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OVERALL 6.1/10 Serious deviation from the impatrtiality standard. High degree of
SCORE . 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 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).

Centre-left (4.56 on a 1-10 scale), consistent with a broadcast
S \DIS AN 4.8 / 10 that strongly favors the Liberal Party while giving minimal
favorable coverage to parties to its left or right

0 1 2 3 5 6 7 8 < 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

Title: Power & Politics — "Is there "turmoil' in Liberal caucus, as Poilievre suggests?"
Estimated Date: November 14, 2025
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Approximate Length: 25—-35 minutes (based on transcript volume)

Network: CBC News Network / CBC/Radio-Canada

Personnel

Anchor/Presenter: Unidentified (referred to implicitly; likely the regular Power & Politics host — transcript does not
name the anchor directly, though the closing suggests a female anchor based on conversational cues)

Guests/Interviewees:
* Nathaniel Erskine-Smith — Liberal MP, Beaches—East York, Ontario (interview subject)
* Andrew Thompson — Political analyst/commentator (panel)
» Shachi Kurl — Political analyst (panel; President, Angus Reid Institute)
* Michelle Cadario — Political analyst/commentator (panel)
» Tim Powers — Political analyst/commentator (panel; Conservative-aligned strategist, Summa Strategies)

Note on name transcription errors: The transcript contains systematic transcription errors throughout — "Poilievre" is
rendered as "Polyv," "Palev," "Pauls," "Paul," "Py," "Pol," "Poliov," and "Polyv" interchangeably. "Erskine-Smith"
appears as "Erskin Smith," "Urskin Smith," and "Natkin Smith." These errors are noted but do not affect the analytical
substance.

Main Topic

The broadcast examines whether Conservative leader Pierre Poilievre's characterization of "turmoil" within the Liberal
caucus — based on Liberal MP Nathaniel Erskine-Smith's critical video about the Liberal government's budget — is
accurate, and uses this as a springboard to discuss the budget's climate and housing provisions, Liberal Party internal
dynamics, and Poilievre's own leadership challenges.

Current Context (3—4 sentences)

As of November 2025, the Liberal government under Prime Minister Mark Carney — who replaced Justin Trudeau
following Trudeau's resignation — has tabled its first federal budget, which represents a notable shift in Liberal policy
priorities: the consumer carbon tax has been eliminated, the industrial emissions cap is conditional, and climate
spending has been reduced relative to the Trudeau era. The budget's primary framing is economic sovereignty and
resilience in response to U.S. tariff threats under the Trump administration, which returned to office in January 2025.
Within the Liberal caucus, a tension exists between MPs elected on progressive Trudeau-era platforms and the more
centrist, economically-focused Carney agenda. Simultaneously, the Conservative Party under Poilievre is navigating
internal pressures following the loss of at least two MPs and polling data showing his disapproval ratings significantly
outpacing his approval ratings.

President: Schilapfer, David - Contact: kontaki@SVFAB.ch - Address: SVFAB, Postfach, CH-8021 Zurich 1
Page 2



mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch

Association suisse pour une information équilibrée

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

CHAPTER 1 — DETAILED ANALYSIS OF THE 15 CRITERIA

Hard Facts — 9 techniques that are countable and scientifically verifiable

1. EXPERT SELECTION 6/10

1 2 3 4 5 6

Definition: Who is chosen as an expert or analyst, and whether their backgrounds, funding sources, and potential
conflicts of interest are disclosed.

Finding 1:

- Location: Panel composition throughout
- Quote: Panel identified as "Shachi Curl, Andrew Thompson, Michelle Cadario, and Tim Powers"

- Technique: Of the four panelists, Tim Powers is a Conservative-aligned strategist (Summa Strategies, which has
worked for Conservative clients). However, three of the four panelists (Thompson, Kurl, Cadario) offer commentary
that is consistently more critical of Poilievre than of Carney. The panel is not balanced in terms of partisan alignment
— there is no Liberal-aligned strategist explicitly identified as such, yet the overall analytical direction favors the
Liberal position.

- Why problematic: CBC's JSP requires that panels reflect a range of perspectives. The absence of a clearly Liberal-
aligned strategist (to balance Powers) alongside three analysts who consistently critique Poilievre creates an
asymmetric expert environment, even if individual analysts claim neutrality.

Finding 2:

- Location: Panel discussion, Andrew Thompson's commentary

- Quote: "as the pen institute says is incredibly important" (attributed to Erskine-Smith's paraphrase of the Pembina
Institute)

- Technique: The Pembina Institute is referenced approvingly as an authority on industrial carbon pricing without
any disclosure of its mandate, funding, or ideological orientation. The Pembina Institute is an environmental
advocacy organization — a relevant disclosure for a discussion about carbon policy.

- Why problematic: Presenting an advocacy organization's position as neutral expert opinion without disclosure
misleads audiences about the nature of the source. A counter-voice from an organization with different views on
carbon pricing (e.g., the Fraser Institute, or an industry association) is not offered.

Finding 3:

- Location: Anchor's question, housing discussion

- Quote: "Mike Moffett, who is a, you know, a pretty good faith uh player in the housing policy space"

- Technique: Moffett is cited as an authority on housing policy without being interviewed, without disclosure of his
institutional affiliation (Smart Prosperity Institute / University of Ottawa), and without a counter-voice from someone
who might assess the housing provisions differently.

- Why problematic: Citing experts selectively — and approvingly — without interviewing them or providing counter-
perspectives is a form of selective expert endorsement that shapes the analytical frame without accountability.
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2. SOURCE SELECTION 6/10

1 2 3 4 5 6

Claims without primary source = penalty points (rumour check)

Definition: The diversity and independence of cited sources, including their funding, mandate, and potential conflicts of
interest.

Finding 1:

- Location: Erskine-Smith's interview, climate discussion

- Quote: "as the pen institute says is incredibly important" (Pembina Institute, referenced via Erskine-Smith's
paraphrase)

- Technique: The Pembina Institute is cited as an authority on industrial carbon pricing. The Pembina Institute is an
environmental advocacy organization with a clear policy agenda favoring carbon pricing and clean energy transition.
Its position on industrial carbon pricing is not neutral expert opinion but advocacy.

- Why problematic: The source is cited without disclosure of its advocacy mandate. No counter-source (e.g., an

industry association, a fiscal conservative think tank, or an economist with different views on carbon pricing
effectiveness) is offered.

Finding 2:

- Location: Anchor's housing question

- Quote: "Scott Herson, the conservative critic, said pretty much the same thing as did Mike Moffett, who is a, you
know, a pretty good faith uh player in the housing policy space."

- Technique: Two sources are cited on housing policy — a Conservative MP and Mike Moffett (Smart Prosperity
Institute). The anchor's differential characterization ("pretty good faith player" for Moffett vs. neutral identification for
the Conservative critic) signals that Moffett's view is more credible. Neither is interviewed; both are cited selectively
to support the anchor's framing that the government has retreated on housing.

- Why problematic: Citing sources selectively to support a predetermined conclusion (government retreated on
housing) without interviewing them or offering counter-sources is a form of source manipulation.

