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OVERALL

SCORE 5.6/10 Significant imbalance

0 = balanced, 10 = strongly biased/manipulative

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

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

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

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

The broadcast's single favored Canadian political entity is the
Liberal government (center-left, position 4.5). All other parties
are disadvantaged, with the heaviest disadvantage falling on
parties representing labor (NDP) and Quebec (BQ). The
broadcast does not exhibit a clear left-right bias in the
DS SARER I 5.5/ 10 traditional Canadian sense; rather, it exhibits a pro-incumbent
federal government / pro-U.S. Republican bilateral frame that
transcends the conventional left-right spectrum. The dominant
political perspective is that of the Trump administration's
Republican allies, filtered through a lens sympathetic to the
Carney government's accommodationist approach

0 1 2 3 4 6 7 8 9 10
«— Left Right —

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

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

Broadcast: Power & Politics — CBC News Network
File: 2025-11-22_Republican senator optimistic about Canada-U.S. trade talks resuming

BROADCAST INFO AND TOPIC FRAMEWORK

Broadcast Information

Broadcast Title: Power & Politics — CBC News Network
Estimated Date: November 22, 2025
Approximate Length: 18—22 minutes (estimated from transcript density)

Presenter/Anchor: David (surname not stated in transcript; consistent with Power & Politics format, likely David
Cochrane or a fill-in anchor)

Network: CBC News Network / CBC/Radio-Canada

Guests / Interviewees

Name Role Affiliation Party

Pete Hoekstra U.S. Ambassador to Trump Administration Republican
Canada

Kevin Cramer U.S. Senator, North Dakota U.S. Senate Republican

Note: Hoekstra appears only in a pre-recorded clip;, Cramer is the live interview guest.

Main Topic

The broadcast examines the state of Canada-U.S. trade negotiations following President Trump's suspension of talks
triggered by Ontario Premier Doug Ford's anti-tariff advertising campaign, and explores what steps might restart
dialogue.

Current Context (3—4 sentences)

As of late November 2025, Canada-U.S. trade relations are under severe strain following the Trump administration's
imposition of broad tariffs and the subsequent suspension of formal trade talks after Ontario ran U.S.-targeted
advertising opposing those tariffs. The USMCA/CUSMA mandatory review period is approaching, creating structural
pressure on both sides to reach new terms, while the Trump administration has signaled it wants significant
concessions from Canada, particularly on dairy, digital services taxes, and non-tariff barriers. Canada is
simultaneously weighing major defense procurement decisions — including whether to proceed with the F-35
purchase from Lockheed Martin or pivot to Sweden's Saab Gripen — as part of a broader reassessment of strategic
dependence on the United States. Domestically, Canadian political debate is divided between those who advocate
firm resistance to U.S. pressure and those who counsel pragmatic accommodation, with significant economic
consequences for manufacturing-heavy provinces like Ontario and Quebec.
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CHAPTER 1 — DETAILED ANALYSIS OF THE 15 CRITERIA

Hard Facts — 9 techniques that are countable and scientifically verifiable

1. EXPERT SELECTION 710

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Definition: Who is chosen as the authoritative voice, and what are their funding sources, conflicts of interest, and
credibility?

Finding 1

- Location: Entire broadcast

- Quote: Full interview with Senator Kevin Cramer (R-ND)

- Technique: Single-source expert selection from one ideological and national perspective. The sole live guest is a
Republican U.S. senator who is a political ally of the Trump administration. He is presented as an authoritative voice
on what Canada should do, what the U.S. will accept, and what is good for both countries.

- Why problematic: Cramer has a direct political interest in defending Trump administration trade policy. He is not a
neutral trade expert, economist, or diplomat. His optimism about trade resuming serves Republican political
interests. No Canadian expert, opposition voice, or independent analyst is offered as counterweight. For a Canadian
public broadcaster, presenting a U.S. Republican senator as the primary expert on what Canada should do in trade
negotiations is a significant editorial choice.

Finding 2

- Location: Opening clip
- Quote: Pete Hoekstra clip: "if Canada wants to insert itself and create a new president that you're going to
participate in our electoral politics"

- Technique: A Trump political appointee (Hoekstra) is presented as a credible diplomatic voice without any
contextual note about his background. Hoekstra is a former Republican congressman and Trump loyalist with no
prior diplomatic experience before his first ambassadorial appointment. His characterization of Ontario's advertising
as "participating in U.S. electoral politics" is a significant rhetorical stretch that goes unchallenged.

- Why problematic: Presenting Hoekstra's framing without expert rebuttal allows a politically motivated
characterization to stand as diplomatic fact.

Finding 3

- Location: Mid-interview, Golden Dome discussion

- Quote: "I've talked to people in the Pentagon about that including General Gutline who is the direct report manager
on Golden Dome in the United States."

- Technique: Cramer cites unnamed Pentagon officials and a general to lend authority to his optimistic assessment
of Canada-U.S. defense cooperation. These sources cannot be verified, challenged, or cross-examined.

- Why problematic: Unverifiable insider claims from a partisan political actor are presented as credible intelligence
about ongoing defense negotiations, without any independent defense analyst to assess or contextualize the
claims.
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2. SOURCE SELECTION 7110

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Claims without primary source = penalty points (rumour check)

Definition: Diversity and independence of cited sources, including funding, mandate, and potential conflicts of interest.

Finding 1

- Location: Entire broadcast
- Quote: Full transcript — two sources: Hoekstra (clip) and Cramer (live)

- Technique: Both cited sources are Republican Trump administration-aligned figures. Hoekstra is a Trump political
appointee; Cramer is a Republican senator who voted with Trump on trade policy. No independent source —
academic, multilateral, Canadian governmental, or opposition — is cited.

- Why problematic: For a broadcast on Canadian trade policy on Canada's public broadcaster, having zero
Canadian institutional sources and two U.S. Republican sources is a significant source selection failure.

Finding 2

- Location: Icebreaker deal reference
- Quote: "this week's announcement by Secretary Gnome with Ambassador Hillman about the icebreaker deal"

- Technique: The icebreaker deal is cited as evidence of positive momentum without any independent verification,
analysis of its terms, or Canadian government commentary on its significance.

