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CBC DETAILED ANALYSIS 

2025-11-14_Poilievre pushes back after losing two MPs ｜ Power & Politics Reporter Roundtabl 

Broadcast: 2025-11-14  |  Analyzed: 2026-05-06 08:53 

Version 2.0-cbc  |  Konverter 3.3 (2026-05-14)  |  Standard: Broadcasting Act s. 3(1)(l) 

 

OVERALL 
SCORE 

6.9/10 
Serious deviation from the impartiality standard. High degree of 
deviation 

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 0 (far left) to 10 (far right). 

Party NDP GPC LPC BQ CPC PPC 

CHES 2.0 2.5 4.5 5.0 7.5 9.0 

Spectrum Left Left Center Center 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). 

TENDENCY (L − R) 4.2 / 10 

Center-left, with strong Liberal Party favorability and 
significant Conservative Party disadvantage. The broadcast's 
political universe is defined by the Ottawa press gallery's 
institutional perspective, which in this broadcast aligns closely 
with the governing Liberal Party's framing of political events 

 

0 1 2 3 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 — "Poilievre pushes back after losing two MPs | Reporter Roundtable" 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
https://www.chesdata.eu/
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.electstud.2021.102420
https://www.pewresearch.org/
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•  Network: CBC News Network (CBC/Radio-Canada) 

•  Estimated Date: November 14, 2025 (per filename: 2025-11-14) 

•  Approximate Length: 25–35 minutes (based on transcript density and topic transitions) 

•  Format: News anchor-led reporter roundtable 

Personnel 

Presenter/Anchor: Unidentified by name in transcript (referred to implicitly as the questioner throughout; likely a Power 
& Politics host) 

Roundtable Guests: 

•  Bob Fife — Ottawa Bureau Chief, The Globe and Mail (independent national newspaper) 

•  Amia/Mia Rabson — Deputy Parliamentary Bureau Chief, The Canadian Press (national wire service) 

•  Joel Denis-Bellavance (JD) — Parliamentary Bureau Chief, La Presse (Quebec-based French-language 
newspaper) 

Political Figures Referenced: 

•  Pierre Poilievre — Leader, Conservative Party of Canada 

•  Mark Carney — Prime Minister, Liberal Party of Canada 

•  Nathaniel Erskine-Smith — Liberal MP, backbencher 

•  Matt Jeneroux — Conservative MP (announced departure from politics) 

•  [Unnamed Conservative MP] — defected to Liberals 

•  Don Ferrell — Head, Major Projects Office 

•  Tim Hodgson — Referenced in passing (interviewed earlier in show) 

•  Stephen Lecce — Federal Energy Minister 

•  Doug Ford — Premier of Ontario 

•  Danielle Smith — Premier of Alberta (referenced briefly) 

•  Dimitri Soudas — Former Conservative Party official (quoted by JD) 

Main Topic 

The broadcast examines Pierre Poilievre's political difficulties following the departure of two Conservative MPs, his 
confrontational press conference response, and then pivots to assess the Carney government's major infrastructure 
and resource projects announcement. 

Current Context (3–4 sentences) 

As of November 2025, the Conservative Party of Canada under Pierre Poilievre is navigating a significant internal 
credibility crisis, having lost one MP to the Liberals and another who announced retirement, with reports of 10–15 
additional MPs expressing dissatisfaction with his leadership style. The Liberal government under Mark Carney, 
elected earlier in 2025, is presenting its first major budget and a Major Projects Office initiative aimed at accelerating 
resource and infrastructure development amid ongoing U.S.-Canada trade tensions. The political landscape is shaped 
heavily by the Canada-U.S. trade war under the Trump administration, which has elevated economic nationalism and 
resource development as central policy debates. Public polling at the time reportedly shows Carney's Liberals with a 
substantial lead over the Conservatives, reversing the dramatic polling advantage Poilievre held through much of 
2023–2024. 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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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 8/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Definition: Who is chosen to provide authoritative commentary, and whether their selection introduces structural bias 
through shared institutional interests or perspectives. 

Finding 1: 

- Location: Entire broadcast 

- Quote: Panel composition — Bob Fife (Globe and Mail), Mia Rabson (Canadian Press), Joel Denis-Bellavance (La 
Presse) 

- Technique: Homogeneous expert pool — all three guests are Ottawa press gallery journalists. They share the 
same professional culture, the same physical workspace (Parliament Hill), the same professional incentives (access 
journalism), and demonstrably similar assessments throughout the broadcast. 

- Why problematic: A "reporter roundtable" that consists exclusively of reporters from the same professional milieu 
is not a diversity of expert opinion — it is a single professional community talking to itself. No political scientist, no 
pollster, no party strategist from either side, no policy expert is included. The format creates the appearance of 
multiple perspectives while delivering a single institutional viewpoint. 

 

Finding 2: 

- Location: JD's reference to Dimitri Soudas 

- Quote: "I'd like to quote somebody who's from the Conservative Party or used to be with the Conservative Party, 
Dimitri Soudas, who was saying, you know, if they had just said, 'Good luck. We'll see you on the hustings in the 
next federal election, it would have been a 24-hour story.'" 

- Technique: Selective use of a former Conservative insider to criticize current Conservative leadership. Soudas is a 
former Harper-era Conservative who has been publicly critical of Poilievre. His selection as the sole Conservative-
affiliated voice cited provides the appearance of cross-partisan criticism while actually reinforcing the panel's 
existing conclusion. 

- Why problematic: Citing a known Poilievre critic who happens to have a Conservative background creates false 
cross-partisan validation. No current Conservative supporter, strategist, or MP is cited or interviewed. 

 

Finding 3: 

- Location: Entire broadcast 

- Quote: No academic, independent analyst, pollster, or non-media expert is cited or consulted throughout the entire 
broadcast. 

- Technique: Institutional insularity — the broadcast relies entirely on journalists assessing other journalists' 
coverage and politicians' behavior, with no external validation framework. 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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- Why problematic: CBC's Journalistic Standards and Practices require that analysis be grounded in evidence and 
diverse sourcing. A broadcast that consists entirely of journalists opining about politics without reference to 
independent research, polling methodology, or academic expertise fails this standard. 

 

 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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2. SOURCE SELECTION 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

Claims without primary source = penalty points (rumour check) 

 

Definition: The diversity, independence, and potential conflicts of interest of sources cited in the broadcast. 

Finding 1: 

- Location: JD's reference to Toronto Star report 

- Quote: "our colleagues at the Toronto Star reported Saturday that there are up to between 10 and 15 MPs who are 
very frustrated with his leadership" 

- Technique: A single newspaper report based on anonymous sources is cited as authoritative evidence of a 
significant political claim (10–15 Conservative MPs considering departure). No verification, no alternative sourcing, 
no Conservative response to this specific claim. 

- Why problematic: Anonymous-source reporting from a single outlet, particularly one with a known editorial position 
(the Toronto Star has historically been editorially aligned with the Liberal Party), should be treated with appropriate 
skepticism and sourcing disclosure on a public broadcaster. 

 

Finding 2: 

- Location: Anchor's reference to Erskine-Smith's RBC citation 

- Quote: "the 36% number isn't his it's it's RBC's" 

- Technique: RBC (Royal Bank of Canada) is cited as an authoritative source for budget analysis. RBC is a major 
Canadian financial institution with significant interests in government fiscal policy, regulatory decisions, and the very 
resource projects being discussed. 