Finding 3:

- Location: Panel discussion, statistical claims

- Quote: "Mark Carney's approval levels are at about 50%... Pierre Py are only at about 34%"

- Technique: Polling data is cited without attribution to any polling firm, date, or methodology. Given that Shachi Kurl
is the President of the Angus Reid Institute — a polling organization — it is possible these figures come from Angus
Reid polling, which would represent a conflict of interest (a panelist citing her own organization's data without
disclosure).

- Why problematic: If the polling data originates from Angus Reid, Kurl's failure to disclose this represents a
significant conflict of interest. Even if the data comes from another source, the absence of attribution violates basic
journalistic standards for data citation.
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3. TIME DISTRIBUTION 7110

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Definition: The balance of speaking time between different political positions and perspectives.

Estimated Time Distribution (based on transcript volume):

Approximate Share Political Orientation
Nathaniel Erskine-Smith (Liberal MP) ~35% Liberal (critical but supportive)
Panel (Thompson, Kurl, Cadario, ~50% Mixed, predominantly critical of CPC
Powers)
Poilievre (clip only) ~3% Conservative
Anchor ~12% Nominally neutral
Finding 1:

- Location: Entire broadcast structure

- Quote: [Structural observation — Poilievre's position is represented by a brief clip; Liberal position receives full
interview plus panel discussion]

- Technique: The Conservative position receives approximately 3% of broadcast time (a brief clip), while the Liberal
position receives approximately 35% (full interview) plus substantial panel time that is predominantly sympathetic to
the Liberal framing. This is a 10:1 or greater time imbalance.

- Why problematic: CBC's mandate requires balance. A broadcast ostensibly examining a Conservative claim about
Liberal caucus dynamics gives the Conservative claimant almost no time to make his case.

Finding 2:

- Location: Panel discussion

- Quote: "Polyv is very much about command and control... anger centric kind of movement approach" (Thompson);
"as the political tire fire continues around him" (Kurl); "there was a very 2024 feel to the press conference yesterday"
(panel)

- Technique: Panel time devoted to analyzing Poilievre's leadership problems significantly exceeds time devoted to
analyzing Liberal policy substance. The broadcast's stated topic (Liberal caucus turmoil) becomes a vehicle for
extended Conservative leadership critique.

- Why problematic: The time allocation does not match the stated topic. If the question is Liberal caucus unity, the
majority of analytical time should address that question, not Conservative leadership dynamics.

Finding 3:

- Location: Panel discussion, NDP references

- Quote: "you can see it, you know, tonight in Avi Lewis's uh push again on the climate side of of things in his
campaign"

- Technique: The NDP perspective receives a single passing reference in the entire broadcast, despite being

directly relevant to the climate and housing policy discussion. The Bloc Québécois and Green Party receive zero
time.
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- Why problematic: A budget discussion that omits the NDP, Bloc, and Green perspectives — all of whom have
distinct and relevant positions on climate and housing — is structurally incomplete.
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4. SELECTIVE OMISSION 7110

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Definition: Relevant facts, perspectives, or context that are absent from the broadcast and whose absence shapes the
audience's understanding.

Finding 1:

- Location: Entire broadcast
- Quote: [No Conservative spokesperson is interviewed or given direct voice beyond a brief clip of Poilievre]

- Technique: The broadcast's central question is whether Poilievre's characterization of Liberal "turmoil" is accurate.
Yet no Conservative MP, strategist, or spokesperson is given interview time to articulate the Conservative position.
Poilievre's words are presented via a brief clip and then subjected to extended rebuttal by a Liberal MP and four
panelists.

- Why problematic: This is a structural omission that fundamentally unbalances the broadcast. The Conservative
position is presented as a claim to be debunked rather than a perspective to be examined.

Finding 2:

- Location: Budget discussion throughout

- Quote: [No mention of the budget's deficit figures, debt trajectory, or fiscal sustainability]

- Technique: The budget is discussed extensively in terms of its climate and housing provisions, but the fiscal
dimensions — deficit size, debt-to-GDP trajectory, interest costs — are entirely absent. This omission is particularly
notable given that Poilievre's "costly credit card budget" characterization is referenced but never examined with
actual fiscal data.

- Why problematic: Audiences cannot evaluate the Conservative fiscal critique or the Liberal fiscal defense without
basic budget numbers. The omission of fiscal data systematically advantages the Liberal framing of the budget as
meeting "the moment."

Finding 3:

- Location: Panel discussion, closing segment

- Quote: "there's a new focus and a new priority under Prime Minister Carney than certainly we saw under former
Prime Minister Trudeau"

- Technique: The shift from Trudeau-era to Carney-era Liberal policy is discussed as a natural evolution, but the
broadcast omits any discussion of the democratic accountability implications of a governing party significantly
changing its policy platform between elections without a mandate for those changes. The consumer carbon tax, for
example, was a central Liberal commitment in multiple elections.

- Why problematic: The policy shift is normalized without examining whether voters who supported the Liberal
platform have been adequately consulted or whether the changes represent a democratic accountability issue.

Missing Voices

1. Conservative Party spokesperson or MP — Poilievre's position is discussed extensively but no Conservative is
given direct interview time to articulate their critique

2. NDP representative — The NDP's climate and housing positions are referenced but no NDP MP or spokesperson
is interviewed
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3. Independent climate scientist or environmental policy expert — The LNG tax credit and emissions cap discussions
lack any scientific or independent policy grounding

4. Housing policy expert (e.g., Mike Moffett, who is named but not interviewed) — Referenced approvingly by anchor
but absent from broadcast

5. Fiscal economist or budget analyst — No independent assessment of the budget's fiscal sustainability or deficit
trajectory

6. Labour union representative — Workers affected by tariffs are mentioned in the budget context but no labour
voice is present

7. Bloc Québécois representative — Quebec's distinct interests in the budget (e.g., energy policy, sovereignty
measures) are entirely absent

8. Canadian business community representative — The budget's business investment provisions are discussed
without any private sector voice
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5. NUMERICAL MANIPULATION 6/10

1 2 3 4 5 6

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

Definition: The selective, misleading, or decontextualized use of numbers, polls, or data.

Finding 1:

- Location: Panel discussion, closing segment

- Quote: "Mark Carney's approval levels are at about 50%. He'll bank that for now. He'll take that. Uh Pierre Py are
only at about 34%. That is problematic. But when the disapproval numbers are so out of whack, that is really quite
an issue."

- Technique: Approval ratings are cited without source attribution, without margin of error, without date of polling,
and without context (e.g., historical comparison, honeymoon effect for new leaders, or the fact that Carney is a
relatively new PM). The numbers are presented as settled fact rather than as polling data with inherent uncertainty.
- Why problematic: Unattributed polling data presented as fact violates basic journalistic standards. The comparison
also lacks context: new prime ministers typically enjoy elevated approval ratings (honeymoon effect), which would
make the comparison with an opposition leader who has been in the role for years inherently misleading.

Finding 2:

- Location: Panel discussion

- Quote: "there are 1,163 days, 17 hours, and 57 minutes left in the Trump presidency”

- Technique: This precise countdown figure is presented humorously but functions rhetorically to normalize the
"crisis" framing of the Carney government — suggesting that the crisis is quantifiable, time-limited, and real. The
precision of the figure (days, hours, minutes) lends a false sense of analytical rigor to what is essentially a rhetorical
device.