- Why problematic: A single bilateral announcement is used as evidence of diplomatic progress based solely on
Cramer's characterization. No independent trade analyst or Canadian official confirms or contextualizes this
assessment.

Finding 3

- Location: Golden Dome discussion

- Quote: "I've talked to people in the Pentagon about that including General Gutline"

- Technique: Unnamed Pentagon officials and a named general are cited as sources for claims about Canada's role
in Golden Dome. These are unverifiable, single-source, partisan-filtered claims.

- Why problematic: Defense policy claims filtered through a partisan political actor and attributed to unnamed
officials cannot be independently verified and should not be presented as authoritative without independent expert
confirmation.
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3. TIME DISTRIBUTION 7110

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

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

Finding 1

- Location: Entire broadcast
- Quote: Full transcript

- Technique: Structural imbalance — 100% of substantive expert speaking time is allocated to U.S. Republican
perspectives. Senator Cramer speaks for approximately 70—75% of the broadcast's total duration. The anchor
speaks for approximately 25-30%. No Canadian expert, official, or affected party speaks at all.

- Why problematic: On a broadcast about Canadian trade policy, Canadian economic interests, and Canadian
defense procurement, no Canadian voice beyond the anchor is heard. This is a structural imbalance that
systematically privileges the U.S. Republican perspective on what Canada should do.

Finding 2

- Location: Hoekstra clip vs. Canadian response

- Quote: Hoekstra clip runs approximately 60—70 words of direct speech; no equivalent Canadian government or
opposition response is aired.

- Technique: Asymmetric clip selection. The Hoekstra clip presents U.S. demands and criticism of Canada without a
corresponding clip from a Canadian official responding to those demands.

- Why problematic: The structural choice to open with U.S. criticism of Canada and then interview a U.S. senator
about what Canada should do — without any Canadian official response — creates a one-directional information
flow that serves U.S. framing interests.

Finding 3

- Location: Auto sector, dairy, immigration, F-35, Golden Dome discussions

- Quote: Multiple topics covered in rapid succession

- Technique: Breadth over depth, with all depth provided by one source. The broadcast covers five major policy
areas (trade talks, auto sector, F-35s, Golden Dome, immigration) but all substantive analysis comes from a single
U.S. Republican senator. No topic receives independent expert analysis.

- Why problematic: The breadth of topics covered creates an impression of comprehensive coverage while the
single-source structure means all five topics are filtered through one partisan perspective.
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4. SELECTIVE OMISSION 8/10

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

Definition: Relevant facts, context, or perspectives that are absent from the broadcast and whose inclusion would
materially alter audience understanding.

Finding 1

- Location: Throughout — no mention at any point

- Quote: N/A (omission)

- Technique: Complete absence of CUSMA/WTO legal framework. The entire discussion of tariffs, trade talks, and
Canada's options proceeds without any mention of Canada's legal rights under CUSMA, the WTO dispute
settlement mechanism, or the fact that Canada has launched formal trade challenges. This omission is structurally
significant.

- Why problematic: Without this context, viewers are left with the impression that Canada is a supplicant seeking
U.S. favor rather than a treaty partner with enforceable legal rights. The omission fundamentally distorts the power
relationship and Canada's available options.

Finding 2

- Location: Auto sector discussion

- Quote: Anchor: "just nationalizing the Canadian auto sector and stripping our economy for parts in key parts of
southern Ontario”

- Technique: The anchor raises the auto sector threat but no Canadian auto industry voice, union representative, or
affected worker perspective is included. The discussion remains entirely at the level of two men — a U.S. senator
and a Canadian anchor — discussing what is happening to Canadian workers.

- Why problematic: The people most directly affected by the policy under discussion — auto workers in Windsor,
Oshawa, and Brampton — have no voice in this broadcast. This is a significant omission for a public broadcaster
with a mandate to reflect Canadian society.

Finding 3

- Location: Vance immigration discussion

- Quote: "JD Vance, the vice president, made a social media post today criticizing Canada's immigration policies for
embracing diversity and it lowering our standard of living"

- Technique: Vance's claim that high foreign-born population lowers living standards is a contested empirical
assertion. No economist, immigration researcher, or Statistics Canada data is cited to evaluate the claim. Cramer's
partial endorsement ("he probably has a point") goes without factual rebuttal.

- Why problematic: The economic literature on immigration and living standards is extensive and largely contradicts
Vance's framing. Allowing the claim to stand without expert challenge on a public broadcaster fails the accuracy
standard of CBC's Journalistic Standards and Practices.

Missing Voices

1. Canadian trade economists or international trade lawyers — no expert analysis of Canada's legal rights under
CUSMA or WTO dispute mechanisms

2. Auto sector representatives (e.g., Unifor president, Stellantis/fGM Canada executives) — directly affected by
Lutnik's comments about eliminating Canadian auto exports
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3. Ontario government spokesperson or Doug Ford representative — Ford's ad campaign is characterized as a
"stunt" without his side being heard

4. Canadian dairy industry representatives — dairy concessions are discussed as obvious Canadian failures without
industry voice

5. U.S. Democratic senators or trade critics — no counterweight to Republican framing of trade demands as
reasonable

6. Defense procurement analysts or DND officials — F-35 vs. Gripen decision discussed without expert input

7. Canadian immigration policy researchers — Vance's immigration claims go largely unchallenged with no expert
rebuttal

8. Multilateral trade or WTO officials — no international legal framework context provided
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5. NUMERICAL MANIPULATION 4/10

1 2 3 4

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

Definition: Selective, misleading, or decontextualized use of numbers, data, or quantitative claims.

Finding 1

- Location: Anchor on F-35 contract
- Quote: "88 fighter jets for Lockheed Martin is billions of dollars. It's a big contract"

- Technique: The dollar value of the F-35 contract is referenced vaguely ("billions of dollars") without specifying the
actual contract value (approximately CAD $19 billion), the Canadian industrial benefits package, or the comparative
value of the Saab offer. The "up to 10,000 jobs" figure for the Saab offer is cited without equivalent Canadian
content figures for the F-35 deal.

- Why problematic: Asymmetric quantification — the Saab offer gets a specific jobs number while the F-35 deal gets
only a vague "billions" reference — makes comparison impossible for viewers.

