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CBC DETAILED ANALYSIS 

COMPLETE ANALYSIS: CBC News — The National, 2025-12-12 

Broadcast: COMPLETE ANALYSIS: CBC News  |  Analyzed: 2026-05-08 11:35 

Version 2.0-cbc  |  K5+K13 — Triggering event documentation before asymmetry assessment  |  Konverter 3.3 
(2026-05-14)  |  Standard: Broadcasting Act s. 3(1)(l) 

 

OVERALL 
SCORE 

6.0/10 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 0 (far left) to 10 (far right). 

Party NDP GPC LPC BQ CPC PPC 

CHES 2.0 2.5 4.5 5.0 7.5 9.0 

Spectrum Left Left Center Center Right Right 

 

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

TENDENCY (L − R) 2.9 / 10 Left-favoring 

 

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

← Left Right → 

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

 

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

 

 

BROADCAST INFO AND TOPIC FRAMEWORK 

 

Broadcast Data 

•  Title: CBC News: The National — "Another Conservative MP joins Liberals" 

•  Date (from filename): 2025-12-12 

•  Anchor/Host: Adrienne Arsenault (chief correspondent, Toronto); Rosemary Barton (host, At Issue segment) 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
https://www.chesdata.eu/
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.electstud.2021.102420
https://www.pewresearch.org/
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Actors Role Party/Affiliation Political Spectrum 

Adrienne Arsenault Anchor/Host CBC (journalist) N/A 

Rosemary Barton Host, At Issue CBC (journalist) N/A 

Kate McKenna Parliamentary reporter, 
Ottawa 

CBC (journalist) N/A 

David Cochrane Host, Power & Politics CBC (journalist) N/A 

Catherine Cullen Parliamentary reporter, 
Ottawa 

CBC (journalist) N/A 

Althia Raj Panellist, At Issue HuffPost Canada 
(journalist) 

Centre-left 

Andrew Coyne Panellist, At Issue Globe and Mail (columnist) Centre-right 

Chantal Hébert Panellist, At Issue Toronto Star / L'actualité 
(columnist) 

Centre-left 

Michael Ma Subject (floor-crosser) CPC → LPC Centre-right → Centre-left 

Mark Carney Subject (PM) LPC Centre-left (4.5) 

Pierre Poilievre Subject (Opposition 
Leader) 

CPC Right (7.5) 

Kirsten Hillman Subject (outgoing 
Ambassador) 

Government appointee N/A 

Michelle Song Reporter (VIA Rail) CBC N/A 

Yasmin Renea Reporter (BC floods) CBC N/A 

Ashley Burke Reporter (museum CEO) CBC N/A 

Catherine Tunney Reporter (terrorist entities) CBC N/A 

Katie Nicholson Reporter (Venezuela) CBC N/A 

Lisa Xing Reporter (cold cases) CBC N/A 

Raffi Boudjikanian Reporter (Gaza) CBC N/A 

 

Main Topic 

A second Conservative MP, Michael Ma (Markham-Unionville), crosses the floor to join the Liberal Party, bringing 
Mark Carney's minority government to within one seat of a majority and intensifying pressure on Pierre Poilievre 
ahead of a January leadership review. 

Context (Main Topic) 

The floor crossing occurs hours after the House of Commons rose for the holiday recess, following an earlier defection 
by Nova Scotia MP Chris d'Entremont in November and the announced resignation of Matt Jeneroux. The 
Conservative Party, which entered 2025 polling 25 points ahead of the Liberals under Justin Trudeau, lost the April 28 
federal election decisively to Mark Carney and now faces an internal leadership review at its January convention in 
Calgary. Carney's minority government (approximately 153 seats) has struggled to pass legislation, having passed 
only one bill in the fall sitting, but the floor crossings arithmetically push it toward the 172-seat threshold for a stable 
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majority. Floor crossings are constitutionally permitted in Canada but politically controversial, raising questions about 
democratic mandate, voter representation, and the health of the Conservative opposition. 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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CHAPTER 1 — DETAILED ANALYSIS OF THE 15 CRITERIA 

 

Hard Facts — 9 techniques that are countable and scientifically verifiable 

 

1. EXPERT/GUEST SELECTION 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Expert/Guest 1: David Cochrane — Host, Power & Politics, CBC 

Timestamp ~04:50–06:40 

Statement 
"Uh potentially a fatal one... He was up 25 points over Justin Trudeau. He lost the federal election 
to Mark Carney. He lost his own seat in the Ottawa area and now he has lost two MPs to defection 
and one MP to resignation." 

Classification 
CBC employee; institutional interest in Liberal government (which funds CBC); no declared conflict 
of interest. 

Missing 
counter-voice 

A Conservative-aligned analyst (e.g., from the Manning Centre, or a former Conservative 
strategist) would have offered a different assessment of Poilievre's prospects. 

 

Source Deep-Check: 

(a) FUNDING: CBC is funded by the federal government (approximately $1.4 billion annually). The Liberal Party has 
historically been the strongest defender of CBC funding; the Conservative Party has pledged to defund CBC. This 
creates a structural institutional conflict of interest when CBC journalists analyze Conservative Party fortunes. 

(b) MANDATE: CBC's mandate is public broadcasting; Cochrane's role is political analysis. The mandate is 
compatible with neutral assessment, but the funding structure creates a conflict. 

(c) PROFESSIONAL EXPERTISE: Cochrane is presented as a neutral analyst ("with more analysis") but has a 
structural institutional conflict of interest that is not disclosed to viewers. 

Expert/Guest 2: Catherine Cullen — Parliamentary Reporter, CBC 

Timestamp ~13:00–16:00 

Statement 
"Poilievre would become not just the leader who lost an election he seemed so clearly destined to 
win when Justin Trudeau was in power, but perhaps the one who handed a majority over to Mark 
Carney." 

Classification CBC employee; same institutional conflict of interest as Cochrane. 

Missing 
counter-voice 

A Conservative MP willing to speak on record about internal party dynamics. 

 

Source Deep-Check: 

(a) FUNDING: Same as Cochrane — CBC government-funded. 

(b) MANDATE: Parliamentary reporter; mandate compatible with neutral reporting. 

(c) PROFESSIONAL EXPERTISE: Presented as neutral reporter but analysis is structurally one-sided. 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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Expert/Guest 3: At Issue Panel — Althia Raj, Andrew Coyne, Chantal Hébert 

Timestamp ~17:00–50:00 

Classification 
Three journalists/columnists. Raj (HuffPost) is centre-left; Hébert (Toronto Star) is centre-left; 
Coyne (Globe and Mail) is centre-right but has been consistently critical of Poilievre and 
supportive of Carney's approach to Trump. No Conservative-aligned voice is present on the panel. 

 

Source Deep-Check (Panel collectively): 

(a) FUNDING: Raj — HuffPost (corporate media, centre-left); Hébert — Toronto Star (historically Liberal-leaning) 
and L'actualité; Coyne — Globe and Mail (historically centre-right but editorially critical of CPC under Poilievre). 

(b) MANDATE: Opinion journalism; not neutral by design, but presented in a context that implies analytical balance. 

(c) PROFESSIONAL EXPERTISE: The panel is presented as balanced ("At Issue") but contains no voice that 
would be sympathetic to Conservative positions or critical of Liberal governance from a right-of-centre perspective. 

Missing expert groups: 

•  Conservative-aligned political analyst or former Conservative strategist 

•  Constitutional/parliamentary law scholar on floor crossing democratic implications 

•  Markham-Unionville constituent or local community voice 

 

Source Credibility Overview: 

Source D1 D2 D3 D4 D5 D6 Total Signal 

Guest 1: David Cochrane 
— Host, Power & Politics, 
CBC 

-2 0 +2 +1 -1 +1 +1 YELLOW 

Guest 2: Catherine Cullen 
— Parliamentary 
Reporter, CBC 

-2 0 +2 0 -1 +1 0 YELLOW 

Guest 3: At Issue Panel 
— Althia Raj, Andrew 
Coyne, Chantal Hébert 

-1 +1 +2 +1 0 0 +3 YELLOW 

 

Summary: All analytical voices in the broadcast are CBC employees or journalists from centre-to-left-leaning 
outlets. No Conservative-aligned analyst, no constitutional expert, and no constituent voice is included. The 
structural conflict of interest between CBC's government funding and its analysis of Conservative Party decline is 
not disclosed. 
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2. SOURCE SELECTION 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

Claims without primary source = penalty points (rumour check) 

 

Source 1: Mark Carney (Prime Minister, LPC) 

Timestamp 
~03:00 — Statement: "So let's give a warm welcome to our newest member of the Liberal Party, 
MICHAEL MA." / "with the cranks" 

(a) Funding and governance: Head of government; no independent funding concern, but is the subject of the story 
and a partisan actor. 

