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CBC DETAILED ANALYSIS 

20231106_CBC News： The National ｜ In-flight emergency, Gaza camps bombed, Carbon tax 

Broadcast: MEDIA ANALYSIS REPORT  |  Analyzed: 2026-05-06 08:21 

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

 

OVERALL 
SCORE 

4.3/10 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) 6.2 / 10 

The broadcast exhibits a moderate right-of-center lean on 
domestic political coverage, primarily through the favorable 
framing of Conservative carbon tax positions and the 
systematic omission of NDP, Green, and Bloc perspectives. On 
international coverage (Gaza), the broadcast aligns with the 
centrist Liberal/Western governmental consensus, which in the 
context of the ceasefire debate places it to the right of the 
global majority position 

 

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 

 

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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Broadcast Information 

Broadcast Title: CBC News: The National 

Estimated Date: November 6, 2023 (Monday) 

Approximate Length: 60–75 minutes (standard National broadcast) 

Anchor: Ian Hanomansing (identified in transcript as "Ian hansing" / "Ian Hannah man") 

Correspondents/Reporters: 

•  Erica Johnson — Go Public investigative reporter, CBC Vancouver 

•  Ellen Morrow — CBC correspondent, Jerusalem 

•  Tom Perry — CBC News, Cairo 

•  Katie Simpson — CBC News, Washington 

•  JP Tasker — CBC News, Ottawa 

•  Kate McKenna — CBC News, Halifax 

•  Thomas Daigle — CBC News, Toronto 

•  Lorenda Riecom — CBC News, Toronto 

•  Jennifer Yun — CBC News, Montreal 

Guests/Interviewees: 

•  Shanu Pond — Daughter of deceased Air Canada passenger (private citizen) 

•  Barry Ruger — Home heating oil user, Nova Scotia (private citizen) 

•  John Allen — Former Canadian Ambassador to Israel (diplomat/academic) 

•  Aaron David Miller — Senior Fellow, Carnegie Endowment for International Peace; former U.S. State Department 
adviser on Arab-Israeli negotiations 

•  Kevin Bieksa — Former NHL player, Hockey Night in Canada analyst (CBC) 

•  Philip Kim ("Phil Wizard") — Canadian break dancer, PanAm gold medalist 

•  Hass Al Sultan — Gazan worker stranded in West Bank (private citizen) 

•  Sas Alabah — Canadian with father stranded in Gaza (private citizen) 

•  Canadian mother and daughter — Stranded at Rafah Crossing (private citizens) 

•  Palestinian man with German citizenship — Stranded at Rafah (private citizen) 

•  Chris Bumstead — Five-time Olympia bodybuilding champion 

•  Unnamed Quebec City lawyer — Loitering law expert 

•  Unnamed former Canadian break dancer — Workshop facilitator 

External Voices Cited (not interviewed directly): 

•  Anthony Blinken — U.S. Secretary of State (clip/paraphrase) 

•  Mahmoud Abbas — Palestinian Authority President (paraphrase) 

•  Egypt's Foreign Minister (paraphrase) 

•  BBC reporter in Gaza (referenced) 

•  Muhammad Al-Al — Gazan journalist (translated clip) 

•  Leanne Alaz — Gazan civilian (translated clip) 

Main Topic 

This broadcast covers six primary stories: (1) an Air Canada in-flight medical emergency resulting in passenger death; 
(2) intensifying Israeli military operations in Gaza with civilian casualties; (3) the ceasefire vs. humanitarian pause 
debate; (4) Canadians stranded at the Rafah Crossing; (5) the carbon tax pause on home heating oil and its political 
fallout; and (6) lighter features on break dancing, hockey analyst Kevin Bieksa, and bodybuilding. 

Current Context (Gaza/Israel Conflict — Primary News Story) 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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By November 6, 2023, the Israel-Hamas war had entered its fourth week following Hamas's October 7 attacks, which 
killed approximately 1,200 Israelis and resulted in approximately 240 hostages taken into Gaza. Israel had launched a 
sustained air and ground campaign in Gaza, with the Hamas-run Health Ministry reporting over 10,000 Palestinian 
deaths by this date, a figure widely cited by international media. The international community was deeply divided: 
Western governments (U.S., Canada, UK, EU) were resisting calls for a ceasefire while supporting a "humanitarian 
pause," while Arab nations, the Global South, and large protest movements worldwide demanded an immediate 
ceasefire. The UN had declared a humanitarian catastrophe in Gaza, with food, water, fuel, and medical supplies 
critically depleted. Israel had declared it had "split Gaza in two" militarily, and multiple telecommunications blackouts 
had severed Gaza from the outside world. 

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 SELECTION 4/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

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

Finding 1: 

- Location: Ceasefire breakdown segment 

- Quote: "Aaron David Miller is in Washington he's a senior fellow at the Carnegie Endowment for International 
Peace and served six secretaries of state with both parties as an adviser on Arab Israeli negotiations" 

- Technique: Miller is presented as a bipartisan expert. However, his career was spent advancing U.S. State 
Department policy, which has historically been strongly aligned with Israeli security interests. His own memoir ("The 
Much Too Promised Land") acknowledges that U.S. negotiators were often "Israel's lawyer." His current position at 
Carnegie does not neutralize this institutional orientation. 

- Why problematic: Presenting a former U.S. government official whose career was built on U.S.-Israel policy 
alignment as a neutral expert on the ceasefire question, without disclosing this orientation, misleads viewers about 
the nature of the expertise being offered. 

 

Finding 2: 

- Location: Ceasefire breakdown segment 

- Quote: "John Allen... a Canadian former ambassador to Israel" 

- Technique: The former Canadian ambassador to Israel is selected as the expert to explain the 
ceasefire/humanitarian pause distinction. An ambassador to Israel, by the nature of the role, represents Canadian 
government policy toward Israel and is unlikely to offer perspectives critical of Israeli military conduct. 

- Why problematic: Both experts selected for the Gaza analytical segments (Allen and Miller) share a Western 
governmental/diplomatic background with institutional alignment toward Israeli and U.S. positions. No expert from a 
humanitarian organization, international law background, Palestinian civil society, or Arab diplomatic tradition is 
included. 

 

Finding 3: 

- Location: Air Canada segment 

- Quote: "go public described Pont symptoms to five doctors all said he was showing signs of a serious cardiac 
event all said they would have recommended the pilot land the plane as soon as possible" 

- Technique: Five unnamed doctors are cited as expert consensus. While this is a reasonable journalistic approach 
for a consumer investigation, the doctors are not identified, their specialties are not given, and no aviation medicine 
specialist (who would understand the specific protocols and constraints of in-flight diversion decisions) is included. 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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- Why problematic: The absence of an aviation medicine expert — the most directly relevant specialty — means the 
expert consensus presented may not reflect the full complexity of in-flight medical decision-making, potentially 
creating an unfair impression of Air Canada's conduct before any investigation is complete. 
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2. SOURCE SELECTION 5/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

Claims without primary source = penalty points (rumour check) 

 

Definition: The diversity, independence, and potential conflicts of interest of cited sources. 

Finding 1: 

- Location: Gaza/ceasefire segments 

- Quote: Sources cited: Israeli military, Hamas-run Health Ministry, Palestine Red Crescent Society, U.S. Secretary 
of State, Egyptian Foreign Minister, former Canadian Ambassador to Israel, former U.S. State Department official 

- Technique: The source selection for Gaza coverage is heavily weighted toward governmental and diplomatic 
sources from Western and Israeli perspectives. Independent sources — ICRC, Médecins Sans Frontières, UNRWA, 
independent conflict researchers, international law experts — are entirely absent. 