Finding 2

- Location: Cramer on population comparison
- Quote: "Canada's, you know, 40 million, we're 300 million more than that and our economy is much much bigger"

- Technique: Population and economic size are cited to implicitly justify U.S. dominance in the relationship. The
anchor does not note that per-capita trade between the two countries is roughly equivalent, that Canada is the
U.S.'s largest export market, or that bilateral trade exceeds $2 trillion annually.

- Why problematic: Using raw population and GDP size without trade interdependence data creates a misleading
picture of the power relationship that serves U.S. negotiating framing.

Finding 3

- Location: Vance immigration discussion

- Quote: "a high percentage of foreign-born population lowering our standard of living"

- Technique: A specific empirical claim (high foreign-born population lowers living standards) is attributed to Vance
and partially endorsed by Cramer without any statistical rebuttal. Statistics Canada data, OECD research, or
academic literature on immigration and GDP per capita are not cited.

- Why problematic: An empirically contested claim is allowed to stand as plausible without quantitative challenge,
which fails the accuracy standard.
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6. GUILT BY ASSOCIATION 3/10

1 2 3

Definition: Discrediting positions by associating them with extreme, unpopular, or discredited actors or ideas.

Finding 1

- Location: Anchor characterization of Vance's post
- Quote: "sort of wading into, I'd say, culture war politics with Canada"

- Technique: The anchor associates Vance's immigration comments with "culture war politics," which carries
negative connotations. This is one of the few instances where the anchor uses associative framing to discredit a
U.S. position.

- Why problematic: While "culture war" is an accurate descriptor, using it without factual rebuttal of Vance's specific
claims means the dismissal is rhetorical rather than substantive. The anchor then retreats from this framing when
Cramer pushes back.

Finding 2

- Location: Cramer on Doug Ford

- Quote: "if it was a stunt, it probably worked well politically for Doug, um, but probably not so well for the whole
country"

- Technique: Cramer associates Ford's advertising campaign with cynical political self-interest ("worked well
politically for Doug") while dissociating it from legitimate policy advocacy. The anchor does not challenge this
framing.

- Why problematic: This associates Canadian provincial resistance to U.S. tariffs with political opportunism rather
than legitimate policy defense, which serves U.S. interests by delegitimizing Canadian pushback.

Note: Guilt by association is not a dominant technique in this broadcast; score reflects limited but present use.
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7. TIMING & PLACEMENT 3/10

1 2 3

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

Finding 1

- Location: Opening segment
- Quote: Hoekstra clip leads the broadcast

- Technique: The broadcast opens with U.S. criticism of Canada (Hoekstra's clip) before introducing the Canadian-
perspective anchor and guest. This places U.S. demands in the "agenda-setting" position.

- Why problematic: Opening with U.S. criticism of Canada frames the entire subsequent discussion as Canada
needing to respond to U.S. concerns, rather than Canada asserting its own interests and rights.

Finding 2

- Location: Vance immigration post — raised near end of interview

- Quote: "JD Vance, the vice president, made a social media post today..." [raised in penultimate topic block]

- Technique: A significant and potentially inflammatory claim by the U.S. vice president about Canadian immigration
policy is raised late in the interview, leaving insufficient time for thorough examination before the closing
pleasantries.

- Why problematic: Placement near the end of the interview structurally limits the depth of examination of what is
arguably the most politically sensitive claim in the broadcast.

Note: Without commercial break data, full timing analysis is limited; score reflects what is determinable from
transcript structure.
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8. SELECTIVE OUTRAGE 510

1 2 3 4 5

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

Definition: Moral outrage expressed at certain positions or actors but not at equivalent positions or actors from other
perspectives.

Finding 1

- Location: Anchor on Lutnik's auto sector comments

- Quote: "basically said you're not going to be making cars anymore for exporting to the US market... this other stuff
is devastating a core industry for your closest partner”

- Technique: The anchor expresses clear moral concern about Lutnik's comments regarding the Canadian auto
sector. This is appropriate and legitimate. However, equivalent moral concern is not expressed about the broader
tariff regime, the suspension of trade talks, or Vance's immigration comments.

- Why problematic: Selective moral concern — strong on Lutnik's auto comments, muted on Vance's immigration
claims and the overall tariff policy — creates an inconsistent ethical framework that may reflect editorial comfort
levels rather than principled journalism.

Finding 2

- Location: Vance immigration post discussion

- Quote: Anchor raises "culture war politics" but then retreats: "you haven't seen it, so I'm not going to hold you to
those words"

- Technique: Initial outrage signal ("culture war politics") is immediately withdrawn. The anchor signals concern
about Vance's post but then explicitly declines to press the issue.

- Why problematic: The retreat from outrage when the guest claims ignorance of the specific post is editorially
inconsistent. The substance of Vance's claim — that diversity lowers living standards — is a serious allegation that
warrants challenge regardless of whether Cramer has personally read the post.

Finding 3

- Location: Ford's ad campaign characterization

- Quote: Cramer: "if it was a stunt" / Anchor: [no challenge]

- Technique: No outrage or even mild pushback when a Canadian provincial government's legitimate policy
communication is characterized as a "stunt" by a U.S. senator. The asymmetry is notable: the anchor expresses
concern about U.S. economic threats to Canada but not about U.S. characterizations of Canadian democratic
processes.

- Why problematic: Allowing a U.S. senator to characterize Canadian provincial democratic activity as a "stunt"
without challenge, while expressing concern about U.S. economic threats, creates an inconsistent moral framework.
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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 |
ool
| 1] U.S. Republican/Trump administration view on trade demands | COVERED (Cramer + Hoekstra clip) |

| 2 | Canadian federal government / Prime Minister Carney's position | MENTIONED (referenced but not
represented) |

| 3 | Ontario provincial government / Doug Ford's rationale for the ad campaign | MENTIONED (characterized
negatively, not represented) |

| 4 | Canadian business community / industry associations (auto, dairy, manufacturing) | OMITTED |

| 5 | Canadian labour unions (Unifor, etc.) on auto sector threats | OMITTED |

| 6 | Canadian trade law / international trade experts | OMITTED |

| 7| U.S. Democratic opposition perspective on tariff policy | OMITTED |

| 8 | Defense/security analysts on F-35 vs. Gripen decision | OMITTED |

| 9 | Canadian immigration policy experts (re: Vance's comments) | OMITTED |

| 10 | Multilateral/WTO framework perspective on tariff legality | OMITTED |

Completeness Score: 3/10
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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: Opening segment, anchor introduction
- Quote: "Last month, President Donald Trump halted talks over an Ontario anti-tariffs ad."