(b) Structural conflict of interest: Carney is the direct beneficiary of the floor crossing; his statements are 
inherently partisan. 

(c) Missing counter-source: A Conservative MP's reaction to the "cranks" remark; a democratic reform advocate's 
view on the floor crossing. 

 

Source 2: Michael Ma (floor-crosser) 

Timestamp ~02:10 — Statement: "I entered public service to help people, to focus on solutions, not division..." 

(a) Funding: Newly minted Liberal MP; statement is a prepared political communication. 

(b) Structural conflict of interest: Ma is justifying his own decision; his statement is inherently self-serving. 

(c) Missing counter-source: Ma's previous statements as a Conservative MP; his voting record; constituent 
reactions. 

 

Source 3: Pierre Poilievre (CPC Leader) 

Timestamp 
~04:15 — Statement: "Today he chose to endorse the very policies that he was elected to 
oppose..." 

(a) Funding: Official opposition leader; statement is a prepared political communication. 

(b) Structural conflict of interest: Poilievre is the direct loser in this story; his statement is inherently defensive. 

(c) Missing counter-source: The statement is included but not followed up; no analyst is asked to assess whether 
Poilievre's characterization of Ma's betrayal is accurate. 

 

Source 4: CBC journalists (Cochrane, Cullen, McKenna) as analysts 

Timestamp ~04:50–16:00 

(a) Funding: CBC — government-funded (~$1.4B annually). The Liberal Party is the primary defender of CBC 
funding; the Conservative Party has pledged to defund CBC. 

(b) Structural conflict of interest: Critical. CBC journalists analyzing the decline of the party that would defund 
CBC have a direct institutional conflict of interest that is never disclosed to viewers. This is the most significant 
source selection problem in the broadcast. 

(c) Missing counter-source: Independent political analysts from universities or think tanks; Conservative-aligned 
commentators. 

 

GOVERNMENT-FUNDED BODIES: CBC itself is a government-funded body analyzing the fortunes of the 
government that funds it and the opposition that would defund it. This conflict of interest is structural and undisclosed. 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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Summary: The broadcast's source selection is structurally compromised by the use of CBC journalists as analysts 
on a story where CBC has a direct institutional interest in the outcome. The conflict of interest between CBC's 
government funding and its analysis of Conservative Party decline is never disclosed, violating basic journalistic 
transparency standards. 
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3. TIME ALLOCATION 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Estimated airtime (floor-crossing story, ~01:30–16:00, approximately 14.5 minutes): 

•  Liberal-positive framing/analysis (Cochrane, Cullen, McKenna, Carney clips): approx. 9 min. (62%) 

•  Conservative perspective (Poilievre statement, brief McKenna summary): approx. 2 min. (14%) 

•  Anchor/neutral framing: approx. 3.5 min. (24%) 

At Issue segment (~17:00–50:00, approximately 33 minutes): 

•  Critical of Carney/Liberal government: approx. 12 min. (36%) — primarily legislative failures 

•  Critical of Poilievre/Conservative position: approx. 8 min. (24%) 

•  Neutral/analytical: approx. 13 min. (40%) 

Overall broadcast (all segments, approximately 55 minutes): 

•  Liberal-positive or Conservative-negative content: approx. 18 min. (33%) 

•  Neutral/other topics (VIA Rail, floods, cold cases, Gaza, etc.): approx. 30 min. (55%) 

•  Conservative perspective: approx. 4 min. (7%) 

•  Other political perspectives (NDP, BQ): approx. 1 min. (2%) 

Summary: In the floor-crossing story — the broadcast's lead and most prominent segment — Liberal-positive 
framing receives approximately four times the airtime of Conservative perspectives. The At Issue segment is more 
balanced but still lacks a Conservative-aligned voice. NDP and BQ perspectives receive negligible airtime despite 
being directly affected by the changed seat count. 
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4. OMISSION (Selective Omission) 8/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Omission 1: 

Context 
The democratic legitimacy of floor crossings — whether MPs who change parties should trigger a 
by-election to seek a new mandate from their constituents. 

Relevant at: Throughout the floor-crossing coverage (~01:30–16:00) 

Impact 
By omitting this perspective entirely, the broadcast implicitly normalizes the practice of a 
government approaching a majority through floor crossings rather than through an election, 
without any democratic accountability discussion. 

 

Omission 2: 

Context The perspective of voters in Markham-Unionville who elected Ma as a Conservative MP. 

Relevant at: ~02:00–16:00 

Impact 
The omission of constituent voices means the broadcast presents the floor crossing entirely from 
the perspective of party elites (Carney, Poilievre, Ottawa journalists), erasing the democratic 
principal — the voter — from the story entirely. 

 

Omission 3: 

Context 
Carney's government's own legislative failures and minority government challenges are mentioned 
in the At Issue segment (~17:00–35:00) but are entirely absent from the breaking news coverage 
of the floor crossing. The At Issue segment notes Carney passed only one bill in the fall sitting. 

Relevant at: ~01:30–16:00 

Impact 

The breaking news segment presents the floor crossing as an unambiguous Liberal triumph 
without contextualizing it within the government's documented difficulties in governing effectively. 
A viewer who only watched the breaking news segment would have no awareness of the 
government's legislative record. 

 

Omission 4: 

Context 
Historical precedent for floor crossings in Canada (Belinda Stronach 2005, Scott Brison 2003, 
David Emerson 2006) and the public and political controversy those crossings generated. 

Relevant at: ~01:30–16:00 

Impact 
Without historical context, viewers cannot assess whether the current crossings are unusual, 
whether they typically reflect genuine policy conviction or opportunism, or what the democratic 
debate around them has historically been. 
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Summary: The broadcast's omissions are systematic and directional — they consistently remove information that 
would complicate the Liberal-positive framing of the floor crossing story, including democratic legitimacy concerns, 
constituent perspectives, historical precedent, and the government's own legislative record. 

 

Missing Voices 

•  Markham-Unionville constituents (Conservative voters): Would have contributed the perspective of voters who feel 
their democratic choice has been overridden without their consent. 

•  Constitutional/parliamentary law scholar (e.g., Emmett Macfarlane, Ned Franks): Would have contributed expert 
analysis of the democratic implications of floor crossings and the legitimacy of minority-to-majority transitions 
without an election. 

•  NDP spokesperson: Would have contributed the perspective of a party whose parliamentary leverage is directly 
affected by the changed seat count. 

•  Bloc Québécois spokesperson: Would have contributed the perspective of the party that had previously offered 
conditional cooperation to Carney and whose position is now altered. 

•  Conservative backbench MP (on record): Would have contributed an internal party perspective beyond Poilievre's 
official statement. 

•  Political scientist specializing in party discipline/floor crossings: Would have contributed comparative and analytical 
context on what drives floor crossings and their democratic implications. 

•  Elections Canada or democratic reform advocate: Would have contributed perspective on whether by-elections 
should be required after floor crossings. 
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5. NUMERICAL MANIPULATION 3/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

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

 

Finding 1: 

Timestamp ~05:10 

Number: "He was up 25 points over Justin Trudeau." 

Missing 
context 

This figure refers to polling against Trudeau specifically, not against the Liberal Party or against 
Carney. The 25-point lead evaporated when Trudeau resigned and Carney became leader — a 
contextual factor that is mentioned but not analyzed. The implication is that Poilievre "lost" a 25-
point lead through his own failures, when the lead was partly a function of Trudeau's unpopularity 
rather than Poilievre's strength. 