- Why problematic: Relying primarily on governmental sources for coverage of an active military conflict, without 
independent humanitarian or legal voices, means the broadcast's analytical framework is defined by the parties to 
the conflict and their allies rather than by independent assessment. 

 

Finding 2: 

- Location: Carbon tax segment 

- Quote: "Federal data shows just 3% of Canadians use oil to heat their homes" 

- Technique: "Federal data" is cited without specifying the department, report, or date. No independent economic 
analysis of the carbon tax pause is cited. No environmental organization or climate economist is consulted. 

- Why problematic: Citing unattributed "federal data" without independent verification or context, and without 
consulting independent economic or environmental experts, reduces the analytical depth of the segment and makes 
it difficult for viewers to assess the claim. 

 

Finding 3: 

- Location: Air Canada segment 

- Quote: "the company Air Canada uses says that globally there are about 60,000 inflight medical emergencies 
every year fewer than 2% of those result in a diversion" 

- Technique: The statistic about in-flight medical emergencies comes from "the company Air Canada uses" — i.e., 
the same medical advisory company whose advice is under scrutiny in the story. This is a significant conflict of 
interest that is not flagged. 

- Why problematic: Citing the potentially implicated party's own statistics to contextualize the story, without noting 
the conflict of interest, is a source selection failure that may mislead viewers about the reliability of the data. 
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3. TIME DISTRIBUTION 5/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

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

Finding 1: 

- Location: Gaza/ceasefire segments combined 

- Quote: Multiple segments totaling approximately 15–18 minutes of broadcast time 

- Technique: Of the Gaza-related content, approximately: Israeli/Western governmental position (Blinken, Miller, 
Allen, Israeli military statements) — ~60% of analytical content; Palestinian civilian voices — ~25% 
(emotional/testimonial, not analytical); Arab/pro-ceasefire position — ~15% (Egypt FM brief clip, protest footage). 

- Why problematic: The analytical and expert content is heavily weighted toward Western governmental positions, 
while Palestinian and pro-ceasefire perspectives are represented primarily through emotional testimony rather than 
analytical argument, creating an implicit hierarchy of credibility. 

 

Finding 2: 

- Location: Carbon tax segment 

- Quote: "the way to do that is for the prime minister to do the right thing to be fair to all Canadian families and to 
extend his carbon tax pause" (Conservative framing) 

- Technique: The carbon tax segment gives approximately equal time to the Liberal government position and the 
Conservative opposition position, but the framing of the segment (sticker shock, regional unfairness, overwhelming 
paperwork) structurally favors the anti-carbon-tax narrative. The NDP position on carbon pricing is entirely absent. 

- Why problematic: Presenting a two-party framing of a multi-party policy debate omits the NDP's distinct position on 
carbon pricing and climate policy, which is relevant given the NDP's supply-and-confidence agreement with the 
Liberal government. 

 

Finding 3: 

- Location: Overall broadcast 

- Quote: Kevin Bieksa interview runs approximately 12–15 minutes; Aaron David Miller interview runs approximately 
4–5 minutes 

- Technique: The feature interview with a hockey analyst receives approximately three times the airtime of the 
expert analysis of an active international conflict causing thousands of deaths per week. 

- Why problematic: While entertainment content is a legitimate part of a national broadcast, the time allocation 
signals editorial priorities that may not reflect the relative importance of the stories to the public interest mandate of 
a public broadcaster. 
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4. SELECTIVE OMISSION 6/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Definition: Relevant facts, perspectives, or context that are absent from the broadcast and whose absence distorts the 
overall picture. 

Finding 1: 

- Location: Gaza segment, throughout 

- Quote: "Israel announced its troops effectively have cut the territory in two" — no context provided 

- Technique: The broadcast omits: (a) the total Palestinian death toll at this point (~10,000+); (b) the proportion of 
civilian vs. combatant casualties; (c) the destruction of civilian infrastructure (hospitals, water systems, bakeries); (d) 
the 16-year blockade of Gaza preceding the war; (e) any reference to international calls for accountability or war 
crimes investigations. 

- Why problematic: Omitting the scale of Palestinian casualties and the humanitarian catastrophe while covering 
individual stories of suffering creates a gap between the emotional and the analytical that systematically 
underrepresents the magnitude of the crisis. 

 

Finding 2: 

- Location: Carbon tax segment 

- Quote: "Federal data shows just 3% of Canadians use oil to heat their homes" 

- Technique: The broadcast omits: (a) the scientific rationale for carbon pricing as a climate instrument; (b) the 
rebate system that returns carbon tax revenue to households; (c) the fact that most households receive more in 
rebates than they pay in carbon tax; (d) the environmental cost of exempting heating oil. 

- Why problematic: Presenting the carbon tax debate purely as a question of regional fairness and political optics, 
without the climate policy context that is the entire rationale for the policy, systematically distorts the policy debate in 
favor of those opposing the tax. 

 

Finding 3: 

- Location: Ceasefire breakdown segment 

- Quote: "in the past Israel and Hamas have agreed to ceasefires like 2 and a half years ago letting eight trucks 
move into Gaza after 11 days of fighting" 

- Technique: The broadcast omits the 2014 Gaza war (51 days, ~2,200 Palestinian deaths), the 2021 conflict, the 
ongoing blockade, and the broader pattern of cyclical violence. The only historical reference is a brief mention of a 
prior ceasefire, presented as evidence that ceasefires are possible but limited. 

- Why problematic: Stripping the conflict of its historical pattern prevents viewers from understanding why ceasefire 
advocates argue that temporary pauses without political resolution perpetuate the cycle of violence — a central 
argument in the ceasefire debate that is entirely absent. 

 

 

Missing Voices 

1. International humanitarian law (IHL) legal experts — No legal analysis of whether Israeli strikes on refugee 
camps, hospitals, or ambulances constitute violations of the laws of war 

2. Israeli hostage families — Their perspective on ceasefire vs. continued military operations is absent despite being 
central to the debate 

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
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3. Hamas political representatives or spokespeople — Their stated objectives and conditions are entirely absent; 
Hamas is only described through Israeli/Western framing 

4. Independent Palestinian political analysts — No Palestinian academic, civil society leader, or diaspora intellectual 
is given analytical voice 

5. Canadian Muslim/Arab community representatives — Despite large Canadian protests shown, no community 
leader is interviewed 

6. UN Special Rapporteurs or ICRC representatives — No independent humanitarian law body is given direct voice 

7. Dissenting Western politicians — Several European and Canadian politicians were calling for ceasefire by this 
date; none are featured 

8. Medical/public health experts on Gaza health system collapse — The destruction of hospitals is mentioned but no 
medical authority assesses the humanitarian catastrophe 
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5. NUMERICAL MANIPULATION 4/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

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

 

Definition: Selective, misleading, decontextualized, or otherwise manipulative use of numerical data. 

Finding 1: 

- Location: Carbon tax segment 

- Quote: "Federal data shows just 3% of Canadians use oil to heat their homes the numbers are a lot higher in 
Atlantic Canada" 

- Technique: The 3% figure is used to contextualize the carbon tax pause as a narrow regional benefit. However, 
the broadcast does not provide: (a) the percentage of Atlantic Canadians who use heating oil (approximately 30–
35%); (b) the dollar value of the carbon tax rebate that all Canadians receive; (c) the net fiscal impact of the pause 
on federal climate revenues. 

- Why problematic: Presenting the 3% figure without the Atlantic Canada breakdown or the rebate context creates a 
misleading impression of the policy's scope and fairness, supporting the narrative that the pause is an unjustified 
regional carve-out. 