- Technique: Passive normalization of executive overreach. The framing presents Trump halting multilateral trade
talks over a provincial advertising campaign as a routine diplomatic event rather than an extraordinary and arguably
disproportionate action. The word "halted" is neutral; "retaliated against Canada" or "suspended negotiations in
response to constitutionally protected provincial speech" would be more precise.

- Why problematic: A sitting U.S. president suspending trade talks with a treaty partner over a provincial
government's domestic advertising is historically anomalous. Treating it as an unremarkable starting point
normalizes coercive diplomacy and sets the entire discussion within a frame where Canada must explain and justify
itself.

Finding 2

- Location: Anchor question, mid-interview

- Quote: "Ambassador Hoekstra said Canada needs to try to get itself into the lowest tariff bucket which is where the
10% tariff rate which is where the United Kingdom is."

- Technique: Implicit acceptance of the tariff architecture as legitimate baseline. By presenting the 10% tariff
"bucket" as a goal Canada should aspire to, the anchor implicitly accepts the Trump tariff regime as the new normal
rather than questioning its legality under CUSMA or WTO rules.

- Why problematic: Canada has treaty rights under CUSMA that arguably preclude unilateral U.S. tariffs. Framing
10% as a "good" outcome for Canada — without noting that zero tariffs are Canada's legal entitlement under the
existing agreement — distorts the negotiating baseline in favor of U.S. demands.

Finding 3

- Location: Anchor question on F-35s

- Quote: "Well, we may well get beyond it, Senator, but probably the relationship will be fundamentally and maybe
permanently changed, right?"

- Technique: Fatalistic framing that accepts structural damage as inevitable. The anchor frames permanent
relationship damage as a near-certainty, which forecloses discussion of Canada asserting its rights or the U.S.
being held accountable for treaty violations.

- Why problematic: This framing subtly pressures Canada to accommodate rather than resist, reinforcing the power
asymmetry narrative that the U.S. holds all cards.

President: Schilapfer, David - Contact: kontaki@SVFAB.ch - Address: SVFAB, Postfach, CH-8021 Zurich 1
Page 14



mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch

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

11. WORD CHOICE & TERMINOLOGY 510

1 2 3 4 5

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

Finding 1

- Location: Anchor introduction

- Quote: "the ambassador continued to lash out against the ad this week"

- Technique: Dysphemism applied to U.S. official. "Lash out" is emotionally charged and implies irrational
aggression. This is one of the few instances where language disadvantages the U.S. side, though it is applied to
Hoekstra rather than to Trump's policy itself.

- Why problematic: While "lash out" is critical of Hoekstra, it personalizes the issue as one diplomat's temperament

rather than a systemic U.S. policy of economic coercion, which may actually deflect from the more serious structural
critique.

Finding 2

- Location: Senator Cramer, mid-interview

- Quote: "if it was a stunt, it probably worked well politically for Doug, um, but probably not so well for the whole
country"

- Technique: The anchor does not challenge the word "stunt" when Cramer uses it to describe Ontario's anti-tariff
advertising. Allowing "stunt" to stand unchallenged frames a provincial government's legitimate policy
communication as cynical political theater.

- Why problematic: Ontario's advertising campaign was a direct response to economically damaging U.S. tariffs.
Characterizing it as a "stunt" without pushback delegitimizes a democratic government's right to communicate its
policy position to foreign audiences — a common practice in international relations.

Finding 3

- Location: Anchor question on Vance's social media post

- Quote: "JD Vance, the vice president, made a social media post today criticizing Canada's immigration policies for
embracing diversity and it lowering our standard of living and sort of wading into, I'd say, culture war politics with
Canada"

- Technique: The anchor uses "culture war politics" to characterize Vance's post, which is an accurate but editorially
loaded descriptor. However, the anchor then immediately softens the challenge by noting Cramer hasn't seen the
post and declining to "hold him to those words."

- Why problematic: The anchor raises a serious allegation (a U.S. vice president making xenophobic claims about
Canada's immigration policy) but then retreats from pressing it, allowing Cramer to reframe Vance's comments as a
reasonable border security argument without accountability.
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12. MODERATION BEHAVIOR 510

1 2 3 4 5

Definition: Asymmetries in how the anchor conducts the interview — follow-up questions, interruptions, sympathy
signals, and challenge patterns.

Finding 1

- Location: Early interview, Cramer's characterization of Ford's ad as a "stunt"

- Quote: Cramer: "if it was a stunt, it probably worked well politically for Doug” / Anchor: [no challenge, moves to
next question]

- Technique: Failure to challenge a characterization that serves U.S. interests. The anchor does not push back on
"stunt," does not note that Ontario's advertising was a direct response to economically damaging tariffs, and does
not ask Cramer whether the U.S. would accept a foreign government telling a U.S. state it cannot advertise abroad.
- Why problematic: The anchor's silence on "stunt" implicitly validates the framing, which is the U.S. administration's
preferred characterization of Canadian resistance.

Finding 2

- Location: Vance immigration post discussion

- Quote: "you haven't seen it, so I'm not going to hold you to those words"

- Technique: Premature retreat from a legitimate line of questioning. The anchor raises Vance's post, correctly
characterizes it as going beyond border security to making claims about diversity lowering living standards, but then
explicitly releases Cramer from accountability because he hasn't personally seen the post.

- Why problematic: A senator's unfamiliarity with a specific social media post does not preclude asking him to
respond to the substance of the claim. The anchor's retreat allows a significant and potentially xenophobic claim by
the U.S. vice president to go without meaningful challenge.

Finding 3

- Location: Closing exchange

- Quote: "Well, Republican Senator Kevin Kramer, thank you for being such an easy guy to talk to and joining us
tonight. Uh enjoy Halifax. It's one of my favorite cities, sir."

