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OVERALL

SCORE 5.2/10 Significant imbalance

0 = balanced, 10 = strongly biased/manipulative

BROADCAST INFO AND TOPIC FRAMEWORK

Broadcast Identification

» Broadcast Title: Power & Politics — "Canada deepening ties with India against backdrop of security dialogue:
Anand"

Network: CBC News Network / CBC/Radio-Canada
Estimated Date: November 25, 2025 (per filename: 2025-11-25)

» Approximate Length: 35-45 minutes (estimated from transcript density; interview segments suggest two extended
conversations)

Presenter/Anchor: David (surname not stated in transcript; consistent with Power & Politics format, likely David
Cochrane or a named anchor identified only as "David")

Guests / Interviewees

Name Affiliation Role
Anita Anand Government of Canada Foreign Affairs Minister (Liberal
Party)
Vina Najabula / Nejabula Asia-Pacific Foundation of Canada Vice President, Research and
Strategy
Mark Carney (referenced, audio clip) Government of Canada Prime Minister (Liberal Party)
Main Topic

Canada and India have agreed to relaunch Comprehensive Economic Partnership Agreement (CEPA) negotiations
following a diplomatic thaw, examined against the unresolved backdrop of alleged Indian state-linked transnational
repression on Canadian soil.

Current Context (3—4 sentences)

The Canada-India diplomatic relationship collapsed in September 2023 when then-Prime Minister Justin Trudeau
publicly alleged in the House of Commons that agents of the Indian government were linked to the murder of Sikh
activist Hardeep Singh Nijjar in Surrey, British Columbia — a claim India categorically denied. The relationship
deteriorated further through 2024, with mutual expulsion of diplomats and the suspension of trade negotiations. Under
Prime Minister Mark Carney, elected in 2025, Canada has pursued a deliberate "step-by-step" diplomatic reset,
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culminating in the Carney-Modi meeting at the G20 in South Africa and the announcement of relaunched CEPA
negotiations. This reset occurs while the RCMP continues to issue threat warnings to Sikh activists in Canada, the
Nijjar murder investigation remains active, and a Khalistan independence referendum was held in Ottawa on the same
weekend as the Carney-Modi meeting — creating significant tension between economic pragmatism and the
unresolved security and human rights concerns that triggered the original rupture.
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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 6/10

1 2 3 4 5 6

Definition: Who is chosen as an expert, and whether their funding sources, institutional affiliations, and potential
conflicts of interest are disclosed and considered.

Finding 1

- Location: Second interview segment

- Quote: "Vina Najabula is vice president of research and strategy at the Asia-Pacific Foundation of Canada and she
joins me now."

- Technique: Institutional affiliation without conflict-of-interest disclosure. The Asia-Pacific Foundation of Canada
(APF Canada) is a federally funded think tank that receives significant funding from the Government of Canada and
has an explicit mandate to promote Canada-Asia economic engagement. Its institutional purpose is to facilitate the
very kind of trade deepening being discussed. This is not disclosed.

- Why problematic: Presenting APF Canada's VP as an independent expert without disclosing that the organization
is government-funded and institutionally aligned with the policy being examined creates a false impression of
independent expert validation. The guest's analysis consistently supports the government's position, which is
consistent with APF Canada's mandate but is not identified as such.

Finding 2

- Location: Throughout second interview

- Quote: "So | think there is a lot more cooperation and that's certainly the message we're also getting from the high
commissioner in Ottawa."

- Technique: Source conflation. The expert cites the Canadian High Commissioner's messaging as corroborating
evidence for her optimistic assessment of India's cooperation. This conflates a government diplomatic source with
independent expert analysis, without flagging that the High Commissioner is a government official whose
communications are inherently political.

- Why problematic: An expert citing a government official's messaging as evidence, without noting that this is a
government-to-government communication rather than independent verification, blurs the line between expert
analysis and government advocacy.

Finding 3

- Location: Entire broadcast

- Technique: Expert monoculture. The only expert guest is from an institution aligned with Canada-Asia trade
promotion. No expert from a human rights organization, a security studies background, a Sikh community
organization, or an opposition-aligned think tank is included.
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- Why problematic: A single expert from a single institutional perspective — one aligned with the government's
policy direction — means the "expert" segment functions as amplification of the government interview rather than
independent scrutiny of it.
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2. SOURCE SELECTION 6/10

1 2 3 4 5 6

Claims without primary source = penalty points (rumour check)

Definition: The diversity and independence of sources cited in the broadcast, including their funding, mandate, and
potential interests.

Finding 1

- Location: Throughout broadcast

- Technique: Government-aligned source concentration. Primary sources: (1) Foreign Affairs Minister —
government; (2) Prime Minister audio clip — government; (3) Asia-Pacific Foundation VP — government-funded
institution with mandate to promote Canada-Asia engagement. Secondary references: CSIS director Dan Rogers
(referenced, not interviewed); High Commissioner in Ottawa (referenced by expert). No independent academic, civil
society, opposition, or community sources are cited.

- Why problematic: When all primary sources are either government officials or government-funded institutions with
aligned mandates, the broadcast cannot provide the independent scrutiny that public broadcasting is mandated to
deliver.

Finding 2

- Location: Najabula interview
- Quote: "that's certainly the message we're also getting from the high commissioner in Ottawa"

- Technique: Government source laundered through expert. The expert cites a government diplomatic official's
messaging as corroborating evidence for her analysis. This is presented as independent corroboration when it is, in
fact, a government-to-government communication being relayed through an expert from a government-funded
institution.

- Why problematic: This creates a circular source structure: government minister makes claims — government-
funded expert cites government diplomatic source to corroborate — audience perceives independent validation.