- Why problematic: The figure assumes Trump serves a full term, that U.S.-Canada relations will remain in crisis for

that entire period, and that the crisis framing is accurate — all contestable assumptions presented as mathematical
fact.

Finding 3:

- Location: Panel discussion

- Quote: "your disapproval numbers are almost twice as much of what Mark Carney's are right now"

- Technique: The claim that Poilievre's disapproval is "almost twice" Carney's is presented without source, date, or
methodology. If Carney's approval is ~50% and Poilievre's is ~34%, the disapproval comparison requires knowing
both leaders' disapproval figures — which are not provided. The arithmetic implied does not follow from the approval
figures cited.

- Why problematic: The statistical claim is internally inconsistent (approval figures don't directly imply the
disapproval ratio claimed) and unattributed. This is a form of numerical manipulation through imprecision that serves
to reinforce the negative characterization of Poilievre.
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6. GUILT BY ASSOCIATION 510

1 2 3 4 5

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

Finding 1:

- Location: Panel discussion, Andrew Thompson

- Quote: "replaced instead by, you know, a leader focused, anger centric kind of movement approach”

- Technique: The phrase "movement approach” in the context of "anger centric" politics implicitly associates
Poilievre's Conservative Party with populist movements (implicitly Trumpian or far-right) without making the
association explicit. This is a soft guilt-by-association technique that invokes the connotations of "movement politics"
without stating them directly.

- Why problematic: The association is made through implication rather than evidence. Poilievre's party is a
mainstream Canadian political party that received a significant share of the popular vote; characterizing it as an
"anger centric movement" without substantiation is an associative smear.

Finding 2:

- Location: Panel discussion, closing segment

- Quote: "there was a very 2024 feel to the press conference yesterday, right? sort of the pre Trudeau resignation
uh approach to things"

- Technique: Associating Poilievre's press conference style with the period immediately before Trudeau's
resignation — a moment of political failure and unpopularity — implicitly suggests that Poilievre is on a similar
trajectory of decline. The association is temporal and stylistic rather than substantive.

- Why problematic: This is an associative technique that uses a negative historical moment (Trudeau's political
collapse) to frame Poilievre's current situation, without evidence that the situations are comparable.

Finding 3:

- Location: Erskine-Smith's comments, mid-interview

- Quote: "yesterday was a trans a pretty transparent attempt to deflect from his own leadership troubles and we
should distinguish between two kinds of disagreement... The conservative fallout recently has been about
leadership style and you have colleagues leaving that party both resigning and crossing the floor because of
leadership style."

- Technique: Erskine-Smith associates Poilievre's criticism of Liberal caucus unity with his own alleged leadership
failures — a deflection argument that the anchor does not challenge. This is a guest-initiated guilt-by-association
technique that the anchor allows to stand unchallenged.

- Why problematic: The anchor's failure to challenge this deflection — by noting, for example, that the Liberal Party
also recently experienced a leadership crisis (Trudeau's resignation) — allows a partisan talking point to go
uncontested.
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7. TIMING & PLACEMENT 4/10

1 2 3 4

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

Finding 1:

- Location: Broadcast structure — opening

- Quote: "Overall, the budget meets the moment in part on questions of sovereignty and with a focus on spurring
economic growth at home... it's certainly not a budget that should throw us into an election at such an uncertain
time."

- Technique: The broadcast opens with Erskine-Smith's video, which leads with a positive assessment of the budget
("meets the moment," "not a budget that should throw us into an election") before noting its deficiencies. This
placement ensures the audience's first impression of the budget is positive, with criticism following as a secondary
note.

- Why problematic: The placement of the positive framing first shapes the interpretive lens through which
subsequent criticism is received. A neutral placement would present the criticism and the defense with equal
prominence.

Finding 2:

- Location: Broadcast structure — interview before panel
- Quote: [Structural observation — Liberal MP interview precedes panel discussion]

- Technique: The Liberal MP's rebuttal of the "turmoil" narrative is presented before the panel discussion, which
then largely reinforces the MP's framing. This sequencing means the audience receives the Liberal rebuttal first and
the panel analysis second — with the panel largely confirming the Liberal position. The Conservative claim is
presented only at the very beginning via a brief clip.

- Why problematic: The sequencing creates a narrative arc: Conservative claim — Liberal rebuttal — panel
confirmation of Liberal rebuttal. This is a structurally biased sequence that predetermines the analytical conclusion.

Finding 3:

- Location: Closing panel discussion

- Quote: "Well, look, well, so far it seems you you still are a pretty good liberal despite despite what Mr. Paul have
had to say."

- Technique: The anchor's closing comment to Erskine-Smith — delivered as a warm send-off — is the last thing the
audience hears before the panel discussion. It frames the interview's conclusion as a Liberal victory ("still a pretty
good liberal") and dismisses the Conservative framing ("despite what Mr. Paul have had to say").

- Why problematic: The closing placement of this editorial comment ensures it functions as a summary judgment
that the audience carries into the panel discussion.
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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 or strong negative framing applied to certain positions or actors while equivalent positions or
actions by others are accepted or minimized.

Finding 1:

- Location: Panel discussion, Conservative leadership discussion

- Quote: "as the political tire fire continues around him... you've lost an election, you've lost two MPs. And by the
way, your approval, your disapproval numbers are almost twice as much of what Mark Carney's are right now"

- Technique: Strong negative framing ("tire fire," "lost," "problematic") is applied to Poilievre's leadership situation.
The Liberal Party's own recent leadership crisis — Trudeau's resignation under pressure, the party's historically low
polling under Trudeau, and the circumstances of Carney's ascension — receives no equivalent critical framing.

- Why problematic: The Liberal Party experienced a significant leadership crisis in 2024-2025 (Trudeau's
resignation, caucus pressure, leadership race). Applying strong negative framing to Conservative leadership
difficulties while treating the Liberal leadership transition as a positive evolution is a clear double standard.

Finding 2:

- Location: Panel discussion, policy shift discussion

- Quote: "there's a new focus and a new priority under Prime Minister Carney than certainly we saw under former
Prime Minister Trudeau... the move away on some climate policies like uh the consumer carbon tax, the potential uh
elimination of the emissions cap"

- Technique: The Liberal government's abandonment of major climate commitments — policies that were central to
multiple Liberal election campaigns — is framed as a pragmatic "new focus" rather than as a broken promise or
policy reversal. No moral outrage or strong critical language is applied to this significant policy shift.

- Why problematic: If a Conservative government had abandoned equivalent climate commitments, the framing
would almost certainly be more critical. The neutral-to-positive framing of Liberal policy reversals while applying
strong negative language to Conservative political dynamics reflects selective outrage.

Finding 3:

- Location: Erskine-Smith's interview, deflection to Conservative leadership

- Quote: "yesterday was a trans a pretty transparent attempt to deflect from his own leadership troubles... the
conservative fallout recently has been about leadership style and you have colleagues leaving that party both
resigning and crossing the floor because of leadership style"

- Technique: Erskine-Smith's pivot to Conservative leadership problems is allowed to stand unchallenged. The
anchor does not note that the Liberal Party also recently lost its leader under pressure, that Liberal MPs also
expressed dissatisfaction with Trudeau's leadership, or that the circumstances of Carney's ascension involved
significant internal party dynamics.