- Technique: Warm, personal closing that signals approval and rapport. The anchor's compliment ("such an easy
guy to talk to") and personal recommendation of Halifax as a favorite city creates a notably warm closing that
signals the interview was comfortable and collegial rather than rigorous.

- Why problematic: The closing tone reinforces the overall character of the interview as a friendly conversation

rather than an accountability exercise. For a broadcast on a topic with significant economic consequences for
Canadians, the warmth of the closing is editorially incongruous.
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13. QUESTION ASYMMETRY 6/10

1 2 3 4 5 6

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

Finding 1

- Location: Anchor challenge on trade talks

- Quote: "l find it difficult to share your optimism. I'm not saying you're wrong, Senator, but you know, when you look
at this, | mean, | don't think Mark Carney would have cut off talks if a governor, you know, did something like that
upset him"

- Technique: The anchor does push back on Cramer's optimism, which is a legitimate challenge. However, the
pushback is immediately softened ("I'm not saying you're wrong") and framed as a personal opinion rather than a
factual challenge. The comparison to Carney cutting off talks over a U.S. governor's action is a good analytical point
but is not pressed when Cramer deflects.

- Why problematic: The anchor raises a valid asymmetry argument but does not follow through when Cramer pivots
to discussing USMCA review timelines. The challenge is raised and then abandoned.

Finding 2

- Location: Lutnik/auto sector exchange

- Quote: Anchor: "basically said you're not going to be making cars anymore for exporting to the US market... this
other stuff is devastating a core industry for your closest partner”

- Technique: The anchor makes a strong statement about the auto sector threat, but it is directed at Cramer as a
sympathetic interlocutor rather than as a challenge. Cramer is being asked to agree that Lutnik is wrong, which he
partially does ("l sometimes wonder if Secretary Lutnik understands how interdependent we are"). The exchange
becomes a moment of U.S.-Canadian elite consensus rather than accountability.

- Why problematic: The anchor's strongest challenge is one where the guest is invited to criticize a fellow
Republican (Lutnik), which Cramer does cautiously. This is not a hard question for Cramer — it actually allows him
to position himself as the reasonable Republican, which serves his political interests.

Finding 3

- Location: No equivalent hard questions on U.S. tariff legality, CUSMA violations, or Trump's personal conduct

- Quote: N/A (omission of question type)

- Technique: Systematic avoidance of legally and diplomatically sharp questions. The anchor never asks: "Are U.S.
tariffs on Canada legal under CUSMA?" "Has the U.S. violated its treaty obligations?" "What is the U.S. legal basis
for these tariffs?" These are the questions a Canadian trade lawyer or opposition politician would ask.

- Why problematic: The absence of legally grounded questions means the entire interview operates within a political
frame (what can Canada do to please the U.S.) rather than a legal frame (what are Canada's rights and what are
U.S. obligations).
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14. FALSE BALANCE 4/10

1 2 3 4

Definition: Artificial balance that misrepresents the actual state of evidence, expert consensus, or the relative weight of
competing positions.

Finding 1

- Location: Cramer on Lutnik's understanding of supply chains

- Quote: "I sometimes wonder if Secretary Lutnik understands how interdependent we are as two nations... or for
that matter if he's just speaking bombastically as a negotiating tool"

- Technique: The anchor allows Cramer to present two equally weighted explanations for Lutnik's comments
(genuine ignorance vs. negotiating tactic) without noting that either explanation is damaging — if Lutnik doesn't
understand supply chain interdependence, that's alarming; if he's using economic devastation as a negotiating
tactic, that's coercive. The "balance" between these two explanations obscures that both are problematic.

- Why problematic: False equivalence between incompetence and deliberate coercion as explanations for
threatening to destroy a partner's industry.

Finding 2

- Location: F-35 vs. Gripen discussion

- Quote: Anchor presents Saab offer (10,000 jobs, three-year delivery) vs. F-35 (billions of dollars, interoperability).
Cramer: "Canada should look at all options seriously."

- Technique: The discussion presents the F-35 and Gripen as roughly equivalent options for Canada to weigh,
without noting the significant interoperability, NATO standardization, and Five Eyes intelligence-sharing implications
of departing from F-35. The "balance" between options is presented without the technical and strategic context that
would allow viewers to assess them.

- Why problematic: Presenting a major defense procurement decision as a simple bilateral trade-off without defense
expert input creates false equivalence between options with very different strategic implications.
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15. AGENDA-SETTING 7110

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Definition: What becomes "the issue" — what is foregrounded as the central question, and what is structurally
excluded from discussion.

Finding 1

- Location: Entire broadcast structure

- Quote: Anchor's first substantive question: "what are your thoughts on what could get this restarted because it's
creating a lot of economic damage on both sides of the border?"

- Technique: The central agenda is set as "how does Canada restart talks" rather than "is the U.S. acting in good
faith under its treaty obligations?" The former frames Canada as the party that must act; the latter would frame the
U.S. as the party with obligations to fulfill.

- Why problematic: The agenda-setting question determines the entire frame of the interview. By asking what
Canada must do to restart talks, the anchor accepts U.S. preconditions as legitimate and positions Canada as the
supplicant. An alternative agenda — "what are Canada's legal options if the U.S. refuses to negotiate in good faith?"
— is entirely absent.

Finding 2

- Location: Throughout — no discussion of
- Quote: N/A (structural omission)

- Technique: Complete exclusion of Canadian domestic political debate from the agenda. The NDP's position on
trade, the Conservative opposition's position, Quebec's concerns about cultural industries, Indigenous trade rights
under CUSMA — none of these are on the agenda.

- Why problematic: For a broadcast on Canada's public broadcaster about Canadian trade policy, the complete
exclusion of Canadian domestic political perspectives from the agenda is a significant editorial failure.

Finding 3

- Location: Throughout — no discussion of

- Quote: N/A (structural omission)

- Technique: Exclusion of multilateral options from the agenda. Canada's ability to pursue WTO dispute settlement,
build coalitions with other U.S. tariff targets (EU, Japan, South Korea), or use retaliatory tariffs strategically is never
raised as an agenda item.