 

Finding 2: 

- Location: Gaza segment 

- Quote: "the more than 200 hostages being held by Hamas" 

- Technique: The hostage figure is cited precisely and prominently. Palestinian casualty figures are cited only from 
the "Hamas-run Health Ministry" with the implicit credibility qualifier. The asymmetry in how the two sets of numbers 
are presented — one as authoritative fact, one as potentially suspect — is a form of statistical framing bias. 

- Why problematic: Presenting one side's casualty/hostage figures as authoritative while systematically qualifying 
the other side's figures undermines the viewer's ability to assess the proportionality of the conflict. 

 

Finding 3: 

- Location: U.S. election segment 

- Quote: "new polling from The New York Times and Sienna College suggests Trump is leading Biden in five key 
swing States Arizona Nevada Georgia Pennsylvania and Michigan" 

- Technique: The polling is presented as a significant finding without: (a) margin of error; (b) sample size; (c) the fact 
that this was one poll conducted approximately a year before the election; (d) historical context about how predictive 
such polls are at this stage. 

- Why problematic: Presenting a single poll as a meaningful indicator of electoral outcomes a year in advance, 
without statistical context, amplifies the "Trump is winning" narrative beyond what the data supports. 
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6. GUILT BY ASSOCIATION 3/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

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

Finding 1: 

- Location: Gaza segment 

- Quote: "the Hamas run Health Ministry says killed at least 51 people" 

- Technique: Consistently prefacing Gaza Health Ministry statistics with "Hamas-run" associates the data with a 
designated terrorist organization, implicitly inviting viewers to discount the figures. This is not done for Israeli military 
casualty claims or Israeli government statements. 

- Why problematic: This is a subtle but consistent form of guilt by association applied to humanitarian data. The 
WHO, UN, and independent researchers have consistently found Gaza Health Ministry casualty figures to be 
reliable. The qualifier functions to undermine credibility without evidence of inaccuracy. 

 

Finding 2: 

- Location: Ceasefire breakdown segment 

- Quote: "ceasefire now would simply leave Hamas in place able to regroup and repeat what it did on October 7th" 
(Blinken, unchallenged) 

- Technique: The ceasefire position is associated with enabling Hamas terrorism through Blinken's framing, which is 
presented without rebuttal. Ceasefire advocates (who include the UN Secretary-General, most Arab states, and 
large portions of the Global South) are implicitly associated with supporting Hamas's ability to repeat October 7. 

- Why problematic: Allowing a partisan political figure's association of ceasefire advocacy with Hamas enablement 
to stand unchallenged in an analytical segment constitutes a form of guilt by association directed at a legitimate 
political position. 

 

Finding 3: 

- Location: U.S. election segment 

- Quote: "critics of the former president were shut down" (referring to Trump critics at Republican summit) 

- Technique: The description of Trump critics being "shut down" at a party event, combined with the reference to 
"more than 90 criminal charges," frames Trump through association with authoritarian suppression and criminality. 
While factually accurate, the framing is not balanced by equivalent critical framing of Biden's political vulnerabilities. 

- Why problematic: Asymmetric critical framing of political figures — one described through criminal charges and 
suppression of dissent, the other through age concerns and polling — reflects an editorial tilt, even when individual 
facts are accurate. 
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7. TIMING & PLACEMENT 3/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

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

Finding 1: 

- Location: Broadcast opening 

- Quote: "tonight a serious mid-flight medical emergency but the pilot wouldn't land" 

- Technique: The broadcast leads with the Air Canada story — a compelling consumer/human interest story — 
before the Gaza conflict. While editorial judgment about audience engagement is legitimate, leading with a domestic 
consumer story before an international crisis causing thousands of deaths per week reflects a particular set of 
editorial priorities. 

- Why problematic: For a public broadcaster with a mandate to inform Canadians about matters of national and 
international importance, leading with a consumer complaint story before a major international conflict may reflect 
audience engagement priorities over public interest priorities. 

 

Finding 2: 

- Location: Post-commercial placement 

- Quote: "as calls for ceasefire in Gaza grow louder Western politicians aren't following suit... why leaders are 
choosing their words carefully" (teased before commercial, delivered after) 

- Technique: The ceasefire analysis segment is teased as a "breakdown" — a structured explainer format — which 
frames the complex political and moral question of ceasefire as a definitional/procedural matter ("what's the 
difference between a ceasefire and a humanitarian pause") rather than a substantive policy debate. 

- Why problematic: Reducing a major moral and political controversy to a definitional explainer depoliticizes the 
question and implicitly validates the Western governmental position that the distinction matters more than the 
underlying demand to stop civilian casualties. 

 

Finding 3: 

- Location: Nepal earthquake 

- Quote: "funerals have begun for the victims of Friday's earthquake in Nepal more than 150 people died" 

- Technique: The Nepal earthquake — 150+ deaths — receives approximately 2 sentences of coverage. The break 
dancing story receives a full feature package. This placement decision reflects editorial priorities that systematically 
underweight non-Western humanitarian crises. 

- Why problematic: For a public broadcaster with a mandate to reflect global diversity and inform Canadians about 
international affairs, the near-total omission of a significant natural disaster in South Asia in favor of sports 
entertainment content raises questions about whose suffering is considered newsworthy. 
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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) 

 

Definition: Moral outrage expressed at certain positions, actions, or actors while equivalent actions by others are 
treated neutrally or sympathetically. 

Finding 1: 

- Location: Gaza segment 

- Quote: "Panic at al-Ahli hospital in Gaza City dozens injured says the Palestine red crescent Society after Israeli 
air strikes close by" vs. "the Israeli military says its strikes are aimed at Hamas again accusing the militant group of 
hiding behind civilians" 

- Technique: Palestinian civilian suffering is described with emotional language ("panic," "dwindling hope," "forever 
scarred") while Israeli military actions are described in neutral procedural language ("strikes aimed at Hamas," 
"accusing"). The moral weight of civilian casualties is not applied symmetrically. 

- Why problematic: Asymmetric emotional language for equivalent actions (military strikes causing civilian 
casualties) constitutes selective outrage that implicitly assigns different moral weight to different victims. 

 

Finding 2: 

- Location: Lebanon border segment 

- Quote: "Lebanon says was an Israeli drone strike that killed four civilians according to local media this vehicle was 
carrying three children and their grandmother... Israel says the vehicle was being used by suspected terrorists" 

- Technique: Israel's claim that a vehicle carrying children and their grandmother was used by "suspected terrorists" 
is reported without skepticism or follow-up. The same broadcast that questions Air Canada's medical decision-
making does not question Israel's characterization of a vehicle carrying children as a terrorist target. 

- Why problematic: The contrast between the investigative skepticism applied to Air Canada and the uncritical 
reporting of Israeli military claims about civilian deaths reflects a significant asymmetry in journalistic scrutiny. 

 

Finding 3: 

- Location: U.S. election segment 

- Quote: "Trump may be in serious legal trouble facing more than 90 criminal charges" vs. Biden described through 
"age and mental fitness" concerns 

- Technique: Trump's legal jeopardy is presented as a factual political liability; Biden's vulnerabilities are framed as 
perceptual ("highlighted as concerns for voters"). The moral weight of criminal charges is not balanced by 
equivalent moral framing of Biden's policy failures (e.g., Gaza policy, which is directly referenced in the same 
segment through protest footage). 