Finding 3

- Location: Security discussion throughout

- Quote (anchor): "We saw the ceases director Dan Rogers saying the threat has not gone away and that the
agency has remained very vigilant."

- Technique: Reference without interview. The CSIS director's statement is cited as evidence of ongoing threat but
the director is not interviewed. His statement is used to frame a question to the minister rather than as an
independent analytical contribution.

- Why problematic: Citing a security official's warning to frame a question, without giving that official or any
independent security analyst speaking time, means the security concern is raised but not substantively examined.
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3. TIME DISTRIBUTION 6/10

1 2 3 4 5 6

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

Finding 1

- Location: Entire broadcast

- Technique: Structural time imbalance. The broadcast features: (1) a full interview with the sitting Foreign Affairs
Minister (Liberal government); (2) a full interview with an expert from a government-funded institution whose
analysis supports the government's position; (3) a brief audio clip of the Prime Minister (Liberal). Zero speaking time
is given to opposition parties, Sikh community representatives, human rights organizations, or any voice critical of
the diplomatic reset.

- Why problematic: 100% of substantive speaking time is allocated to voices that support or are institutionally
aligned with the government's policy direction. This is a structural imbalance that cannot be corrected by the
anchor's questioning alone.

Finding 2

- Location: Security concerns vs. trade opportunity discussion

- Technique: Asymmetric depth of treatment. The trade opportunity dimension receives extensive, detailed
treatment (specific sectors, dollar figures, timelines, strategic rationale). The security and human rights dimension
receives repeated but shallow treatment — the same questions are asked multiple times but never pursued to
substantive answers, and no time is allocated to independent security or human rights analysis.

- Why problematic: The depth asymmetry means that even when security concerns are raised, they function as
rhetorical obstacles to be navigated rather than substantive issues to be examined. The trade narrative receives
analytical depth; the security narrative receives only surface acknowledgment.

Finding 3

- Location: Ukraine segment (approximately final third of Anand interview)

- Technique: Topic pivot without resolution. The Ukraine peace plan discussion is introduced mid-interview and
receives significant time, effectively displacing further scrutiny of the India security cooperation question. The
anchor acknowledges being "way over time" before pivoting to the Alberta energy deal question.

- Why problematic: The introduction of the Ukraine topic — while newsworthy — functions to reduce the time
available for follow-up on the India security questions that the anchor had identified as unresolved. Whether
intentional or not, the effect is to limit accountability on the primary topic.
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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 and whose absence shapes
audience understanding.

Finding 1

- Location: Throughout broadcast

- Technique: Omission of specific RCMP/CSIS findings. The broadcast references that "sick activists are still getting
warnings" and that CSIS director Dan Rogers said "the threat has not gone away," but never specifies the
documented scope of Indian state interference in Canada. The National Security and Intelligence Committee of
Parliamentarians (NSICOP) report, which detailed extensive foreign interference including by India, is not
mentioned. The specific charges laid against Indian nationals in connection with Nijjar's murder are not referenced.
- Why problematic: Without this context, the security concerns appear vague and unsubstantiated, making the
government's "step-by-step" approach appear more reasonable than it might if the full documented record were
presented.

Finding 2

- Location: Entire broadcast

- Technique: Complete omission of Sikh-Canadian community perspective. The Khalistan independence
referendum in Ottawa is mentioned once by the anchor ("there is an independence referendum in Ottawa on
Sunday, for example, the day Prime Minister Carney sat down with Narendra Modi") but no representative of the
Sikh-Canadian community is interviewed or quoted. This community is the primary target of the alleged
transnational repression being discussed.

- Why problematic: Discussing transnational repression against a specific community without including any member
of that community is a fundamental journalistic omission. It allows the issue to be discussed in abstract policy terms
without the human dimension that would make the stakes concrete for viewers.

Finding 3

- Location: Trade discussion segments

- Technique: Omission of India's protectionist trade record and CEPA negotiation history. The broadcast mentions in
passing that "India is protectionist and doesn't want to open its market" but does not note that Canada-India CEPA
negotiations have been ongoing since 2010 — fifteen years — without conclusion, precisely because of India's
resistance to market opening. This context would significantly complicate the optimistic framing of the new
negotiations.

- Why problematic: Presenting the CEPA announcement as a significant breakthrough without noting the fifteen-
year negotiation history and the structural reasons for its failure misleads viewers about the realistic prospects for
the deal.

Missing Voices

1. Sikh-Canadian community representatives — the community most directly affected by alleged transnational
repression; their perspective on the diplomatic reset is entirely absent

2. Official Opposition (Conservative Party) foreign affairs critic — no parliamentary accountability voice challenging
the government's framing

3. NDP foreign affairs critic — the NDP has historically been vocal on both human rights and trade issues with India
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4. Human rights lawyers or NGO representatives — no independent human rights accountability voice

5. Canadian business/export associations — no voice from those who would directly benefit from or be skeptical of
CEPA

6. Academic specialists in South Asian geopolitics or Canadian foreign policy — no independent scholarly
perspective

7. RCMP or CSIS officials (on record) — referenced but not interviewed; security community perspective is filtered
entirely through the minister

8. Ukrainian-Canadian community or Ukraine policy experts — the Ukraine peace plan segment is discussed without
any Ukrainian diaspora or independent foreign policy expert input
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5. NUMERICAL MANIPULATION 510

1 2 3 4 5

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

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

Finding 1

- Location: Anchor introduction and throughout

- Quote: "The prime minister says this trade deal could double Canada India trade to 70 billion by around 2030."