- Why problematic: Excluding multilateral options from the agenda reinforces the bilateral frame that the U.S. prefers

— where Canada must negotiate one-on-one with a much larger partner — rather than the multilateral frame where
Canada has more leverage.
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CHAPTER 2 — OVERALL EVALUATION

A) Summary Table: 15 Criteria

#
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

6/10

5/10

7/10

8/10

5/10

7/10

6/10

3/10
4/10

3/10

7/10

5/10

4/10

7/10

Trade talks framed as Canada needing to satisfy U.S. demands rather than
both parties fulfilling treaty obligations

"Stunt" for Ford's ad goes unchallenged; "lash out" for Hoekstra is critical
but deflects from systemic critique

100% of expert speaking time allocated to U.S. Republican-aligned figures;
no Canadian expert or independent analyst

CUSMA legal rights, Canadian industry voices, WTO options, and
domestic political debate entirely absent

Anchor raises challenges but consistently retreats before pressing them to
conclusion

All substantive speaking time given to U.S. Republican perspective; no
Canadian voice beyond anchor

Hardest questions are softened or abandoned; no legally grounded
challenges to U.S. tariff legitimacy

Limited use; Ford's ad characterized as "stunt" without challenge

Vague quantification of F-35 deal; population/GDP framing without trade
interdependence data

U.S. criticism leads broadcast; Vance's inflammatory post raised too late
for thorough examination

Zero independent, Canadian, or opposition sources; both sources are
Trump administration-aligned Republicans

Strong concern about auto sector threats; muted on Vance's immigration
claims and Ford characterization

Lutnik's motives presented as equally weighted options; F-35/Gripen
comparison lacks strategic context

Central question is "what must Canada do?" rather than "what are
Canada's rights and U.S. obligations?"

Criteria Score: (6+5+7+8+5+7+6+3+4+3+2+7+5+4+7) + 15=79 + 15 =5.3/10

C) Top 3 Manipulation Techniques

1. Structural Single-Source Bias (Criteria 3, 6, 12)
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The most significant manipulation technique is not any single rhetorical device but the structural decision to present a
U.S. Republican senator as the sole expert voice on Canadian trade policy. This technique is powerful precisely
because it is invisible — it does not require any individual misleading statement. By simply not inviting a Canadian
trade expert, opposition politician, industry representative, or independent analyst, the broadcast ensures that all
substantive analysis is filtered through one partisan perspective. Every question the anchor asks — even the
challenging ones — is answered by the same source, creating the appearance of debate while delivering a
monologue.

2. Challenge-and-Retreat Moderation (Criterion 5, 7, 13)

The anchor repeatedly raises legitimate challenges — the asymmetry of Trump cutting off talks over a provincial ad,
Lutnik's auto sector threats, Vance's immigration claims — but consistently retreats before pressing them to a
conclusion. This technique is particularly effective because it creates the impression of rigorous journalism (challenges
are raised) while ensuring the guest is never held to account (challenges are abandoned). The retreat on Vance's post
("you haven't seen it, so I'm not going to hold you to those words") is the clearest example: the anchor explicitly
releases the guest from accountability.

3. Frame Acceptance Through Question Design (Criterion 1, 15)

The anchor's questions consistently accept the U.S. negotiating frame as the starting point. "What could get this
restarted?" accepts that Canada must act. "Canada needs to try to get itself into the lowest tariff bucket" accepts the
tariff architecture as legitimate. "Why should Canada not look at [Gripen] seriously?" is the one question that
challenges U.S. interests, but it is directed at a guest who has no decision-making power over Canadian procurement.
By designing questions within the U.S. frame, the anchor ensures that even critical questions reinforce the underlying
assumption that Canada is the party that must adjust.

D) 3 Core Messages Embedded in the Broadcast

Content Message (What the viewer learns):

“Canada’s best path forward is to accommodate U.S. demands, restart talks on U.S. terms, and accept a 10%
tariff baseline as progress.”

» Technique: Agenda-setting through question design and single-source expert selection

» Evidence: "What are your thoughts on what could get this restarted?" / "Ambassador Hoekstra said Canada needs
to try to get itself into the lowest tariff bucket... that would be tremendous progress for them" — the anchor's
framing and Cramer's unchallenged advice both point toward Canadian accommodation as the rational path.

Personal Message (Who is presented positively/negatively):

"Senator Cramer is a reasonable, Canada-friendly Republican who represents the best of U.S.-Canada relations;
Doug Ford is a self-interested politician whose 'stunt' damaged Canada; Howard Lutnik is the problematic outlier
in an otherwise well-intentioned administration."

» Technique: Selective characterization and differential framing

» Evidence: Cramer is thanked for being "such an easy guy to talk to" and invited to enjoy Halifax; Ford's ad is
characterized as a "stunt" without challenge; Lutnik is the only U.S. official criticized, and even then Cramer is
invited to distance himself from Lutnik rather than defend him.

Societal Message (What worldview is reinforced):

"Canada is a smaller, dependent partner that must manage its relationship with the U.S. carefully, accept some
economic pain as the price of proximity, and look to reasonable Americans like Cramer for guidance on how to
navigate Trump's Washington."

» Technique: Power asymmetry normalization through framing, word choice, and source selection

+ Evidence: Cramer's population comparison ("Canada's 40 million, we're 300 million more than that") goes
unchallenged; the anchor's fatalistic "probably the relationship will be fundamentally and maybe permanently
changed" accepts structural damage as inevitable; no Canadian voice asserts Canadian rights or interests from a
position of strength.
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E) Classification

Classification: CLEAR ONE-SIDEDNESS (4.1-6.0)

The broadcast exhibits clear one-sidedness primarily through structural choices — source selection, agenda-setting,
and question design — rather than through overt rhetorical manipulation. The anchor makes genuine attempts to
challenge the guest on several points, which prevents classification as systemic skew, but the structural failure to
include any Canadian expert, opposition voice, or independent analyst, combined with the consistent acceptance of
U.S. negotiating frames, produces a broadcast that systematically privileges U.S. Republican perspectives on
Canadian policy questions.