- Why problematic: The anchor's failure to apply equivalent scrutiny to Liberal leadership dynamics — when a
Liberal MP is explicitly invoking Conservative leadership problems as a deflection — constitutes selective
acceptance of a partisan talking point.

President: Schilapfer, David - Contact: kontaki@SVFAB.ch - Address: SVFAB, Postfach, CH-8021 Zurich 1
Page 13



mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch

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

9. COMPLETENESS 6/10

1 2 3 4 5 6

Share of covered perspectives
Inverted: original value measures coverage (higher = better). Shown as deviation (higher = larger gaps).
| # | Perspective | Status |
- I I
| 1| Liberal government/caucus defense of budget (mainstream Liberal position) | COVERED — via Erskine-Smith's
qualified defense |
| 2 | Progressive/climate-focused Liberal dissent | COVERED — via Erskine-Smith's criticism |

| 3 | Conservative Party critique of Liberal budget | MENTIONED — via Poilievre clip and panel discussion, but no
Conservative spokesperson interviewed |

| 4 | NDP perspective on climate and housing retreat | MENTIONED — briefly referenced via "Avi Lewis's campaign"
comment |

| 5 | Independent climate policy expert assessment | OMITTED — no climate scientist or independent policy analyst
interviewed |

| 6 | Independent housing policy expert assessment | MENTIONED — Mike Moffett referenced by anchor but not
interviewed |

| 7 | Fiscal/leconomic expert on budget deficit implications | OMITTED |
| 8 | Labour/worker perspective on tariff supports | OMITTED |

| 9 | Bloc Québécois perspective on budget | OMITTED |

| 10 | Green Party perspective on climate provisions | OMITTED |
Completeness Score: 4/10
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Soft Facts — 6 qualitative techniques

10. FRAMING 6/10

1 2 3 4 5 6

Definition: How the topic is fundamentally constructed — what assumptions are treated as given, what the "natural”
starting point of discussion is.

Finding 1:

- Location: Broadcast title and opening framing
- Quote: "Is there 'turmoil' in Liberal caucus, as Poilievre suggests?"

- Technique: The framing adopts Poilievre's terminology ("turmoil") as the organizing question, but places it in
quotation marks and attributes it to him, creating a structure where the broadcast's purpose is to debunk the
Conservative framing rather than independently assess Liberal caucus unity. The question is not "Is the Liberal
caucus unified?" but rather "Is Poilievre right?" — a subtle but meaningful difference that positions the Conservative
leader as the claimant requiring rebuttal.

- Why problematic: This framing predisposes the audience toward skepticism of the Conservative characterization
before any evidence is examined. A neutral framing would ask "How unified is the Liberal caucus on the budget?"
without anchoring to a partisan claim.

Finding 2:

- Location: Anchor's closing panel introduction
- Quote: "MPs who can clap back pretty good. Nate Erskine-Smith will be at the top of that list, | think."

- Technique: Admiring framing of the Liberal MP's performance. The word "clap back" is colloquial and approving,
framing Erskine-Smith's interview as a successful rebuttal rather than a substantive policy discussion.

- Why problematic: This editorial characterization, delivered by the anchor, signals to the audience how to evaluate
the interview — as a political win for the Liberal MP — rather than leaving assessment to the viewer.

Finding 3:

- Location: Panel discussion, mid-segment

- Quote: "Yeah, | mean it speaks a little bit to the two styles of the two different leaders, right? In in a bit of the
constitution of these two parties."

- Technique: The comparative framing consistently positions Liberal internal debate as healthy pluralism ("big tent")
while Conservative internal dynamics are framed as dysfunction ("command and control," "political tire fire"). The
structural frame treats Liberal disagreement as a feature and Conservative disagreement as a bug.

- Why problematic: This asymmetric framing is not supported by equivalent evidence from both parties and reflects
an editorial judgment embedded in the broadcast's architecture rather than in explicit commentary.
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11. WORD CHOICE & TERMINOLOGY 7110

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Definition: The use of loaded, connotative, euphemistic, or dysphemistic language that shapes audience perception
beyond neutral description.

Finding 1:

- Location: Panel discussion, Andrew Thompson's commentary

- Quote: "Polyv is very much about command and control... replaced instead by, you know, a leader focused, anger
centric kind of movement approach”

- Technique: Dysphemistic characterization of Poilievre's leadership style using emotionally negative terms ("anger
centric," "command and control") without equivalent critical language applied to Carney's leadership. "Anger centric"
is a pejorative framing that pathologizes a political style rather than analyzing it.

- Why problematic: These terms are not attributed to any source — they are presented as analytical fact by a
panelist without challenge from the anchor. The absence of equivalent critical language for the Liberal leader
creates an asymmetric linguistic environment.

Finding 2:

- Location: Panel discussion, Shachi Kurl's commentary

- Quote: "as the political tire fire continues around him"

- Technique: Vivid dysphemism applied exclusively to Poilievre's situation. "Tire fire" is a colloquial expression
connoting chaotic, uncontrolled, and malodorous disaster — a strongly negative image applied to the Conservative
leader without equivalent language for any Liberal figure.

- Why problematic: This language, used by a panelist presented as an analyst (Angus Reid Institute president),
blurs the line between analysis and advocacy. The anchor does not challenge or contextualize this characterization.

Finding 3:

- Location: Anchor's question to Erskine-Smith, mid-interview

- Quote: "Scott Herson, the conservative critic, said pretty much the same thing as did Mike Moffett, who is a, you
know, a pretty good faith uh player in the housing policy space."

- Technique: The anchor distinguishes between the Conservative critic (named neutrally as "the conservative critic")
and Mike Moffett (described as a "pretty good faith player") — implicitly suggesting that the Conservative's criticism
is partisan while Moffett's is principled. This word choice subtly delegitimizes the Conservative position by contrast.
- Why problematic: The anchor is editorializing about the credibility of sources in a way that advantages one political
position. "Good faith" implies that other critics may not be acting in good faith.
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12. MODERATION BEHAVIOR 6/10

1 2 3 4 5 6

Definition: Asymmetries in how the anchor/moderator treats different guests — questioning style, interruptions,
sympathy signals, follow-up pressure.

Finding 1:

- Location: Anchor's interview with Erskine-Smith, throughout

- Quote: "Ontario Liberal MP Nathaniel Erskin Smith joins me now. Uh, it's good to see you again, sir. Thanks for
being here today."

- Technique: The anchor's greeting ("good to see you again") signals a pre-existing relationship and warmth toward
the guest. This is a minor but real signal of familiarity that sets a collegial rather than adversarial tone for the
interview.

- Why problematic: While professional courtesy is appropriate, the contrast with the absence of any Conservative
guest — who would presumably receive a more challenging interview — means the only direct interview in the
broadcast is conducted in a warm, collegial register.

Finding 2:

- Location: Anchor's question about pushback, late in interview

- Quote: "So, despite your criticism, | I'm don't know a better word for it because you wanted to see more, right?...
you're still going to vote for the budget and and and there you say there's obviously not turmoil inside the Liberal
caucus."