Impact 
Creates a false impression that Poilievre squandered a commanding position through personal 
failure, rather than that the Liberal Party's leadership change fundamentally altered the electoral 
landscape. 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp ~18:30 

Number: "That fall, the Liberals had passed 12 bills. Marc Carney has passed this fall, as we are recording this, one 
bill." 

Missing 
context 

The comparison is between Trudeau's fall sitting (which had NDP supply-and-confidence 
agreement support) and Carney's fall sitting (without NDP support). The structural difference in 
parliamentary arithmetic is acknowledged briefly but not quantified or analyzed in depth. 

Impact 
Slightly misleading comparison that understates the structural difficulty Carney faces, though the 
panel does partially acknowledge this. 

 

Summary: Numerical manipulation is present but not severe; the most significant instance is the selective use of 
the "25-point lead" figure to construct a narrative of Conservative failure without adequate contextual analysis of 
why that lead existed and why it disappeared. 
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6. GUILT BY ASSOCIATION 5/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Association 1: 

Timestamp ~03:50 

Quote 
"Carney told Ma he'd have a better Christmas with the liberals than he would have 'with the 
cranks.'" 

Technique: The Prime Minister's label "cranks" is reported without challenge, associating the entire Conservative 
caucus with the pejorative. The anchor's neutral reporting of this insult without editorial distance effectively endorses 
the association. 

Impact 
Viewers receive the Prime Minister's characterization of Conservative MPs as "cranks" as a 
reportable fact rather than as partisan rhetoric, subtly associating the Conservative caucus with 
irrationality or extremism. 

 

Association 2: 

Timestamp ~06:00 

Quote 
"He was up 25 points over Justin Trudeau. He lost the federal election to Mark Carney. He lost his 
own seat in the Ottawa area and now he has lost two MPs to defection and one MP to 
resignation." 

Technique: Cumulative negative association — Cochrane constructs a narrative of serial failure for Poilievre by 
listing losses in sequence, creating an associative chain: Poilievre = loser. 

Impact 
The cumulative framing associates Poilievre's leadership with a pattern of failure rather than 
presenting a balanced assessment that includes his continued leadership of the official opposition 
with 119 seats. 

 

Association 3: 

Timestamp ~47:30 

Quote "It's because we're dealing with a madman in the White House." 

Technique: Psychiatric labelling — panellist Coyne applies the term "madman" to Donald Trump, associating him 
with mental illness/irrationality. 

Impact 
"Madman" is a clinical-sounding pejorative that, if applied to a leader whose policies CBC's 
institutional interests aligned with, would likely prompt editorial intervention. Its unchallenged use 
normalizes extreme characterizations of political figures from one side of the political spectrum. 

 

Guilt by Association — Category Assessment: 

No individual is framed as a "conspiracy theorist" in this broadcast. The association techniques used are primarily: (1) 
pejorative labelling of Conservative MPs ("cranks") reported without challenge; (2) cumulative failure narrative for 
Poilievre; (3) psychiatric labelling of Trump. None of these involve the conspiracy-theorist framing that triggers the full 
RISK MATRIX assessment. 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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Summary: The broadcast employs guilt-by-association techniques primarily against Conservative figures — 
through unreported pejorative labelling by the PM, cumulative failure narratives, and unchallenged psychiatric 
labelling of a foreign leader associated with Conservative-friendly positions. 

 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch


 

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

 

 
 

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

 

 

7. TIMING 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Finding 1: 

Position: ~01:30 (Opening — first substantive story) 

Content: Floor crossing framed as "major political move," "another blow to Pierre Poilievre's leadership," "pushing 
Mark Carney's government to within just one seat of a majority." 

Timing effect: Leading with this framing establishes the interpretive lens for the entire broadcast. Viewers who watch 
only the opening minutes receive an unambiguously Liberal-positive, Conservative-negative framing with no 
counterpoint. The primacy effect means this framing is disproportionately influential on viewer perception. 

 

Finding 2: 

Position: ~03:30 (Early in floor-crossing segment) 

Content: Carney's "cranks" remark and the applause clip from the Liberal Christmas party are placed immediately 
after Ma's statement, before any Conservative response. 

Timing effect: The sequence — Ma's statement → Liberal applause → Carney's "cranks" remark → Conservative 
response — structures the narrative so that the Liberal celebration is the emotional peak before the Conservative 
reaction, which arrives as a defensive afterthought. 

 

Finding 3: 

Position: ~17:00–50:00 (Middle — At Issue segment) 

Content: The At Issue segment, which contains the most substantive criticism of the Liberal government (one bill 
passed, failure to collaborate, Carney's pattern of not delivering on commitments), is placed in the middle of the 
broadcast, after the celebratory floor-crossing coverage and before the lighter closing stories. 

Timing effect: The critical analysis of the Liberal government is sandwiched between positive Liberal coverage (floor 
crossing) and human-interest stories (plane crash), reducing its salience. A viewer who tunes in late or leaves early 
misses the critical content entirely. 

 

Summary: The broadcast's timing structure front-loads Liberal-positive content (floor crossing as triumph) and 
buries the most substantive criticism of the Liberal government in the middle segment, reducing its impact on 
overall viewer perception. 

 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch


 

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

 

 
 

President: Schläpfer, David  -  Contact: kontakt@SVFAB.ch  -  Address: SVFAB, Postfach, CH-8021 Zurich 1 
Page 15 

 

 

8. SELECTIVE OUTRAGE 5/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

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

 

Methodological principle (v2.0): Before each assessment, the triggering event must be documented. 

Finding 1: 

Timestamp ~04:15 

Triggering event: Poilievre's statement that Ma "chose to endorse the very policies that he was elected to oppose." 

Reaction: The statement is reported neutrally, without amplification or challenge. 

Comparison 
Carney's "cranks" remark (~03:50) — a pejorative directed at all Conservative MPs — is reported 
with apparent approval and no challenge. 

Asymmetry: Demonstrable. Poilievre's substantive political criticism of Ma receives neutral treatment; Carney's 
personal insult directed at the entire Conservative caucus receives no critical scrutiny. The asymmetry is in the 
absence of outrage at Carney's language, not in expressed outrage at Poilievre's. 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp ~47:30 

Triggering event: Panellist Andrew Coyne calls Donald Trump "a madman in the White House." 

Reaction: Host Rosemary Barton does not challenge, contextualize, or note the characterization as opinion. 

Comparison 
No equivalent unchallenged pejorative is applied to any Canadian political figure in the broadcast. 
When Poilievre is discussed critically, the language is analytical ("lost his seat," "leadership 
review"); when Trump is discussed, psychiatric labelling is permitted without challenge. 

Asymmetry: Demonstrable. The broadcast applies different standards to language about foreign leaders associated 
with Conservative-friendly positions versus language about domestic political figures. 

 

Summary: The broadcast demonstrates selective tolerance for pejorative language: Carney's "cranks" and 
Coyne's "madman" pass without challenge, while the broadcast maintains analytical language when discussing 
Conservative figures. The asymmetry is in what is permitted to go unchallenged rather than in expressed outrage. 

 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch


 

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

 

 
 

President: Schläpfer, David  -  Contact: kontakt@SVFAB.ch  -  Address: SVFAB, Postfach, CH-8021 Zurich 1 
Page 16 

 

 

9. COMPLETENESS 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Share of covered perspectives 

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

[A] The floor-crosser's stated rationale — Ma's own explanation for leaving (unity, decisive action, Carney's 
approach). 

[B] Conservative Party's official response — Poilievre's statement that Ma betrayed his voters; internal caucus 
reaction. 

[C] Democratic legitimacy critique — Argument that floor crossings without a by-election undermine the mandate 
voters gave the MP. 

[D] Liberal strategic benefit analysis — What a majority would mean for Carney's legislative agenda and four-year 
term. 

[E] Conservative leadership review dynamics — Whether defections reflect genuine policy disagreement or 
opportunism; what the January vote means. 

[F] Voter perspective from Markham-Unionville — How constituents who elected Ma as a Conservative feel about 
the crossing. 

[G] Historical precedent — How common floor crossings are in Canadian parliamentary history; comparable cases 
(Belinda Stronach, Scott Brison, etc.). 