F) Summary

This broadcast of Power & Politics presents a structurally imbalanced examination of Canada-U.S. trade relations by
allocating 100% of expert speaking time to U.S. Republican-aligned figures while omitting Canadian trade experts,
industry representatives, opposition politicians, and independent analysts entirely. The CBC Journalistic Standards
and Practices require that "we contribute to informed debate on issues that matter to Canadians" and that coverage
be "fair, and based on a wide range of sources" — standards this broadcast fails to meet by relying exclusively on a
single partisan U.S. source for all substantive analysis of Canadian policy questions. The Broadcasting Act, Section
3(1)(I), requires that CBC "provide a reasonable opportunity for the public to be exposed to the expression of differing
views on matters of public concern" — a mandate undermined by the broadcast's single-source structure and its
systematic exclusion of Canadian perspectives on decisions that directly affect Canadian workers, industries, and
sovereignty. The anchor's moderation, while occasionally challenging, consistently retreats from pressing questions to
conclusion, particularly on Vance's immigration claims and the legal basis for U.S. tariffs, falling short of the
impartiality and rigour required by CBC's Journalistic Standards and Practices. While the broadcast does not exhibit
the overt rhetorical manipulation characteristic of extreme bias, its structural choices — leading with U.S. criticism,
framing Canada as the party that must act, and presenting a U.S. senator as the authoritative voice on Canadian
policy — produce a broadcast that, in aggregate, serves U.S. negotiating interests more than it serves the Canadian
public's right to informed, balanced coverage of a matter of significant national consequence.
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CHAPTER 3 — PARTY-POLITICAL BIAS

Party Bias Scores

Evidence

Party Score (-
5 to +5)

NDP -3

Green Party -2

(GPC)

Liberal Party +1

(LPC)

Bloc Québécois -3

(BQ)

Conservative Party -1
(CPC)

People's Party -2
(PPC)

Summary Statistics

Completely absent from broadcast. NDP's position on trade (which includes stronger
retaliatory measures, worker protections, and skepticism of corporate trade deals) is
never mentioned. Auto workers — a core NDP constituency — are discussed without
any NDP voice. Score reflects systematic exclusion of left-labor perspective.

Completely absent. Green perspectives on trade (environmental standards in
CUSMA, carbon border adjustments) are not mentioned. Score is slightly less
negative than NDP only because Green perspectives are less directly relevant to the
specific topics covered.

The Carney government's position is referenced sympathetically by the anchor ("l
don't think Mark Carney would have cut off talks if a governor did something like
that") and Cramer expresses willingness to see Carney and Trump meet again. The
government is not criticized. However, no Liberal official is given a platform, limiting
the positive score. Quote: "l actually think that the president would welcome another
visit from Mark Carney."

Completely absent. Quebec's specific trade concerns (cultural industries, supply
management, aerospace sector) are not mentioned despite being directly relevant to
CUSMA negotiations. The dairy discussion — a supply management issue of
particular importance to Quebec — is framed entirely through U.S. frustration without
Quebec's perspective.

Absent from broadcast. The CPC's position on trade negotiations is not represented.
However, the broadcast's general framing (accommodation of U.S. demands,
criticism of Ford's ad as a "stunt") is arguably more consistent with a CPC-adjacent
pragmatic approach than with NDP or Green positions, giving a slightly less negative
score. Quote: Cramer's criticism of Ford's ad as a "stunt" implicitly aligns with CPC
criticism of provincial Liberal/NDP governments without CPC being given credit.

Completely absent. PPC's position (which would likely favor different trade
arrangements and is skeptical of multilateral institutions) is not represented. Score
reflects absence rather than active disadvantage.

Most Favored Party: Liberal Party (LPC) — Score: +1

The Carney government is the only Canadian political entity treated with any sympathy, primarily through the
anchor's implicit defense of Carney's conduct relative to Trump's.

Most Disadvantaged Party: NDP and Bloc Québécois (tied) — Score: -3

Both parties represent constituencies (auto workers, Quebec supply management) directly affected by the issues
discussed, yet neither is represented or even mentioned.
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Average Deviation from 0: (3+2+1+3+1+2) + 6 = 2.0
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CHAPTER 4 — LEGAL CLASSIFICATION

A) CBC Journalistic Standards and Practices (JSP)

Accuracy

» Standard: CBC JSP requires that "the information we present is accurate, reliable and current.”

+ Finding 1: Vance's claim that a high foreign-born population lowers living standards is presented without factual
rebuttal. The economic literature on this question is extensive and largely contradicts the claim.

» Evidence: "a high percentage of foreign-born population lowering our standard of living" — attributed to Vance,
partially endorsed by Cramer, not challenged with data.

* Violation: Failure to provide accurate context for an empirically contested claim.
» Severity: Moderate

 Finding 2: The broadcast refers to "Secretary Gnome" (likely Kristi Noem, Secretary of Homeland Security) — a
transcription error that, if reflected in broadcast speech, represents a factual inaccuracy about a named official.

» Evidence: "this week's announcement by Secretary Gnome with Ambassador Hillman"
* Violation: Factual inaccuracy regarding a named pubilic official (minor if transcription error only).
» Severity: Minor
Fairness
» Standard: CBC JSP requires that "we treat individuals and organizations with respect and without prejudice" and
that "we seek out the widest possible range of perspectives."

* Finding: Doug Ford's advertising campaign is characterized as a "stunt" by a U.S. senator without any
representation from Ford's government or any Ontario provincial voice.

» Evidence: Cramer: "if it was a stunt, it probably worked well politically for Doug" — unchallenged by anchor.

* Violation: A Canadian elected official's policy decision is characterized negatively by a foreign political actor
without the official being given opportunity to respond.

» Severity: Moderate
Balance
« Standard: CBC JSP requires that "we present a wide range of perspectives" and that "we do not promote any
particular point of view on matters of public policy."

* Finding: The broadcast presents exclusively U.S. Republican perspectives on Canadian trade policy, with no
Canadian expert, opposition politician, industry representative, or independent analyst.

» Evidence: Full transcript — 100% of expert speaking time allocated to Hoekstra (clip) and Cramer (live interview),
both Trump administration-aligned Republicans.

* Violation: Systematic failure to present a wide range of perspectives on a matter of significant Canadian public
policy concern.