- Why problematic: Asymmetric moral framing of political figures — one through criminal accountability, one through 
age perception — reflects an editorial tilt that is inconsistent with impartial political reporting. 
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9. COMPLETENESS 5/10 

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). 

| # | Perspective | Status | 

|---|-------------|--------| 

| 1 | Israeli government/military justification for operations | COVERED (via military statements, Blinken paraphrase) 
| 

| 2 | Palestinian civilian experience in Gaza | COVERED (translated clips, journalist loss) | 

| 3 | Hamas political/military position | MENTIONED (briefly, framed as obstacle) | 

| 4 | International humanitarian law experts (IHL/war crimes) | OMITTED | 

| 5 | UN/UNRWA humanitarian assessment | MENTIONED (briefly, capacity reference) | 

| 6 | Arab state diplomatic position (Egypt, Qatar, Jordan) | MENTIONED (Egypt FM clip) | 

| 7 | Israeli civilian/hostage family perspective | MENTIONED (hostage count referenced) | 

| 8 | Canadian government position on ceasefire | COVERED (humanitarian pause framing) | 

| 9 | Pro-ceasefire Western political voices (dissenting MPs, etc.) | OMITTED | 

| 10 | Independent conflict historians/Middle East scholars | OMITTED | 

Completeness Score: 5/10 
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Soft Facts — 6 qualitative techniques 

 

10. FRAMING 5/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Definition: How the topic is fundamentally constructed — what assumptions are built into the story structure, what is 
treated as "given," and what interpretive lens is applied. 

Finding 1: 

- Location: Gaza segment, throughout 

- Quote: "hamas's unprecedented attacks on Israel changed the course of history... this war will last for months" 

- Technique: Causal anchoring — the conflict is consistently framed as originating with and caused by Hamas's 
October 7 attacks, with Israeli military operations presented as a response. The historical context of the occupation, 
blockade, and prior conflicts is entirely absent. 

- Why problematic: Framing the war exclusively as a response to October 7 without any historical context of the 
Israeli-Palestinian conflict, the 16-year blockade of Gaza, or prior military operations presents a partial causal 
narrative as complete fact, violating CBC JSP requirements for context and fairness. 

 

Finding 2: 

- Location: Ceasefire breakdown segment 

- Quote: "ceasefire now would simply leave Hamas in place able to regroup and repeat what it did on October 7th" 

- Technique: This statement by U.S. Secretary of State Blinken is presented without challenge or counter-framing. 
The broadcast adopts the Western governmental framing that a ceasefire equals Hamas impunity, without 
presenting the counter-argument that continued bombardment of civilians is itself a strategic and moral problem. 

- Why problematic: Presenting a partisan diplomatic position (U.S. State Department) as the logical conclusion of 
the ceasefire debate, without rebuttal, embeds a political position into the broadcast's analytical framework. 

 

Finding 3: 

- Location: Carbon tax segment 

- Quote: "the Prime Minister announced a three-year tax pause surrounded by Atlantic Canadian MPs arguing it 
gives people time to switch to heat pumps" 

- Technique: The carbon tax pause is framed primarily as a political problem for the Liberals (fairness to other 
provinces, Conservative opposition) rather than as a climate policy question. The environmental rationale for the 
carbon tax is mentioned only in passing. 

- Why problematic: Framing a climate policy instrument primarily through the lens of regional political fairness and 
Conservative opposition systematically disadvantages the policy's stated purpose and the scientific consensus 
supporting carbon pricing. 
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11. WORD CHOICE & TERMINOLOGY 5/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Definition: The use of loaded language, connotations, euphemisms, or dysphemisms that carry implicit evaluative 
weight. 

Finding 1: 

- Location: Gaza segment, throughout 

- Quote: "Hamas-run Health Ministry" (used repeatedly) 

- Technique: Consistent qualifier "Hamas-run" applied to the Gaza Health Ministry, which is the only functioning 
health authority in Gaza. This qualifier is not applied symmetrically — the Israeli military is not described as 
"Netanyahu-run" or "Likud-government military." The qualifier functions to pre-emptively discredit casualty statistics. 

- Why problematic: Asymmetric credibility-undermining language applied to one side's official sources but not the 
other's constitutes a form of implicit bias. The Gaza Health Ministry's casualty figures have been assessed as 
broadly reliable by the UN, WHO, and independent researchers. 

 

Finding 2: 

- Location: Ceasefire breakdown segment 

- Quote: "hamas's unprecedented attacks on Israel" 

- Technique: The word "unprecedented" is factually contestable (Israel has fought multiple wars with Hamas; the 
scale was unprecedented but the nature was not) and functions rhetorically to maximize the moral weight of the 
October 7 attacks while implicitly minimizing the context of prior Israeli military operations in Gaza. 

- Why problematic: Loaded descriptors applied to one side's violence but not the other's create an asymmetric moral 
framework that is incompatible with impartial journalism. 

 

Finding 3: 

- Location: Gaza segment 

- Quote: "the militant group of hiding behind civilians" (paraphrasing Israeli military) 

- Technique: The Israeli military's characterization of Hamas as "hiding behind civilians" is reported without the 
qualifier "claims" or "alleges" being consistently applied, and without presenting the counter-argument that Gaza's 
population density makes civilian proximity to any structure inevitable. 

- Why problematic: Reporting a contested military claim about the use of human shields without adequate 
skepticism or counter-evidence treats a propaganda assertion as a factual description, violating accuracy standards. 
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12. MODERATION BEHAVIOR 3/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Definition: Asymmetries in the anchor's questioning style, follow-up probing, sympathy signals, and treatment of 
different guests. 

Finding 1: 

- Location: Aaron David Miller interview 

- Quote: "Aaron David Miller thank you very much for your insights pleasure Ian thanks for having me" 

- Technique: The interview with Miller is conducted in a collegial, non-confrontational manner. The anchor does not 
challenge Miller's assertion that the U.S. "doesn't carry much weight" in the region (a claim that contradicts the $3.8 
billion annual U.S. military aid to Israel), nor does he probe Miller's institutional background or potential bias. 

- Why problematic: Soft moderation of an expert whose views align with Western governmental positions, without 
any probing of the limitations of that perspective, allows one-sided analysis to pass as neutral expertise. 

 

Finding 2: 

- Location: Air Canada segment 

- Quote: "Erica let's talk about who makes the call to divert the plane" 

- Technique: The anchor's follow-up questions to reporter Erica Johnson are constructive and investigative, probing 
the decision-making process. This is appropriate journalism. However, Air Canada's position is presented only 
through a written statement ("categorically rejects any assertions it was responsible") with no Air Canada 
representative interviewed directly. 

- Why problematic: While the Go Public investigation is legitimate, the absence of a live Air Canada spokesperson 
— who could be questioned — means the company's position is presented in its most favorable written form without 
cross-examination, creating an asymmetry in accountability. 

 

Finding 3: 

- Location: Kevin Bieksa interview 

- Quote: "I was in the studio the other day for the national and uh did not realize I wasn't supposed to actually be on 
air they accidentally put me on air so that's a lesson like anytime you're in the studio you swear a lot I've already 
learned that about you" 

- Technique: The anchor engages in extended, warm, self-deprecating banter with Bieksa, including jokes at his 
own expense. This is appropriate for a feature interview but represents a significant tonal contrast with the anchor's 
more formal approach to news segments. 

- Why problematic: While not a bias issue per se, the extended warmth and informality of the Bieksa segment 
(approximately 15+ minutes) contrasts with the relatively brief and unchallenging treatment of complex geopolitical 
questions, suggesting a misallocation of journalistic rigor. 
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13. QUESTION ASYMMETRY 4/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

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

Finding 1: 

- Location: Aaron David Miller interview 

- Quote: "how much weight do you think the United States has in trying to whatever resolution looks like" 

- Technique: The anchor asks Miller about U.S. influence in a neutral, open-ended way. He does not ask: "Given 
that the U.S. provides $3.8 billion annually in military aid to Israel, does the U.S. bear responsibility for enabling the 
current military campaign?" or "Is the U.S. position on a humanitarian pause consistent with international 
humanitarian law?" 