- Technique: Aspirational figure presented without baseline context or probability assessment. The $70 billion figure
is a political target, not an economic projection. It is presented without noting: (a) the fifteen-year history of failed
CEPA negotiations; (b) India's consistent protectionism; (c) what specific trade barriers would need to be removed
to achieve this; (d) whether independent economists consider this realistic.

- Why problematic: Presenting a government's aspirational trade target as a credible economic projection, without
independent verification or historical context, misleads viewers about the likelihood of the outcome.

Finding 2

- Location: Najabula interview

- Quote: "the bilateral trade in last year was about 30 billion. Now, interestingly, a lot of that about 20 billion of that is
services trade and that's services that Canadians provide to India. So, largely around financial services and
universities and tourism"

- Technique: Selective statistical framing. The expert notes that $20 billion of $30 billion in bilateral trade is services
— but does not note that services trade is significantly harder to capture in a CEPA (which primarily governs goods
trade) and that the university/foreign student component faces significant headwinds from Canadian immigration
policy changes. This context would complicate the optimistic doubling narrative.

- Why problematic: Presenting trade figures without noting the structural composition of that trade and the policy
headwinds affecting its largest component creates a misleadingly optimistic picture of CEPA's potential impact.

Finding 3

- Location: Najabula interview

- Quote: "Canada is the seventh largest investor in India as it stands" (Anand) / "Canada is one of the largest for
example foreign investors in India" (audio clip)

- Technique: Rank without context. "Seventh largest investor" sounds significant but provides no context about the
absolute dollar value, the gap between Canada and larger investors, or whether this ranking reflects Canadian
pension fund activity (which is largely independent of government trade policy) rather than direct government-
facilitated investment.

- Why problematic: Investment ranking figures without context can create an inflated impression of the existing
relationship's depth and Canada's leverage in negotiations.
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6. GUILT BY ASSOCIATION 2110

1 2

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

Finding 1

- Location: Anchor question to Anand

- Quote: "there is an independence referendum in Ottawa on Sunday, for example, the day Prime Minister Carney
sat down with Narendra Modi"

- Technique: Implicit association. The mention of the Khalistan independence referendum in the same breath as the
Carney-Modi meeting implicitly associates Sikh community political activity with the diplomatic tension, without
explicitly making this connection. This could subtly frame Sikh political expression as a complicating factor in
Canada-India relations rather than as legitimate democratic activity.

- Why problematic: While the juxtaposition is factually accurate and newsworthy, the framing does not distinguish
between Sikh Canadians exercising democratic rights and the transnational repression that targets them —
potentially conflating the two in audience perception.

Note: Guilt by association is not a dominant technique in this broadcast. Score reflects limited application.
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7. TIMING & PLACEMENT 4/10

1 2 3 4

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

Finding 1

- Location: Broadcast structure

- Technique: Lead story framing. The Canada-India trade deal announcement leads the broadcast, positioning it as
the most significant news of the day. This editorial choice frames the economic opportunity as the primary story,
with security concerns as a secondary complication — rather than, for example, leading with the RCMP threat
warnings to Sikh activists and treating the trade announcement as occurring against that backdrop.

- Why problematic: The choice of what leads a broadcast is one of the most powerful editorial decisions in
journalism. Leading with the trade deal frames the entire subsequent discussion within an economic opportunity
narrative.

Finding 2

- Location: Ukraine segment placement

- Technique: Topic displacement. The Ukraine peace plan discussion is inserted mid-interview with the Foreign
Affairs Minister, after the anchor has asked the India security cooperation question three times without receiving a
substantive answer. The Ukraine topic then occupies significant time before the Alberta energy deal question closes
the interview.

- Why problematic: Whether intentional or not, the introduction of the Ukraine topic at this point in the interview

effectively ends the India security accountability line of questioning. The anchor does not return to it after the
Ukraine discussion.

Finding 3

- Location: Expert interview placement (after ministerial interview)

- Technique: Sequencing effect. The expert interview follows the ministerial interview. Because the expert's analysis
is broadly supportive of the government's position, the sequencing creates a cumulative effect: government makes
the case, expert validates the case. A critical expert placed after the minister would create a different cumulative
effect.

- Why problematic: The sequencing of supportive expert analysis after a government minister interview, with no
intervening critical voice, creates a structural endorsement effect regardless of the individual content of either
interview.
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8. SELECTIVE OUTRAGE 4/10

1 2 3 4

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

Definition: Moral outrage or concern expressed at certain positions or actors but not at equivalent positions or actors.

Finding 1

- Location: Anchor questions on India vs. framing of UAE/China engagement

- Quote (anchor on India): "how do we calibrate this and justify this when the transnational repression seemingly
hasn't stopped?"

- Quote (anchor on UAE/China): "l look at Mark Carney going to the Emirates uh to tap into their sovereign wealth
fund... he's re-engaging with the big economies of the global south”

- Technique: Asymmetric moral framing. The anchor applies a "how do we justify this?" framing to India
engagement but frames UAE and China engagement as a "diversification play" — a strategic rather than moral
question. The UAE has been credibly linked to funding a militia in Sudan (the RSF, responsible for mass atrocities);
China's human rights record is well-documented. Yet these engagements receive less moral scrutiny than the India
engagement.

- Why problematic: Applying different moral registers to equivalent situations — engagement with states accused of
serious human rights violations — suggests that the moral concern about India is partly driven by the specific
Canadian domestic political salience of the Nijjar case rather than a consistent human rights framework.

Finding 2

- Location: Anchor question to Anand on human rights

- Quote: "But you like the human right issues around some of these countries, India, China, you know, the the
criticism of the UAE for funding a militia in Sudan."