- Why problematic: Citing a major bank's budget analysis without noting its institutional interests in the outcome of 
that analysis is incomplete source disclosure. RBC has direct financial interests in the regulatory and fiscal 
environment being discussed. 

 

Finding 3: 

- Location: Entire broadcast 

- Quote: No academic source, no independent think tank, no polling firm, no policy institute is cited throughout the 
broadcast. 

- Technique: Source monoculture — all analysis comes from journalists, with the sole external citation being a 
former Conservative operative (Soudas) and an RBC figure cited secondhand through a politician's video. 

- Why problematic: A broadcast that discusses major economic policy, party leadership dynamics, resource 
development, Indigenous rights, and environmental policy without citing a single independent expert source fails the 
sourcing standards expected of public interest journalism. 

 

 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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3. TIME DISTRIBUTION 8/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Definition: Whether speaking time and substantive coverage are distributed proportionally across competing political 
perspectives. 

Finding 1: 

- Location: Entire broadcast 

- Observation: Approximately 60–65% of the broadcast is devoted to analyzing Poilievre's political difficulties. The 
Liberal government's major projects announcement receives approximately 30–35% of coverage. No other party 
receives substantive coverage. 

- Technique: Asymmetric allocation — the party in opposition receives the majority of critical analytical time, while 
the governing party's policy announcement is discussed in largely favorable terms. 

- Why problematic: A balanced political broadcast would allocate comparable analytical scrutiny to both the 
government's policy announcements and the opposition's political situation, or would clearly label the segment as 
focused on one topic. 

 

Finding 2: 

- Location: Poilievre discussion segment 

- Quote: The entire panel discussion of Poilievre spans multiple exchanges with all three panelists contributing 
negative assessments. No panelist offers a defense of Poilievre's position or a structural explanation that does not 
center on his personal failings. 

- Technique: Unanimous panel direction — when all three panelists share the same editorial direction and no 
contrary voice is present, the cumulative effect of time allocation amplifies the bias beyond what any single 
comment would achieve. 

- Why problematic: The absence of a single dissenting voice across the entire panel discussion means that the time 
allocated to the topic functions as extended one-sided commentary rather than analysis. 

 

Finding 3: 

- Location: Erskine-Smith clip and discussion 

- Quote: "that's not turmoil that's discussion and debate right" — anchor characterizing Liberal internal disagreement 

- Technique: The anchor spends time actively reframing Liberal internal dissent as healthy democratic debate, while 
Conservative internal dissent is framed as crisis and leadership failure. The time spent on this reframing is itself a 
form of asymmetric allocation. 

- Why problematic: Equivalent political phenomena (internal party dissent) receive opposite time treatment and 
opposite interpretive framing depending on which party is involved. 

 

 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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4. SELECTIVE OMISSION 8/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Definition: Relevant facts, context, or perspectives that are absent from the broadcast and whose absence materially 
affects the audience's ability to form an independent judgment. 

Finding 1: 

- Location: Throughout Poilievre discussion 

- Quote: "he's 20 points behind the prime minister Carney" — stated as settled fact with no source, no date, no 
polling methodology, no margin of error. 

- Technique: Decontextualized polling reference. No polling source is cited. No historical context is provided (e.g., 
that Poilievre led by comparable margins for over a year). No discussion of polling volatility or the recency of the 
Liberal government's election victory. 

- Why problematic: Presenting a polling figure without source or context as a measure of political failure omits the 
crucial context that new governments routinely enjoy honeymoon polling advantages. The audience cannot assess 
the significance of the number. 

 

Finding 2: 

- Location: Entire broadcast 

- Quote: No Conservative MP, spokesperson, or supporter is given airtime. The only Conservative voice is a brief 
clip of Poilievre himself being questioned. 

- Technique: Structural omission of the subject party's perspective. The entire discussion of Conservative internal 
dynamics is conducted without a single Conservative voice. 

- Why problematic: Discussing a party's internal crisis for the majority of a broadcast without including any 
representative of that party violates basic journalistic balance. The audience receives only the interpretation of 
journalists and the framing of a departing MP — not the perspective of the party itself. 

 

Finding 3: 

- Location: Major projects discussion 

- Quote: "not a pipeline was mentioned except for the MUS or... well there's a gas pipeline in there but not a 
bitumen pipeline" 

- Technique: The omission of Alberta's perspective on pipeline policy is noted in passing but not explored. Premier 
Danielle Smith is mentioned only in the context of a Grey Cup deadline for a deal. No Western Canadian energy 
sector voice, no Alberta government perspective, and no analysis of the political implications for national unity are 
included. 

- Why problematic: The exclusion of Western Canadian resource perspectives from a discussion of national 
resource policy reflects a central Canada media bias that has been a longstanding criticism of CBC's parliamentary 
coverage. 

 

 

Missing Voices 

1. Conservative Party spokesperson or senior Conservative MP — to provide the party's own account of internal 
dynamics 

2. Political scientist / academic specializing in Canadian party politics — for independent structural analysis 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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3. Indigenous rights lawyer or First Nations leader — given explicit discussion of Indigenous consent issues around 
major projects 

4. Environmental policy expert or climate economist — given discussion of Carney's climate credibility and project 
approvals 

5. NDP or Bloc Québécois representative — as official opposition parties with distinct positions on both the budget 
and resource projects 

6. Business/investment community representative — given extensive discussion of investor confidence and 
corporate tax policy 

7. Dissatisfied Conservative MP (on record or anonymized) — to give direct voice to the internal party concerns 
being reported 

8. Fiscal policy economist — to independently assess the budget's 140-billion spending figure and deficit financing 
claims 

 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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5. NUMERICAL MANIPULATION 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

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

 

Definition: The selective, decontextualized, or misleading use of numerical data to support a particular narrative. 

Finding 1: 

- Location: Bob Fife's opening analysis 

- Quote: "he's 20 points behind the prime minister Carney" 

- Technique: A polling figure is cited without source, date, methodology, sample size, margin of error, or historical 
context. The figure is presented as a stable, authoritative measure of political standing. 

- Why problematic: Polling figures without attribution are unverifiable. The absence of historical context (Poilievre 
led by comparable margins for over a year) makes the current deficit appear to be a permanent condition rather 
than a post-election honeymoon effect. This is a form of statistical decontextualization. 

 

Finding 2: 

- Location: Erskine-Smith clip discussion 

- Quote: "the budget adds 140 billion in new spending over 5 years. 90 billion net after savings and only 36% of the 
net new spending is capital related" — Erskine-Smith's figures, then anchor: "the 36% number isn't his it's it's 
RBC's" 

- Technique: The anchor validates Erskine-Smith's statistical sourcing (RBC) as a credibility marker, but no 
independent assessment of these figures is provided. The figures are presented as authoritative without any 
counter-analysis. 

- Why problematic: While the figures may be accurate, presenting them without any fiscal economist's independent 
assessment — particularly in the context of a discussion about whether the budget is sound — is incomplete 
statistical journalism. 

 

Finding 3: 

- Location: Bob Fife's discussion of corporate tax rates 

- Quote: "he says puts Canada's tax corporate tax rate 5% uh at advantage over the United States" 

- Technique: A government claim about corporate tax advantage is reported without verification, without noting that 
effective tax rates often differ substantially from statutory rates, and without any independent economic assessment. 

