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

OVERALL 5.6/10

SCORE Significant imbalance

0 = balanced, 10 = strongly biased/manipulative

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

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

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

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

LEFT-LEANING** — The broadcast systematically advantages
the BC NDP (position 2.0 on the spectrum) and disadvantages
the BC Conservatives (position 7.5), producing a net leftward
A DIANAEA N 8.2 / 10 editorial orientation. The disadvantaging of the BC Greens
(position 2.5) is consistent with horse-race framing that
marginalizes third parties rather than ideological opposition to
progressive politics

0 1 2 3 4 e 6 7“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
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Broadcast Identification

» Broadcast Title: Power & Politics — "B.C. NDP, Conservative leaders trade shots on 1st week of election
campaign"

Network: CBC News Network (CBC/Radio-Canada)

Estimated Date: September 27, 2024 (derived from filename: 20240927)

» Approximate Length: 10—-14 minutes (based on transcript density; segment within a longer program)

File Reference: 20240927 _B.C. NDP, Conservative leaders trade shots on 1st week of election campaign |
Po.en.srt

Personnel

Presenter/Anchor: Unidentified by name in transcript (referred to implicitly through questions; likely Vassy Kapelos or
David Cochrane based on program format, but not confirmable from transcript alone)

Guests/Interviewees:

Name Affiliation Role
Justine Hunter The Globe and Mail BC Politics Reporter
Shannon Waters The Narwhal BC Politics & Environment Reporter

Political Figures Discussed (not present):

» David Eby — BC NDP Leader, Premier of British Columbia
» John Rustad — BC Conservative Party Leader
» Sonia Furstenau — BC Green Party Leader (mentioned briefly)

Main Topic

The segment reviews the first week of the 2024 British Columbia provincial election campaign, focusing on the NDP
and Conservative leaders' policy announcements, campaign styles, polling numbers, and controversy surrounding
John Rustad's past statements on vaccines and drug policy.

Current Context (State of Public Debate)

The 2024 BC provincial election was called for October 19, 2024, with the BC NDP under Premier David Eby seeking
a third consecutive majority government against a resurgent BC Conservative Party under John Rustad, who had
rebuilt the party from near-irrelevance. The election was widely considered one of the most competitive in BC in
decades, with polling showing the two parties in a statistical dead heat. Key issues included housing affordability, drug
policy and the toxic drug crisis (which had claimed thousands of lives under BC's decriminalization pilot), cost of living,
and healthcare. The BC Greens, under Sonia Furstenau, were a third-party presence with potential to influence seat
outcomes in close ridings. Public debate was sharply polarized around harm reduction versus enforcement
approaches to the drug crisis, and around the appropriate role of government in housing markets.
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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 5/10

1 2 3 4 5

Definition: Who is chosen as an authoritative voice, and whether their selection introduces systematic perspective
bias.

Finding 1:

- Location: Guest identification, opening of panel
- Quote: "Justine Hunter is the BC politics reporter with the Globe and Mail and Shannon Waters is the BC politics
and environment reporter with the Narwhal"

- Technique: Both guests are journalists, not independent policy analysts, economists, or subject-matter experts.
The panel is entirely composed of reporters covering the campaign, which means the "expert" analysis is filtered
through journalistic rather than substantive expertise.

- Why problematic: On a segment discussing drug policy, housing economics, and fiscal costing, the absence of any
policy expert means viewers receive only horse-race and process analysis, not substantive evaluation of competing
claims.

Finding 2:

- Location: Shannon Waters' affiliation — The Narwhal
- Quote: "Shannon Waters is the BC politics and environment reporter with the Narwhal"
- Technique: The Narwhal is a non-profit environmental journalism outlet with an explicit environmental mandate

and funding from environmental foundations. Its editorial focus is environmental and progressive policy. This is not
disclosed to viewers.

- Why problematic: A reporter from an outlet with an explicit environmental and progressive policy mandate is
presented as a neutral political analyst without disclosure of that outlet's editorial orientation. CBC JSP requires
transparency about potential conflicts of interest.

Finding 3:

- Location: No counter-expert or Conservative-aligned analyst present

- Quote: [Absence of evidence] — No Conservative-aligned policy analyst, campaign strategist, or sympathetic
commentator is present in the panel.

- Technique: Expert selection by omission — both journalists present have covered the NDP campaign (Hunter
explicitly) or work for an outlet with progressive environmental orientation (Waters/Narwhal). No voice with
Conservative-sympathetic analytical framing is present.

- Why problematic: The CBC JSP requires that panels reflect a range of perspectives. A panel of two journalists,
neither of whom has an evident Conservative-sympathetic orientation, does not meet this standard for a segment
covering a competitive two-party race.
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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, independence, and potential conflicts of interest of sources cited in the broadcast.

Finding 1:

- Location: Polling data citation
- Quote: "the Angus Reed Institute found that 45% of British Colombians had a favorable view of EB"

- Technique: The Angus Reid Institute is cited as the sole polling source. While Angus Reid is a credible polling
organization, no other polling firms' data is cited, no margin of error is provided, and no context about the poll's
methodology or sample size is given.

- Why problematic: Single-source polling citation without methodological context does not meet the standard of
rigorous statistical reporting. Multiple polls or an aggregate would provide a more reliable picture.

Finding 2:

- Location: The Narwhal as a guest outlet

- Quote: "Shannon Waters is the BC politics and environment reporter with the Narwhal"

- Technique: The Narwhal is a non-profit environmental journalism outlet funded primarily by environmental
foundations and individual donors with progressive environmental orientations. It has an explicit mandate to cover
environmental and resource issues from a conservation perspective.

- Why problematic: Presenting a reporter from an outlet with an explicit environmental/progressive mandate as a
neutral political analyst, without disclosure, is a source selection issue. The Narwhal's editorial orientation may
influence how Waters frames Conservative environmental and drug policies.

Finding 3:

- Location: Conservative housing policy costing

- Quote: "that could cost the government up to $3 and 5 billion dollar per year once it's fully scaled up according to
the conservative costing"

- Technique: The cost figure cited is the Conservative Party's own costing — a partisan source. No independent
fiscal analysis (e.g., from the BC Office of the Comptroller General, academic economists, or non-partisan think
tanks) is cited.

- Why problematic: Using a party's own costing as the sole source for fiscal analysis of that party's policy is not

independent journalism. The NDP's housing program receives no costing at all, making the comparison even more
asymmetric.
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3. TIME DISTRIBUTION 510

1 2 3 4 5

Definition: The balance of speaking time and substantive coverage allocated to different political positions.