- Why problematic: Soft questions to a former U.S. government official on U.S. policy allow the official to define the 
terms of the discussion without accountability for the policy positions he helped shape. 

 

Finding 2: 

- Location: Air Canada segment 

- Quote: "Air Canada says the crew followed procedure but as Erica Johnson explains in this go public investigation 
some question why it wasn't handled with more urgency" 

- Technique: The Air Canada story is framed as an investigation with implicit criticism of the airline. Five doctors are 
cited against Air Canada's position. Air Canada is not given a live interview opportunity. The framing is adversarial 
toward the corporation. 

- Why problematic: While consumer advocacy journalism is legitimate, the asymmetry between the adversarial 
treatment of Air Canada (a corporation) and the non-adversarial treatment of government officials (Blinken, Israeli 
military) on far more consequential matters reveals an inconsistency in journalistic rigor. 

 

Finding 3: 

- Location: Carbon tax segment 

- Quote: "the Prime Minister announced a three-year tax pause surrounded by Atlantic Canadian MPs" 

- Technique: The description of the PM "surrounded by Atlantic Canadian MPs" carries a visual/political connotation 
of regional pandering. No equivalent framing is applied to the Conservative leader's motion (e.g., "surrounded by oil-
province premiers"). 

- Why problematic: Asymmetric descriptive framing of political actors — one described in terms suggesting political 
calculation, the other in terms of principled action ("ready to act," "do the right thing") — constitutes implicit editorial 
bias. 
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14. FALSE BALANCE 3/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

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

Finding 1: 

- Location: Ceasefire breakdown segment 

- Quote: "Arab Nations like Egypt Jordan Qatar and Morocco all agree a ceasefire is best while Canada the US 
Britain and the European Union are instead proposing what they call a humanitarian pause" 

- Technique: The segment presents ceasefire vs. humanitarian pause as a balanced two-sided debate between 
Arab states and Western governments. This framing omits that the UN General Assembly, the UN Secretary-
General, the ICRC, MSF, and the vast majority of the world's nations supported a ceasefire, making the Western 
position a minority position globally. 

- Why problematic: Presenting a minority Western governmental position as one side of a balanced debate, when 
the global consensus was overwhelmingly on the other side, constitutes false balance that misrepresents the actual 
state of international opinion. 

 

Finding 2: 

- Location: Carbon tax segment 

- Quote: "I think it's okay if we recognize that some policies have a disproportionately positive impact on some 
regions of the country" (Liberal minister) vs. Conservative motion to extend pause 

- Technique: The carbon tax debate is presented as a balanced Liberal vs. Conservative dispute. The scientific 
consensus on carbon pricing as an effective climate instrument is not presented as a relevant counterweight to the 
political debate. 

- Why problematic: Presenting a policy debate as purely political, when there is strong scientific and economic 
consensus supporting the policy's effectiveness, creates false balance between political opinion and expert 
consensus. 

 

Finding 3: 

- Location: Air Canada segment 

- Quote: "go public described Pont symptoms to five doctors all said he was showing signs of a serious cardiac 
event" 

- Technique: Five doctors vs. Air Canada's written statement creates an apparent imbalance of expert opinion 
against the airline. However, no aviation medicine specialist — the relevant expert — is included, and the five 
doctors' specialties are not disclosed. 

- Why problematic: Presenting five unnamed general practitioners' opinions as equivalent to aviation medicine 
expertise, without disclosing specialties, creates a false impression of expert consensus in a specialized field. 
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15. AGENDA-SETTING 5/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Definition: What topics, questions, and frames become "the issue" — and what is systematically excluded from the 
discussion. 

Finding 1: 

- Location: Gaza coverage overall 

- Quote: The broadcast sets the agenda as: (a) ceasefire vs. humanitarian pause (definitional); (b) Canadians 
stranded at Rafah; (c) intensity of bombing 

- Technique: The broadcast's Gaza agenda systematically excludes: (a) international humanitarian law and potential 
war crimes; (b) the role of Western arms sales to Israel; (c) the history of the occupation and blockade; (d) the 
political future of Gaza post-conflict; (e) the Palestinian Authority's legitimacy and role. 

- Why problematic: Setting the Gaza agenda around definitional distinctions and Canadian consular concerns, 
rather than the legal, historical, and political dimensions of the conflict, produces coverage that is technically 
accurate but analytically shallow and implicitly favorable to the status quo. 

 

Finding 2: 

- Location: Carbon tax segment 

- Quote: The agenda is set as: regional fairness, political optics, Conservative opposition 

- Technique: The carbon tax agenda excludes: (a) climate science context; (b) the rebate system; (c) the economic 
literature on carbon pricing effectiveness; (d) the NDP's position; (e) the environmental cost of the exemption; (f) the 
long-term fiscal implications. 

- Why problematic: Setting the carbon tax agenda exclusively around political fairness and opposition framing, 
without the climate policy context, systematically disadvantages the policy's rationale and the public's ability to make 
informed judgments. 

 

Finding 3: 

- Location: Overall broadcast 

- Quote: The broadcast includes: Air Canada, Gaza, carbon tax, U.S. election, Rafah, Lebanon, Turkey protests, 
Hamburg hostage, break dancing, Kevin Bieksa, bodybuilding, Nepal (2 sentences), Quebec City photographer 

- Technique: The agenda-setting choices reveal a pattern: domestic consumer stories and entertainment features 
receive full packages; international humanitarian crises (Nepal) receive 2 sentences; the Gaza conflict is covered 
extensively but through a narrow diplomatic/consular frame; Canadian political stories are framed through partisan 
conflict rather than policy substance. 

- Why problematic: The overall agenda reflects a broadcast optimized for audience engagement (compelling 
personal stories, entertainment features, political drama) rather than the public interest mandate of a national public 
broadcaster to inform citizens about matters of democratic and humanitarian importance. 
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CHAPTER 2 — OVERALL EVALUATION 

 

A) Summary Table: 15 Criteria 

# Criterion Score Key Finding 

1 Framing 5/10 Gaza framed as Hamas-initiated conflict without historical context; carbon 
tax framed as political problem rather than climate policy 

2 Word Choice 5/10 "Hamas-run Health Ministry" applied asymmetrically; "unprecedented" 
attacks; loaded descriptors favor Israeli/Western framing 

3 Expert Selection 4/10 Both Gaza experts are former Western government officials with 
institutional alignment to Israeli/U.S. positions; no IHL, humanitarian, or 
Palestinian experts 

4 Selective Omission 6/10 Palestinian death toll scale, blockade history, IHL context, carbon tax 
rebates, and climate science all omitted 

5 Moderation Behavior 3/10 Non-confrontational with government-aligned experts; Air Canada treated 
more adversarially than Israeli military 

6 Time Distribution 5/10 Western/Israeli analytical voices dominate Gaza coverage; Palestinian 
voices are testimonial not analytical; Bieksa interview ~3x longer than 
Gaza expert analysis 

7 Question Asymmetry 4/10 Soft questions to Miller/Allen; no challenge to U.S. military aid context; 
harder framing applied to Air Canada and implicitly to Liberals 

8 Guilt by Association 3/10 "Hamas-run" qualifier undermines Health Ministry data; ceasefire position 
associated with Hamas enablement via Blinken quote 

9 Numerical Manipulation 4/10 3% heating oil figure decontextualized; hostage/casualty asymmetry; single 
poll presented without statistical context 

10 Timing & Placement 3/10 Consumer story leads over international crisis; Nepal earthquake receives 
2 sentences; ceasefire reduced to definitional explainer 

12 Source Selection 5/10 Heavy reliance on governmental sources; implicated company's statistics 
used uncritically; no independent humanitarian or legal sources 