- Why problematic: Reporting a government's own statistical claim about its policy advantage without independent 
verification or context is not analysis — it is amplification of government messaging. 
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6. GUILT BY ASSOCIATION 3/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Definition: Discrediting a position or person by associating them with extreme, discredited, or unpopular positions or 
actors. 

Finding 1: 

- Location: Bob Fife's analysis 

- Quote: "he attacked the media um he said there was no problems with them" 

- Technique: Poilievre's media criticism is implicitly associated with anti-media populism without distinguishing 
between legitimate press criticism and bad-faith media attacks. The framing associates his behavior with a pattern 
of authoritarian media hostility. 

- Why problematic: While mild compared to explicit guilt-by-association, the consistent use of "attacked" to describe 
media criticism links Poilievre's behavior to a broader negative archetype without examining whether his specific 
criticisms had merit. 

 

Finding 2: 

- Location: Discussion of press pen/stanchions 

- Quote: "The pens have come back. Journalists are now back in the pen... They're putting stanchions out." 

- Technique: The return of press management practices is discussed in a tone of collective grievance among the 
journalists, implicitly associating Poilievre's media management with authoritarian press control. The comparison to 
the election campaign period is made without noting that press management is common across parties. 

- Why problematic: The discussion of press pens, while a legitimate journalistic concern, is presented in a way that 
associates Poilievre with anti-press behavior without noting that the Trudeau government also managed press 
access extensively. 

 

This criterion scores relatively low because explicit guilt-by-association with extreme positions is not a primary 
technique in this broadcast. The bias operates more through framing and omission. 

 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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7. TIMING & PLACEMENT 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Definition: The strategic positioning of information within the broadcast — what leads, what is buried, what follows 
what. 

Finding 1: 

- Location: Broadcast structure 

- Observation: The broadcast opens with Poilievre's political difficulties and devotes the first and longest segment to 
this topic. The government's major projects announcement — a substantive policy story — is introduced only after 
the extended Poilievre criticism segment. 

- Technique: Agenda-setting through placement — leading with opposition crisis coverage and following with 
government policy coverage creates a structural narrative of "opposition in trouble, government governing." 

- Why problematic: The placement decision is an editorial choice that shapes the audience's interpretive framework 
before they encounter the government's policy story. A neutral broadcast might lead with the major policy 
announcement and treat the political dynamics as context. 

 

Finding 2: 

- Location: Erskine-Smith clip placement 

- Quote: The Erskine-Smith clip is introduced after the panel has already established that his criticism is "not 
turmoil" and represents "discussion and debate." The clip therefore arrives pre-interpreted. 

- Technique: Pre-framing before evidence — the audience is told how to interpret the clip before they hear it, 
eliminating the possibility of independent assessment. 

- Why problematic: Journalistic best practice presents evidence and then invites interpretation. Providing the 
interpretation before the evidence is a form of editorial manipulation regardless of whether the interpretation is 
correct. 

 

Finding 3: 

- Location: Anchor's rebuttal of Poilievre's media criticism 

- Quote: "I don't know what the other channel did, but we had Nate Erskine Smith on in the first hour of the show." 

- Technique: The anchor's self-defense is placed immediately after Poilievre's clip, before any panel analysis. This 
positions CBC's institutional response as the first interpretive frame the audience receives. 

- Why problematic: Placing the broadcaster's own defense of its coverage as the first response to a political leader's 
criticism is a conflict of interest in editorial placement. The broadcaster is simultaneously the subject of the criticism 
and the editor of the response. 
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8. SELECTIVE OUTRAGE 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

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

 

Definition: The application of moral or professional outrage to certain behaviors or positions while accepting equivalent 
behaviors from other actors without comment. 

Finding 1: 

- Location: Discussion of press pens vs. Liberal press management 

- Quote: "The pens have come back. Journalists are now back in the pen... They're putting stanchions out." — 
discussed with evident frustration 

- Technique: The panel expresses collective grievance about Poilievre's press management practices. However, no 
equivalent discussion occurs about the Carney government's press management, despite the fact that all 
governments manage press access. 

- Why problematic: Expressing outrage about one party's press management while not raising the same concern 
about the governing party's practices is selective outrage. The Trudeau government was also criticized for press 
management; the Carney government's practices are not examined. 

 

Finding 2: 

- Location: Comparison of Conservative and Liberal internal dissent 

- Quote: "there is only one party where you have people saying, 'I'm thinking about leaving. I'm thinking about 
quitting. I don't like the leadership style of my leader.'" — Mia Rabson 

- Technique: The panel treats Conservative internal dissent as a crisis requiring explanation while treating Liberal 
internal dissent (Erskine-Smith, climate caucus) as healthy democratic debate. The moral weight applied to identical 
phenomena differs based on party. 

- Why problematic: The panel acknowledges that the Liberals had a "caucus revolt" that "forced Justin Trudeau out" 
— a far more dramatic form of internal dissent — but frames current Conservative dissent as uniquely problematic. 
This is selective application of political standards. 

 

Finding 3: 

- Location: Bob Fife's comment on Poilievre's media criticism 

- Quote: "Mr. Poilievre was quite happy with the coverage of the media when it was dealing with the liberals, less so 
when he's being put on the hot spot." 

- Technique: Fife implies that Poilievre's media criticism is hypocritical because he benefited from critical Liberal 
coverage. This is presented as a damning observation. However, the panel does not apply the same standard to 
itself — the journalists do not acknowledge that their own coverage of Poilievre may be influenced by his criticism of 
their profession. 

- Why problematic: Calling out a politician's selective relationship with media coverage while not acknowledging the 
journalists' own potential conflict of interest (covering someone who criticizes them) is a form of selective outrage 
that lacks self-awareness. 
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9. COMPLETENESS 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Share of covered perspectives 

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

| # | Perspective | Status | 

|---|-------------|--------| 

| 1 | Conservative Party / Poilievre's own framing and policy positions | MENTIONED (via clip only — no 
Conservative spokesperson in roundtable) | 

| 2 | Liberal government's position on budget and major projects | COVERED (discussed extensively, Erskine-Smith 
clip included) | 

| 3 | Conservative MPs who are dissatisfied with Poilievre | MENTIONED (referenced via Toronto Star report, no 
direct voice) | 

| 4 | Conservative MPs who support Poilievre | OMITTED | 

| 5 | Indigenous communities affected by major projects | MENTIONED (briefly, no direct voice) | 

| 6 | Environmental groups / climate advocates | MENTIONED (briefly, no direct voice) | 

| 7 | Resource industry / business investment perspective | MENTIONED (briefly via economic framing) | 

| 8 | Opposition parties (NDP, Bloc, Greens) on budget/projects | OMITTED | 

| 9 | Independent political scientists / academic analysts | OMITTED | 

| 10 | Canadian public / voter perspective (polling data, vox pop) | OMITTED | 

Completeness Score: 3/10 

The broadcast is heavily dominated by three Ottawa press gallery journalists sharing largely convergent 
assessments. No Conservative voices beyond a brief clip of Poilievre himself, no opposition party voices, no 
academic analysts, no Indigenous representatives, no environmental advocates, and no business/industry voices 
are included. 
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Soft Facts — 6 qualitative techniques 

 

10. FRAMING 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Definition: How the topic is fundamentally constructed — what assumptions are treated as settled, what is presented 
as the natural or default interpretation of events. 