Finding 1:

- Location: Overall segment structure

- Quote: [Structural observation] — The segment opens with a clip of Rustad on drugs, then a clip of Eby
characterizing Rustad's statements as "bizarre," then polling data favoring Eby, then two questions about
Conservative controversies, then one question about Conservative housing policy, then NDP housing policy.

- Technique: The segment's architecture allocates more time to Conservative controversies than to Conservative
policy substance, while NDP coverage is more policy-focused.

- Why problematic: Unequal time distribution between controversy coverage and policy coverage, applied
asymmetrically, creates a distorted impression of the two campaigns.

Finding 2:

- Location: BC Green Party coverage
- Quote: "Sonia first now" [Furstenau] — mentioned once, in passing, as a debate participant

- Technique: The third party in a three-party race receives approximately 5 words of coverage in a 10—14 minute
segment.

- Why problematic: The BC Greens held seats in the legislature and were polling at levels sufficient to affect
outcomes in multiple ridings. Their near-total omission from the segment misrepresents the electoral landscape.

Finding 3:

- Location: Drug policy vs. housing policy time allocation

- Quote: Drug policy discussion occupies approximately 30—-35% of the segment; housing policy approximately
40%; horse-race/polling approximately 25%.

- Technique: Drug policy discussion is almost entirely framed around Conservative controversies (Rustad's vaccine
regret, "drug dens," "crack pipes") rather than substantive policy comparison. This means the time allocated to drug
policy is effectively time allocated to Conservative controversy.

- Why problematic: A substantive drug policy discussion would include NDP policy outcomes, public health data,
and comparative analysis. The current allocation uses drug policy as a vehicle for Conservative criticism.
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4. SELECTIVE OMISSION 7110

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Definition: Relevant facts, context, or perspectives that are absent from the broadcast despite being material to viewer
understanding.

Finding 1:

- Location: Drug policy discussion throughout segment

- Quote: "we're going to end decriminalization we're going to end safe Supply" (Rustad clip) — followed by no
substantive policy analysis

- Technique: The drug policy debate is presented entirely through the lens of political controversy (Rustad's
statements, Eby's characterization of them as "bizarre") with zero reference to the public health evidence base, the
death toll from the toxic drug crisis, or the documented outcomes of BC's decriminalization pilot.

- Why problematic: BC's toxic drug crisis has killed over 14,000 people since 2016. Presenting drug policy purely as
a political controversy, without any public health context, fundamentally misrepresents the stakes of the debate and
deprives viewers of the information needed to evaluate competing claims.

Finding 2:

- Location: Housing policy discussion, latter half of segment
- Quote: "it's going to be a tight race because uh that's how they're fighting it"

- Technique: The BC Green Party's housing platform is entirely omitted despite Sonia Furstenau being named as a
debate participant. The Greens had substantive housing policies that differed from both major parties.

- Why problematic: Omitting the third party's platform while naming their leader creates an incomplete picture of the
electoral choice and may contribute to strategic voting dynamics that disadvantage the Greens.

Finding 3:

- Location: Conservative housing rebate discussion

- Quote: "it would start at about $1,500 in terms of the rebate next year and then scale all the way up to three
thousand eventually per month"

- Technique: The Conservative housing rebate is discussed without any independent fiscal analysis, comparison to
similar programs in other jurisdictions, or examination of who would primarily benefit (homeowners vs. renters,
income distribution effects). The NDP's 25,000-home program receives similarly uncritical treatment.

- Why problematic: Both major housing proposals involve billions of dollars of public money. Presenting them
without independent fiscal scrutiny fails the CBC's mandate to provide information that enables informed democratic
participation.

Missing Voices

1. Public health researchers/epidemiologists — No expert commentary on the evidence base for or against drug
decriminalization and safe supply, despite these being central campaign issues

2. Housing economists or urban planners — No independent analysis of the fiscal or practical merits of either party's
housing proposals

3. Tenant advocacy organizations — No voice representing renters, who are disproportionately affected by housing
policy
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4. Indigenous leaders or First Nations representatives — Indigenous communities are a significant political and
demographic factor in BC elections, entirely absent

5. Fiscal policy analysts — No independent costing or scrutiny of the $3.5 billion Conservative housing rebate or the
NDP's 25,000-home program

6. BC Green Party representatives or analysts — Sonia Furstenau is named but given zero substantive coverage
despite leading a party with real seat potential

7. Ordinary voters / focus group voices — No representation of undecided or non-partisan voter perspectives

8. Medical or addiction medicine professionals — Given the prominence of the drug policy debate, no clinical or
medical voice is present
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5. NUMERICAL MANIPULATION 510

1 2 3 4 5

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

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

Finding 1:

- Location: Polling data presentation, early segment

- Quote: "polling from the first week shows voters view eie more favorably than rustad the Angus Reed Institute
found that 45% of British Colombians had a favorable view of EB while rustad was favorably by 33% of
respondents"

- Technique: Favorable ratings are presented without unfavorable ratings, without margin of error, without trend
data, and without comparison to historical norms for leaders at equivalent campaign stages. The 12-point gap is
presented as significant without context.

- Why problematic: Favorable ratings without unfavorable ratings are incomplete. Eby's unfavorable ratings and
Rustad's unfavorable ratings would provide a more complete picture. The selective presentation of only favorable
ratings, when Eby leads, maximizes the apparent gap between the leaders.

Finding 2:

- Location: Conservative housing rebate discussion
- Quote: "it would start at about $1,500 in terms of the rebate next year and then scale all the way up to three
thousand eventually per month... that could cost the government up to $3 and 5 billion dollar per year"

- Technique: The $3.5 billion cost figure is presented without comparison to the NDP's housing program cost,
without GDP or budget context, and without independent fiscal analysis. The figure is presented in a way that
emphasizes its scale without equivalent scrutiny of the NDP's fiscal commitments.

- Why problematic: The NDP's 25,000-home program at "60 cents on the dollar" with government loans would also
represent a multi-billion dollar commitment, but no cost figure is provided for it, creating an asymmetric impression
of fiscal responsibility.

Finding 3:

- Location: NDP housing policy discussion
- Quote: "the NDP are promising to develop 25,000 homes that will be sold essentially at 60 cents on the dollar to
qualified first buyers uh and the remaining 40% would be bankroll by the government in the form of a low cost loan"

- Technique: The NDP's housing program is described in terms of its benefits (homes at 60 cents on the dollar)
without any cost figure, fiscal analysis, or scrutiny of the "qualified first buyers" eligibility criteria. This is asymmetric
to the detailed cost discussion of the Conservative proposal.