- Technique: The anchor softens the word "criticism" with an apologetic hedge ("l don't know a better word for it"),
then immediately pivots to confirming Erskine-Smith's pro-budget conclusion. This is a sympathy signal — the
anchor is uncomfortable with the word "criticism" in relation to a Liberal MP and softens it unprompted.

- Why problematic: An impartial moderator would use accurate descriptive language without hedging. The hedge
signals editorial discomfort with framing a Liberal MP as a critic of his own government.

Finding 3:

- Location: Anchor's closing question to Erskine-Smith

- Quote: "would you be comfortable going out and knocking on doors again six months after the election, if it comes
to that uh on this budget and on the measures on on climate and on housing, do you think you could still sell it
despite it not being what you were hoping to see?"

- Technique: This question, while substantive, is framed in a way that invites Erskine-Smith to demonstrate his
continued Liberal loyalty ("could you still sell it?") rather than pressing him on the substantive policy failures he
identified. It is a closing question that allows the guest to reaffirm party commitment rather than deepen the critique.
- Why problematic: A harder closing question might have been: "If the government doesn't deliver on climate and
housing in the next budget, will you vote against it?" The chosen question allows a comfortable exit.
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13. QUESTION ASYMMETRY 7110

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Definition: Whether hard, confrontational questions are asked of some guests while soft, sympathetic questions are

asked of others.

Finding 1:

- Location: Anchor's interview with Erskine-Smith, opening

- Quote: "Mr. Polyv quoted your video uh and said your comments on the liberal budget show there is turmoil inside
the caucus. Is is that the message you meant to convey in your video?"

- Technique: The opening question invites Erskine-Smith to clarify and correct the Conservative framing — itis a
question that sets up a rebuttal rather than pressing the MP on the substance of his own criticisms. A harder
question would have been: "Your video said the budget 'does not live up to its promise of generational investments'
— can you explain specifically what you think the government got wrong?"

- Why problematic: The question prioritizes the political framing contest (Poilievre vs. Erskine-Smith) over
substantive policy accountability.

Finding 2:

- Location: Anchor's question on climate, mid-interview

- Quote: "there's a tax credit there for natural gas. Now, it it rises depending on how a low emission the LG might
be, but it's a fossil fuel subsidy on its face, right?"

- Technique: This is one of the harder questions in the interview — the anchor presses on the LNG tax credit as a
"fossil fuel subsidy on its face." However, the question is immediately softened by the anchor's own qualification ("it
rises depending on how low emission the LNG might be"), which provides Erskine-Smith with an easy rebuttal path.
- Why problematic: The anchor partially answers the question before the guest does, reducing the pressure of the
challenge. A cleaner question would have stated the tension and waited for the guest's response without pre-
loading a qualification.

Finding 3:

- Location: No Conservative guest is present for comparison
- Quote: [Structural observation]

- Technique: Because no Conservative spokesperson is interviewed, it is impossible to directly compare question
difficulty across partisan lines. However, the absence itself is the asymmetry — the Liberal MP faces questions
(however soft) while the Conservative position is represented only by a clip that is then subjected to rebuttal without
the opportunity for response.

- Why problematic: Question asymmetry is most damaging when one party's representative is interviewed and the
other's is not. The structural absence of a Conservative interviewee means the asymmetry is total, not merely a
matter of degree.
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14. FALSE BALANCE 4/10

1 2 3 4

Definition: Artificial balance that misrepresents the actual state of evidence, consensus, or political reality.

Finding 1:

- Location: Panel discussion, Tim Powers' commentary

- Quote: "Yeah, | was going to say look where Pierre Pol still has a tremendous opportunity on something he does
do very well, and that's focus on the wallet issues, on food prices."

- Technique: Tim Powers, identified as a Conservative-aligned strategist, provides the only substantively positive
commentary about Poilievre in the entire broadcast. This creates a superficial appearance of balance — "one
panelist said something positive about the Conservatives" — while the overall panel discussion is 3:1 or 4:1 critical
of Poilievre.

- Why problematic: Token positive commentary from a single panelist does not constitute genuine balance. The
structural imbalance of the panel is masked by the appearance of one dissenting voice.

Finding 2:

- Location: Panel discussion, Andrew Thompson

- Quote: "it's not not that conservatives can't do policy. They actually had an excellent set of policy alternatives built
into their 2023 policy book. By the time it came to the 2025 election, though, that was all gone."

- Technique: This comment appears to offer balance (acknowledging Conservative policy capacity) but immediately
negates it (the good policy was "all gone" by 2025). The structure is: apparent compliment — immediate
disqualification. This is a false balance technique that creates the appearance of fairness while delivering a net
negative assessment.

- Why problematic: The rhetorical structure allows the panelist to claim balance while actually reinforcing the
negative characterization of the current Conservative Party.

Finding 3:

- Location: Broadcast overall

- Quote: [Structural observation — the broadcast presents itself as examining a question ("Is there turmoil?") while
the answer is predetermined by the guest selection and framing]

- Technique: The broadcast's question format ("Is there turmoil?") creates the appearance of genuine inquiry while
the guest selection (a Liberal MP who will deny turmoil, a panel that largely agrees with him) predetermines the
answer. This is false balance at the structural level — the appearance of a question without genuine openness to
either answer.

- Why problematic: Audiences who trust the question format as genuine inquiry are misled about the broadcast's
actual analytical direction.
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15. AGENDA-SETTING 7110

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Definition: What becomes "the issue" through the broadcast's choices, and what is excluded from discussion entirely.

Finding 1:

- Location: Broadcast title and overall structure
- Quote: "Is there 'turmoil’ in Liberal caucus, as Poilievre suggests?"

- Technique: The broadcast's agenda is set by Poilievre's claim — the Conservative leader determines what CBC
discusses. However, the agenda is then inverted: rather than examining Liberal caucus dynamics on their own
terms, the broadcast uses the question to examine Poilievre's leadership problems. The real agenda that emerges
is: "Is Poilievre's leadership in trouble?" — a question that was not in the broadcast title.

- Why problematic: The agenda-setting function here serves to shift focus from a legitimate policy discussion
(budget substance, Liberal caucus dynamics) to a political horse-race narrative about Conservative leadership — a
narrative that is consistently unfavorable to the Conservatives.

Finding 2:

- Location: Entire broadcast

- Quote: [Absence of discussion of: NDP budget response, Bloc Québécois position, Green Party position, fiscal
sustainability, deficit figures, tariff policy details, CUSMA renegotiation specifics]

- Technique: The broadcast's agenda excludes multiple substantive policy dimensions that would be relevant to a
complete budget discussion. The NDP's position on climate and housing — directly relevant to the discussion — is
mentioned only in passing. The Bloc's position on Quebec-specific budget measures is entirely absent.

- Why problematic: Agenda-setting through omission shapes what audiences consider relevant. By excluding NDP,
Bloc, and Green perspectives, the broadcast implicitly frames the budget debate as a two-party contest between
Liberals and Conservatives.

Finding 3:

- Location: Panel discussion, closing

- Quote: "No, but you do need as in policy to show a light at the end of the tunnel... But if you can't afford the light
bulb to turn it on"

- Technique: The broadcast's closing agenda item — the cost-of-living crisis and its political implications — is
framed as a remaining opportunity for Poilievre rather than as a policy failure of the current government. The
agenda is set to acknowledge Conservative opportunity only in the context of Liberal vulnerability, rather than as a
substantive policy discussion.