Finding 1: 

- Location: Opening segment, anchor introduction 

- Quote: "Conservative leader Pierre Poilievre there taking questions yesterday for the first time since one of his 
MPs announced he was quitting politics and another defected to the Liberals blaming Poilievre's leadership as part 
of the reason." 

- Technique: Definitional framing — the anchor establishes the entire segment's interpretive lens as "Poilievre's 
leadership is the problem." The defecting MP's stated reason (blaming leadership) is presented as the authoritative 
explanation without qualification. 

- Why problematic: A balanced framing would note that departing politicians routinely cite leadership as justification 
regardless of other factors (electoral calculus, personal circumstances, policy disagreements). Presenting one MP's 
stated rationale as the frame for the entire segment predetermines the discussion's conclusion. 

 

Finding 2: 

- Location: Bob Fife's first extended response 

- Quote: "Well, everything's going grand, my friend. [laughter] I mean, he has no reason to change. I mean, he's 20 
points behind the prime minister Carney... Everything's just hunky dory. Um, look, he's in denial here." 

- Technique: Sarcastic framing presented as analysis. The phrase "he's in denial" is a psychological 
characterization, not a journalistic observation. The laughter from the panel signals shared contempt. 

- Why problematic: Characterizing a political leader as being "in denial" — a clinical/psychological term — without 
evidence of what he is denying or what the correct perception should be, embeds a judgment as fact. This is 
framing, not reporting. 

 

Finding 3: 

- Location: Anchor's transition question to JD 

- Quote: "So so JD he wants shovels in the ground but he's just digging a bigger hole. Is is that where we are right 
now?" 

- Technique: The anchor uses a rhetorical joke that presupposes Poilievre is making his situation worse. This is not 
a neutral question seeking information — it is a leading question that frames the answer before it is given. 

- Why problematic: Anchors on public broadcasters should not embed editorial conclusions in their questions. This 
question has only one acceptable answer within its framing, eliminating the possibility of a contrary assessment. 
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11. WORD CHOICE & TERMINOLOGY 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Definition: The use of loaded, connotative, or emotionally charged language that steers audience interpretation 
beyond neutral description. 

Finding 1: 

- Location: Bob Fife's analysis of Poilievre press conference 

- Quote: "he attacked the media... he said there was no problems with them and he actually tried to introduce two 
MPs to join him on stage but they all they did was do talking points and praise him." 

- Technique: Dysphemism cascade — "attacked," "talking points," "praise him" are all negatively loaded terms. 
"Attacked" implies aggression rather than criticism; "talking points" implies inauthenticity; "praise him" implies 
sycophancy. Each word choice individually nudges the audience toward a negative interpretation. 

- Why problematic: Neutral equivalents exist: "criticized," "prepared remarks," "expressed support." The consistent 
selection of the more pejorative option across multiple word choices constitutes a pattern, not an accident. 

 

Finding 2: 

- Location: Bob Fife's extended analysis 

- Quote: "he sort of reverts back to the same lines which is attack the media, attack the messenger and why aren't 
you also going after the liberals" 

- Technique: The word "attack" is used twice in rapid succession to describe Poilievre's media criticism. 
Simultaneously, the panel's own extensive criticism of Poilievre is never described using the same vocabulary. 

- Why problematic: Applying aggressive vocabulary exclusively to one political actor while using neutral or positive 
vocabulary for the other creates an asymmetric linguistic environment that shapes audience perception without 
factual basis. 

 

Finding 3: 

- Location: Anchor's description of Erskine-Smith's video 

- Quote: "you know Mia as you're saying there's measured you know and he's putting up his sources which is also 
an interesting thing to see right" 

- Technique: Positive framing vocabulary — "measured," "putting up his sources," "interesting" — applied to a 
Liberal MP's budget criticism. Compare with "talking points," "denial," "digging a bigger hole" applied to Poilievre's 
communications. 

- Why problematic: The linguistic asymmetry is stark: identical behavior (a politician criticizing a budget) receives 
opposite vocabulary treatment depending on party affiliation. 
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12. MODERATION BEHAVIOR 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Definition: Whether the anchor/moderator applies consistent standards of questioning, follow-up, and challenge across 
different political subjects. 

Finding 1: 

- Location: Anchor's opening question to Bob Fife 

- Quote: "Bob, let's start with the first part of that clip intro where Mr. Poilievre was asked if he needed to reflect on 
his leadership. He said, 'Nope, I'm going to keep doing these things.' What do you make of his response to the sort 
of the turmoil of last week?" 

- Technique: The question embeds the conclusion ("turmoil") and invites the panelist to elaborate on a negative 
characterization. Compare with the anchor's framing of Carney's major projects announcement, which is introduced 
neutrally. 

- Why problematic: A balanced moderator would ask "What do you make of his response?" without pre-
characterizing the context as "turmoil." The word "turmoil" is the anchor's editorial judgment, not a neutral 
descriptor. 

 

Finding 2: 

- Location: Anchor's joke/question to JD 

- Quote: "So so JD he wants shovels in the ground but he's just digging a bigger hole. Is is that where we are right 
now?" 

- Technique: The anchor makes a joke at Poilievre's expense and then asks the panelist to confirm it. This is not 
moderation — it is participation in the editorial direction of the panel. 

- Why problematic: CBC anchors are expected to maintain impartiality. Making jokes that mock a political leader and 
then asking panelists to validate the joke is a clear departure from the impartiality standard in CBC's JSP. 

 

Finding 3: 

- Location: Anchor's response to Poilievre's media criticism 

- Quote: "I don't know what the other channel did, but we had Nate Erskine Smith on in the first hour of the show." 

- Technique: The anchor directly rebuts Poilievre's criticism of media coverage in real time, positioning CBC as a 
defendant against Poilievre's claims. This is the anchor abandoning the moderator role to become a participant in 
the political dispute. 

- Why problematic: When a political leader criticizes a broadcaster's coverage, the appropriate journalistic response 
is to note the criticism and let the record speak — not to personally rebut it on air. The anchor's defensive response 
signals institutional interest in the story's framing. 
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13. QUESTION ASYMMETRY 8/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Definition: Whether hard, confrontational, or skeptical questions are applied consistently across political subjects, or 
whether some subjects receive softer treatment. 

Finding 1: 

- Location: Questions about Poilievre throughout 

- Quote: "He said, 'Nope, I'm going to keep doing these things.' What do you make of his response to the sort of the 
turmoil of last week?" / "he's just digging a bigger hole" 

- Technique: Questions about Poilievre are framed to invite negative assessment. The anchor does not ask "Is there 
a legitimate case that Poilievre's approach is working for his base?" or "What would a successful Conservative 
response to this situation look like?" 

- Why problematic: Consistently framing questions about one political actor to invite only negative responses while 
framing questions about another to invite positive responses is a structural form of question asymmetry. 

 

Finding 2: 

- Location: Questions about Carney's major projects 

- Quote: "Mia, you know, and we do have concerns about the environmental impact of all of these things... if this 
doesn't deliver, if it isn't executed well, and if it's a further move away from the climate issues, that's where things 
could be maybe a little bit of trouble for the prime minister." 