13 Selective Outrage 5/10 Emotional language for Palestinian suffering but neutral procedural 
language for Israeli military actions; Air Canada scrutinized more than 
Israeli military claims 

14 False Balance 3/10 Ceasefire debate presented as two-sided when global consensus was 
overwhelmingly pro-ceasefire; carbon tax debate ignores scientific 
consensus 

15 Agenda-Setting 5/10 Gaza agenda set around definitions and consular concerns; carbon tax 
agenda set around political fairness; climate science and IHL excluded 

 

B) Overall Scores 

Criteria Score: (5+5+4+6+3+5+4+3+4+3+4+5+5+3+5) ÷ 15 = 64 ÷ 15 = 4.3/10 
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C) Top 3 Manipulation Techniques 

1. Asymmetric Credibility Framing (Primary Technique) 

The broadcast systematically applies credibility qualifiers to Palestinian/Hamas sources ("Hamas-run Health Ministry") 
while presenting Israeli military claims and Western governmental positions without equivalent skepticism. This 
technique does not require false statements — it operates through differential framing that pre-disposes viewers to 
trust some sources and doubt others. Evidence: consistent "Hamas-run" qualifier throughout Gaza coverage; Israeli 
military video of "rocket launching positions next to a playground" presented without independent verification; Blinken's 
ceasefire characterization presented without challenge. 

2. Expert Capture / Institutional Alignment Laundering 

The broadcast presents former government officials (former U.S. State Department adviser, former Canadian 
Ambassador to Israel) as neutral experts, without disclosing their institutional alignment with the positions they are 
analyzing. This technique launders partisan perspectives as independent expertise. Evidence: Aaron David Miller 
presented as "senior fellow at Carnegie Endowment" without disclosure of his career as a U.S. government negotiator 
whose own memoir acknowledges pro-Israel bias in U.S. diplomacy; John Allen presented as "former ambassador to 
Israel" without noting that ambassadors represent government policy. 

3. Definitional Reduction of Political Controversy 

The broadcast's "breakdown" segment reduces the politically and morally charged ceasefire debate to a definitional 
question ("what's the difference between a ceasefire and a humanitarian pause"), which implicitly validates the 
Western governmental position that the distinction matters more than the underlying demand to stop civilian 
casualties. This technique depoliticizes a political controversy by framing it as a matter of definition rather than values 
or evidence. Evidence: "The Breakdown" segment structure; the segment's conclusion that a ceasefire is "highly 
unlikely" presented as analytical finding rather than political judgment. 

D) 3 Core Messages Embedded in the Broadcast 

Content Message (What the viewer learns): 

"The Israel-Hamas conflict is a response to Hamas's unprecedented terrorism; a ceasefire is unrealistic and 
potentially dangerous; the most relevant Canadian concern is getting Canadians out of Gaza." 

•  Technique: Causal anchoring + expert capture + agenda-setting 

•  Evidence: "hamas's unprecedented attacks on Israel changed the course of history"; "ceasefire now would simply 
leave Hamas in place"; extensive coverage of Canadians at Rafah vs. minimal coverage of Palestinian civilian 
casualties at scale 

Personal Message (Who is presented positively/negatively): 

"Western governments (Canada, U.S.) are responsible actors navigating a difficult situation; Hamas is a terrorist 
obstacle to peace; Air Canada is a negligent corporation; the Conservative Party is the champion of ordinary 
Canadians on heating costs." 

•  Technique: Asymmetric framing + selective outrage + word choice 

•  Evidence: Blinken presented as reasonable ("it can advance things we're all trying to accomplish"); Hamas 
described only through Israeli/Western characterizations; Air Canada "categorically rejects" responsibility 
(adversarial framing); Conservative motion described as doing "the right thing" (via quoted source without rebuttal) 

Societal Message (What worldview is reinforced): 

"Canada is a Western nation whose primary international obligations are to its own citizens and its alliance with 
the United States and Israel; domestic consumer concerns and entertainment are as important as international 
humanitarian crises; political debate is primarily a contest between Liberals and Conservatives." 

•  Technique: Agenda-setting + time distribution + placement 
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•  Evidence: Air Canada story leads broadcast; Bieksa interview receives more time than Gaza expert analysis; 
Nepal earthquake receives 2 sentences; NDP, Green Party, and Bloc perspectives entirely absent from carbon tax 
debate 

E) Classification 

Classification: CLEAR ONE-SIDEDNESS (4.1–6.0) 

F) Summary 

This broadcast exhibits a pattern of clear one-sidedness that falls short of CBC's Journalistic Standards and Practices 
requirements for accuracy, fairness, balance, and impartiality. The most significant deficiencies are in the Gaza 
coverage, where the broadcast's analytical framework is defined almost exclusively by Western governmental and 
diplomatic sources, historical context is absent, Palestinian casualty data is systematically qualified while Israeli 
military claims are not, and the ceasefire debate is reduced to a definitional exercise that implicitly validates the 
minority Western governmental position over the global consensus. The carbon tax coverage similarly omits the 
scientific and economic rationale for carbon pricing, framing a climate policy instrument primarily as a political fairness 
problem. Under Section 3(1)(l) of the Broadcasting Act, CBC is mandated to provide "a reasonable opportunity for the 
public to be exposed to the expression of differing views on matters of public concern" — a standard this broadcast 
does not meet with respect to the Gaza conflict, where the range of expert and analytical perspectives is narrow, 
institutionally aligned, and systematically excludes international humanitarian law, Palestinian civil society, and 
dissenting Western political voices. The broadcast's entertainment content (break dancing, bodybuilding, hockey 
analyst interview) is well-produced and appropriate in a magazine format, but the time allocation relative to 
substantive news analysis raises questions about the editorial prioritization expected of a public broadcaster operating 
under the Broadcasting Act's public interest mandate. 
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CHAPTER 3 — PARTY-POLITICAL BIAS 

 

Party Bias Scores 

Party Score (-
5 to +5) 

Evidence 

NDP -2 Entirely absent from carbon tax debate despite supply-and-confidence agreement 
with Liberals; NDP's distinct climate/affordability position not represented 

Green Party 
(GPC) 

-2 Entirely absent; no environmental perspective on carbon tax or Gaza; climate 
science context omitted 

Liberal Party 
(LPC) 

-1 Carbon tax pause described as politically motivated ("surrounded by Atlantic 
Canadian MPs"); PM's policy framed as regional pandering; however, Liberal 
government position on Gaza presented without challenge 

Bloc Québécois 
(BQ) 

-1 Entirely absent; Quebec City photographer story does not engage with Quebec 
political context; no BQ perspective on any issue 

Conservative Party 
(CPC) 

+2 Conservative framing of carbon tax ("do the right thing," "fair to all Canadian 
families") presented sympathetically; Conservative motion described as principled 
action; no equivalent critical framing of Conservative positions 

People's Party 
(PPC) 

-1 Absent; no far-right perspective represented (appropriate given fringe status, but 
noted for completeness) 

 

Evidence Details 

NDP (-2): 

•  Quote: The carbon tax segment covers Liberal and Conservative positions extensively but the NDP — which 
supports carbon pricing and has a formal agreement with the Liberal government — is entirely absent. 

•  Interpretation: The NDP's position that carbon pricing should be maintained with stronger rebates for low-income 
Canadians is a directly relevant perspective that is omitted, making the debate appear to be a Liberal-
Conservative binary when it is not. 

Green Party (-2): 

•  Quote: No Green Party voice appears in the carbon tax segment, the Gaza segment, or any other segment. 

•  Interpretation: The Green Party's position on both carbon pricing (strong support) and Gaza (ceasefire advocacy) 
is directly relevant to two of the broadcast's major stories. Its complete absence reflects a systematic omission of 
environmental and progressive perspectives. 