- Why problematic: The cost-of-living crisis is a major policy issue affecting millions of Canadians. Framing it
primarily as a political opportunity for the opposition, rather than as a policy challenge for the government,
subordinates substantive policy discussion to political horse-race analysis.
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CHAPTER 2 — OVERALL EVALUATION

A) Summary Table: 15 Criteria

# Criterion Score | Key Finding

1 Framing 6/10 Topic framed as debunking Conservative claim rather than independent
inquiry; Liberal internal debate framed as healthy pluralism vs.
Conservative dysfunction

2 Word Choice 7/10 "Anger centric," "tire fire," "command and control" applied exclusively to
Conservatives; no equivalent dysphemistic language for Liberals

3 Expert Selection 6/10 Panel skews 3:1 critical of Conservatives; Pembina Institute cited without
disclosure of advocacy mandate

4 Selective Omission 7/10 No Conservative spokesperson interviewed; no fiscal data; no
NDP/Bloc/Green perspectives; democratic accountability of policy reversal
not examined

5 Moderation Behavior 6/10 Warm, collegial tone with Liberal MP; questions softened with pre-loaded
qualifications; no equivalent Conservative interview for comparison

6 Time Distribution 7/10 Conservative position receives ~3% of broadcast time; Liberal position
receives ~35% direct interview plus majority of panel time

7 Question Asymmetry 7/10 Liberal MP invited to rebut Conservative framing rather than defend policy
substance; no Conservative guest to compare question difficulty

8 Guilt by Association 5/10 Poilievre implicitly associated with "anger centric movement politics"; press
conference style associated with pre-Trudeau-resignation period

9 Numerical Manipulation  6/10 Polling data cited without source, date, or methodology; disapproval ratio
claim internally inconsistent; Trump countdown presented as analytical fact

10  Timing & Placement 4/10 Positive budget framing leads; Liberal rebuttal precedes panel
confirmation; anchor's approving closing comment frames panel discussion

12 Source Selection 6/10 Pembina Institute cited without disclosure; Moffett cited selectively; polling
data possibly from Kurl's own organization without disclosure

13  Selective Outrage 7/10 Strong negative language for Conservative leadership difficulties; Liberal
policy reversals and leadership crisis framed neutrally or positively

14  False Balance 4/10 Token positive Conservative commentary from one panelist masks 3:1
structural imbalance; question format creates appearance of genuine
inquiry

15  Agenda-Setting 710 Budget debate framed as two-party contest; NDP/Bloc/Green excluded;

Conservative leadership problems become primary agenda despite not
being the stated topic

B) Overall Scores

Criteria Score (average of 15): 85 + 15 =5.7/10
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C) Top 3 Manipulation Techniques

1. Structural Guest Asymmetry (most impactful)

The broadcast's most significant manipulation technique is the structural decision to interview a Liberal MP at length
while representing the Conservative position only through a brief clip. This creates an inherent asymmetry that no
amount of panel balance can correct: the Liberal position is humanized, nuanced, and given the opportunity for
extended self-presentation, while the Conservative position is reduced to a sound bite that is then subjected to
rebuttal. This technique is particularly effective because it is invisible — audiences do not typically notice the absence
of a Conservative interviewee as a bias; they simply absorb the Liberal framing as the default.

2. Asymmetric Language Framing (most pervasive)

Throughout the broadcast, strongly negative language ("tire fire," "anger centric," "command and control," "lost") is
applied consistently to the Conservative Party and its leader, while the Liberal Party and its leader receive neutral-to-
positive language ("meets the moment," "big tent," "reasonable disagreement," "measured"). This linguistic asymmetry
is pervasive and cumulative — no single instance is necessarily disqualifying, but the pattern across the entire
broadcast creates a consistent emotional valence that shapes audience perception without making an explicit
argument.

3. False Inquiry Framing (most structurally deceptive)

The broadcast presents itself as genuinely asking "Is there turmoil in the Liberal caucus?" — a question format that
implies openness to either answer. However, the guest selection (a Liberal MP who will deny turmoil), the panel
composition (predominantly sympathetic to the Liberal framing), and the anchor's closing comment ("you still are a
pretty good liberal") all predetermine the answer. The question format is a rhetorical device that creates the
appearance of journalistic inquiry while delivering a predetermined conclusion.

D) 3 Core Messages Embedded in the Broadcast

Content Message (what the viewer learns):

"The Liberal budget is broadly sound, with some legitimate but minor criticisms from within the party; the
Conservative characterization of Liberal 'turmoil' is a cynical deflection from Poilievre's own serious leadership
problems.”

» Technique: Framing + Selective Omission + Time Distribution

» Evidence: The broadcast opens with a positive budget assessment, gives extended time to a Liberal MP who
defends the budget while offering measured criticism, and closes with panel discussion that focuses primarily on
Conservative leadership difficulties rather than Liberal policy substance.

Personal Message (who is presented positively/negatively):

“Nathaniel Erskine-Smith is a thoughtful, principled MP who represents the best of Liberal pluralism; Pierre
Poilievre is an angry, controlling leader whose party is in genuine crisis."

» Technique: Word Choice + Moderation Behavior + Selective Outrage

» Evidence: Erskine-Smith is described as someone who can "clap back pretty good" and is "still a pretty good
liberal"; Poilievre's situation is described as a "political tire fire" with "anger centric" leadership and a party in
"turmoil" — the very word the broadcast ostensibly questions when applied to Liberals.

Societal Message (what worldview is reinforced):

“Liberal pluralism and internal debate are signs of democratic health; Conservative discipline and unity are signs
of authoritarian control; the Carney government's pragmatic centrism is the appropriate response to Canada's
current challenges."

» Technique: Framing + Agenda-Setting + False Balance

» Evidence: The "big tent" framing of Liberal internal disagreement is presented approvingly throughout;
Conservative "command and control" is presented as a character flaw; the Carney government's policy shifts are
framed as pragmatic crisis management rather than broken promises.
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E) Classification

Classification: CLEAR ONE-SIDEDNESS (4.1-6.0)
F) Summary

This broadcast exhibits clear one-sidedness that falls short of CBC's Journalistic Standards and Practices
requirements for accuracy, fairness, balance, and impartiality. The structural decision to interview a Liberal MP at
length while representing the Conservative position only through a brief clip — combined with a panel that is
predominantly critical of the Conservative Party — creates a broadcast environment in which the Liberal framing of
events is systematically privileged over the Conservative framing, without the audience being made aware of this
asymmetry. The broadcast's stated question ("Is there turmoil in the Liberal caucus?") is answered before it is
genuinely examined, through guest selection and framing choices that predetermine the conclusion. Under Section
3(1)(l) of the Broadcasting Act, CBC is mandated to provide "a reasonable opportunity for the public to be exposed to
the expression of differing views on matters of public concern"” — a standard this broadcast does not meet, given the
near-total absence of Conservative voices and the complete absence of NDP, Bloc, and Green perspectives on a
budget discussion. The use of strongly dysphemistic language for the Conservative leader ("tire fire," "anger centric")
by panelists who are not identified as partisan advocates, without equivalent critical language for the Liberal
government, further undermines the impartiality standard in CBC's JSP. While individual elements of the broadcast
reflect legitimate journalistic choices, the cumulative pattern across framing, word choice, time distribution, guest
selection, and agenda-setting constitutes a systemic lean that a reasonable viewer would recognize as favoring the
Liberal Party's political interests.
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CHAPTER 3 — PARTY-POLITICAL BIAS