- Technique: The anchor does raise a mild concern about Carney's environmental credibility, which is the closest 
the broadcast comes to critical questioning of the government. However, the framing is notably softer ("maybe a 
little bit of trouble") compared to the language used about Poilievre ("denial," "digging a bigger hole," "turmoil"). 

- Why problematic: The asymmetry in rhetorical intensity between questions about the opposition and questions 
about the government reflects differential treatment that a public broadcaster should not exhibit. 

 

Finding 3: 

- Location: Discussion of Liberal internal dissent 

- Quote: "that's not turmoil that's discussion and debate right I mean I mean how how should people view that whole 
thing" 

- Technique: The anchor asks the panel to help the audience understand why Liberal dissent is not really dissent — 
a question that presupposes the conclusion. No equivalent question is asked about whether Conservative dissent 
might also be characterized as healthy democratic debate. 

- Why problematic: The anchor's role is to ask questions that open up analysis, not to ask questions that close down 
alternative interpretations. Asking "how should people view that" while already providing the answer ("that's 
discussion and debate") is leading the witness. 
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14. FALSE BALANCE 5/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Definition: The creation of artificial equivalence that misrepresents the actual state of evidence, or conversely, the 
failure to note genuine equivalence between comparable situations. 

Finding 1: 

- Location: Mia Rabson's comparison of Conservative and Liberal dissent 

- Quote: "I think I think it's also worth noting that a year ago or almost a year ago, we were having this conversation 
about the Liberals because there were Liberals that were thinking about whether they wanted to leave... the Liberals 
weren't handling it much better last fall uh than the Conservatives it now." 

- Technique: Rabson attempts a genuine comparative balance, noting that Liberal internal dissent was also serious. 
This is one of the more balanced moments in the broadcast. However, the comparison is immediately qualified and 
the conclusion drawn is still that the Conservative situation is worse. 

- Why problematic: The attempt at balance is genuine but incomplete — it is introduced and then walked back. The 
net effect is that the comparison serves to validate the panel's negative assessment of Poilievre rather than 
genuinely complicating it. 

 

Finding 2: 

- Location: Anchor's framing of Erskine-Smith dissent 

- Quote: "he is still voting for the budget he still supports Mark Carney he still is a liberal supports liberal has had no 
consequence that's not turmoil that's discussion and debate right" 

- Technique: The anchor creates a definitional distinction between Conservative dissent (turmoil) and Liberal dissent 
(discussion and debate) based on the outcome (Erskine-Smith voting for the budget). However, the Conservative 
MPs who are "frustrated" have also not left the party — they are, by the same standard, engaged in discussion and 
debate. 

- Why problematic: Applying different definitional standards to equivalent phenomena based on which party is 
involved is false asymmetry — the inverse of false balance. The same behavior is labeled differently depending on 
the actor. 

 

Finding 3: 

- Location: Discussion of Carney's major projects 

- Quote: The panel discusses the major projects announcement without noting that Poilievre and the Conservatives 
have also advocated for resource development and pipeline construction — positions that are directly relevant to 
assessing the political significance of Carney's announcement. 

- Technique: Omission of comparative context — the audience is not informed that the government's major projects 
announcement represents, in part, an adoption of positions previously associated with the Conservative opposition. 

- Why problematic: Presenting a government policy announcement without noting its relationship to opposition 
policy positions prevents the audience from assessing the political dynamics accurately. 
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15. AGENDA-SETTING 8/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Definition: What topics, questions, and frames become "the issue" — and what is systematically excluded from the 
discussion entirely. 

Finding 1: 

- Location: Entire broadcast structure 

- Observation: The broadcast's agenda is: (1) Poilievre's leadership is failing; (2) his media criticism is illegitimate; 
(3) Carney's government is governing competently with some long-term risks. These three agenda items are 
established in the opening minutes and reinforced throughout. 

- Technique: Agenda pre-determination — the roundtable format with pre-selected journalists who share a 
professional culture ensures that the agenda is set before the broadcast begins. There is no mechanism for 
alternative agenda items to emerge. 

- Why problematic: The agenda excludes: Conservative policy alternatives, NDP and Bloc positions on the budget, 
Indigenous perspectives on major projects, environmental analysis of the projects, Western Canadian perspectives 
on pipeline exclusion, and any structural analysis of why Poilievre's base continues to support him despite the 
panel's assessment. 

 

Finding 2: 

- Location: Poilievre's media criticism segment 

- Quote: Poilievre raises the question of whether CBC and CTV covered Erskine-Smith's budget criticism. The 
anchor immediately rebuts this. The panel then discusses whether the media covered it. 

- Technique: Meta-agenda setting — the broadcast spends significant time discussing whether the media covered a 
story correctly, with the media as both judge and defendant. The actual substance of Erskine-Smith's budget 
criticism receives less analytical attention than the question of whether it was covered. 

- Why problematic: A public broadcaster spending airtime defending its own coverage against a politician's criticism, 
with journalists as the sole arbiters of that defense, is a conflict of interest that displaces substantive policy 
discussion from the agenda. 

 

Finding 3: 

- Location: Entire broadcast 

- Observation: The following topics are entirely absent from the broadcast: NDP position on the budget; Bloc 
Québécois position on the budget; Green Party position on resource development; any Conservative policy 
alternative to Carney's major projects; the specific policy reasons why Conservative MPs might be dissatisfied (as 
opposed to leadership style reasons); the trade war's specific economic impacts on Canadian households. 

- Technique: Systematic exclusion of opposition and alternative perspectives from the agenda ensures that the 
broadcast's political universe consists of: a failing Conservative leader, a competent Liberal government, and three 
journalists who agree on both assessments. 

- Why problematic: CBC's mandate under the Broadcasting Act requires that it reflect the diversity of Canadian 
political perspectives. A broadcast that excludes NDP, Bloc, Green, and substantive Conservative perspectives 
from its agenda fails this mandate. 
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CHAPTER 2 — OVERALL EVALUATION 

 

A) Summary Table: 15 Criteria 

# Criterion Score Key Finding 

1 Framing 7/10 Topic framed as "Poilievre's leadership failure" from the opening sentence; 
no alternative frame offered 

2 Word Choice 7/10 Consistent use of pejorative vocabulary for Poilievre ("denial," "attack," 
"talking points") vs. positive vocabulary for Liberals ("measured," "credible") 

3 Expert Selection 8/10 All three panelists are Ottawa press gallery journalists sharing identical 
professional culture and convergent assessments 

4 Selective Omission 8/10 No Conservative voice, no NDP/Bloc/Green perspective, no Indigenous 
voice, no independent expert in entire broadcast 

5 Moderation Behavior 7/10 Anchor makes jokes at Poilievre's expense, rebuts his media criticism on 
air, and uses leading questions throughout 

6 Time Distribution 8/10 ~65% of broadcast devoted to Poilievre's political difficulties; government 
policy receives softer, shorter treatment 

7 Question Asymmetry 8/10 Questions about Poilievre invite negative assessment; questions about 
Carney invite positive assessment with mild caveats 

8 Guilt by Association 3/10 Mild association of Poilievre's media criticism with anti-press 
authoritarianism; not a primary technique 

9 Numerical Manipulation 6/10 "20 points behind" cited without source; government tax claims reported 
without verification 

10 Timing & Placement 6/10 Opposition crisis leads; government policy follows; Erskine-Smith clip pre-
interpreted before airing 