[H] Policy substance — What specific policies drove Ma away; whether Carney's platform genuinely differs from 
what Ma was elected to oppose. 

[I] Opposition parties' (NDP, BQ) reaction — How the shift in seat count affects their leverage and negotiating 
position. 

[J] Constitutional/parliamentary scholars — Expert assessment of the democratic implications of floor crossings and 
minority-to-majority transitions without an election. 

### Check: Was each perspective covered? 

[A] COVERED 

Timestamp: ~02:10 — Quote: "I entered public service to help people, to focus on solutions, not division. I look 
forward to working with Prime Minister Carney..." — Assessment: Ma's statement is read verbatim but not 
interrogated or contextualized critically. 

[B] COVERED (partially) 

Timestamp: ~04:15 — Quote: "Today he chose to endorse the very policies that he was elected to oppose, the 
same policies driving up food prices and making life more expensive for all." — Assessment: Poilievre's response is 
included but briefly, without elaboration or follow-up. 

 

[C] OMITTED 

Timestamp: N/A — No journalist, panellist, or guest raises the democratic legitimacy question of floor crossings 
without a by-election. Assessment: A fundamental democratic concern is entirely absent from the broadcast. 

 

[D] COVERED 

Timestamp: ~05:00–06:30 — Quote: "The Prime Minister now has picked up Chris d'Entremont... He is now one 
seat short from the 172 seats you need to have a stable majority..." — Assessment: Extensively covered from the 
Liberal benefit perspective. 

 

[E] COVERED (partially) 

Timestamp: ~06:00, ~14:30 — Quote: "Pierre Poilievre faces a leadership review vote at the end of January at 
the Conservative convention in Calgary." — Assessment: Covered primarily as a threat to Poilievre rather than as 
a substantive internal party process. 
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[F] OMITTED 

Timestamp: N/A — No constituent from Markham-Unionville is interviewed or quoted. Assessment: The voters 
who elected Ma as a Conservative are entirely absent from the broadcast. 

 

[G] OMITTED 

Timestamp: N/A — No historical context about floor crossings in Canada is provided. Assessment: The absence 
of precedent prevents viewers from contextualizing the event's significance or normalcy. 

 

[H] IMPLIED (weakly) 

Timestamp: ~15:30 — Quote: "Part of the reason this is possible is of course because Carney's politics are 
further to the right than Justin Trudeau." — Assessment: Policy substance is gestured at but not examined; no 
specific policy differences are analyzed. 

 

[I] OMITTED 

Timestamp: N/A — NDP and BQ reactions to the changed seat count are not sought or reported. Assessment: 
The perspectives of parties whose parliamentary leverage is directly affected are absent. 

 

[J] OMITTED 

Timestamp: N/A — No constitutional scholar or parliamentary expert is consulted. Assessment: The democratic 
and constitutional dimensions of the event are not examined by any independent expert. 

 

 

Completeness Score: 3/10 

Rationale: Of ten relevant perspectives, only three are substantively covered (A, B, D) and two are partially or 
weakly implied (E, H). Five perspectives are entirely absent (C, F, G, I, J). The broadcast treats the floor crossing 
exclusively as a political horse-race story — who gains, who loses — without engaging the democratic, 
constitutional, or voter-representation dimensions. The absence of any voice from Markham-Unionville 
constituents and any democratic legitimacy discussion represents a significant journalistic gap. 
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Soft Facts — 6 qualitative techniques 

 

10. FRAMING 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Finding 1: 

Timestamp ~01:30 

Quote 
"A major political move underway in Ottawa. Another conservative MP is crossing the floor to the 
liberals dealing another blow to Pierre Poilievre's leadership and pushing Mark Carney's 
government to within just one seat of a majority." 

Technique: Dual-valence framing — the same event is simultaneously framed as a "blow" to one party and a 
positive advance ("pushing toward majority") for the other, establishing the interpretive lens before any analysis 
begins. 

Why 
problematic 

The anchor's opening framing pre-determines how viewers should understand the event — as bad 
for Poilievre and good for Carney — before any evidence or analysis is presented. A neutral 
framing would describe the event factually (an MP changed parties) and allow analysis to follow. 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp ~02:00 

Quote "This is a big Christmas gift for Mark Carney." 

Technique: Celebratory metaphor — reporter Kate McKenna frames a political event as a gift, importing positive 
emotional valence. 

Why 
problematic 

"Christmas gift" is an evaluative, celebratory framing that positions the viewer to share in the 
Liberal Party's pleasure. A neutral framing would describe the political consequences without the 
gift metaphor. 

 

Finding 3: 

Timestamp ~06:00 

Quote "Uh potentially a fatal one." 

Technique: Catastrophizing framing applied exclusively to the Conservative side — David Cochrane describes the 
day for Poilievre as "potentially fatal" in response to the anchor's question "What kind of day is this for Pierre 
Poilievre?" 

Why 
problematic 

The anchor's question itself invites negative framing of the Conservative position, and Cochrane's 
answer amplifies it with maximally negative language. No equivalent question is asked about risks 
or downsides for the Liberal Party (e.g., democratic legitimacy concerns, the precedent of 
governing toward a majority through floor crossings rather than an election). 
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Summary: The broadcast consistently frames the floor crossing as a Liberal victory and a Conservative 
catastrophe, using celebratory language for one side and catastrophizing language for the other. The framing is 
established by the anchor and reinforced by reporters and analysts throughout. 
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11. WORD CHOICE AND TERMINOLOGY 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Finding 1: 

Timestamp ~03:50 

Quote 
"Carney told Ma he'd have a better Christmas with the liberals than he would have 'with the 
cranks.'" 

Technique: Derogatory label laundering — the anchor reports Carney's insult ("cranks") directed at Conservative 
MPs without any critical distance, editorial note, or challenge. 

Why 
problematic 

"Cranks" is a pejorative term used by the Prime Minister to describe members of the official 
opposition. A journalistically neutral broadcast would note this as a partisan characterization and 
either contextualize it or seek a Conservative response. Instead, it is reported as a colourful 
anecdote. Neutral alternative: "Carney made a partisan remark about the Conservative caucus, 
calling them 'cranks.'" 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp ~05:30 

Quote "nothing but downhill for the Conservative leader" 

Technique: Evaluative summary language — David Cochrane characterizes the entire year for Poilievre with a 
unidirectional negative metaphor. 

Why 
problematic 

This is analytical commentary presented as factual summary. "Downhill" is a value-laden term that 
forecloses alternative interpretations (e.g., that Poilievre still leads the official opposition with 119 
seats, that he won 28% of the popular vote). Neutral alternative: "a difficult year for the 
Conservative leader." 

 

Finding 3: 

Timestamp ~47:30 (At Issue) 

Quote "It's because we're dealing with a madman in the White House." 

Technique: Clinical/psychiatric labelling of a foreign head of state — panellist Andrew Coyne uses "madman" to 
describe Donald Trump without challenge from the host. 

Why 
problematic 

"Madman" is a psychiatric label applied to a sitting foreign head of state. While this is a panellist's 
opinion, the host does not note it as such or offer any counterpoint. This language would be 
unlikely to pass without comment if applied to a leader whose policies CBC's institutional interests 
aligned with. Neutral alternative: "an unpredictable administration" or "an administration that 
changes its positions frequently." 

 

Summary: The broadcast's word choices consistently favour the Liberal position (celebratory language for Carney, 
derogatory labels for Conservatives and Trump reported without challenge) while applying negative, 
catastrophizing language to the Conservative side. 
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13. QUESTION ASYMMETRY 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Asymmetry 1: 

To David Cochrane (re: Carney), ~04:50: "What's the bottom line here? What does this mean for Mark Carney in 
particular moving forward?" — Soft/open/forward-looking 

To David Cochrane (re: Poilievre), ~05:50: "So what kind of day is this for Pierre Poilievre?" — Invites negative 
assessment 

Comparison 

The Carney question is strategic and forward-looking ("moving forward"); the Poilievre question 
invites a day-assessment that, given the context, can only be negative. No question is asked 
about democratic concerns for Carney, or about whether the floor crossing strategy raises 
legitimacy questions. 