- Why problematic: Presenting one party's housing proposal with cost scrutiny and another's without creates a false
impression of relative fiscal responsibility.
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6. GUILT BY ASSOCIATION 6/10

1 2 3 4 5 6

Definition: Discrediting a position or person by associating them with extreme, discredited, or unpopular entities
without establishing a logical connection.

Finding 1:

- Location: Anchor question, mid-segment

- Quote: "John russet is offering something Shannon very similar to what we see in the United States right in terms
of a tax deductibility for your housing cost"

- Technique: Associating the Conservative housing policy with American political models. In Canadian political
discourse, American comparisons are frequently used to imply right-wing extremism or the erosion of Canadian
social values.

- Why problematic: The comparison is made without substantive analysis of whether the policies are actually similar,
what the outcomes of American housing deductibility have been, or whether the comparison is analytically
meaningful. It functions as an association rather than an analysis.

Finding 2:

- Location: Opening clip of Eby characterizing Rustad

- Quote: "we've heard John rustad talk about some really far out conspiracies uh this week uh eating bugs and uh
that uh that the co vac the covid pandemic didn't actually happen all kinds of bizarre things"

- Technique: The anchor plays Eby's characterization of Rustad as a conspiracy theorist without challenge or
context. This associates Rustad with the broader "conspiracy theorist" category — a highly stigmatized political
identity — using the NDP leader's words as the vehicle.

- Why problematic: The CBC is amplifying one party leader's characterization of another as a conspiracy theorist
without independent verification, context, or rebuttal. This is not neutral reporting; it is the uncritical transmission of
opposition attack messaging.

Finding 3:

- Location: Shannon Waters' discussion of Conservative controversies

- Quote: "that video of rustad talking about regrets about vaccination has gotten a lot of play in certain circles you
also had as Evie referenced in that clip um another transcript of rustad talking about you know kids potentially being
forced to eat bugs"

- Technique: Grouping vaccine hesitancy and "eating bugs" conspiracy theories together with Rustad's name
repeatedly reinforces the association between Rustad and fringe/anti-science positions.

- Why problematic: While these are legitimate news items, the repeated clustering of them without any substantive
Conservative policy discussion creates a cumulative guilt-by-association effect that goes beyond reporting individual
incidents.
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7. TIMING & PLACEMENT 510

1 2 3 4 5

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

Finding 1:

- Location: Segment opening

- Quote: "we've had enough quite frankly of David eie and these drugs and handing out free crack pipes | mean just
creating these drug dens in our community" — Rustad clip leads

- Technique: The segment opens with Rustad's most inflammatory language about drug policy, immediately
followed by Eby's characterization of Rustad as a conspiracy theorist. This opening sequence frames the entire
segment around Conservative controversy before any neutral analysis begins.

- Why problematic: The placement of the most inflammatory Conservative quote at the top of the segment, followed
immediately by the NDP's attack on Rustad, creates a negative first impression of the Conservative campaign that
colors all subsequent analysis.

Finding 2:

- Location: Polling data placement

- Quote: "polling from the first week shows voters view eie more favorably than rustad" — placed immediately after
the controversy clips

- Technique: Placing favorable polling data for Eby immediately after the controversy clips creates a causal
implication — the controversies are hurting Rustad, the polling shows Eby ahead — even if the polling predates or
is unrelated to the specific controversies discussed.

- Why problematic: The sequencing implies a causal relationship that may not exist and reinforces the narrative that
Conservative controversies are damaging Rustad's standing.

Finding 3:

- Location: Segment closing

- Quote: "the big highlight for me was David eie surviving that wasp attack there's some great photos of that
happening"

- Technique: The segment closes with a warm, humanizing anecdote about Eby. This is the final impression viewers
receive — a positive, sympathetic image of the NDP leader.

- Why problematic: Closing a political analysis segment with a sympathetic personal anecdote about one leader and
not the other is a form of editorial favoritism that violates the principle of impartiality.
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8. SELECTIVE OUTRAGE 6/10

1 2 3 4 5 6

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 but not to equivalent
positions or actors on the other side.

Finding 1:

- Location: Anchor's characterization of Rustad's statements

- Quote: "we've heard John rustad talk about some really far out conspiracies uh this week... all kinds of bizarre
things"

- Technique: The anchor uses strong evaluative language ("far out conspiracies," "bizarre things") to characterize
Rustad's statements. No equivalent evaluative language is applied to any NDP statements or positions.

- Why problematic: An anchor's use of "far out" and "bizarre" to describe one party leader's statements, without
applying equivalent scrutiny to the other leader, is selective moral framing that violates impartiality standards.

Finding 2:

- Location: Discussion of Rustad's limited media availability

- Quote: "Mr rustad has also refused to do a number of leadership debates"

- Technique: Rustad's debate refusals are characterized as "refused" — a strong, negative word implying evasion.
The NDP's equivalent media management (carefully controlled events, partisan crowds) is described neutrally as a
"well-oiled machine."

- Why problematic: Both parties are managing media access strategically. Characterizing one party's strategy as
"refusal" and the other's as professional competence is selective moral framing.

Finding 3:

- Location: NDP carbon tax flip-flop reference

- Quote: "when you look at things like that flip-flop on the carbon tax by Mr eie just before the campaign started"

- Technique: The NDP's carbon tax reversal — a significant policy flip-flop on a major issue — is mentioned briefly
by Hunter as a passing observation, not made the subject of anchor questioning or sustained analysis. Rustad's
vaccine regret and conspiracy theory statements receive multiple questions and extended discussion.