12 Source Selection 7/10 No independent experts; Toronto Star anonymous sources cited 
uncritically; RBC cited without conflict-of-interest disclosure 

13 Selective Outrage 7/10 Press pen grievance applied only to Poilievre; Conservative dissent treated 
as crisis vs. Liberal dissent as healthy debate 

14 False Balance 5/10 Definitional asymmetry: identical phenomena (internal party dissent) 
labeled differently based on party 

15 Agenda-Setting 8/10 NDP, Bloc, Green, Western Canadian, Indigenous, and environmental 
perspectives systematically excluded from agenda 

 

B) Overall Scores 

•  Criteria Score: (7+7+8+8+7+8+8+3+6+6+6+7+7+5+8) ÷ 15 = 101 ÷ 15 = 6.7 

C) Top 3 Manipulation Techniques 

1. Homogeneous Expert Pool with Convergent Framing (Criteria 3, 6, 15) 
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The broadcast's most structurally significant bias technique is the use of three Ottawa press gallery journalists as the 
sole analytical voices. This creates the appearance of multiple perspectives (three different news organizations) while 
delivering a single institutional viewpoint. All three panelists share the same professional culture, the same physical 
workspace, the same professional incentives (access journalism requires maintaining relationships with sources in 
both parties, but the current political environment rewards Liberal access), and demonstrably identical assessments. 
The format is designed to appear balanced while being structurally incapable of producing balance. 

2. Definitional Asymmetry Applied to Equivalent Phenomena (Criteria 2, 13, 14) 

The broadcast systematically applies different definitional standards to identical political phenomena based on party 
affiliation. Conservative internal dissent = "turmoil," "crisis," "denial," "digging a bigger hole." Liberal internal dissent = 
"discussion and debate," "measured," "credible," "interesting." This technique is particularly effective because it 
operates at the level of vocabulary and definition rather than explicit argument, making it harder for audiences to 
identify and challenge. 

3. Anchor Abandonment of Impartiality Role (Criteria 5, 7, 11) 

The anchor repeatedly abandons the moderator role to become a participant in the editorial direction of the broadcast: 
making jokes at Poilievre's expense, rebutting his media criticism on air, using leading questions that embed 
conclusions, and framing questions to invite only negative assessments of the opposition. This is the most direct 
violation of CBC's JSP impartiality standard because it comes from the institutional voice of the broadcast rather than 
from a guest commentator. 

D) 3 Core Messages Embedded in the Broadcast 

Content Message (What the viewer learns): 

"Pierre Poilievre is in political crisis, is in denial about it, is attacking the media unfairly, and has no credible 
response to his party's problems. Mark Carney is governing competently with a long-term vision, though there are 
some manageable risks." 

•  Technique: Framing + selective omission + definitional asymmetry 

•  Evidence: "He's in denial here" (Fife) / "he's just digging a bigger hole" (anchor) / "he's not really offering anything 
new" (Fife) vs. "he's trying to do things that I think polls are showing that Canadians are generally supportive of" 
(Fife on Carney) 

Personal Message (Who is presented positively/negatively): 

Poilievre is presented as defensive, dishonest with himself, media-hostile, and politically incompetent. Carney is 
presented as disciplined, visionary, and competent. Erskine-Smith is presented as thoughtful, credible, and 
independent-minded. 

•  Technique: Word choice asymmetry + audio language (laughter) + question asymmetry 

•  Evidence: "measured... putting up his sources... interesting" (anchor on Erskine-Smith) vs. "talking points and 
praise him... he attacked the media... he's in denial" (panel on Poilievre) 

Societal Message (What worldview is reinforced): 

The Ottawa press gallery is the legitimate arbiter of political competence. Politicians who criticize media coverage 
are engaging in bad-faith deflection. Resource development is acceptable when managed by a Liberal 
government with environmental credentials. Conservative populism is a political pathology rather than a legitimate 
political response to genuine public concerns. 

•  Technique: Agenda-setting + selective outrage + expert selection 

•  Evidence: The entire broadcast structure — three journalists judging politicians' media behavior, with no external 
validation, no Conservative voice, and no structural analysis of why Poilievre's approach resonates with a 
significant portion of the Canadian electorate. 

E) Classification 
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Classification: CLEAR ONE-SIDEDNESS (4.1–6.0) 

The broadcast falls in the upper range of this category, approaching the threshold for "Systemic Skew." The bias is not 
primarily the result of individual statements but of structural choices: panel composition, question framing, definitional 
asymmetry, and systematic omission of Conservative, opposition, and independent perspectives. 

F) Summary 

This broadcast of Power & Politics exhibits clear and measurable one-sidedness that falls short of CBC's Journalistic 
Standards and Practices requirements for accuracy, fairness, balance, and impartiality. The most significant failures 
are structural rather than incidental: the exclusive use of Ottawa press gallery journalists as analytical voices, the 
anchor's repeated abandonment of the impartiality standard through jokes and leading questions, and the systematic 
application of different definitional and evaluative standards to equivalent political phenomena based on party 
affiliation. Under CBC's JSP, which requires that "we contribute to informed debate on issues of public interest" and 
that "we present a wide range of perspectives," this broadcast fails on both counts — the debate is not informed by 
independent expertise, and the range of perspectives is limited to three journalists sharing a single institutional 
viewpoint. Under Section 3(1)(l) of the Broadcasting Act, which requires that the CBC "reflect Canada's regions and its 
two official language communities" and serve the public interest, the broadcast's exclusion of Western Canadian 
perspectives on resource policy, Indigenous perspectives on major projects, and all opposition party perspectives 
beyond brief references represents a material failure of the public mandate. The CRTC's requirement for high 
standards of journalistic ethics is engaged by the anchor's on-air rebuttal of a political leader's media criticism — a 
direct conflict of interest that a broadcaster subject to regulatory oversight should not exhibit. 
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CHAPTER 3 — PARTY-POLITICAL BIAS 

 

Party Bias Scores 

Party Score (-
5 to +5) 

Evidence 

NDP -1 Entirely absent from broadcast. No NDP position on budget, major projects, or 
Conservative leadership crisis is sought or mentioned. Omission disadvantages the 
NDP's ability to define itself in public discourse. Quote: NDP is not mentioned once in 
the entire transcript. 

Green Party 
(GPC) 

-1 Entirely absent. Environmental concerns are discussed without reference to the 
Green Party's positions, despite the party's direct relevance to the climate/resource 
development discussion. Quote: No Green Party reference in transcript. 

Liberal Party 
(LPC) 

+3 Consistently favorable framing. Internal dissent characterized as "discussion and 
debate." Carney described as having "discipline of power" and doing "things that 
polls are showing Canadians are generally supportive of." Quote: "he's trying to do 
things that I think polls are showing that Canadians are generally supportive of" 
(Fife). 

Bloc Québécois 
(BQ) 

0 Absent from broadcast but not disadvantaged in the same way as CPC. The Ring of 
Fire/Saguenay corridor discussion has Quebec relevance but BQ is not mentioned. 
Neutral by absence rather than active disadvantage. Quote: No BQ reference in 
transcript. 

Conservative Party 
(CPC) 

-4 Sustained negative framing throughout. Leadership characterized as "denial," 
"digging a bigger hole," "not getting it." No Conservative spokesperson included. 
Anonymous dissent reported uncritically. Quote: "he's in denial here... he does have 
a serious problem with public perception" (Fife); "he's just digging a bigger hole" 
(anchor). 