 

Asymmetry 2: 

To Catherine Cullen, ~13:00: "How is this news going over with the Conservatives?" — Invites description of 
Conservative distress 

No equivalent question: "How are the Liberals managing the democratic legitimacy concerns about approaching a 
majority through floor crossings?" — Never asked 

Comparison 
The question to Cullen is designed to elicit Conservative discomfort; no equivalent question 
probes Liberal vulnerabilities or democratic accountability. 

 

Asymmetry 3 (At Issue): 

Rosemary Barton to panel, ~17:30: "I guess I wanted to examine like whether the Prime Minister, whether the 
government Althia understands that it's a minority government, and whether we see any signs that they are trying to 
find collaboration..." — Soft/charitable framing (assumes good faith, asks about "understanding" rather than 
accountability) 

No equivalent question: "Is the Conservative Party's obstruction strategy serving Canadians?" or "Is Poilievre's 
leadership style contributing to the dysfunction?" — Not asked in this form 

Comparison 
The question about the Liberal government is framed charitably (do they "understand"?); the 
Conservative obstruction is treated as a given backdrop rather than a subject of equivalent 
scrutiny. 

 

Summary: Questions directed at or about the Liberal government are consistently softer, more forward-looking, 
and more charitable in their framing than questions about the Conservative Party. The asymmetry is systematic 
across multiple interviewers and segments. 
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14. FALSE BALANCE 3/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Finding 1: 

Timestamp ~17:00–50:00 (At Issue) 

Construct: The At Issue panel is presented as a balanced analytical forum ("At Issue") with three panellists, implying 
a range of perspectives. 

Analysis 

All three panellists (Raj, Coyne, Hébert) are critical of the Conservative Party's obstruction and 
broadly supportive of the Liberal government's approach to Trump. Coyne, nominally the centre-
right voice, has been consistently critical of Poilievre and supportive of Carney's trade positioning. 
The panel creates the appearance of balance (three different journalists) without the substance of 
balance (no Conservative-sympathetic perspective). 

This is a case of false balance in reverse — the format implies balance that does not exist, but the imbalance 
favours the Liberal side rather than creating artificial equivalence between unequal positions. 

 

Summary: False balance is a moderate concern in this broadcast; the At Issue panel's format implies analytical 
balance that its composition does not deliver. The broadcast does not, however, create false equivalence between 
well-evidenced and poorly-evidenced positions — the imbalance is directional rather than structural. 
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15. AGENDA-SETTING 7/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Finding 1: 

Agenda element set: Floor crossings are treated as straightforwardly positive political developments (for the gaining 
party) rather than as events with democratic implications. 

Timestamp 
~01:30–16:00 — Evidence: "A major political move underway in Ottawa... pushing Mark Carney's 
government to within just one seat of a majority." The entire coverage treats the floor crossing as 
a political horse-race story. 

Alternative agenda: The democratic legitimacy of floor crossings — whether MPs should seek a new mandate from 
voters when changing parties — is a legitimate and important public policy question that is entirely absent from the 
broadcast's agenda. 

 

Finding 2: 

Agenda element set: Pierre Poilievre's leadership is treated as the central problem to be analyzed, with the January 
leadership review framed as a potential resolution. 

Timestamp 
~05:30–06:30, ~14:30–16:00 — Evidence: "Pierre Poilievre faces a leadership review vote at the 
end of January... will the conservatives give Pierre Poilievre that much time to stick around after 
the way 2025 has gone nothing but downhill for the Conservative leader." 

Alternative agenda: The Conservative Party's policy positions and their resonance with the 28% of Canadians who 
voted CPC in April 2025 are not on the agenda. The broadcast treats Conservative electoral failure as a leadership 
problem rather than engaging with the substantive policy debate. 

 

Finding 3: 

Agenda element set: Mark Carney's approach to the Trump trade war is treated as the correct and competent 
response, with the question being only whether he can execute it effectively. 

Timestamp 

~47:00 — Evidence: "It's because we're dealing with a madman in the White House. I think the 
public understands that if they couldn't get a deal with Joe Biden, I think people would be properly 
critical. Um but if you can't get a deal with Donald Trump, it will depend upon, you know, do you 
look like you were relatively competent?" 

Alternative agenda: Whether Carney's specific trade strategy is optimal, whether alternative approaches (including 
Conservative proposals) might be more effective, and whether the government's failure to pass legislation 
undermines its trade negotiating position — these are not on the agenda. 

 

Summary: The broadcast's agenda-setting consistently treats Liberal governance as the default competent 
response to Canada's challenges, frames Conservative difficulties as leadership problems rather than policy 
debates, and excludes democratic accountability questions about floor crossings from the agenda entirely. 
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55. HOST/ANCHOR BEHAVIOUR 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Methodological principle (v2.0): Before each assessment, the triggering event must be documented. An 
intervention can only be assessed as asymmetric when comparable triggers produce no analogous intervention 
for other guests. 

Finding 1: 

Timestamp ~04:50 

Triggering event: Anchor asks David Cochrane "What's the bottom line here? What does this mean for Mark Carney 
in particular moving forward?" — an open, forward-looking question inviting positive analysis of the Liberal position. 

Quote (Host) "So what kind of day is this for Pierre Poilievre?" 

Comparison 
The anchor asks about Carney's prospects first (open, positive framing), then asks about 
Poilievre's day (inviting negative assessment). No equivalent question is asked about risks or 
downsides for Carney (e.g., "Is there a democratic legitimacy concern here for Carney?"). 

Asymmetry: Demonstrable. The question structure is asymmetric: Carney receives a forward-looking strategic 
question; Poilievre receives a question about how bad his day is. The triggering event (a floor crossing) could 
equally have prompted questions about democratic accountability for the gaining party, but this angle is not 
pursued. 

 

Finding 2: 

Timestamp ~03:50 

Triggering event: Reporter Kate McKenna reports Carney's remark that Ma would have a better Christmas with the 
Liberals than "with the cranks." 

Quote (Host) 
[No challenge, no follow-up, no request for Conservative response to the "cranks" 
characterization] 

Comparison 

When Poilievre's statement is reported (~04:15) — "Today he chose to endorse the very policies 
that he was elected to oppose" — this is also reported without follow-up, but the structural 
difference is that Carney's insult is reported with an implicit smile (it follows the applause clip and 
the "Christmas gift" framing), while Poilievre's response is reported as a defensive reaction. 

Asymmetry: Demonstrable. The anchor does not challenge or contextualize Carney's use of "cranks" to describe 
opposition MPs, whereas a comparable insult directed at Liberal MPs by an opposition leader would typically 
prompt at least a note of the partisan nature of the remark. 

 

Finding 3: 

Timestamp ~13:30 

Triggering event: Catherine Cullen speculates extensively about Poilievre's political future ("Poilievre would become 
not just the leader who lost an election... but perhaps the one who handed a majority over to Mark Carney"). 

Quote (Host) "Yeah, and it's obviously not good. I think the question is how serious the damage is." 
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Comparison 
The anchor accepts and amplifies the negative framing of Poilievre's position ("obviously not 
good") without seeking any counterpoint. No equivalent speculative negative framing of Carney's 
position is offered or invited. 

Asymmetry: Demonstrable. The anchor's interjection ("obviously not good") is an editorial judgment that aligns with 
the reporter's negative framing of the Conservative position. No comparable editorial judgment is offered about risks 
to the Liberal position. 

 

Summary: The anchor's behaviour shows a consistent pattern of asymmetry: questions to analysts about the 
Liberal position are forward-looking and strategic, while questions about the Conservative position invite negative 
assessment. Carney's partisan language is reported without challenge; Poilievre's response is framed as 
defensive. The triggering events are documented and the asymmetry is demonstrable. 
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CHAPTER 2 — OVERALL EVALUATION 

 

Results 

Dominant Techniques 

The 3 strongest techniques in this broadcast: 

1. Selective Omission (Score 8): The broadcast systematically omits perspectives that would complicate the 
Liberal-positive framing of the floor crossing — most critically, the democratic legitimacy question, constituent voices 
from Markham-Unionville, and historical precedent. These omissions are not random but directional, consistently 
removing information that would challenge the dominant narrative. 