- Why problematic: A major policy reversal by the incumbent government on a flagship environmental policy is at

least as newsworthy as a candidate's past statements about vaccines. The asymmetric depth of coverage reflects
selective outrage.
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9. COMPLETENESS 7110

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Share of covered perspectives
Inverted: original value measures coverage (higher = better). Shown as deviation (higher = larger gaps).
| # | Perspective | Status |
- I I
| 1| BC NDP policy platform and campaign messaging | COVERED |
| 2 | BC Conservative Party policy platform and campaign messaging | COVERED (partially) |
| 3| BC Green Party platform and Furstenau's role | MENTIONED (name only, no substance) |
| 4 | Independent policy expert analysis (housing economics, drug policy) | OMITTED |
| 5| Voter/public opinion beyond horse-race polling | OMITTED |
| 6 | Public health perspective on drug decriminalization and safe supply | OMITTED |
| 7 | Housing affordability advocates or tenant organizations | OMITTED |
| 8 | Fiscal/economic analysis of competing housing proposals | MENTIONED (briefly, no independent source) |
| 9 | Indigenous community perspectives (significant BC electoral factor) | OMITTED |
| 10 | Business/industry perspective on housing and economic policies | OMITTED |
Completeness Score: 3/10

The broadcast covers the horse-race and controversy dimensions of the campaign adequately but omits substantive
policy analysis, independent expert voices, third-party perspectives, and any representation of voter communities
beyond aggregate polling numbers.
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Soft Facts — 6 qualitative techniques

10. FRAMING 510

1 2 3 4 5

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

Finding 1:

- Location: Opening segment, anchor introduction
- Quote: "B.C. NDP, Conservative leaders trade shots on 1st week of election campaign”

- Technique: Horse-race framing — the election is presented primarily as a competitive contest between two leaders
rather than a substantive policy choice for voters.

- Why problematic: Horse-race framing consistently depresses voter engagement with policy substance and has
been extensively documented in journalism research as distorting democratic discourse. The CBC's own journalistic
standards call for coverage that serves the public interest, not merely entertainment or competitive narrative.

Finding 2:

- Location: Anchor question to Shannon Waters, mid-segment

- Quote: "you saw the clip or heard the clip we played a lot of talk about drugs drug dens crack pipes and this sort of
thing but also vaccines because this video surface of John rustad saying he regretted getting vaccinated against
covid how is all of this playing out for the conservative leader so far"

- Technique: Controversy-as-frame — the Conservative campaign is framed almost entirely through the lens of
damaging controversies (vaccine regret, bug-eating conspiracy), while the NDP campaign is framed through
organizational competence and policy.

- Why problematic: This asymmetric framing predisposes viewers to evaluate the two campaigns through
fundamentally different lenses before any substantive analysis occurs.

Finding 3:

- Location: Justine Hunter's response on NDP campaign

- Quote: "the new Democrats have campaign veterans uh a well-oiled machine"

- Technique: Competence framing for NDP vs. chaos/controversy framing for Conservatives — the NDP is framed
as professionally organized while the Conservative campaign is framed as evasive and problematic.

- Why problematic: These are editorial characterizations embedded in what is presented as neutral reporting. A
balanced frame would apply equivalent analytical scrutiny to both campaigns' organizational choices.
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11. WORD CHOICE & TERMINOLOGY 6/10

1 2 3 4 5 6

Definition: The use of loaded, connotative, euphemistic, or dysphemistic language that carries implicit evaluative
weight.

Finding 1:

- Location: Anchor question, mid-segment

- Quote: "we've heard John rustad talk about some really far out conspiracies uh this week uh eating bugs and uh
that uh that the co vac the covid pandemic didn't actually happen all kinds of bizarre things"

- Technique: The anchor uses the characterization "far out conspiracies" and "bizarre things" — these are
evaluative terms, not neutral descriptors. The anchor is editorializing rather than reporting.

- Why problematic: A public broadcaster's anchor should present contested claims neutrally (e.g., "statements that
critics have called...") rather than adopting one side's characterization as objective fact. The CBC JSP requires
impartiality from anchors.

Finding 2:

- Location: Anchor's framing of Conservative campaign strategy
- Quote: "peekaboo campaign is an interesting tactic that the conservatives are running"

- Technique: "Peekaboo campaign" is a dismissive, infantilizing metaphor for the Conservative media strategy. It
trivializes a deliberate strategic choice.

- Why problematic: The NDP's equivalent strategy — "carefully controlled partisan crowds" — is described in
neutral-to-positive terms ("well-oiled machine"), while the Conservative equivalent is mocked. This is asymmetric
word choice.

Finding 3:

- Location: Justine Hunter's description of Conservative media access

- Quote: "they just don't have pesky reporters around most of the time it's a stealthy campaign”

- Technique: "Pesky reporters" is presented as self-deprecating humor, but "stealthy campaign" carries a
connotation of evasiveness or something to hide, rather than a neutral description of a media strategy.

- Why problematic: Many campaigns limit media access as a deliberate strategy. Describing this as "stealthy"
implies concealment rather than strategy, which is an editorial judgment presented as reportorial observation.
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12. MODERATION BEHAVIOR 510

1 2 3 4 5

Definition: Asymmetries in how the anchor treats different guests or political positions through questioning style,
interruptions, and sympathy signals.

Finding 1:

- Location: Anchor's framing question to Shannon Waters

- Quote: "you saw the clip or heard the clip we played a lot of talk about drugs drug dens crack pipes and this sort of
thing but also vaccines because this video surface of John rustad saying he regretted getting vaccinated against
covid how is all of this playing out for the conservative leader so far"

- Technique: The anchor's question to Waters is structured around Conservative controversies — it presupposes
that these controversies are the defining story of the Conservative campaign and asks Waters to assess their
damage. No equivalent "what controversies are hurting the NDP" question is posed.

- Why problematic: Asymmetric question framing means one party's campaign is evaluated through a damage-
control lens while the other's is evaluated through a competence and strategy lens.

Finding 2:

- Location: Anchor's closing comment

- Quote: "the big highlight for me was David eie surviving that wasp attack there's some great photos of that
happening"

- Technique: The anchor closes with a humanizing, sympathetic anecdote about the NDP leader — a moment of
personal warmth and humor directed at Eby. No equivalent humanizing moment is offered for Rustad.

- Why problematic: Closing a political segment with a warm, sympathetic reference to one leader and not the other
is a subtle but real form of editorial favoritism. It leaves viewers with a positive emotional association with Eby.

Finding 3:

- Location: Anchor's clarification exchange with Shannon Waters on housing costs

- Quote: "per month right 3,000 per month is the per year is it or sorry is it is the deduction $33,000 a month or is it
how how does that work"

- Technique: The anchor's confusion about the Conservative housing policy details — and the on-air fumbling — is
not matched by equivalent scrutiny of the NDP's housing numbers. The NDP's 25,000-home program and "60 cents
on the dollar" claim are accepted without clarifying questions.