- Technique: Bundled and softened. The anchor raises human rights concerns about India, China, and the UAE in a
single question, which dilutes the specific and documented nature of each concern. The phrasing "you like the
human right issues" (likely "you've got the human rights issues") is casual and minimizing.

- Why problematic: Bundling distinct human rights concerns into a single casual question, and then accepting a
general answer about "infusing values into foreign policy," allows the minister to avoid addressing any specific
human rights situation in depth.
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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 |
oot
| 1| Canadian government (Liberal) — diplomatic reset rationale | COVERED (Minister Anand, full interview) |
| 2 | Independent trade/Asia-Pacific economic analysis | COVERED (Najabula, Asia-Pacific Foundation) |
| 3 | Sikh-Canadian community / diaspora affected by transnational repression | OMITTED |
| 4 | Opposition parties (Conservative, NDP) on security-trade tradeoff | OMITTED |

| 5 | Canadian security/intelligence community perspective (beyond brief CSIS reference) | MENTIONED (Dan
Rogers/CSIS referenced by anchor, not interviewed) |

| 6 | Human rights organizations (Amnesty International, Human Rights Watch) | OMITTED |
| 7 | Canadian business community / trade associations on CEPA | OMITTED |

| 8 | Academic experts on India-Canada relations / South Asian studies | OMITTED |

| 9 | Indian government perspective / Indian diplomatic sources | OMITTED |

| 10 | Legal experts on transnational repression / international law | 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 settled, what is presented
as the natural or inevitable starting point.

Finding 1

- Location: Opening segment and throughout

- Quote: "lt's the latest sign diplomatic relations between the two countries are thawing after a major fallout in 2023."
- Technique: Normalization framing. The word "thawing" implies a natural, positive, and inevitable progression — as
if the resumption of full relations is the default endpoint. The framing treats the diplomatic reset as inherently
desirable progress rather than a contested policy choice.

- Why problematic: This framing pre-loads the audience to view the reset positively before any critical examination.
A neutral framing would describe it as "Canada choosing to resume trade talks despite unresolved security
concerns" — which foregrounds the tension rather than the resolution.

Finding 2

- Location: Anchor question to Najabula, mid-second interview

- Quote: "l look at India. | look at the desire to re-engage with China. | look at Mark Carney going to the Emirates uh
to tap into their sovereign wealth fund. The diversification play that he's making... he's re-engaging with the big
economies of the global south..."

- Technique: Strategic necessity framing. The anchor frames Canada's engagement with authoritarian or rights-
problematic states as a "diversification play" — a neutral, even admirable strategic maneuver — rather than as a
values-laden policy choice with ethical costs.

- Why problematic: This framing naturalizes engagement with states accused of serious human rights violations by
embedding it within an economic necessity narrative, reducing the ethical dimension to a minor complication rather
than a central policy question.

Finding 3

- Location: Najabula interview, closing segment

- Quote: "Well, because we don't have a choice. | mean, if we could only do business with Europe and somehow
that was enough, then | think we could have stopped there."

- Technique: False necessity / TINA framing ("There Is No Alternative"). The expert guest frames engagement with
India, China, and the UAE as having no viable alternative, which forecloses discussion of whether Canada could
pursue different trade diversification strategies that do not involve states with active transnational repression
records.

- Why problematic: The "no choice" framing is an analytical claim presented as self-evident fact. It is not challenged
by the anchor, effectively endorsing a government policy position through an ostensibly independent expert.
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11. WORD CHOICE & TERMINOLOGY 510

1 2 3 4 5

Definition: The use of loaded language, euphemisms, dysphemisms, or connotative word choices that shape audience
perception.

Finding 1

- Location: Opening narration

- Quote: "That's when Canadian officials accused Indian agents of being linked to the murder of sick activist Herd
Singh Ninja here on Canadian soil."

- Technique: Credibility-softening language. The use of "accused" and "linked to" significantly softens what the
RCMP and Canadian government have stated with considerable specificity. The RCMP has publicly stated that
agents of the Indian government were involved in homicides and violent crimes on Canadian soil. "Accused" implies
unverified allegation; "linked to" implies tenuous association. Additionally, "sick activist" (Sikh activist) and "Herd
Singh Ninja" (Hardeep Singh Nijjar) appear to be transcription errors, but their presence in the broadcast record is
notable.

- Why problematic: Systematically softening the language around the core security allegation — which is the entire
reason the diplomatic rupture occurred — reduces the perceived severity of the issue and makes the diplomatic
reset appear less ethically fraught.

Finding 2

- Location: Anchor question to Anand, mid-interview

- Quote: "...the transnational repression seemingly hasn't stopped"

- Technique: Epistemic hedging ("seemingly"). The anchor uses "seemingly" to qualify a statement that is supported
by RCMP threat warnings — a documented, official government action. This hedging introduces unnecessary doubt
about a factual matter.

- Why problematic: When the anchor uses "seemingly" for documented RCMP threat warnings but does not apply
equivalent hedging to government claims about the benefits of the trade deal, there is an asymmetry in epistemic
standards that subtly favors the government's positive framing.

Finding 3

- Location: Najabula interview

- Quote: "Pragmatic is definitely the right word... There's also a recognition that India is now the fourth largest
economy..."

- Technique: Euphemistic reframing. "Pragmatic” is used throughout by both the anchor and the expert as a positive
descriptor for what critics would characterize as prioritizing economic interests over human rights commitments. The
word launders a contested policy choice as mature, sophisticated statecraft.

- Why problematic: "Pragmatic" carries positive connotations of realism and competence. Its repeated,
unchallenged use by both the anchor and the expert guest effectively endorses the government's framing of the
policy without subjecting it to the scrutiny that a term like "trade-off" or "compromise on values" would invite.
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12. MODERATION BEHAVIOR 510

1 2 3 4 5

Definition: Asymmetries in the anchor's questioning style, follow-up persistence, interruptions, and sympathy signals
across different guests.

