur ausgewogene Berichterstattung
Association suisse pour une information équilibrée
Associazione svizzera per un reporting equilibrato
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Reports and Membership at SVFAB

At SVFAB.ch you will find detailed reports and can also commission custom analyses for any broadcast (billed separately).
To ensure the quality of our work, we depend on membership fees and donations.

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

Bank details: PostFinance — POFICHBE
IBAN: CH32 0900 0000 1675 6251 1
Beneficiary: SVFAB, Postfach, CH-8021 Zrich 1
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The following books are available from SVFAB

Orders via www.svfab.ch or kontakt@svfab.ch

Unbalanced Reporting is the response to the halving initiative in
Switzerland: Manipulation techniques are explained in detail, starting
. = ; " with the selection of staff and sourcesThen 15 principles are explained:
‘ ﬁ | .t L omission, framing, temporal framing, guilt by association,
s ‘f RS . emotionalisation, context removal and many more, illustrated with
" pAmK.‘m" ‘E:?\}:ﬁ“_““"”" numerous examples. Additionally, it becomes apparent where we
- Unausgewogene‘ ourselves apply these techniques - fostering not only awareness but
¢ =N 8  also empathy.
I'S_! Optionally the book comes with playing cards.
; ; Also available as an audiobook.

The interview is not a conversation. It is a stage — and someone else
has written the script.

Those who don’t know this deliver material. Good quotes that get cut
wrong. Correct statements that end up in the wrong context. Honest
answers framed as confessions.

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

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

In A5 format. Direct. For preparation, reference, follow-up and when
difficulties arise

You think you see the world.In Wirklichkeit siehst du den Rahmen,
den jemand um sie gelegt hat. Framing ist die alteste und eleganteste
Manipulationstechnik der world. Sie verandert nicht die Fakten - sie
verandert, was wir aus den Fakten machen. Wie wir fihlen. Was wir
glauben. Wie wir entscheiden. Und sie funktioniert —weil wir alle
mitmachen. Taglich. Unbewusst. Auch du. Dieses Buch ist kein
trockenes Lehrbuch. Es ist ein Ubungsbuch - spielerisch, direkt,
voller Beispiele aus dem echten Leben. Du lernst nicht nur, wie
andere dich framen. Du lernst, wie du selbst framest —und wie du es
bewusst und fair einsetzen kannst.
( o S Because whoever understands framing sees the world more clearly.
S mif viclen Bespleler- = Hears news differently. Conducts conversations more confidently.
SRk And no longer so easily accepts a frame chosen by someone else.
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With many exercises and concrete examples from politics, media and
everyday life — and the occasional smile.
Framing with style. Because the frame changes everything.

The SRG collects 1.56 billion francs per year — compulsorily, from

DAS UBI- every household. Those who feel unfairly treated can file a complaint.

BESCHWERDESYSTEM There is even an authority for this: the UBI, the Independent
it RSN o Complaints Authority for Radio and Television.

But: It is not independent. It has no sanctioning power. And it decides
in 99.6% of all cases: nothing.
This analysis exposes the system - factual, precise, without polemics.
Procedures, personnel, powers, costs, statistics, legal recourse. And
the constitutional review showing: the UBI system meets none of the
three fundamental criteria — it is not proportionate, not separated by
powers, not market-based.
The authority supposed to protect citizens primarily protects the
system it should be overseeing.
Essential reading for anyone considering a complaint — and for anyone
who wants to understand why genuine media oversight in Switzerland
is still pending.

B
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