Liberal Party (-1): 

•  Quote: "the Prime Minister announced a three-year tax pause surrounded by Atlantic Canadian MPs" 

•  Interpretation: The visual description of the PM "surrounded by" regional MPs carries a connotation of political 
calculation and regional pandering. However, the Liberal government's Gaza position (humanitarian pause) is 
presented without equivalent critical framing, partially offsetting the negative score. 

Bloc Québécois (-1): 

•  Quote: No BQ voice appears in any segment. 

•  Interpretation: The BQ's positions on carbon pricing (opposition to federal carbon tax in Quebec, which has its own 
cap-and-trade system) and Gaza (ceasefire support) are directly relevant but entirely absent. 

Conservative Party (+2): 
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•  Quote: "the way to do that is for the prime minister to do the right thing to be fair to all Canadian families and to 
extend his carbon tax pause to all sources of heating" and "who's ready to act" 

•  Interpretation: The Conservative position is framed through language of moral rectitude ("do the right thing," "fair," 
"ready to act") without equivalent critical scrutiny. The Conservative motion is described as principled action; no 
Conservative spokesperson is challenged on the environmental implications of expanding the carbon tax 
exemption. 

People's Party (-1): 

•  Quote: Absent from broadcast. 

•  Interpretation: Appropriate given PPC's fringe status, but noted for completeness. Score of -1 reflects absence 
rather than negative treatment. 

Summary Statistics 

Most Favored Party: Conservative Party (CPC) — Score: +2 

Most Disadvantaged Parties: NDP and Green Party — Score: -2 each 

Average Deviation from 0: (2 + 2 + 1 + 1 + 2 + 1) ÷ 6 = 1.5 

Left-Right Tendency Calculation: 

Positive scores (favored): CPC (+2) at position 7.5 

Negative scores (disadvantaged): NDP (-2) at 2.0, GPC (-2) at 2.5, LPC (-1) at 4.5, BQ (-1) at 5.0, PPC (-1) at 9.0 

Weighted left tendency: (2×2.0 + 2×2.5 + 1×4.5 + 1×5.0) = 4.0 + 5.0 + 4.5 + 5.0 = 18.5 ÷ 6 = 3.08 

Weighted right tendency: (2×7.5 + 1×9.0) = 15.0 + 9.0 = 24.0 ÷ 3 = 8.0 

Overall Political Leaning: The broadcast exhibits a moderate right-of-center lean on domestic political coverage, 
primarily through the favorable framing of Conservative carbon tax positions and the systematic omission of NDP, 
Green, and Bloc perspectives. On international coverage (Gaza), the broadcast aligns with the centrist 
Liberal/Western governmental consensus, which in the context of the ceasefire debate places it to the right of the 
global majority position. 
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CHAPTER 4 — LEGAL CLASSIFICATION 

 

A) CBC Journalistic Standards and Practices (JSP) 

Accuracy: 

•  Finding: The broadcast contains several instances where contested claims are presented as facts. The Israeli 
military's characterization of Hamas "hiding behind civilians" is reported without the qualifier "claims." The Gaza 
Health Ministry's figures are qualified as "Hamas-run" without evidence of inaccuracy. 

•  Standard: CBC JSP requires that "we seek out the truth" and "we are accurate." 

•  Severity: Moderate 

•  Evidence: "the militant group of hiding behind civilians supplying this video the military says it shows rocket 
launching positions next to a playground" — the video is presented as evidence without independent verification. 

Fairness: 

•  Finding: The Gaza coverage does not give adequate representation to Palestinian analytical perspectives, 
international humanitarian law experts, or pro-ceasefire Western voices. The carbon tax coverage omits NDP, 
Green, and Bloc perspectives. 

•  Standard: CBC JSP requires that "we ensure that our content on all platforms presents a wide range of 
perspectives." 

•  Severity: Significant 

•  Evidence: Both Gaza expert guests (Allen, Miller) are former Western government officials; no Palestinian, 
humanitarian, or IHL expert is included. 

Balance: 

•  Finding: The ceasefire debate is presented as a two-sided Western vs. Arab state debate, omitting the UN, ICRC, 
and global majority position. The carbon tax debate is presented as a Liberal vs. Conservative debate, omitting 
NDP, Green, and scientific consensus. 

•  Standard: CBC JSP requires "balance — we present a wide range of perspectives on controversial subjects." 

•  Severity: Significant 

•  Evidence: "Arab Nations like Egypt Jordan Qatar and Morocco all agree a ceasefire is best while Canada the US 
Britain and the European Union are instead proposing" — presents a minority Western position as one side of a 
balanced debate. 

Impartiality: 

•  Finding: The anchor's treatment of different guests and subjects is not consistently impartial. Air Canada is treated 
adversarially; Israeli military claims are treated neutrally; Conservative carbon tax framing is presented 
sympathetically. 

•  Standard: CBC JSP requires that "we are impartial — we do not take sides on issues of public debate." 

•  Severity: Moderate 

•  Evidence: "who's ready to act" (describing Conservative leader) vs. "surrounded by Atlantic Canadian MPs" 
(describing Liberal PM) — asymmetric framing of equivalent political actors. 

Independence: 

•  Finding: No direct evidence of external editorial interference. However, the broadcast's alignment with Canadian 
government positions on Gaza (humanitarian pause over ceasefire) and the absence of critical analysis of 
Canadian foreign policy raises questions about editorial independence from governmental framing. 

•  Standard: CBC JSP requires "independence — our editorial decisions are not influenced by political, commercial 
or other interests." 

•  Severity: Minor (insufficient evidence for stronger finding) 

B) Broadcasting Act, S.C. 1991, c. 11, Section 3(1) 
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Section 3(1)(l) — Reasonable opportunity for differing views: 

•  Finding: The broadcast does not provide a reasonable opportunity for the expression of differing views on the 
Gaza ceasefire question, the most significant matter of public concern in the broadcast. The range of expert 
opinion is narrow and institutionally aligned. 

•  Evidence: Two experts, both former Western government officials, provide the analytical framework for the 
ceasefire debate. No pro-ceasefire expert, no IHL expert, no Palestinian civil society voice is given analytical 
standing. 

•  Severity: Significant 

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

•  Finding: The broadcast's omission of NDP, Green, and Bloc perspectives from the carbon tax debate, and its 
reduction of a climate policy question to a partisan political dispute, does not serve the public's need for informed 
democratic participation. 

•  Evidence: Carbon tax segment contains no climate science context, no rebate information, no NDP or Green 
perspective. 

•  Severity: Moderate 

Section 3(1)(d)(iii) — Reflect Canada's diversity: 

•  Finding: The broadcast's Gaza coverage does not reflect the diversity of Canadian opinion on the conflict, 
including the significant Canadian Muslim, Arab, and Palestinian diaspora communities who were actively 
protesting during this period. 

•  Evidence: Large pro-ceasefire protests in Canadian cities are referenced but no Canadian community 
representative is interviewed; the analytical framework is provided exclusively by Western governmental voices. 

•  Severity: Moderate 

C) CRTC Conditions of Licence 

High Standard of Journalistic Ethics: 

•  Finding: The asymmetric application of journalistic skepticism — rigorous investigation of Air Canada, uncritical 
reporting of Israeli military claims — does not meet the high standard of journalistic ethics required by CRTC 
conditions of licence. 

•  Evidence: Five doctors cited against Air Canada; Israeli military video of "rocket launching positions" presented 
without independent verification. 