Finding 1

- Location: Anand interview, multiple exchanges

- Quote (anchor): "Right. But has India tangibly changed its level of cooperation on the investigations into Mr.
Niger's murder? Are they have they agreed to better information sharing?"

- Technique: Appropriate critical questioning. The anchor does press Minister Anand on the security cooperation
question multiple times, which is commendable. However, when Anand deflects with process language ("the first
and foremost the discussion at the highest levels"), the anchor accepts the non-answer and moves on rather than
pressing for specifics.

- Why problematic: The anchor identifies the evasion ("they talk about progress on a law enforcement dialogue, but
it's never really kind of substantiated or itemized in public") but does not follow up with the minister in real time —
the observation is made to the expert guest after the minister has left. This allows the minister to avoid
accountability in the moment.

Finding 2

- Location: Najabula interview throughout

- Quote (anchor): "Well, as luck would have it, you're in New Delhi as we speak."

- Technique: Sympathy signal / credibility enhancement. The anchor frames the expert's physical presence in New
Delhi as a mark of special authority ("as luck would have it"), lending additional credibility to her perspective without
noting that being in New Delhi for an Asia-Pacific Foundation event may itself reflect institutional alignment with the
subject matter.

- Why problematic: This framing positions the expert as having privileged, on-the-ground insight, which pre-validates
her analysis before she has spoken. No equivalent credibility-building is offered for any critical perspective.

Finding 3

- Location: Najabula interview, closing

- Quote (anchor): "Vina Nejabula, vice president at the Asia-Pacific Foundation of Canada. We always appreciate
the time and the insight. Thank you."

- Technique: Warm closing / endorsement signal. The phrase "we always appreciate the time and the insight"
signals ongoing relationship and implicit endorsement of the expert's analytical value. This is a standard broadcast
courtesy but, in context, reinforces the impression that this expert's perspective is the authoritative one on the
subject.

- Why problematic: When combined with the absence of any critical expert, the warm endorsement of the sole
expert guest functions as an implicit editorial endorsement of her pro-engagement analysis.
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13. QUESTION ASYMMETRY 510

1 2 3 4 5

Definition: Whether hard, confrontational questions are applied consistently across guests, or whether some guests
receive systematically softer treatment.

Finding 1

- Location: Anand interview vs. Najabula interview

- Technique: Differential question hardness. To Minister Anand, the anchor asks: "But has India tangibly changed its
level of cooperation on the investigations into Mr. Niger's murder?" and "How comfortable are you as foreign affairs
minister that the government of India has changed on this front?" — these are appropriately hard questions. To
Najabula, the anchor asks: "What is your assessment of Canada starting negotiations for a new trade deal with
India?" and "What does it tell you just, you know, at a high level about the prime minister's agenda here?" — these
are open-ended, inviting questions.

- Why problematic: The expert guest, whose institutional position is to support Canada-Asia engagement, receives
questions that invite elaboration and endorsement rather than scrutiny. The asymmetry means the expert segment
functions as a second opportunity to make the government's case rather than to independently evaluate it.

Finding 2

- Location: Anand interview, security questions

- Quote (anchor): "Right. But you know as | referenced sick activists are still getting warnings... So | mean how
comfortable are you uh as foreign affairs minister that the government of India has changed on this front."

- Technique: Appropriate pressure, insufficient follow-through. The anchor asks good questions but accepts non-
answers. When Anand responds to "has India tangibly changed?" with a discussion of joint statements and law
enforcement dialogue without citing any specific cooperative act, the anchor does not press for a concrete example.
- Why problematic: The pattern of asking a hard question, receiving a non-answer, and moving on — repeated three
times on the security cooperation question — allows the minister to establish the appearance of accountability
without its substance.

Finding 3

- Location: Alberta energy deal, closing of Anand interview

- Quote (anchor): "Do you know about this? What can you tell us about this?"

- Technique: Soft closing question. The final question to the Foreign Affairs Minister about the Alberta energy deal is
entirely open-ended and invites no accountability. The minister's non-answer ("Minister Hodson will have more to
say in the coming days") is accepted without follow-up.

- Why problematic: Ending a ministerial interview with a question the minister can easily deflect, after having
pressed (but not followed through) on harder questions, creates an overall impression of accountability that is softer
than the questioning record supports.

President: Schilapfer, David - Contact: kontaki@SVFAB.ch - Address: SVFAB, Postfach, CH-8021 Zurich 1
Page 17



mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch

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

14. FALSE BALANCE 3/10

1 2 3

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

Finding 1

- Location: Anchor framing of security vs. trade

- Quote: "You can be both a reliable trading partner and there will be uh some sources of friction."

- Technique: False equivalence through balance framing. The audio clip frames the India relationship as having
"sources of friction" alongside a "strong commercial relationship” — presenting these as roughly equivalent
considerations. The "friction" in question is alleged state-sponsored murder on Canadian soil and ongoing
transnational repression, which is not equivalent to typical trade friction.

- Why problematic: Framing state-sponsored murder and transnational repression as "sources of friction" equivalent
to trade disputes creates a false balance that minimizes the severity of the security concerns.

Finding 2

- Location: Najabula interview

- Quote: "I mean yes India is protectionist and doesn't want to open its market but it's not that it's unique to Canada.
It's essentially what they're doing domestically whereas the issues that we have with them have to do with foreign
interference and so forth."

- Technique: Asymmetric minimization. The expert minimizes India's protectionism ("not unique to Canada") while
also minimizing the foreign interference issue ("and so forth"). Both significant concerns are downplayed in the
same analytical move, creating a false impression that neither is a serious obstacle.