2. Framing (Score 7): The broadcast establishes its interpretive frame in the opening sentence and maintains it 
throughout: the floor crossing is a Liberal triumph and a Conservative catastrophe. The language used ("Christmas 
gift," "potentially fatal," "nothing but downhill") is evaluative rather than descriptive, and the frame is never 
challenged or complicated by alternative perspectives. 

3. Source Selection / Undisclosed Conflict of Interest (Score 7): The use of CBC journalists as the primary 
analysts of a story in which CBC has a direct institutional interest (the decline of the party that would defund CBC) 
represents a structural conflict of interest that is never disclosed to viewers. This is the most systemically significant 
finding because it affects the credibility of the entire analytical framework presented to viewers. 

Core Messages of the Broadcast 

MESSAGE 1 (CONTENT): "Mark Carney's Liberals are on an upward trajectory, approaching a majority government 
through political skill and the natural migration of reasonable Conservatives away from an extreme party." 

Technique: Framing + Word Choice + Timing — Evidence: ~01:30 ("pushing Mark Carney's government to within just 
one seat of a majority"), ~02:00 ("big Christmas gift"), ~03:50 ("cranks") 

MESSAGE 2 (PERSONAL): "Pierre Poilievre is a failed leader whose party is in terminal decline, and his leadership 
review represents a reckoning for a year of unrelenting failure." 

Technique: Cumulative negative framing + Agenda-setting — Evidence: ~05:30 ("nothing but downhill"), ~06:00 
("potentially a fatal one"), ~14:30 ("handed a majority over to Mark Carney") 

MESSAGE 3 (SOCIETAL): "The Conservative Party's obstruction and division are the primary obstacles to effective 
governance in Canada; the Liberal government's difficulties are structural (minority parliament, Trump) rather than 
self-inflicted." 

Technique: Omission + Agenda-setting + At Issue panel framing — Evidence: ~17:30 (Barton's question assumes 
Liberal good faith), ~47:30 ("madman in the White House" as exculpatory context for Liberal failures) 

Bias Level Classification 

Rationale: The broadcast demonstrates clear and consistent one-sidedness in its coverage of the floor-crossing story, 
the dominant topic of the evening. The bias operates through multiple reinforcing mechanisms — framing, word 
choice, source selection, omission, and timing — rather than through isolated incidents. However, the At Issue 
segment contains genuine critical analysis of the Liberal government's legislative failures, and the non-political stories 
(VIA Rail, floods, cold cases) are reported without evident bias, preventing classification as systematic imbalance. The 
most serious concern is not the individual instances of bias but the undisclosed structural conflict of interest: CBC 
journalists analyzing the decline of the party that would defund CBC, without disclosure, represents a breach of the 
transparency standards required by the CBC JSP. Under Broadcasting Act s. 3(1)(l), CBC is required to provide 
programming that "informs, enlightens and entertains" — a requirement that is undermined when the broadcaster's 
institutional interests are not disclosed to viewers. 

CONCLUSION 

This broadcast of The National demonstrates clear one-sidedness in its coverage of the Conservative-to-Liberal floor 
crossing, the evening's dominant story, with a combined score of 5.0/10 reflecting both the directional bias in the 15 
criteria (5.9/10) and the severely incomplete coverage of relevant perspectives (3.0/10). The most significant finding is 
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the undisclosed structural conflict of interest: CBC journalists serve as the primary analysts of a story in which CBC 
has a direct institutional interest — the decline of the Conservative Party, which has pledged to defund CBC — without 
any disclosure to viewers, in breach of the transparency and independence standards required by the CBC 
Journalistic Standards and Practices. The broadcast's completeness failures are systematic and directional: the 
democratic legitimacy of floor crossings, constituent perspectives from Markham-Unionville, historical precedent, and 
NDP/BQ reactions are all absent, consistently removing information that would complicate the Liberal-positive 
narrative. While the At Issue segment provides more substantive analysis and includes some criticism of the Liberal 
government, its panel composition (no Conservative-sympathetic voice) and the host's charitable framing of questions 
about Liberal governance mean that even the broadcast's most analytical segment does not achieve the balance 
required by Broadcasting Act s. 3(1)(l). A formal complaint to the CBC Ombudsman would be warranted on the 
grounds of impartiality (JSP), undisclosed conflict of interest (JSP Independence), and failure to reflect the full range 
of relevant perspectives (Broadcasting Act s. 3(1)(l)). 
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CHAPTER 3 — PARTY-POLITICAL BIAS 

 

Party Score (-
5..+5) 

Broadcast representation vs. programme position 

LPC (Liberal) +2 ~02:00 "This is a big Christmas gift for Mark Carney" / ~15:30 "Carney's politics are 
further to the right than Justin Trudeau" — Programme position on minority 
governance and legislative agenda: partially represented; the At Issue segment 
(~18:30) accurately notes the government passed only one bill in the fall sitting, 
which is a genuine criticism. However, the overall framing of Liberal governance as 
competent and forward-looking is more positive than the legislative record warrants. 
Score reflects accurate representation of some positions (trade, minority challenges) 
but systematically positive framing. 

CPC 
(Conservative) 

-3 ~04:15 Poilievre's statement on Ma's betrayal is included but framed as defensive; 
~05:30 "nothing but downhill for the Conservative leader"; ~03:50 "cranks" reported 
without challenge — Programme position on affordability, axe the tax, and opposition 
to Liberal policies: Poilievre's statement that Ma endorsed "the very policies driving 
up food prices" is included but not analyzed or validated. The CPC's substantive 
policy positions (carbon tax, housing, immigration) are not examined. The party is 
represented primarily as a failing organization rather than as a policy alternative. The 
"defund CBC" position — directly relevant to the broadcaster's institutional interest — 
is never mentioned. 

NDP 0 Not substantively present in the broadcast. The NDP's role as a former supply-and-
confidence partner for the Liberals is mentioned briefly in the At Issue segment 
(~20:00 "they don't have the NDP") but the party's own positions are not represented. 
Score 0 reflects absence rather than distortion. 

BQ (Bloc 
Québécois) 

-1 ~22:00 "Yves-François Blanchet had good things to say... That's all been thrown out 
because consultation doesn't happen." — The BQ is represented primarily as an 
obstacle to Liberal governance rather than as a party with its own programme 
positions. The BQ's role in protecting Quebec's interests and its conditional 
cooperation with the Liberals is mentioned but not analyzed from the BQ's 
perspective. Mild distortion through framing as obstructionist. 

GPC (Green) 0 Not present in the broadcast. Score 0 reflects absence. 

PPC (People's) 0 Not present in the broadcast. Score 0 reflects absence. 

 

Party Bias Summary 

•  Most accurate representation: LPC (Liberal), Score +2 — Some genuine criticism in At Issue, but overall framing is 
more positive than the legislative record warrants. 

•  Strongest distortion: CPC (Conservative), Score -3 — Represented primarily as a failing organization with a 
problematic leader rather than as a policy alternative with 119 seats and 28% of the popular vote; substantive 
policy positions are absent; the "defund CBC" position is never mentioned despite being directly relevant to the 
broadcaster's institutional interest. 

•  Average deviation from 0: 1.0 (across parties with non-zero scores: LPC +2, CPC -3, BQ -1 = average absolute 
deviation 2.0 for represented parties) 

•  Conclusion: The broadcast's party-political bias is most clearly demonstrated in the contrast between the LPC's 
broadly positive framing and the CPC's representation as a failing organization. The CPC's substantive policy 
positions — which received 28% of the popular vote in April 2025 — are entirely absent from the broadcast, 
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replaced by a narrative of leadership failure and internal chaos. The BQ is mildly distorted as an obstructionist 
force. The NDP, GPC, and PPC are absent. Most significantly, the CPC's pledge to defund CBC — the single 
most relevant policy position for understanding CBC's institutional conflict of interest in this broadcast — is never 
mentioned. 
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CHAPTER 4 — LEGAL CLASSIFICATION (Broadcasting Act / CBC JSP / CRTC) 

 

Assessment under Broadcasting Act S.C. 1991 & CBC Journalistic Standards 

Breach 1: Impartiality and Independence (CBC JSP) 

Standard: CBC JSP — Impartiality: "We present news and information without bias. We are not advocates." 
Independence: "We are independent of all lobbying groups and of all political parties." 