•  Severity: Moderate 

Overall Regulatory Assessment 

This broadcast presents several findings of moderate-to-significant concern under CBC's Journalistic Standards and 
Practices and the Broadcasting Act. The most significant regulatory concern is the failure to provide a reasonable 
opportunity for the expression of differing views on the Gaza ceasefire question, as required by Section 3(1)(l) of the 
Broadcasting Act, where the analytical framework is defined exclusively by former Western government officials 
whose institutional backgrounds align with the positions they are analyzing. The systematic application of credibility 
qualifiers to Palestinian sources ("Hamas-run Health Ministry") without equivalent treatment of Israeli military claims 
raises accuracy and impartiality concerns under CBC JSP. The carbon tax coverage's omission of climate science 
context, rebate information, and non-Liberal/Conservative political perspectives fails the balance and fairness 
standards of CBC JSP and does not serve the public's need for informed democratic participation as contemplated by 
the Broadcasting Act's public interest mandate. While no individual finding rises to the level of a clear regulatory 
violation requiring CRTC intervention, the cumulative pattern of asymmetric framing, selective expert selection, and 
systematic omission of relevant perspectives across multiple major stories constitutes a meaningful departure from the 
standards expected of Canada's national public broadcaster. 

Source Credibility Assessment 

Source/Expert Funding Source Conflicts of Interest Credibility Counter-Voice 
Offered? 
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Aaron David Miller, 
Carnegie Endowment 

Carnegie Endowment 
(private foundation, 
historically centrist-
establishment) 

Career as U.S. State 
Dept. adviser on 
Arab-Israeli 
negotiations; own 
memoir 
acknowledges pro-
Israel bias in U.S. 
diplomacy 

Medium — high 
expertise, significant 
institutional alignment 

No 

John Allen, Former 
Canadian 
Ambassador to Israel 

N/A (retired diplomat) Represented 
Canadian 
government policy 
toward Israel; 
institutional alignment 
with Western 
governmental 
positions 

Medium — diplomatic 
expertise, limited 
analytical 
independence 

No 

Five unnamed 
doctors (Air Canada 
segment) 

Not disclosed Not disclosed; 
specialties not given; 
no aviation medicine 
specialist 

Low-Medium — 
relevant medical 
expertise but 
insufficient disclosure 

No (Air Canada 
written statement 
only) 

Medical advisory 
company statistics 
(60,000 in-flight 
emergencies) 

Air Canada's 
contracted medical 
advisory company 

Directly implicated in 
the story under 
investigation 

Low — significant 
conflict of interest not 
disclosed 

No 

Hamas-run Health 
Ministry (Gaza 
casualties) 

Hamas government 
of Gaza 

Governing authority 
of one party to the 
conflict 

Medium — UN, 
WHO, and 
independent 
researchers have 
found figures broadly 
reliable; qualifier 
applied without 
evidence of 
inaccuracy 

No independent 
verification cited 

Israeli military (strike 
justifications, video) 

Israeli government Party to the conflict Medium — official 
military source; 
claims require 
independent 
verification 

No independent 
verification cited 

Palestine Red 
Crescent Society 

International Red 
Cross/Red Crescent 
Movement 

Humanitarian 
organization; 
operates in Gaza 

High — independent 
humanitarian 
organization 

Not contextualized as 
independent 

New York 
Times/Sienna 
College poll 

New York Times 
(commercial media); 
Sienna College 
(academic) 

No significant 
conflicts 

High — reputable 
polling source 

No margin of error or 
context provided 

Quebec City lawyer 
(loitering) 

Private practice None identified Medium — relevant 
legal expertise 

Not needed in context 
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Federal data (3% 
heating oil) 

Government of 
Canada 

Government source 
on government policy 

Medium — official 
data, but source not 
specified 

No independent 
economic analysis 

 

End of Analysis Report — Version 1.0-cbc 

Prepared under the framework of CBC Journalistic Standards and Practices and the Broadcasting Act, S.C. 1991, 
c. 11 
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OVERALL EVALUATION OF THE 15 CRITERIA 

 

Individual Scores — All 15 Criteria 

No. Criterion Score Rating 

1 EXPERT SELECTION 4 ●● 

2 SOURCE SELECTION 5 ●●● 

3 TIME DISTRIBUTION 5 ●●● 

4 SELECTIVE OMISSION 6 ●●● 

5 NUMERICAL MANIPULATION 4 ●● 

6 GUILT BY ASSOCIATION 3 ●● 

7 TIMING & PLACEMENT 3 ●● 

8 SELECTIVE OUTRAGE 5 ●●● 

9 COMPLETENESS 5 ●●● 

10 FRAMING 5 ●●● 

11 WORD CHOICE & TERMINOLOGY 5 ●●● 

12 MODERATION BEHAVIOR 3 ●● 

13 QUESTION ASYMMETRY 4 ●● 

14 FALSE BALANCE 3 ●● 

15 AGENDA-SETTING 5 ●●● 

 

HARD FACTS SCORE (1-8) 4.4/10 Significant imbalance 

 

SOFT FACTS SCORE (9-14) 4.2/10 Significant imbalance 

 

OVERALL SCORE 4.3/10 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) 

  

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 34 

 

APPENDIX 2: SCIENTIFIC REFERENCES 

 

References 

Bennett, W. L. (1990). Toward a theory of press-state relations in the United States. Journal of Communication, 40(2), 103–125. 

Berelson, B. (1952). Content analysis in communication research. Free Press. 

Entman, R. M. (1993). Framing: Toward clarification of a fractured paradigm. Journal of Communication, 43(4), 51–58. 

fög – Forschungszentrum Öffentlichkeit und Gesellschaft (2024). Jahrbuch Qualität der Medien 2024. Schwabe. 

Gilardi, F., Alizadeh, M. & Kubli, M. (2023). ChatGPT outperforms crowd workers for text-annotation tasks. PNAS, 120(30). 

Iyengar, S. & Kinder, D. R. (1987). News that matters: Television and American opinion. University of Chicago Press. 

Jolly, S. et al. (2022). Chapel Hill Expert Survey trend file, 1999–2019. Electoral Studies, 75, 102420. 

Krippendorff, K. (2004). Content analysis: An introduction to its methodology (2nd ed.). Sage. 

McCombs, M. E. & Shaw, D. L. (1972). The agenda-setting function of mass media. Public Opinion Quarterly, 36(2), 176–187. 

Shoemaker, P. J. & Vos, T. P. (2009). Gatekeeping theory. Routledge. 

SVFAB (2026). Methodenbericht v4.1: Zählbare Kriterien und Multi-Modell-Kreuzvalidierung. 

Törnberg, P. (2023). ChatGPT-4 outperforms experts and crowd workers in annotating political Twitter messages. 
arXiv:2304.06588. 

 

SVFAB Working Papers 

Schläpfer, D. (2026). Systematic AI-Assisted Analysis of Public Broadcaster Impartiality: A Scalable Methodological Framework for 
Measuring Structural Bias in Public Service Media. SSRN 6688478 

Schläpfer, D. (2026). Measuring Editorial Noise: A Retrospective Suppression Index for Public Broadcasting Content Analysis. 
SSRN 6733280 

Schläpfer, D. (2026). Source Traffic Light: A Six-Dimensional Credibility Framework for Systematic Source Assessment in Public 
Service Media. SSRN 6733880 

 

David Schläpfer — ORCID: 0009-0000-5671-9266 

 

 

SVFAB — Swiss Association for Balanced Reporting  |  P.O. Box, 8021 Zurich 1  |  www.svfab.ch  |  kontakt@svfab.ch  |  Methods 
Report March 2026  |  Converter 3.3 (2026-05-14) 

  

mailto:kontakt@SVFAB.ch
https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=6688478
https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=6733280
https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=6733880


 

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 35 

 

 
 

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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