- Why problematic: Applying detailed numerical scrutiny to one party's proposal while accepting the other's at face
value creates an asymmetric impression of policy credibility.
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13. QUESTION ASYMMETRY 6/10

1 2 3 4 5 6

Definition: Whether hard, confrontational, or skeptical questions are applied differently to different political positions.

Finding 1:

- Location: Question to Shannon Waters about Conservative campaign

- Quote: "how is all of this playing out for the conservative leader so far" — following a litany of controversies

- Technique: The question presupposes that the controversies are damaging and asks Waters to assess the extent
of the damage. It is a damage-assessment question, not a neutral analytical question.

- Why problematic: No equivalent damage-assessment question is posed about the NDP — e.g., "How is the carbon
tax flip-flop playing out for Eby?" The carbon tax reversal is mentioned by Hunter but not made the subject of a
direct anchor question.

Finding 2:

- Location: Question to Justine Hunter about NDP campaign

- Quote: "EB has better numbers than rustad but the party is slightly behind the conservatives what's the mood on
on the NDP campaign right now"

- Technique: The NDP question is framed around mood and strategy — a neutral, process-oriented question. The
Conservative question is framed around controversies and damage control.

- Why problematic: Mood-and-strategy questions invite positive, forward-looking answers. Controversy-and-damage
questions invite negative, defensive answers. The asymmetry systematically advantages the NDP in how their
campaign is discussed.

Finding 3:

- Location: Housing policy discussion

- Quote: "John russet is offering something Shannon very similar to what we see in the United States right in terms
of a tax deductibility for your housing cost what's the play there"

- Technique: The anchor's framing of the Conservative housing policy as "very similar to what we see in the United
States" is a subtle guilt-by-association technique — invoking American political associations (which carry negative
connotations for many Canadian viewers) without applying equivalent international comparisons to the NDP's
housing policy.

- Why problematic: The NDP's direct government housing investment model also has international comparisons
(Vienna, Singapore, etc.) that are not invoked. Selectively invoking American comparisons for Conservative policy is
asymmetric framing.
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14. FALSE BALANCE 4/10

1 2 3 4

Definition: Artificial equivalence that misrepresents the actual state of evidence or consensus, or conversely, false
imbalance that misrepresents a genuinely contested issue as settled.

Finding 1:

- Location: Drug policy discussion

- Quote: "we're going to end decriminalization we're going to end safe Supply" — presented without public health
context

- Technique: The drug policy debate is presented as a straightforward political controversy without reference to the
substantial public health evidence base supporting harm reduction approaches. This creates false balance between
a position supported by extensive medical evidence (harm reduction) and a position that contradicts that evidence
(criminalization).

- Why problematic: When there is a strong scientific/medical consensus on one side of a policy debate, presenting
both sides as equally valid without noting the evidence base is a form of false balance that misleads viewers.

Finding 2:

- Location: Housing policy comparison

- Quote: "it looks like a choice between one party that believes government should be investing in housing directly
and another one that wants to cut red tape and let private sector do its thing"

- Technique: Hunter's summary presents the housing debate as a clean ideological binary — government
investment vs. private sector — which is a reasonable characterization but omits the Green Party's distinct
approach and the evidence base for different housing models.

- Why problematic: Reducing a complex policy debate to a binary ideological choice, while omitting the third party's
position and the international evidence base, is a form of false balance that oversimplifies the policy landscape.

Finding 3:

- Location: Vaccine discussion

- Quote: "that video of rustad talking about regrets about vaccination has gotten a lot of play in certain circles"

- Technique: Waters' characterization that the vaccine regret video "has gotten a lot of play in certain circles" is a
subtle false balance technique — it acknowledges the story's circulation while implicitly limiting its significance to
"certain circles," potentially downplaying a legitimate public health concern.

- Why problematic: A provincial leader expressing regret about COVID vaccination is a matter of public health
significance, not merely a story for "certain circles." The framing simultaneously amplifies the story (by discussing it)
and minimizes it (by limiting its audience), creating analytical confusion.
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15. AGENDA-SETTING 6/10

1 2 3 4 5 6

Definition: What issues are elevated to prominence, what is excluded from discussion, and how the broadcast shapes
what viewers consider important.

Finding 1:

- Location: Overall segment structure

- Quote: [Structural observation] — The segment's agenda is: (1) Conservative controversies, (2) polling/horse-race,
(3) Conservative housing policy, (4) NDP housing policy, (5) race assessment.

- Technique: The agenda prioritizes Conservative controversies and horse-race analysis over substantive policy
comparison. Issues entirely absent from the agenda include: healthcare, Indigenous rights, climate policy, fiscal
management, and the BC Greens' platform.

- Why problematic: Agenda-setting that focuses on controversy and horse-race at the expense of policy substance
systematically disadvantages voters seeking information to make informed choices, contrary to the CBC's public
interest mandate.

Finding 2:

- Location: Drug policy framing

- Quote: "a lot of talk about drugs drug dens crack pipes and this sort of thing but also vaccines"

- Technique: Drug policy is set on the agenda specifically through the lens of Conservative controversy (Rustad's
language, vaccine regret) rather than through the lens of the public health crisis. This means the agenda item "drug
policy" is effectively the agenda item "Conservative controversies about drug policy."

- Why problematic: BC's toxic drug crisis is one of the most severe public health emergencies in Canadian history.
Setting the agenda around political controversy rather than public health substance misrepresents the stakes of the
policy debate.

Finding 3:

- Location: Absence of climate/environment discussion

- Quote: [Absence] — Shannon Waters is identified as a "BC politics and environment reporter" but no
environmental or climate policy questions are asked.

- Technique: Despite having a reporter with explicit environmental expertise, the anchor sets no environmental
agenda items. BC's forests, climate commitments, LNG policy, and environmental regulation are entirely absent
from the segment.