- Why problematic: "And so forth" is a particularly notable minimization of what the Canadian government has
described as state-sponsored murder. The expert's casual treatment of this issue is not challenged by the anchor.
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15. AGENDA-SETTING 7110

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Definition: What becomes "the issue" that the broadcast defines as central, and what is structurally excluded from the
agenda.

Finding 1

- Location: Broadcast structure overall

- Technique: Economic opportunity as primary agenda. The broadcast's central agenda is: Canada needs to
diversify trade; India is a major opportunity; the diplomatic reset is a necessary and positive step; security concerns
are a complication to be managed. This agenda is set by the choice of topic, the choice of guests, the sequencing of
questions, and the framing of the expert discussion.

- Why problematic: An alternative agenda — equally legitimate — would be: Canada's Sikh community faces
ongoing state-sponsored threats; the government is choosing to prioritize trade over accountability; what does this
mean for the rule of law and Canada's human rights commitments? This agenda is structurally excluded.

Finding 2

- Location: Entire broadcast

- Technique: Exclusion of accountability agenda. The broadcast does not ask: What specific accountability
measures has Canada demanded of India? What are the consequences if India does not cooperate? Has the
government set any conditions on trade normalization? What do opposition parties say about this tradeoff? These
questions would constitute an accountability agenda; they are absent.

- Why problematic: Public broadcasting has a specific mandate to hold government accountable. The absence of an
accountability agenda — replaced by a strategic/economic agenda — represents a failure of this mandate.

Finding 3

- Location: Najabula interview, closing

- Quote: "This is a new era in Canadian foreign policy. We're going to be much more pragmatic."

- Technique: Agenda closure through expert endorsement. The broadcast closes the India discussion with the
expert declaring a "new era" of pragmatic foreign policy — a statement that endorses the government's framing and
closes off further questioning. This functions as an editorial conclusion delivered through an expert voice.

- Why problematic: Ending the substantive discussion with an expert's declaration that the government's approach
represents a positive "new era" sets the agenda for how viewers should understand and remember the broadcast's
content.
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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

6/10

7/10

5/10

6/10

5/10

2/10

5/10

4/10

6/10

4/10

3/10

7/10

Diplomatic reset framed as natural progress; economic necessity framing
forecloses ethical alternatives

"Accused," "linked to," "seemingly," and "pragmatic" systematically soften
security concerns and normalize engagement

Sole expert from government-funded institution with mandate aligned to
government policy; no conflict-of-interest disclosure

Sikh community voice, opposition parties, NSICOP findings, 15-year CEPA
negotiation history all absent

Appropriate critical questions to minister but insufficient follow-through;
warm, inviting questions to expert

100% of substantive speaking time allocated to government or
government-aligned voices

Hard questions to minister without follow-through; soft, open-ended
questions to expert

Limited; implicit association of Khalistan referendum with diplomatic
tension

Aspirational trade targets presented as projections; investment rankings
without context

Trade deal leads; Ukraine topic displaces security follow-up; expert
sequencing creates endorsement effect

Government-aligned source concentration; government source laundered
through expert; CSIS referenced but not interviewed

Stronger moral framing on India than on UAE/China despite equivalent or
greater human rights concerns

State-sponsored murder framed as "friction"; both trade and security
concerns minimized by expert

Economic opportunity as primary agenda; accountability agenda
structurally excluded; expert closes with government endorsement

* Criteria Score: (6+5+6+7+5+6+5+2+5+4+3+6+4+3+7) + 15=74 + 15 =4.9/10

C) Top 3 Manipulation Techniques

1. Institutional Source Laundering (Criteria 3, 12, 15)
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The broadcast uses an expert from a government-funded institution (Asia-Pacific Foundation of Canada) to provide
what appears to be independent validation of the government's policy position. Because the expert's institutional
mandate is to promote Canada-Asia economic engagement, her analysis is structurally aligned with the government's
position. This is not disclosed. The effect is that the government's case is made twice — once by the minister, once by
the "independent" expert — creating a false impression of independent corroboration. This is the broadcast's most
significant structural manipulation technique.

2. Accountability Displacement (Criteria 5, 6, 10, 15)

The broadcast raises accountability questions (security cooperation, transnational repression, India's changed
behavior) but systematically prevents them from being answered. The minister deflects with process language; the
anchor does not follow through; the Ukraine topic displaces further questioning; the expert is not asked accountability
questions; and the broadcast closes with an expert endorsement of the government's approach. The result is the
appearance of accountability journalism without its substance.

3. Economic Necessity Framing / TINA (Criteria 1, 2, 15)

Both the anchor and the expert repeatedly frame Canada's engagement with rights-problematic states as having no
viable alternative ("we don't have a choice"). This framing forecloses discussion of whether Canada could pursue
trade diversification through different partners, set conditions on engagement, or adopt a different sequencing of
security accountability and economic normalization. By treating the government's policy as the only rational response
to the US trade threat, the broadcast eliminates the policy debate that public broadcasting is mandated to facilitate.

D) 3 Core Messages Embedded in the Broadcast

Content Message (What the viewer learns):

"Canada is making a pragmatic and necessary pivot to trade diversification with India and other global south
economies; security concerns are being managed through law enforcement dialogue; the economic opportunity is
too large to ignore."

» Technique: Framing + Expert Selection + Agenda-Setting

» Evidence: "Well, because we don't have a choice... the reality is that in order to reduce over reliance on the US,
we've got to do business with many more partners." (Najabula) + "This is a new era in Canadian foreign policy.
We're going to be much more pragmatic." (Najabula)

Personal Message (Who is presented positively/negatively):

"Prime Minister Carney and Foreign Affairs Minister Anand are competent, principled leaders navigating a
complex world; they are working hard (long flights from the G20) and thinking carefully (step-by-step approach)
about Canada's interests."