Conduct: CBC journalists (Cochrane, Cullen, McKenna) serve as the primary analysts of a story in which CBC has a 
direct institutional interest — the decline of the Conservative Party, which has pledged to defund CBC. This conflict of 
interest is never disclosed to viewers. 

Evidence: Timestamp ~04:50 — Cochrane: "Uh potentially a fatal one." / ~14:30 — Cullen: "Poilievre would become 
not just the leader who lost an election he seemed so clearly destined to win... but perhaps the one who handed a 
majority over to Mark Carney." 

Assessment: The use of CBC employees as analysts on a story where CBC has a direct institutional interest, without 
disclosure, violates the JSP's independence requirement. The JSP requires that CBC "not allow personal or 
institutional interests to influence our journalism." The institutional interest here — in the decline of the party that would 
defund CBC — is structural and undisclosed, constituting a breach of the independence standard. 

Breach 2: Balance and Fairness (CBC JSP / Broadcasting Act s. 3(1)(l)) 

Standard: CBC JSP — Balance: "We contribute to informed debate on issues that matter to Canadians by reflecting a 
diversity of perspectives." Broadcasting Act s. 3(1)(l): Programming should "provide a reasonable opportunity for the 
public to be exposed to the expression of differing views on matters of public concern." 

Conduct: The floor-crossing coverage omits the democratic legitimacy perspective, constituent voices, historical 
precedent, and NDP/BQ reactions. The At Issue panel contains no Conservative-sympathetic voice. The broadcast 
provides no platform for the perspective of the 28% of Canadians who voted Conservative in April 2025. 

Evidence: Timestamp ~01:30–16:00 — No democratic legitimacy question is raised; no constituent from Markham-
Unionville is interviewed; no constitutional scholar is consulted. At Issue (~17:00–50:00) — Panel of three journalists, 
none sympathetic to Conservative positions. 

Assessment: The systematic omission of perspectives that would complicate the Liberal-positive framing, combined 
with the absence of any Conservative-sympathetic analytical voice, fails the balance requirement of both the JSP and 
Broadcasting Act s. 3(1)(l). The requirement for "a reasonable opportunity for the public to be exposed to the 
expression of differing views" is not met when the primary analytical voices all share a broadly centre-left orientation 
and the institutional conflict of interest is undisclosed. 

Breach 3: Accuracy and Completeness (CBC JSP) 

Standard: CBC JSP — Accuracy: "We seek out the truth in all matters of public interest... We provide the public with 
complete and accurate information." 

Conduct: The characterization of Poilievre's year as "nothing but downhill" and the day as "potentially fatal" are 
evaluative judgments presented as analytical conclusions without adequate evidentiary basis. The Conservative Party 
holds 119 seats, is the official opposition, and Poilievre retains strong support among convention delegates. 

Evidence: Timestamp ~05:30 — Cochrane: "nothing but downhill for the Conservative leader." / ~06:00 — "Uh 
potentially a fatal one." 

Assessment: These characterizations overstate the evidence and present speculative worst-case scenarios for the 
Conservative Party as analytical conclusions. The JSP requirement for complete and accurate information is not met 
when the Conservative Party's continued strength (119 seats, 28% popular vote, strong delegate support) is omitted 
from the analysis. 

Overall Regulatory Assessment 

This broadcast of The National raises three distinct regulatory concerns under the CBC JSP and Broadcasting Act. 
The most serious is the undisclosed structural conflict of interest: CBC journalists analyzing the decline of the party 
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that would defund CBC, without disclosure, violates the JSP's independence standard and undermines the credibility 
of the entire analytical framework presented to viewers. The balance failures — systematic omission of democratic 
legitimacy perspectives, constituent voices, and Conservative-sympathetic analysis — violate both the JSP balance 
requirement and Broadcasting Act s. 3(1)(l)'s mandate to provide "a reasonable opportunity for the public to be 
exposed to the expression of differing views." The accuracy concerns, while less severe, reflect a pattern of 
presenting speculative worst-case scenarios for the Conservative Party as analytical conclusions. Complaints could 
be filed with the CBC Ombudsman (internal) on grounds of impartiality, independence, and balance; given the CBC 
Ombudsman's internal status and CBC's 2009 withdrawal from the CBSC, external regulatory recourse is limited to 
the CRTC, which has historically been reluctant to intervene in editorial decisions. The structural nature of the conflict 
of interest — rooted in CBC's government funding model and the Conservative Party's defunding pledge — suggests 
that individual complaint mechanisms are insufficient to address the systemic issue. 

SOURCE DEEP-CHECK (Mandatory for all cited expert bodies / NGOs / advisory bodies) 

CBC News Journalists as Analysts (Cochrane, Cullen, McKenna, Barton) 

1. FUNDING: CBC receives approximately $1.4 billion annually in federal government funding. The Liberal Party 
has historically been the strongest defender of CBC funding; the Conservative Party has pledged to defund CBC 
English television. This creates a direct financial dependency on governments that are not Conservative. 

2. MANDATE: CBC's mandate under the Broadcasting Act is public broadcasting in the public interest. The 
mandate is compatible with neutral political analysis in principle, but the funding structure creates a structural 
conflict of interest in practice. 

3. CONFLICT OF INTEREST: CBC has a direct institutional interest in the decline of the Conservative Party, which 
has pledged to defund it. CBC journalists analyzing Conservative Party fortunes are therefore in a position 
analogous to a financial analyst employed by a company analyzing the fortunes of that company's primary 
competitor — a conflict that would require disclosure in any regulated financial context. 

4. CREDIBILITY MATRIX (CBC Journalists as Political Analysts): 

D1 Conflict of Interest: -2 — Direct institutional financial conflict; undisclosed. 
D2 Personal Risk: 0 — No personal risk to individual journalists from their assessments. 
D3 Domain Expertise: +2 — Experienced parliamentary journalists with genuine expertise. 
D4 Opinion Consistency: +1 — Generally consistent analytical voices. 
D5 Emotionalization vs. Data: -1 — "Potentially fatal," "nothing but downhill," "Christmas gift" are emotional rather than data-
driven. 
D6 Source Level: +1 — Primary observers (Ottawa-based). 
TOTAL: +1 → SOURCE TRAFFIC LIGHT: YELLOW 

5. COUNTER-VOICE: No independent political analyst, no Conservative-aligned commentator, and no 
constitutional scholar is cited in the floor-crossing coverage. The At Issue panel provides some analytical diversity 
but no Conservative-sympathetic voice. 

IMPORTANT NOTE: The "recognized" status of CBC journalists as authoritative political analysts is a social attribution 
that must itself be examined. Their recognition derives in part from their institutional position at CBC — an institution 
with a direct financial interest in the political story they are analyzing. This circularity does not invalidate their 
expertise, but it does require disclosure that is currently absent from the broadcast. 

At Issue Panellists (Raj, Coyne, Hébert) 

1. FUNDING: Raj — HuffPost Canada (corporate media, Verizon/BuzzFeed ownership, centre-left editorial 
orientation); Hébert — Toronto Star (Torstar Corporation, historically Liberal-leaning) and L'actualité; Coyne — 
Globe and Mail (Woodbridge Company/Thomson family, historically centre-right but editorially critical of CPC under 
Poilievre). 

2. MANDATE: Opinion journalism. All three are columnists/commentators whose mandate is explicitly to offer 
perspective, not neutral analysis. However, they are presented in the At Issue format as analytical voices, which 
implies a degree of neutrality that their mandates do not require. 

3. CONFLICT OF INTEREST: None of the three has a direct financial conflict of interest comparable to CBC's. 
However, all three work for outlets that have been broadly critical of the Conservative Party under Poilievre, and 
none represents a Conservative-sympathetic perspective. 