- Why problematic: BC's environmental policies are a significant electoral issue, particularly given the province's
climate commitments and resource extraction debates. The complete absence of environmental agenda items,
despite having an environment reporter present, suggests a deliberate or inadvertent editorial choice to exclude this
dimension.
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#

1

Criterion

Framing

Word Choice

Expert Selection

Selective Omission

Moderation Behavior

Time Distribution

Question Asymmetry

Guilt by Association

Numerical Manipulation

Timing & Placement

Source Selection

Selective Outrage

False Balance

Agenda-Setting

B) Overall Scores

Score | Key Finding

(0-10)

5

Horse-race and controversy framing applied asymmetrically: NDP framed
through competence, Conservatives through scandal

Anchor uses "far out conspiracies" and "bizarre" for Rustad; NDP
described as "well-oiled machine"

Both guests are journalists, not policy experts; Narwhal reporter's
progressive mandate undisclosed

Public health context for drug policy, Green Party platform, independent
fiscal analysis all absent

Anchor poses damage-assessment questions for Conservatives, mood-
and-strategy questions for NDP; closes with Eby humanization

Green Party receives ~5 words; drug policy time used primarily for
Conservative controversy, not policy comparison

Conservative questions focus on controversies; NDP questions focus on
strategy and mood

Conservative housing policy associated with US models; Rustad
repeatedly linked to conspiracy theorist category

Polling presented without unfavorables or margin of error; Conservative
costs cited without NDP equivalent

Segment opens with most inflammatory Rustad clip; closes with
sympathetic Eby anecdote

Single polling source; Conservative own costing used; Narwhal's editorial
orientation undisclosed

"Far out conspiracies" applied to Rustad; NDP carbon tax flip-flop treated
as minor observation

Drug policy presented without public health evidence context; housing
debate reduced to ideological binary

Conservative controversies dominate agenda; climate, healthcare,
Indigenous issues entirely absent

« Criteria Score (average of 15): (5+6+5+7+5+5+6+6+5+5+4+6+6+4+6) + 15=81+15=54

C) Top 3 Manipulation Techniques Observed
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1. Asymmetric Controversy Framing

The most pervasive technique in this broadcast is the systematic application of controversy framing to the
Conservative campaign while applying competence/strategy framing to the NDP campaign. Every question about the
Conservatives is structured around damaging controversies (vaccine regret, conspiracy theories, debate refusals,
limited media access). Every question about the NDP is structured around organizational strength, strategy, and
policy. This asymmetry is not the result of any single editorial choice but of a consistent pattern across anchor
questions, clip selection, and reporter framing that cumulatively creates a strongly differentiated impression of the two
campaigns.

2. Uncritical Amplification of Opposition Attack Messaging

The broadcast plays Eby's characterization of Rustad as a conspiracy theorist ("far out conspiracies," "bizarre things")
without challenge, context, or rebuttal. The anchor then reinforces this characterization with their own language
("peekaboo campaign," "stealthy"). This technique uses the NDP leader's attack messaging as the analytical frame for
the Conservative campaign, effectively laundering partisan attack content through the CBC's journalistic authority.
Viewers receive the NDP's characterization of Rustad as if it were the CBC's own assessment.

3. Selective Omission of Policy Substance

The broadcast systematically omits the substantive policy context that would enable viewers to evaluate competing
claims. Drug policy is discussed without public health evidence. Housing policy is discussed without independent fiscal
analysis. The Green Party's platform is omitted entirely. This selective omission serves a specific function: it reduces
the election to a contest between a competent incumbent and a controversial challenger, rather than a substantive
policy choice. This framing advantages the incumbent (NDP) by removing the terrain on which policy comparison
might favor the challenger.

D) 3 Core Messages Embedded in the Broadcast

Content Message (What the viewer learns):

"The BC Conservative campaign is defined by controversies, conspiracy theories, and evasiveness, while the BC
NDP runs a professional, well-organized campaign with a popular leader."

» Technique: Asymmetric framing + selective omission

» Evidence: Opening with Rustad's inflammatory drug language, followed by Eby's conspiracy characterization,
followed by polling showing Eby ahead, followed by two questions about Conservative controversies, with no
equivalent controversy questions about the NDP. Hunter's description of the NDP as a "well-oiled machine" vs.
the Conservative campaign as "stealthy."

Personal Message (Who is presented positively/negatively):

"“David Eby is a competent, likeable leader who survived a wasp attack; John Rustad is an evasive, conspiracy-
adjacent figure who regrets his COVID vaccination."

» Technique: Humanization of Eby + guilt by association for Rustad + closing sympathetic anecdote

+ Evidence: Anchor closes with "the big highlight for me was David eie surviving that wasp attack there's some great
photos of that happening" — a warm, personal, sympathetic closing reference to Eby. Rustad is associated
throughout with "far out conspiracies," vaccine regret, and "drug dens."

Societal Message (What worldview is reinforced):

"Progressive, evidence-based governance (harm reduction, government housing investment) is the responsible
mainstream position; conservative approaches (ending decriminalization, private sector housing solutions) are
extreme, American-influenced, and potentially dangerous."

» Technique: Guilt by association (US comparison) + false balance (drug policy without public health context) +
agenda-setting (omitting evidence that might support conservative positions)
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» Evidence: Conservative housing policy associated with "what we see in the United States"; drug policy presented
through controversy lens without public health evidence; NDP housing policy described in terms of benefits
without cost scrutiny.

E) Classification

Classification: CLEAR ONE-SIDEDNESS (4.1-6.0)

This broadcast exhibits clear, systematic one-sidedness in its treatment of the BC NDP and BC Conservative
campaigns. The bias is not the result of overt editorializing but of consistent asymmetric application of framing,
question design, clip selection, and omission across multiple criteria. The pattern is sufficiently consistent to indicate a
systemic editorial orientation rather than isolated lapses.

F) Summary

This broadcast segment of Power & Politics demonstrates clear one-sidedness in its coverage of the 2024 BC
provincial election campaign, falling short of the standards established in CBC's Journalistic Standards and Practices,
which require accuracy, fairness, balance, and impartiality in all news content. The most significant failures are the
asymmetric application of controversy framing to the Conservative campaign while applying competence framing to
the NDP, the uncritical amplification of NDP attack messaging through the anchor's own language, and the systematic
omission of substantive policy context — particularly public health evidence on drug policy — that would enable
viewers to make informed comparative judgments. The broadcast's completeness score of 3/10 reflects a fundamental
failure to represent the range of perspectives, parties, and expert voices that a provincial election of this significance
demands. Under Section 3(1)(I) of the Broadcasting Act, the CBC is mandated to provide programming that "reflects
Canada's regions and their diverse needs and aspirations" and serves the democratic function of informing citizens; a
segment that omits the Green Party, Indigenous perspectives, independent policy analysis, and substantive policy
comparison falls materially short of this mandate. The CRTC's requirement for a high standard of journalistic ethics is
similarly engaged by an anchor who uses evaluative language ("far out conspiracies," "bizarre") to characterize one
party leader's statements while applying no equivalent scrutiny to the other, and who closes a political analysis
segment with a sympathetic personal anecdote about one of the leaders. While no single element of this broadcast
constitutes a gross violation, the cumulative pattern across 15 analytical criteria produces a broadcast that a
reasonable viewer would experience as systematically favorable to the BC NDP and unfavorable to the BC
Conservatives.
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CHAPTER 3 — PARTY-POLITICAL BIAS