» Severity: Significant
Impartiality

» Standard: CBC JSP requires that anchors and reporters "do not express personal opinions on matters of
controversy."

* Finding 1: The anchor expresses a personal opinion on the likely permanence of relationship damage.

» Evidence: "probably the relationship will be fundamentally and maybe permanently changed, right?"

* Violation: Expression of personal opinion on a contested matter of public policy.

+ Severity: Minor

* Finding 2: The anchor's warm closing ("thank you for being such an easy guy to talk to") signals personal approval
of the guest.

+ Evidence: Closing exchange.
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* Violation: Personal approval signal that compromises the appearance of impartiality.
+ Severity: Minor
Independence
» Standard: CBC JSP requires that CBC "resist pressure from governments, corporations, and other interest
groups."

» Finding: No direct evidence of external pressure is determinable from the transcript. However, the structural choice
to interview a U.S. Republican senator as the sole expert on Canadian trade policy, without any Canadian
counterweight, raises questions about editorial independence from U.S. diplomatic framing.

+ Severity: Minor (insufficient evidence for stronger finding)

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

Section 3(1)(I) — Safeguarding Canadian cultural, political, social and economic fabric

* Finding: The broadcast's framing — that Canada must accommodate U.S. demands, that the relationship is
"permanently changed," and that a U.S. senator is the appropriate authority on Canadian policy options — does
not serve to "safeguard, enrich and strengthen" Canada's political and economic fabric. Rather, it reinforces a
narrative of Canadian dependency and U.S. dominance.

» Evidence: "Canada needs to try to get itself into the lowest tariff bucket" (presented without challenge); "probably
the relationship will be fundamentally and maybe permanently changed.”

* Violation: The broadcast's framing undermines rather than strengthens Canada's political and economic self-
understanding.

» Severity: Moderate
Section 3(1)(d)(i) — Reflecting Canada's diversity
+ Finding: The broadcast reflects no regional diversity (no Quebec, no Western Canada, no Atlantic Canada

perspectives beyond Halifax as a backdrop), no linguistic diversity, no Indigenous perspectives on trade, and no
diversity of political opinion within Canada.

» Evidence: Full transcript — all Canadian perspectives are represented solely by the anchor.
* Violation: Failure to reflect Canada's regional, linguistic, and political diversity on a matter of national significance.
« Severity: Significant

C) CRTC Conditions of Licence

High Standard of Journalistic Ethics

* Finding: The broadcast's single-source structure, challenge-and-retreat moderation pattern, and failure to provide
factual rebuttal to contested empirical claims (Vance's immigration assertion) fall below the high standard of
journalistic ethics required by CRTC conditions of licence for CBC News Network.

» Evidence: Vance immigration claim unchallenged; "stunt" characterization unchallenged; no independent expert
source.

» Violation: Failure to maintain high journalistic ethics standard through inadequate source diversity and incomplete
factual verification.

» Severity: Moderate

Overall Regulatory Assessment

This broadcast exhibits several departures from CBC's Journalistic Standards and Practices, most significantly in the
areas of balance and fairness, where the exclusive reliance on U.S. Republican-aligned sources for all substantive
expert analysis of Canadian trade policy represents a systemic rather than incidental failure. The broadcast's framing
— which positions Canada as a party that must act to satisfy U.S. demands rather than a treaty partner with
enforceable legal rights — is inconsistent with CBC's mandate under the Broadcasting Act to safeguard Canada's
political and economic fabric and to reflect the diversity of Canadian perspectives. While individual violations are
generally in the minor-to-moderate range, their cumulative effect — single-source expert selection, unchallenged
characterization of Canadian democratic activity as a "stunt," failure to rebut contested empirical claims, and complete
absence of Canadian institutional voices — constitutes a pattern that falls below the standard of journalistic rigour
expected of Canada's national public broadcaster on a matter of significant national economic consequence. The
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CRTC's requirement for a high standard of journalistic ethics is not met by a broadcast that covers five major policy
areas affecting millions of Canadians without a single Canadian expert, industry representative, or opposition political

voice.

Source Credibility Check

Funding/Affiliation

Conflicts of Interest

Credibility
Assessment

Counter-Voice
Offered?

Pete Hoekstra (clip)

Senator Kevin
Cramer

General "Gutline"
(cited by Cramer)

"Canadian business
people and US
business people"
(cited by Cramer)

Icebreaker deal /
Secretary Noem
announcement

U.S. federal
government (Trump
appointee);
previously funded by
Republican Party and
conservative donors

U.S. federal
government salary;
Republican Party;
campaign donors
include energy,
agriculture, and
financial sectors in
North Dakota

U.S. Department of
Defense

Unspecified

U.S. government
announcement

Direct political
interest in defending
Trump trade policy;
no prior diplomatic
experience before
Trump appointments;
political ally of Trump

Direct political
interest in defending
Trump administration
trade policy;
represents a state
with significant
agricultural trade
interests with
Canada; political ally
of Trump

Unverifiable; cited
second-hand through
a partisan political
actor

Unverifiable; no
names,
organizations, or
positions cited

Cited as evidence of
positive momentum
by a partisan actor;
no independent
assessment

Low (as neutral
source on Canada-
U.S. relations)

Low (as neutral
source on Canadian
policy options)

Not assessable

Not assessable

Low (as evidence of
diplomatic progress
without independent
verification)

No

No

No

No

No

Overall Source Credibility: The broadcast relies entirely on sources with direct political interests in defending the
Trump administration's trade policy toward Canada. No source with independence from U.S. Republican political
interests is cited at any point. This represents a significant source credibility deficit for a broadcast on Canada's public
broadcaster covering Canadian national interests.

End of Analysis Report — Version 1.0-cbc

Prepared under the analytical framework for CBC/Radio-Canada broadcast accountability assessment.
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OVERALL EVALUATION OF THE 15 CRITERIA

Individual Scores — All 15 Criteria

/ . Schweizerischer Verein fur ausgewogene Berichterstattung

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

HARD FACTS SCORE (1-8) 5.710 Significant imbalance

SOFT FACTS SCORE (9-14) 5.5/10 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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No factual
determination

No legal judgment

No proof of
causation

No judgment of
intent

Heuristic
comparison tool
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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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