People's Party 
(PPC) 

-1 Entirely absent. No mention. Omission is expected given PPC's parliamentary status 
but represents a consistent pattern of exclusion from CBC political coverage. Quote: 
No PPC reference in transcript. 

 

Summary Statistics 

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

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

•  Average Deviation from 0 (absolute values): (1+1+3+0+4+1) ÷ 6 = 1.67 
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CHAPTER 4 — LEGAL CLASSIFICATION 

 

A) CBC Journalistic Standards and Practices (JSP) 

ACCURACY 

Finding Standard Evidence Violation Severity 

Polling figure cited 
without source 

JSP: "We verify the 
facts before reporting 
them" 

"he's 20 points 
behind the prime 
minister Carney" — 
no source, date, or 
methodology 

Unverified statistical 
claim presented as 
fact 

Moderate 

Toronto Star 
anonymous source 
report cited as 
authoritative 

JSP: "We seek out 
the most authoritative 
sources" 

"our colleagues at the 
Toronto Star reported 
Saturday that there 
are up to between 10 
and 15 MPs who are 
very frustrated" 

Single-source 
anonymous report 
cited without 
verification or 
Conservative 
response 

Moderate 

Government tax claim 
reported without 
verification 

JSP: "We are 
accurate and truthful" 

"puts Canada's tax 
corporate tax rate 5% 
at advantage over the 
United States" — 
government claim 
reported without 
independent 
verification 

Government 
statistical claim 
amplified without fact-
checking 

Minor 

 

FAIRNESS 

Finding Standard Evidence Violation Severity 

No Conservative 
spokesperson in 
broadcast 

JSP: "We ensure that 
the relevant facts and 
significant points of 
view are presented" 

Entire broadcast 
discusses 
Conservative internal 
crisis without a single 
Conservative 
spokesperson 

Failure to include the 
subject party's 
perspective in a 
broadcast about that 
party 

Significant 

No NDP, Bloc, or 
Green perspective 

JSP: "We present a 
wide range of 
perspectives" 

No opposition party 
beyond brief Poilievre 
clip is represented 

Systematic exclusion 
of parliamentary 
opposition 
perspectives 

Significant 

Definitional 
asymmetry in dissent 
coverage 

JSP: "We apply the 
same standards to 
all" 

"that's not turmoil 
that's discussion and 
debate" (Liberal 
dissent) vs. "turmoil," 
"crisis" (Conservative 
dissent) 

Different standards 
applied to equivalent 
phenomena based on 
party 

Moderate 

 

BALANCE 
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Finding Standard Evidence Violation Severity 

Homogeneous panel 
with convergent 
views 

JSP: "We provide a 
reasonable 
opportunity for 
response" 

Three journalists with 
identical 
assessments; no 
contrary voice in 
entire broadcast 

Panel composition 
structurally prevents 
balanced analysis 

Significant 

Time allocation 
asymmetry 

JSP: "We ensure that 
the relevant facts and 
significant points of 
view are presented" 

~65% of broadcast 
devoted to negative 
Poilievre coverage; 
government policy 
discussed favorably 

Disproportionate 
negative coverage of 
opposition vs. 
government 

Moderate 

 

IMPARTIALITY 

Finding Standard Evidence Violation Severity 

Anchor makes jokes 
at Poilievre's expense 

JSP: "We are 
impartial" 

"he's just digging a 
bigger hole" (anchor 
joke, followed by 
laughter) 

Anchor abandons 
impartiality to 
participate in mockery 
of political leader 

Significant 

Anchor rebuts 
politician's media 
criticism on air 

JSP: "We do not 
allow our own political 
views to influence our 
reporting" 

"I don't know what the 
other channel did, but 
we had Nate Erskine 
Smith on in the first 
hour of the show" 

Anchor becomes 
institutional defender 
against political 
criticism, creating 
conflict of interest 

Significant 

Leading questions 
embedding 
conclusions 

JSP: "We are 
impartial" 

"What do you make 
of his response to the 
sort of the turmoil of 
last week?" 

Questions embed 
editorial conclusions, 
eliminating possibility 
of contrary 
assessment 

Moderate 

 

INDEPENDENCE 

Finding Standard Evidence Violation Severity 

Journalists discussing 
their own coverage 
as subject 

JSP: "We are 
independent" 

Extended discussion 
of whether CBC/CTV 
covered Erskine-
Smith story, with 
journalists as both 
subject and judge 

Broadcaster's 
institutional interests 
influence editorial 
content 

Moderate 

 

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

Section 3(1)(l) — CBC mandate to "safeguard, enrich and strengthen the cultural, political, social and economic fabric 
of Canada" 

Finding Evidence Assessment Severity 

Exclusion of Western 
Canadian perspectives 

No Alberta, Saskatchewan, 
or Western Canadian voice 
in discussion of national 

Failure to reflect regional 
diversity in a broadcast 
about national economic 

Significant 
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resource policy and 
pipeline decisions 

policy directly affecting 
Western Canada 

Exclusion of Indigenous 
perspectives 

"the kind of relationship the 
government will have with 
Indigenous people, it's not 
unanimous consent from 
the Indigenous people" — 
mentioned and immediately 
moved past 

Indigenous rights and treaty 
obligations are 
acknowledged as relevant 
but no Indigenous voice is 
sought 

Significant 

Failure to reflect political 
diversity 

NDP, Bloc, Green, and 
substantive Conservative 
perspectives absent 

Broadcast does not reflect 
the diversity of Canadian 
political perspectives as 
required by the Act 

Significant 

 

Section 3(1)(i) — Programming that "reflects the circumstances and aspirations of Canadian men, women and 
children" 

Finding Evidence Assessment Severity 

No public/voter perspective No polling data with 
methodology, no vox pop, 
no citizen voice 

Broadcast reflects Ottawa 
press gallery perspective, 
not Canadian public 
perspective 

Moderate 

 

C) CRTC Conditions of Licence 

Finding Standard Evidence Violation Severity 

Anchor's on-air 
rebuttal of political 
criticism 

High standard of 
journalistic ethics 

"I don't know what the 
other channel did, but 
we had Nate Erskine 
Smith on in the first 
hour of the show" 

Broadcaster using 
licensed airtime to 
defend itself against 
political criticism 
creates appearance 
of institutional bias 

Moderate 

Panel laughter at 
political leader 

High standard of 
journalistic ethics 

"[laughter]" following 
sarcastic dismissal of 
Poilievre's position 

Collective mockery of 
a political leader on a 
public affairs program 
falls below the 
standard of 
journalistic ethics 
expected of a 
licensed public 
broadcaster 

Moderate 

 

Overall Regulatory Assessment 

This broadcast exhibits multiple violations of CBC's Journalistic Standards and Practices, most significantly in the 
areas of impartiality, fairness, and balance, with the anchor's abandonment of the moderator role being the most direct 
and documentable violation. The structural failure to include any Conservative spokesperson, any opposition party 
perspective, or any independent expert in a broadcast devoted primarily to analyzing Conservative political difficulties 
constitutes a significant failure of the fairness standard that cannot be attributed to time constraints or editorial 
accident — it reflects a deliberate format choice. Under the Broadcasting Act's mandate to reflect Canada's political 
and regional diversity, the broadcast's exclusion of Western Canadian perspectives from a discussion of national 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch


 

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

 

 
 

President: Schläpfer, David  -  Contact: kontakt@SVFAB.ch  -  Address: SVFAB, Postfach, CH-8021 Zurich 1 
Page 27 

 

resource policy, and its dismissal of Indigenous consent issues in a single sentence without seeking Indigenous 
voices, represents a material failure of the public interest mandate that CBC holds as a condition of its public funding 
and broadcasting licence. The CRTC's requirement for high journalistic ethics is most directly engaged by the anchor's 
on-air institutional self-defense against a politician's media criticism — a practice that, regardless of whether the 
criticism was accurate, creates an irreconcilable conflict between the broadcaster's institutional interests and its 
obligation to impartial public affairs journalism. 