Party Bias Scores

Party Score (-

Evidence

5 to +5)

NDP (BC/Federal) +3

Green Party -2
(GPC/BC Greens)

Liberal Party 0
(LPC)

Bloc Québécois 0
(BQ)

Conservative Party -3

(CPC/BC
Conservatives)

People's Party 0
(PPC)

Summary Statistics

NDP leader described as running a "well-oiled machine"; closing sympathetic
anecdote about Eby; NDP housing policy presented without cost scrutiny; carbon tax
flip-flop treated as minor; Eby's attack on Rustad amplified uncritically

Sonia Furstenau mentioned by name only once, as a debate participant; no Green
policy discussed; no Green perspective sought despite having an environment
reporter present

Not referenced in this provincial broadcast; no evidence of bias in either direction

Not referenced; not applicable to BC provincial election coverage

Rustad associated with "far out conspiracies" and "bizarre things" through anchor
language; Conservative housing policy associated with US models; vaccine regret
and conspiracy theories dominate Conservative coverage; debate refusals
characterized as "refused"; campaign described as "stealthy"

Not referenced; not applicable

* Most Favored Party: BC NDP — Score: +3

» Evidence: "the new Democrats have campaign veterans uh a well-oiled machine" (Hunter); anchor closes with
sympathetic Eby anecdote; NDP housing policy presented without cost scrutiny equivalent to Conservative policy.

* Most Disadvantaged Party: BC Conservatives — Score: -3

« Evidence: Anchor characterizes Rustad's statements as "far out conspiracies" and "bizarre things"; Conservative
housing policy associated with US models; vaccine regret and conspiracy theories dominate Conservative
coverage with no equivalent NDP controversy scrutiny.

» Average Deviation from 0 (absolute values): (3+2+0+0+3+0)+6=1.33

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

Page 23


mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch

Association suisse pour une information équilibrée

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

CHAPTER 4 — LEGAL CLASSIFICATION

A) CBC Journalistic Standards and Practices (JSP)

Accuracy
» Standard: CBC JSP requires that "the information we present is accurate, and that we do not knowingly convey
false or misleading impressions."
* Finding 1:
» Standard Violated: Accuracy

» Evidence: Anchor states Rustad "talk about some really far out conspiracies... that the covid pandemic didn't
actually happen" — this characterization of Rustad's actual statements is presented as fact without verification or
context. Rustad's actual statements about COVID (which related to vaccine regret, not denial that the pandemic
occurred) are conflated with Eby's characterization of them.

* Why a Violation: Presenting one party leader's characterization of another's statements as factual reporting,
without independent verification, risks conveying a false or misleading impression of what Rustad actually said.

» Severity: Moderate
» Finding 2:
» Standard Violated: Accuracy

» Evidence: Anchor confusion about Conservative housing rebate — "per month right 3,000 per month is the per
year is it or sorry is it is the deduction $33,000 a month" — suggests the anchor did not have accurate command
of the policy details being discussed.

* Why a Violation: Presenting inaccurate or confused policy details on air, even if subsequently corrected,
undermines the accuracy standard.

+ Severity: Minor
Fairness
» Standard: CBC JSP requires that "we treat individuals and organizations with fairness and respect.”
* Finding:
» Standard Violated: Fairness

» Evidence: Anchor uses "far out conspiracies" and "bizarre things" to characterize Rustad's statements — language
that goes beyond neutral reporting into editorial characterization.

* Why a Violation: Using evaluative, dismissive language to characterize a political leader's statements does not
treat that individual with fairness and respect as required by the JSP.

» Severity: Moderate
Balance
» Standard: CBC JSP requires that "we contribute to informed debate on issues that matter to Canadians by
reflecting a diversity of perspectives.”
* Finding:
+ Standard Violated: Balance

» Evidence: The BC Green Party receives approximately 5 words of coverage; no independent policy experts are
consulted; no public health perspective on drug policy is included; no Indigenous perspective is present.

* Why a Violation: A segment covering a competitive three-party provincial election that omits the third party's
platform, all independent expert voices, and multiple significant community perspectives does not reflect a
diversity of perspectives.

+ Severity: Significant
Impartiality
» Standard: CBC JSP requires that anchors and reporters "do not express their personal opinions on matters of
controversy."
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* Finding:

« Standard Violated: Impartiality

» Evidence: Anchor states "the big highlight for me was David eie surviving that wasp attack" — expressing personal
enthusiasm about the NDP leader; anchor uses "far out conspiracies" and "bizarre" as personal characterizations;
anchor describes Conservative housing policy as "very similar to what we see in the United States" without
analytical basis.

* Why a Violation: Expressing personal enthusiasm about one leader, using evaluative language about another's
statements, and making unsupported comparative characterizations all constitute expressions of personal opinion
on matters of controversy.

» Severity: Moderate
Independence
» Standard: CBC JSP requires that "our news and information programming is independent of commercial, political,
and other interests."
* Finding:
+ Standard Violated: Independence (potential)

» Evidence: The uncritical amplification of NDP attack messaging (Eby's characterization of Rustad as a conspiracy
theorist) without challenge or context raises questions about whether the broadcast is functioning independently of
political interests or inadvertently serving as a vehicle for one party's messaging.

* Why a Violation: While not conclusive evidence of external influence, the pattern of consistently amplifying NDP
messaging while applying critical framing to Conservative messaging is inconsistent with editorial independence.

 Severity: Minor (insufficient evidence for stronger finding)

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

Section 3(1)(I) — Cultural, Political, Social and Economic Fabric

» Finding: The broadcast's reduction of a consequential provincial election to horse-race analysis and Conservative
controversy coverage, with minimal substantive policy analysis, does not serve the democratic function of
strengthening Canada's political fabric. Voters watching this segment would be better informed about Rustad's
vaccine regret than about either party's approach to BC's housing crisis or toxic drug emergency.

+ Severity: Moderate
Section 3(1)(d)(iii) — Reflecting Canada's Diversity
* Finding: The complete absence of Indigenous perspectives in a BC election broadcast — where Indigenous
communities represent a significant demographic and political force, and where Indigenous land rights, resource

development, and community health are major electoral issues — fails to reflect Canada's diversity as required by
the Act.