Bias Scores by Party

Party Score (- | Evidence

5 to +5)

NDP -1.5 Mentioned only in passing ("Avi Lewis's campaign"); NDP climate and housing
positions referenced but no NDP voice present; framed as a party that will struggle to
compete with Liberal "big tent"

Green Party -2.0 Entirely absent from broadcast despite direct relevance to climate policy discussion;
(GPC) no mention of Green Party position on LNG tax credit or emissions cap

Liberal Party +3.5 Extended interview with Liberal MP who is framed positively; Liberal internal debate
(LPC) framed as healthy pluralism; Liberal policy reversals framed as pragmatic adaptation;

anchor's approving closing comment

Bloc Québécois -2.0 Entirely absent from broadcast; Quebec-specific budget interests not discussed; no
(BQ) Bloc perspective on sovereignty measures or energy policy
Conservative Party -3.5 Represented only by brief clip; leader described as "anger centric,” "command and

(CPC) control," presiding over a "tire fire"; leadership problems discussed at length; no
Conservative spokesperson interviewed

People's Party -1.0 Not mentioned; absence is expected given party's minor status, but the complete
(PPC) exclusion of any right-of-Liberal perspective beyond the CPC clip reinforces the
broadcast's left-center lean

Detailed Evidence
NDP (-1.5):
* Quote: "you can see it, you know, tonight in Avi Lewis's uh push again on the climate side of of things in his
campaign, where they're trying to get this attention, which is, yeah, but they don't really mean it."

* Interpretation: The NDP's climate position is referenced only in the context of its struggle to differentiate itself from
the Liberals — framing the NDP as reactive and struggling rather than as a substantive policy voice. The phrase
"they're trying to get this attention” is dismissive.

Green Party (-2.0):

* Quote: [No mention of Green Party in entire transcript]

* Interpretation: Complete absence from a broadcast discussing climate policy, LNG subsidies, and emissions caps
— issues central to the Green Party's platform — represents a significant omission that disadvantages the party
by rendering it invisible in a directly relevant policy discussion.

Liberal Party (+3.5):

* Quote: "MPs who can clap back pretty good. Nate Erskine-Smith will be at the top of that list, | think."

* Interpretation: The anchor's approving characterization of the Liberal MP's performance, combined with the
extended interview time, the "big tent" framing of Liberal internal debate, and the panel's consistent defense of
Liberal pluralism, constitutes a strongly favorable treatment of the Liberal Party.

Bloc Québécois (-2.0):
* Quote: [No mention of Bloc Québécois in entire transcript]
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* Interpretation: Complete absence from a budget discussion that includes sovereignty measures and infrastructure
spending — issues of direct relevance to Quebec and the Bloc's mandate — represents a significant omission.
The Bloc's position on the budget (as a potential swing vote on budget passage) is directly relevant to the
broadcast's discussion of whether the budget will pass.

Conservative Party (-3.5):

* Quote: "Polyv is very much about command and control... anger centric kind of movement approach... as the
political tire fire continues around him... your disapproval numbers are almost twice as much of what Mark
Carney's are right now"

* Interpretation: The cumulative effect of these characterizations — delivered by multiple panelists without challenge
from the anchor — constitutes a strongly negative portrayal of the Conservative Party and its leader. The absence
of any Conservative spokesperson to respond compounds the disadvantage.

People's Party (-1.0):
* Quote: [No mention of PPC in entire transcript]

* Interpretation: While the PPC's absence is expected given its minor electoral status, the complete absence of any
perspective to the right of the CPC reinforces the broadcast's overall left-center orientation.

Summary Statistics

Most Favored Party: Liberal Party (LPC) — Score: +3.5

Most Disadvantaged Party: Conservative Party (CPC) — Score: -3.5

Average Deviation from 0 (absolute values):

[(-1.5)] +|(-2.0)] + |[(+3.5)| + |[(-2.0)] + |(-3.5)| + |[(-1.0)] =1.5+2.0+3.5+20+35+1.0=135+6=2.25
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CHAPTER 4 — LEGAL CLASSIFICATION

A) CBC Journalistic Standards and Practices (JSP)

ACCURACY
Standard

Finding

Evidence

Violation Severity

JSP: Accuracy
requires that facts be
verifiable and
sourced

Unattributed polling
data

Inconsistent name
transcription

JSP: Accuracy in
identification

Disapproval ratio
claim

JSP: Accuracy

FAIRNESS
Standard

Finding

"Mark Carney's
approval levels are at
about 50%... Pierre
Py are only at about
34%" — no source,
date, or methodology
provided

"Polyv," "Palev,"
"Pauls," "Paul," "Py,"
"Pol," "Poliov" —
multiple transcription
errors for the Leader
of the Opposition

"your disapproval
numbers are almost
twice as much of
what Mark Carney's
are right now" — this
claim is not
mathematically
consistent with the
approval figures cited

Evidence

Polling data presented Moderate
as fact without

attribution violates the

accuracy standard

While likely a Minor
transcription/captioning
error rather than
editorial choice,
systematic
mispresentation of a
major political figure's
name is an accuracy
failure

Presenting an Moderate
internally inconsistent

statistical claim as fact

violates the accuracy

standard

Violation Severity

No Conservative JSP: Fairness

spokesperson requires that all

interviewed parties directly
affected by a story
have the opportunity
to respond

JSP: Fairness
requires that partisan
claims be challenged

Erskine-Smith's
deflection
unchallenged

The broadcast's
central question
concerns a
Conservative claim
about Liberal caucus
dynamics; no
Conservative
spokesperson is
given interview time

"yesterday was a
trans a pretty
transparent attempt
to deflect from his

Failure to provide the
Conservative Party
with an opportunity to
articulate its position
in its own words is a
significant fairness
violation