Source Credibility Assessment 

Source Funding/Affiliation Conflicts of Interest Credibility Counter-Voice 
Offered? 

Bob Fife (Globe and 
Mail) 

Privately owned 
(Woodbridge/Thomson 
family); no public 
funding 

Ottawa press gallery 
member; professional 
access relationships 
with both parties; 
potential institutional 
interest in defending 
press freedom 
against Poilievre 
criticism 

High journalistic 
credibility; moderate 
analytical 
independence given 
conflict of interest in 
covering politician 
who criticizes media 

No 

Mia Rabson 
(Canadian Press) 

Cooperative owned by 
member newspapers; 
no direct public 
funding 

Same press gallery 
access dynamics; CP 
is a wire service with 
broad distribution 
obligations 

High journalistic 
credibility; moderate 
analytical 
independence 

No 

Joel Denis-
Bellavance (La 
Presse) 

La Presse is a non-
profit; received federal 
government transition 
funding in 2018 

Non-profit status 
funded partly through 
government-adjacent 
mechanisms; 
Quebec-based 
perspective 

High journalistic 
credibility; potential 
structural interest in 
government media 
support policies 

No 

Dimitri Soudas (cited) Former Harper 
Conservative; current 
activities not specified 
in transcript 

Known Poilievre 
critic; cited selectively 
to provide cross-
partisan validation of 
anti-Poilievre 
narrative 

Medium — former 
insider with known 
bias against current 
Conservative 
leadership 

No 

RBC (cited 
secondhand via 
Erskine-Smith) 

Major Canadian bank; 
privately owned 

Significant financial 
interests in 
government fiscal 
policy, regulatory 
environment, and 
resource projects 
being discussed 

High institutional 
credibility; significant 
conflict of interest in 
budget analysis 

No 

Toronto Star (cited) Privately owned; 
historically center-left 
editorial position 

Known editorial 
alignment with 
Liberal-leaning 
politics; anonymous 
sources not 
independently 
verified 

Medium — credible 
outlet but editorial 
position relevant to 
assessment of 
anonymous 
Conservative dissent 
reporting 

No 
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Analysis Version: 1.0-cbc | Completed: Full 4-Step Assessment | Total Criteria Evaluated: 15 | Transcript 
Coverage: Complete 
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OVERALL EVALUATION OF THE 15 CRITERIA 

 

Individual Scores — All 15 Criteria 

No. Criterion Score Rating 

1 EXPERT SELECTION 8 ●●●● 

2 SOURCE SELECTION 7 ●●●● 

3 TIME DISTRIBUTION 8 ●●●● 

4 SELECTIVE OMISSION 8 ●●●● 

5 NUMERICAL MANIPULATION 6 ●●● 

6 GUILT BY ASSOCIATION 3 ●● 

7 TIMING & PLACEMENT 6 ●●● 

8 SELECTIVE OUTRAGE 7 ●●●● 

9 COMPLETENESS 7 ●●●● 

10 FRAMING 7 ●●●● 

11 WORD CHOICE & TERMINOLOGY 7 ●●●● 

12 MODERATION BEHAVIOR 7 ●●●● 

13 QUESTION ASYMMETRY 8 ●●●● 

14 FALSE BALANCE 5 ●●● 

15 AGENDA-SETTING 8 ●●●● 

 

HARD FACTS SCORE (1-8) 6.7/10 
Serious deviation from the impartiality standard. High degree 
of deviation 

 

SOFT FACTS SCORE (9-14) 7.0/10 
Serious deviation from the impartiality standard. High degree 
of deviation 

 

OVERALL SCORE 6.9/10 
Serious deviation from the impartiality standard. 
High degree of deviation 

Average of Hardfacts and Softfacts 
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KEY — Score Definitions 

 

Individual Scores per Criterion (0–10) 

0 No finding No relevant anomaly detected. 

1–2 Weak finding Minor anomaly without substantial impact on balance. 

3–4 
Slight to moderate 
finding 

Recognizable tendency; low to moderate impact relevance. 

5 
Moderate finding 
with impact 

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

6 
Significant finding 
(threshold) 

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

7 Significant finding Clear, well-documented imbalance with distinct impact relevance. 

8–9 Severe finding Pronounced imbalance; multiple documented individual findings in this criterion. 

10 Maximum severity Systematic, pervasive imbalance in this criterion. 

 

Aggregated Deviation Index — Interpretation Ranges 

0.0 – 2.5 Unremarkable 
No significant patterns detected; broadcast meets the impartiality 
standard. 

2.6 – 4.0 Slight imbalance Isolated anomalies; statistically visible but within tolerance range. 

4.1 – 6.0 Significant imbalance Multiple significant findings; relevant impairment of perspective diversity. 

6.1 – 8.0 

Serious deviation from 
the impartiality 
standard. High degree 
of deviation 

Pronounced, cross-broadcast patterns; high impact relevance. 

8.1 – 10 
Fundamental systemic 
one-sidedness. Very 
high bias degree 

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

 

Party-Political Bias (-5 to +5) 

-5 to -3 
Strongly 
disadvantaged 

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

-2 to -1 Slightly disadvantaged Recognizable but minor disadvantage. 

0 Neutral No detectable favoritism or disadvantage. 

+1 to +2 Slightly favored Recognizable but minor favoritism. 

+3 to +5 Strongly favored Party is significantly overrepresented in framing, airtime, or presentation. 

 

Legal and Methodological Notes 
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No factual 
determination 

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. 

 

No legal judgment 
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). 

 

No proof of 
causation 

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. 

 

No judgment of 
intent 

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. 

 

Heuristic 
comparison tool 

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) 
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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 Zürich 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: 
omission, framing, temporal framing, guilt by association, 
emotionalisation, context removal and many more, illustrated with 
numerous examples. Additionally, it becomes apparent where we 
ourselves apply these techniques – fostering not only awareness but 
also empathy.  
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 älteste und eleganteste 
Manipulationstechnik der world. Sie verändert nicht die Fakten – sie 
verändert, was wir aus den Fakten machen. Wie wir fühlen. Was wir 
glauben. Wie wir entscheiden. Und sie funktioniert – weil wir alle 
mitmachen. Täglich. Unbewusst. Auch du. Dieses Buch ist kein 
trockenes Lehrbuch. Es ist ein Übungsbuch – 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. 
Because whoever understands framing sees the world more clearly. 
Hears news differently. Conducts conversations more confidently. 
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 
every household. Those who feel unfairly treated can file a complaint. 
There is even an authority for this: the UBI, the Independent 
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. 
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