+ Severity: Significant
C) CRTC Conditions of Licence
High Standard of Journalistic Ethics

* Finding: The CRTC requires CBC to maintain a high standard of journalistic ethics. The use of evaluative language
by the anchor ("far out conspiracies," "bizarre"), the asymmetric application of controversy framing, and the
undisclosed editorial orientation of one guest's outlet (The Narwhal) collectively fall below the high standard
required.

» Severity: Moderate

Overall Regulatory Assessment

This broadcast segment exhibits a pattern of regulatory concerns that, while not individually constituting gross
violations, collectively represent a meaningful departure from the standards to which CBC is held under its Journalistic
Standards and Practices, the Broadcasting Act, and CRTC conditions of licence. The most significant regulatory
concern is the failure of balance under the CBC JSP — a segment covering a competitive three-party provincial
election that omits the third party's platform, all independent expert voices, and multiple significant community
perspectives does not meet the standard of reflecting a diversity of perspectives. The anchor's use of evaluative
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language ("far out conspiracies," "bizarre") to characterize one party leader's statements, and the closing expression
of personal enthusiasm about the other leader, constitute violations of the impartiality standard that are particularly
significant given CBC's status as a public broadcaster funded by all Canadians regardless of political affiliation. The
complete absence of Indigenous perspectives in a BC election broadcast represents a failure to reflect Canada's
diversity as required by Section 3(1)(d)(iii) of the Broadcasting Act, and is the most structurally significant omission in
the segment. Taken together, these findings suggest that this segment, while not exhibiting the most severe forms of
journalistic misconduct, falls into the category of clear one-sidedness that warrants internal editorial review under
CBC's accountability mechanisms.

Source Credibility Check

Source/Organization | Funding Source

Conflicts of Interest

Credibility

Counter-Voice
Offered?

Angus Reid Institute

The Globe and Mail
(Justine Hunter)

The Narwhal
(Shannon Waters)

BC Conservative
Party costing
(housing rebate)

David Eby / BC NDP
(characterization of
Rustad)

Non-profit; funded by
subscription,
partnerships, and
public research
contracts

Privately owned
(Woodbridge
Company/Thomson
family); subscription
and advertising
revenue

Non-profit; funded by
environmental
foundations (including
Tides Canada,
Gordon and Betty
Moore Foundation,
and individual donors
with environmental
orientations)

Partisan source —
BC Conservative
Party

Partisan source —
BC NDP

Conducts polling for
various clients
including media
organizations;
methodology
generally transparent

No direct political
funding; editorial
independence
generally maintained;
historically centre-
right editorial board
but news division
operates
independently

Explicit environmental
mandate; funding
from environmental
advocacy-adjacent
foundations creates
potential orientation
toward progressive
environmental policy

Direct conflict of
interest: party is
costing its own policy

Direct conflict of
interest: opposition
leader characterizing
rival

High — well-
established Canadian
polling organization
with published
methodology

High — major
national newspaper
with established
journalistic standards

Medium — credible
journalism outlet but
with an explicit
environmental
mandate and
foundation funding
that may influence
framing

Low (as independent
fiscal analysis) —
should be treated as
a partisan claim
requiring independent
verification

Low (as factual
characterization) —
should be treated as
partisan attack
messaging requiring
independent
verification

No — no competing
poll cited, no margin
of error provided

N/A — Hunter is a
reporter, not an
advocacy source

No — no counter-
voice from a reporter
with different editorial
orientation

No — no independent
fiscal analysis cited

No — Rustad's own
characterization of his
statements is not
sought
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End of Analysis Report — Version 1.0-cbc

Analytical framework applied: CBC Journalistic Standards and Practices; Broadcasting Act S.C. 1991 c. 11; CRTC
Conditions of Licence; Standard media bias analysis methodology
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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 5 eoo
2 SOURCE SELECTION 6 eoo
3 TIME DISTRIBUTION 5 ooo
4  SELECTIVE OMISSION 7 YY)
5 NUMERICAL MANIPULATION 5 eoo
6 GUILT BY ASSOCIATION 6 eoo
7  TIMING & PLACEMENT 5 eoo
8 SELECTIVE OUTRAGE 6 eoo
9 COMPLETENESS 7 YY)
10 FRAMING 5 eoo
11  WORD CHOICE & TERMINOLOGY 6 eoo
12 MODERATION BEHAVIOR 5 eoo
13  QUESTION ASYMMETRY 6 eoo
14 FALSE BALANCE 4 oo
15 AGENDA-SETTING 6 (YY)

HARD FACTS SCORE (1-8) 5.8/10 Significant imbalance

SOFT FACTS SCORE (9-14) 5.3/10 Significant imbalance

OVERALL SCORE 5.6/10 Significant imbalance

Average of Hardfacts and Softfacts
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KEY — Score Definitions

Individual Scores per Criterion (0-10)

0 No finding

1-2

34

6 Significant finding

Weak finding

Slight to moderate
finding

Moderate finding
with impact

(threshold)

7 Significant finding

8-9

10 Maximum severity

Severe finding

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

Recognizable tendency; low to moderate impact relevance.

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

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

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

Systematic, pervasive imbalance in this criterion.

Aggregated Deviation Index — Interpretation Ranges

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

Unremarkable

Slight imbalance
Significant imbalance

Serious deviation from
the impartiality
standard. High degree
of deviation

Fundamental systemic
one-sidedness. Very
high bias degree

Party-Political Bias (-5 to +5)

No significant patterns detected; broadcast meets the impartiality
standard.

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

Pronounced, cross-broadcast patterns; high impact relevance.

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

-5to -3

-2 to -1
0
+1 to +2

+3 to +5

Strongly
disadvantaged

Slightly disadvantaged
Neutral

Slightly favored
Strongly favored

Legal and Methodological Notes

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

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

Party is significantly overrepresented in framing, airtime, or presentation.
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The results presented do not constitute factual determinations about individual persons,
editorial teams, or broadcasts. They are the product of a standardized operationalization,
not a finding of individual responsibility.

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

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

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

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

Legal Basis Canada — CBC/Radio-Canada

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

Relevant Sections

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

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

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

CBC Journalistic Standards and Practices (JSP)

6 Core Principles:

1. Accuracy: Facts correct and verified

2. Fairness: Fair treatment of all parties

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

5. Integrity: Journalistic integrity

6. Independence: Editorial independence

Online Legislation

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

Regulatory Authority

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

Special Note

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

Complaints Process

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