» Technique: Sympathy signals + Framing + Moderation behavior

» Evidence: "Minister, uh, it's good to see you. | know you've had long flights coming back from the G20." (anchor) +
"l as foreign affairs minister am very committed to ensuring that that law enforcement dialogue between our
officials occurs on a continuous basis." (Anand, unchallenged)

Societal Message (What worldview is reinforced):

“In a dangerous and economically uncertain world, pragmatic engagement with imperfect partners is the
responsible choice for a middle power like Canada; values matter but must be balanced against economic
realities; this is what mature statecraft looks like."

» Technique: Economic necessity framing + Expert endorsement + Agenda-setting

+ Evidence: "Pragmatic is definitely the right word... There's also a recognition that India is now the fourth largest
economy..." (Najabula) + "The global trading environment has fundamentally changed. Therefore, it is necessary
for Canada as well to change its focus in terms of our foreign policy." (Anand)

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

This broadcast exhibits clear one-sidedness in its coverage of Canada's diplomatic reset with India, falling short of the
standards established in CBC's Journalistic Standards and Practices (JSP) and the mandate set out in Section 3(1)(l)
of the Broadcasting Act. The broadcast's most significant structural failure is the allocation of 100% of substantive
speaking time to the sitting government and a government-funded institution whose mandate is aligned with the policy
being examined, while entirely excluding the voices of the Sikh-Canadian community (the primary targets of the
alleged transnational repression), opposition parties, independent human rights experts, and academic specialists —
a completeness failure that scores 3/10. The CBC JSP's requirements of balance, fairness, and impartiality are
compromised by the broadcast's consistent use of economic necessity framing, the absence of conflict-of-interest
disclosure for the expert guest, and the anchor's pattern of raising accountability questions without following through
when the minister deflects — creating the appearance of critical journalism without its substance. The Broadcasting
Act's mandate that the CBC "safeguard, enrich and strengthen the cultural, political, social and economic fabric of
Canada" and reflect Canada's diversity is not met when a broadcast discussing transnational repression against a
specific Canadian community excludes that community's voice entirely. While the anchor demonstrates commendable
instincts in identifying the core accountability questions — particularly the gap between government claims of security
progress and the documented reality of ongoing RCMP threat warnings — the structural choices of guest selection,
time allocation, and agenda-setting systematically undermine those instincts, producing a broadcast that functions
more as a platform for government policy communication than as the independent public interest journalism that
CBC's mandate requires.
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CHAPTER 3 — PARTY-POLITICAL BIAS

Party Bias Scores

Evidence

Party Score (-
5 to +5)

Liberal Party +4

(LPC)

NDP (New -2

Democratic Party)

Conservative Party -2
(CPC)

Green Party -1
(GPC)

Bloc Québécois -1
(BQ)

People's Party 0
(PPC)

Summary Statistics

The broadcast's two primary guests are a Liberal cabinet minister and an expert
whose analysis validates Liberal foreign policy. The minister is given extended time
to explain the government's "step-by-step approach" without substantive challenge.
The Prime Minister's audio clip is used to frame the trade opportunity positively. No
Liberal policy position is subjected to independent critical scrutiny. Quote: "The prime
minister says this trade deal could double Canada India trade to 70 billion by around
2030" — presented as a credible target without independent verification.

The NDP has been vocal on both Sikh community rights and trade accountability.
Their perspective is entirely absent. The NDP's position — that security
accountability should precede trade normalization — is the implicit counter-argument
to the government's position, but it is never articulated or represented. The absence
of NDP voice on a topic where they have a clear and documented position
constitutes disadvantage by omission.

The Conservative opposition's foreign affairs position on India — which has included
criticism of both the Trudeau government's handling of the Nijjar affair and the pace
of diplomatic normalization — is entirely absent. No Conservative voice is included to
provide parliamentary accountability. The broadcast covers a major foreign policy
announcement without any opposition parliamentary scrutiny.

The Green Party's strong human rights and foreign policy positions are absent.
However, the Greens are a smaller party and their absence is less structurally
significant than the absence of the two major opposition parties. Score reflects
omission rather than active disadvantage.

The Bloc's perspective on foreign policy and trade is absent. As with the Greens, this
reflects omission rather than active disadvantage, and the Bloc's relevance to this
specific topic is lower than the NDP or CPC.

The PPC is not referenced and their absence is consistent with their minor party
status and limited parliamentary presence. No active disadvantage or advantage is
detectable.

* Most Favored Party: Liberal Party (LPC) — Score: +4
* Most Disadvantaged Parties: NDP and CPC — Score: -2 each
» Average Deviation from 0: (|+4| + |-2| + |-2| + [-1| + |-1] +|0]) + 6 =10 = 6 = 1.67
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CHAPTER 4 — LEGAL CLASSIFICATION

A) CBC Journalistic Standards and Practices (JSP)

Accuracy

/ . Schweizerischer Verein fur ausgewogene Berichterstattung

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

+ Finding 1: The transcript contains "sick activist Herd Singh Ninja" — a transcription of "Sikh activist Hardeep Singh

Nijjar." While this may be a transcription artifact, the broadcast record contains a significant factual error in the
name of the murder victim at the center of the story.

» Severity: Moderate (if broadcast as stated; Minor if transcription artifact only)

Finding 2: The $70 billion trade target is presented as a credible projection without noting it is a political aspiration
unsupported by independent economic analysis.