4. CREDIBILITY MATRIX (Panel average): 

D1 Conflict of Interest: -1 — Panel skews centre-left; no Conservative-sympathetic voice; mild conflict. 
D2 Personal Risk: +1 — Reputations at stake; genuine accountability. 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch


 

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

 

 
 

President: Schläpfer, David  -  Contact: kontakt@SVFAB.ch  -  Address: SVFAB, Postfach, CH-8021 Zurich 1 
Page 33 

 

D3 Domain Expertise: +2 — All experienced political journalists with deep knowledge. 
D4 Opinion Consistency: +1 — Generally consistent voices over time. 
D5 Emotionalization vs. Data: 0 — Mix of data-driven analysis and opinion. 
D6 Source Level: 0 — Secondary observers. 
TOTAL: +3 → SOURCE TRAFFIC LIGHT: YELLOW 

5. COUNTER-VOICE: A Conservative-aligned commentator (e.g., from the National Post, or a former Conservative 
strategist) would have provided the balance that the panel's composition lacks. The absence of such a voice means 
the panel's "At Issue" framing implies a balance that does not exist. 
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OVERALL EVALUATION OF THE 15 CRITERIA 

 

Individual Scores — All 15 Criteria 

No. Criterion Score Rating 

1 EXPERT/GUEST SELECTION 7 ●●●● 

2 SOURCE SELECTION 7 ●●●● 

3 TIME ALLOCATION 6 ●●● 

4 OMISSION (Selective Omission) 8 ●●●● 

5 NUMERICAL MANIPULATION 3 ●● 

6 GUILT BY ASSOCIATION 5 ●●● 

7 TIMING 6 ●●● 

8 SELECTIVE OUTRAGE 5 ●●● 

9 COMPLETENESS 7 ●●●● 

10 FRAMING 7 ●●●● 

11 WORD CHOICE AND TERMINOLOGY 7 ●●●● 

13 QUESTION ASYMMETRY 6 ●●● 

14 FALSE BALANCE 3 ●● 

15 AGENDA-SETTING 7 ●●●● 

55 HOST/ANCHOR BEHAVIOUR 6 ●●● 

 

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

 

SOFT FACTS SCORE (9-14) 6.0/10 Significant imbalance 

 

OVERALL SCORE 6.0/10 Significant imbalance 

Average of Hardfacts and Softfacts 
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KEY — Score Definitions 

 

Individual Scores per Criterion (0–10) 

0 No finding No relevant anomaly detected. 

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

3–4 
Slight to moderate 
finding 

Recognizable tendency; low to moderate impact relevance. 

5 
Moderate finding 
with impact 

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

6 
Significant finding 
(threshold) 

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

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

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

10 Maximum severity Systematic, pervasive imbalance in this criterion. 

 

Aggregated Deviation Index — Interpretation Ranges 

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

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

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

6.1 – 8.0 

Serious deviation from 
the impartiality 
standard. High degree 
of deviation 

Pronounced, cross-broadcast patterns; high impact relevance. 

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

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

 

Party-Political Bias (-5 to +5) 

-5 to -3 
Strongly 
disadvantaged 

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

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

0 Neutral No detectable favoritism or disadvantage. 

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

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

 

Legal and Methodological Notes 
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No factual 
determination 

The results presented do not constitute factual determinations about individual persons, 
editorial teams, or broadcasts. They are the product of a standardized operationalization, 
not a finding of individual responsibility. 

 

No legal judgment 
The aggregated deviation index does not replace a legal assessment under Broadcasting 
Act s. 3(1)(l). The determination of whether a specific broadcast violates legal requirements 
is exclusively the responsibility of the competent authorities (in particular CRTC). 

 

No proof of 
causation 

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

 

No judgment of 
intent 

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

 

Heuristic 
comparison tool 

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

 

Legal Basis Canada — CBC/Radio-Canada 

Law 

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

Relevant Sections 

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

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

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

CBC Journalistic Standards and Practices (JSP) 

6 Core Principles: 

1. Accuracy: Facts correct and verified 

2. Fairness: Fair treatment of all parties 

3. Balance: Balanced representation of controversial topics 

4. Impartiality: Impartial reporting 

5. Integrity: Journalistic integrity 

6. Independence: Editorial independence 

Online Legislation 

•  C-11 (Online Streaming Act): Streaming regulation 

•  C-18 (Online News Act): News compensation 

Regulatory Authority 

•  CRTC (Canadian Radio-television and Telecommunications Commission): Regulation, licensing 

•  CBC Ombudsman: Internal complaints body (not independent, no sanctioning authority) 

Special Note 

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

Complaints Process 

1. CBC Ombudsman (internal) 

2. CRTC (licensing conditions) 
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Reports and Membership at SVFAB 

 

At SVFAB.ch you will find detailed reports and can also commission custom analyses for any broadcast (billed separately). 

To ensure the quality of our work, we depend on membership fees and donations. 

 

Contact and further information: 

www.SVFAB.ch  |  Kontakt@SVFAB.ch 

 

Bank details:  PostFinance – POFICHBE 

IBAN:  CH32 0900 0000 1675 6251 1 

Beneficiary:  SVFAB, Postfach, CH-8021 Zürich 1 
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The following books are available from SVFAB 

Orders via www.svfab.ch or kontakt@svfab.ch 

 

 

Unbalanced Reporting is the response to the halving initiative in 
Switzerland: Manipulation techniques are explained in detail, starting 
with the selection of staff and sourcesThen 15 principles are explained: 
omission, framing, temporal framing, guilt by association, 
emotionalisation, context removal and many more, illustrated with 
numerous examples. Additionally, it becomes apparent where we 
ourselves apply these techniques – fostering not only awareness but 
also empathy.  
Optionally the book comes with playing cards.  
Also available as an audiobook.  

  

 

The interview is not a conversation. It is a stage – and someone else 
has written the script. 
Those who don’t know this deliver material. Good quotes that get cut 
wrong. Correct statements that end up in the wrong context. Honest 
answers framed as confessions. 
This book is not a media criticism book. It is a toolbox – for everyone 
who faces a microphone and wants to know what to do about it. 7 
chapters. 7 tools: What an interview really is. The 7 most common 
traps. The three principles of sovereignty – anchoring, reframing, 
setting boundaries. Preparation in one hour. Body and voice. What to 
do when things go wrong. And what matters after the interview. 
For politicians, activists, entrepreneurs, whistleblowers – for everyone 
who is in the public eye and wants to understand how the game 
works. So they stop playing along – and start shaping it. 
In A5 format. Direct. For preparation, reference, follow-up and when 
difficulties arise 
 

 

You think you see the world.In Wirklichkeit siehst du den Rahmen, 
den jemand um sie gelegt hat. Framing ist die älteste und eleganteste 
Manipulationstechnik der world. Sie verändert nicht die Fakten – sie 
verändert, was wir aus den Fakten machen. Wie wir fühlen. Was wir 
glauben. Wie wir entscheiden. Und sie funktioniert – weil wir alle 
mitmachen. Täglich. Unbewusst. Auch du. Dieses Buch ist kein 
trockenes Lehrbuch. Es ist ein Übungsbuch – spielerisch, direkt, 
voller Beispiele aus dem echten Leben. Du lernst nicht nur, wie 
andere dich framen. Du lernst, wie du selbst framest – und wie du es 
bewusst und fair einsetzen kannst. 
Because whoever understands framing sees the world more clearly. 
Hears news differently. Conducts conversations more confidently. 
And no longer so easily accepts a frame chosen by someone else. 
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With many exercises and concrete examples from politics, media and 
everyday life – and the occasional smile. 
Framing with style. Because the frame changes everything. 
 

 

The SRG collects 1.56 billion francs per year – compulsorily, from 
every household. Those who feel unfairly treated can file a complaint. 
There is even an authority for this: the UBI, the Independent 
Complaints Authority for Radio and Television. 
But: It is not independent. It has no sanctioning power. And it decides 
in 99.6% of all cases: nothing. 
This analysis exposes the system – factual, precise, without polemics. 
Procedures, personnel, powers, costs, statistics, legal recourse. And 
the constitutional review showing: the UBI system meets none of the 
three fundamental criteria – it is not proportionate, not separated by 
powers, not market-based. 
The authority supposed to protect citizens primarily protects the 
system it should be overseeing. 
Essential reading for anyone considering a complaint – and for anyone 
who wants to understand why genuine media oversight in Switzerland 
is still pending. 
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