Significant

Allowing a partisan Moderate
deflection to stand
unchallenged while

the subject of the
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own leadership deflection
troubles" — anchor (Conservative
does not challenge leadership) is then

this characterization  extensively discussed
or note Liberal Party's by the panel is a

own recent fairness failure
leadership crisis

Pembina Institute JSP: Fairness "as the pen institute ~ Presenting an Minor
cited without requires disclosure of says is incredibly advocacy
disclosure source affiliations important" — cited organization's

without disclosure of  position as neutral

advocacy mandate expert opinion without
disclosure is a
fairness failure

BALANCE
Finding Standard Evidence Violation Severity
Time distribution JSP: Balance Conservative A 10:1+ time Significant
imbalance requires that different position: ~3% of imbalance on a
perspectives receive  broadcast time; broadcast ostensibly
proportionate Liberal position: examining a
coverage ~35% direct interview Conservative claim is
+ majority of panel a significant balance
time violation
Panel composition JSP: Balance in Four panelists; Panel composition Moderate
panel selection analysis is 3:1 or 4:1  does not reflect the
critical of balance of political
Conservatives perspectives relevant
throughout to the topic
NDP/Bloc/Green JSP: Balance No NDP, Bloc, or Structural exclusion Moderate
absence requires Green perspective on of three parties from
representation of a budget discussion  a budget discussion
relevant perspectives directly relevant to all  violates the balance
three parties standard
IMPARTIALITY
Finding Standard Evidence Violation Severity
Anchor's approving JSP: Impartiality "MPs who can clap An anchor expressing Moderate
closing comment requires that anchors  back pretty good. admiration for a
not signal approval or Nate Erskine-Smith Liberal MP's political
disapproval of will be at the top of performance is a
political actors that list, | think." clear impartiality
violation
Anchor's softening of JSP: Impartiality "So, despite your An anchor expressing Minor
"criticism" requires neutral criticism, | I'm don't discomfort with
language know a better word accurately describing
for it because you a Liberal MP as a
wanted to see more, critic of his own
right?"
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government signals
partisan sympathy

Panelist language JSP: Impartiality "anger centric kind of  Allowing strongly Moderate
unchallenged requires that strongly movement approach," dysphemistic
partisan language be "political tire fire" — language about the
challenged or not challenged by Conservative leader
contextualized anchor to go unchallenged
violates the

impartiality standard

INDEPENDENCE

Finding Standard Evidence Violation Severity

Possible undisclosed JSP: Independence Shachi Kurl (Angus If the polling data is Moderate (if

conflict of interest requires disclosure of Reid Institute from Angus Reid, the confirmed)
conflicts president) cites failure to disclose this
polling data that may represents a conflict
originate from her of interest violation

own organization
without disclosure

Broadcast agenda set JSP: Independence  The broadcast's topic While responding to ~ Minor

by Conservative requires that CBC set is explicitly framed as political events is

claim its own agenda a response to legitimate journalism,
Poilievre's claim — the framing of the
"as Poilievre broadcast as a
suggests" rebuttal to a

Conservative claim
rather than an
independent inquiry
raises independence
concerns

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

Section 3(1)(I) — Reasonable opportunity for differing views:

The broadcast does not provide a reasonable opportunity for the Conservative Party to express its views on the matter
at issue. The Conservative position is represented by a brief clip that is then subjected to extended rebuttal without the
opportunity for response. This falls short of the Section 3(1)(I) standard.

Section 3(1)(d)(i) — Safeguarding the cultural, political, social and economic fabric of Canada:

The broadcast's failure to include NDP, Bloc, and Green perspectives on a budget discussion — and its structural
exclusion of the Conservative Party from meaningful participation — does not reflect the full range of Canada's
political fabric. A broadcast that effectively presents a two-party political reality (Liberal vs. Conservative, with Liberals
favored) does not adequately reflect Canada's multi-party democratic system.

Section 3(1)(d)(ii) — Reflecting Canada's diversity:

The absence of Bloc Québécois perspectives on a budget that includes sovereignty measures is a failure to reflect the
distinct political and cultural perspective of Quebec within the Canadian federation.

C) CRTC Conditions of Licence

The CRTC requires CBC to maintain "a high standard of journalistic ethics." The cumulative pattern of imbalance
identified in this analysis — structural guest asymmetry, asymmetric language, unattributed statistical claims, and
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anchor partiality — falls below the high standard required. Individual elements might be defensible in isolation; the
cumulative pattern is not.

Overall Regulatory Assessment

This broadcast exhibits a pattern of departures from CBC's Journalistic Standards and Practices that, while not
individually constituting egregious violations, cumulatively represent a significant failure of the balance, fairness, and
impartiality standards to which CBC is held under both its own editorial policies and the Broadcasting Act. The most
significant regulatory concern is the structural decision to interview a Liberal MP at length while representing the
Conservative position only through a brief clip — a choice that, regardless of intent, produces a broadcast that does
not provide "a reasonable opportunity for the public to be exposed to the expression of differing views" as required
under Section 3(1)(I) of the Broadcasting Act. The use of strongly dysphemistic language for the Conservative leader
by panelists who are not identified as partisan advocates, without challenge from the anchor and without equivalent
critical language for the Liberal government, further undermines the impartiality standard in CBC's JSP. CBC, as a
publicly funded national broadcaster with a specific mandate to serve all Canadians regardless of political affiliation, is
held to a higher standard of balance than commercial broadcasters; this broadcast does not meet that standard, and a
formal review against CBC's internal editorial standards would be warranted.

Source Credibility Check

Source

Funding

Conflicts of Interest

Credibility

Counter-Voice
Offered?

Nathaniel Erskine-
Smith (Liberal MP)

Pembina Institute
(cited via Erskine-
Smith)

Mike Moffett (cited by
anchor)

Angus Reid Institute
(implied via Kurl)

Tim Powers (Summa
Strategies)

Andrew Thompson

Michelle Cadario

Public salary; Liberal
Party member

Mix of foundation
grants, government
contracts, and
corporate
partnerships;
environmental
advocacy mandate

Smart Prosperity
Institute (university-
affiliated, mixed
funding); academic

Non-profit; mix of

public and private
funding

Conservative-aligned
political consulting
firm

Not identified

Not identified

Direct partisan
interest in defending
Liberal government

Advocacy
organization with
clear policy agenda
favoring carbon
pricing

Generally considered
non-partisan; some
government contract
work

Kurl is president of
Angus Reid —
potential undisclosed
conflict if polling data
is from her
organization

Direct partisan
interest as
Conservative-aligned
strategist

Not determinable
from transcript

Not determinable
from transcript

High as political
actor; low as neutral
analyst

Medium — credible
on technical matters;
not neutral on policy

High

High for polling
methodology; conflict
of interest concern for
self-citation

Medium as analyst;
acknowledged
partisan orientation

Not assessable

Not assessable

No — no
Conservative MP
interviewed

No counter-source
offered

No — cited
selectively without
interview

Not applicable —
source not disclosed

Partially — one of
four panelists,
providing minority
Conservative-
sympathetic voice

N/A

N/A
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End of Analysis Report — Version 1.0-cbc
Prepared by: Senior Media Analysis Unit

Date of Analysis: Based on broadcast file 2025-11-14
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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 6 eoo
2 SOURCE SELECTION
3 TIME DISTRIBUTION
4  SELECTIVE OMISSION

5 NUMERICAL MANIPULATION

6

7

8

9

GUILT BY ASSOCIATION
TIMING & PLACEMENT
SELECTIVE OUTRAGE
COMPLETENESS

10 FRAMING

11 WORD CHOICE & TERMINOLOGY

12 MODERATION BEHAVIOR

13  QUESTION ASYMMETRY

14 FALSE BALANCE

15 AGENDA-SETTING

N A N O N O 0N A OO NN O
[ ]
[ ]
[ ]

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

6.2/10 Serious deviation from the impartiality standard. High degree
: of deviation

SOFT FACTS SCORE (9-14)

Serious deviation from the impartiality standard.
6.1/10 - J

SNIAE L RIS 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

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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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.

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

Page 33


mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch

Association suisse pour une information équilibrée

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

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 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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