Severity: Minor

Finding 3: The fifteen-year history of failed CEPA negotiations is omitted, creating an inaccurate impression of the
novelty and achievability of the current announcement.

» Severity: Moderate
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: The Sikh-Canadian community — the primary subject of the transnational repression being discussed —
is not represented. This is a significant fairness failure. The community is discussed as an object of policy concern
but not given voice as a subject with its own perspective.

» Severity: Significant
Balance

» Standard: CBC JSP requires that "we contribute to informed debate on issues that matter to Canadians" and that
"we present a wide range of perspectives."

» Finding: The broadcast presents only government and government-aligned perspectives on a contested policy

question. Opposition parties, human rights organizations, independent academics, and affected community
members are all absent. This constitutes a structural balance failure.

+ Severity: Significant
Impartiality

+ Standard: CBC JSP requires that "we do not take sides on issues of public policy."

* Finding: The broadcast's framing, guest selection, question asymmetry, and closing expert endorsement
collectively produce a broadcast that takes the government's side on a contested foreign policy question. The
anchor's individual questions show appropriate instincts, but the structural choices undermine impartiality.

» Severity: Moderate

Independence

» Standard: CBC JSP requires that "our news and information programming is independent of the interests of
government.”

» Finding: The broadcast's sole expert guest is from a government-funded institution (Asia-Pacific Foundation of
Canada) whose mandate is to promote Canada-Asia economic engagement. This is not disclosed. The effect is
that the "independent" expert segment functions as an extension of the government's communications.

» Severity: Moderate

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

Section 3(1)(I) — Safeguarding the cultural, political, social and economic fabric of Canada:
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» The broadcast's failure to include Sikh-Canadian community voices in a discussion of transnational repression
targeting that community does not reflect or safeguard the cultural fabric of Canada. The political fabric is not
strengthened by a broadcast that excludes opposition parliamentary voices from a major foreign policy discussion.

» Severity: Moderate
Section 3(1)(d)(iii) — Reflecting Canada's diversity:
» The Sikh-Canadian community is one of Canada's largest and most politically engaged diaspora communities.

Their complete absence from a broadcast specifically about issues affecting their community represents a failure
to reflect Canada's diversity.

» Severity: Significant
C) CRTC Conditions of Licence

» Standard: CBC is required to maintain "a high standard of journalistic ethics."

» Finding: The non-disclosure of the Asia-Pacific Foundation of Canada's government funding and institutional
mandate, when presenting its VP as an independent expert, falls below the standard of journalistic ethics required
by CRTC conditions. Viewers are entitled to know the institutional interests of those presented as independent
analysts.

» Severity: Moderate

Overall Regulatory Assessment

This broadcast exhibits moderate-to-significant departures from CBC's Journalistic Standards and Practices,
particularly in the areas of balance, fairness, and independence, and raises concerns under Section 3(1)(d)(iii) of the
Broadcasting Act regarding the reflection of Canada's diversity. The most significant regulatory concern is the
structural exclusion of the Sikh-Canadian community from a broadcast specifically examining transnational repression
targeting that community — a failure that simultaneously violates JSP fairness standards and the Broadcasting Act's
diversity mandate. The non-disclosure of the Asia-Pacific Foundation of Canada's government funding and
institutional mandate, when its VP is presented as an independent expert, constitutes a transparency failure that
undermines the independence standard in CBC's JSP and the CRTC's high-standard-of-journalistic-ethics
requirement. While the broadcast does not exhibit the most severe forms of bias — the anchor raises legitimate
accountability questions and the overall tone is professional — the cumulative effect of guest selection, time
allocation, framing choices, and agenda-setting produces a broadcast that functions more as a platform for
government foreign policy communication than as the independent, balanced public interest journalism that CBC's
mandate, its own standards, and its CRTC licence conditions require.

Source Credibility Check

Source Funding Conflicts of Interest | Credibility Counter-Voice
Offered?
Anita Anand, Foreign Government of Direct: she is the High credibility as No — no opposition
Affairs Minister Canada (salary/role)  architect and primary source; low minister or critic
defender of the policy credibility as interviewed
being examined independent analyst
Vina APF Canada receives Institutional mandate Medium credibility as No — no expert with
Najabula/Nejabula, significant federal is to promote analyst; institutional ~ contrary view offered
Asia-Pacific government funding; Canada-Asia bias not disclosed
Foundation of also receives funding economic
Canada from provincial engagement —
governments and directly aligned with
private sector the policy being
partners with Asia- examined; not
Pacific interests disclosed
Mark Carney (audio  Government of Direct: Prime Minister High credibility as No
clip) Canada defending his own primary source; zero
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Government of
Canada

Federal government
(primary funder);
provincial
governments; private
sector

End of Analysis Report — Version 1.0-cbc

foreign policy
initiative

Government official;
his statement is used
selectively to frame a
question

Mandate explicitly
aligned with Canada-
Asia economic
engagement;
functions as a
government-adjacent

policy promotion body

Prepared under Senior Media Accountability Review Protocol

credibility as
independent analyst

High credibility on
security matters;
referenced but not
interviewed

Medium institutional
credibility; significant
undisclosed conflict
of interest in this
context

All findings are evidence-based and cited directly from the provided transcript.

No — his warning is
used as a question
prompt, not examined
independently

No
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OVERALL EVALUATION OF THE 15 CRITERIA

Individual Scores — All 15 Criteria

/ . Schweizerischer Verein fur ausgewogene Berichterstattung

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

HARD FACTS SCORE (1-8) 5.2/10 Significant imbalance

SOFT FACTS SCORE (9-14) 5.2/10 Significant imbalance

OVERALL SCORE 5.2/10 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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