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CBC DETAILED ANALYSIS 

20231031_CBC News： The National ｜ Israel-Hamas war, Carbon tax, Breast cancer screening 

Broadcast: MEDIA ANALYSIS REPORT  |  Analyzed: 2026-05-06 08:16 

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

 

OVERALL 
SCORE 

4.2/10 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) 5.2 / 10 

Mildly right-of-center** on domestic policy coverage, with the 
carbon tax segment being the primary driver. The Israel-Hamas 
war coverage does not map cleanly onto the Canadian left-right 
spectrum but aligns with the positions of both the Liberal and 
Conservative parties (both of which supported Israel's right to 
self-defense at this time), suggesting the political bias in that 
segment is less partisan than it is structural (pro-Western-
government-consensus) 

 

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: October 31, 2023 

Approximate Length: 60–75 minutes (estimated from transcript volume) 

Anchor/Chief Correspondent: Adrian Arsenault (spelled "Adrien Arseno" in transcript, likely transcription artifact) 

Reporters/Correspondents Identified 

•  Susan Ormiston — Jerusalem (Israel-Hamas war, hostage coverage) 

•  Kathryn Cullen — Ottawa (Canadian government response, ceasefire pressure) 

•  Brier Stewart — London, UK (Dagestan airport incident) 

•  Kate McKenna — Ottawa (carbon tax) 

•  Alison Northcott — Montreal (Quebec tuition fees) 

•  Lauren Pelley — Toronto (COVID/seniors) 

•  Tisha Reed — Toronto (breast cancer screening) 

•  Diana Swain Johnson — Campus tensions segment (breakdown) 

•  Nick Pron — London, Ontario (homelessness) 

Guests / Interviewees with Affiliation 

Name/Description Affiliation/Role Topic 

Benjamin Netanyahu Prime Minister of Israel War strategy, ceasefire rejection 

Unnamed Israeli hostage family 
members 

Civilians with Canadian ties Hostage crisis 

Mélanie Joly Canadian Foreign Affairs Minister Humanitarian pauses 

Israel's Ambassador (unnamed) Israeli government Ceasefire opposition 

Unnamed Palestinian-Canadian 
student ("Spe") 

York University student Campus tensions 

Jacob Burman Jewish student, York University Campus tensions 

Mala Daniels Jewish student, TMU Campus tensions 

Adam Muller Peace and conflict studies expert Campus tensions 

Prof. Shannon Day Academic freedom researcher Campus tensions 

Scott Moe Premier of Saskatchewan Carbon tax 

Pierre Poilievre Conservative Leader (referenced, not 
interviewed) 

Carbon tax 

Dwight Foster Ontario farmer Carbon tax 

Steven Guilbeault Environment Minister (referenced) Carbon tax 

Jack Miller Senior, 74 years old COVID/seniors 

Lead BC researcher (unnamed) CMAJ study author COVID/seniors 

Unnamed geriatrician Medical expert COVID/seniors 
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Natalie Quadron Breast cancer patient Breast cancer screening 

Unnamed surgical oncologist Ontario hospital Breast cancer screening 

Josh Morgan Mayor of London, Ontario Homelessness 

Steve Curtis Youth homelessness expert Homelessness 

Janette Cameron Petition organizer against hubs Homelessness 

Councilor Susan Stevenson London City Council Homelessness 

Councilor Sam Trosow London City Council Homelessness 

Councilor Elizabeth Peloza London City Council Homelessness 

Joselyn 22-year-old homeless woman Homelessness 

Menin Lote Hub opponent, petition signer Homelessness 

Eric Falkenberg Grocery store display artist Human interest 

Haley Wickenheiser Four-time Olympic hockey champion Hockey neck guards 

Russia expert (unnamed) Academic/analyst Dagestan incident 

 

Main Topic 

This broadcast covers five major stories: the Israel-Hamas war and its domestic Canadian reverberations (hostages, 
ceasefire debate, campus tensions); the carbon tax exemption controversy; breast cancer screening age reduction in 
Ontario; COVID-19 risks for seniors; and London, Ontario's homelessness hub plan. 

Current Context (as of October 31, 2023) 

The Israel-Hamas war, triggered by Hamas's October 7, 2023 attack on Israel (approximately 1,200 killed, 250 taken 
hostage), had entered its ground invasion phase, with the IDF advancing into Gaza. International debate was 
intensifying over whether a ceasefire or humanitarian pause was appropriate, with the UN, many NGOs, and some 
Western governments calling for pauses while Israel and its primary allies (US, Canada initially) resisted. The civilian 
death toll in Gaza was rising rapidly, with Palestinian health authorities reporting thousands of casualties. 
Simultaneously, antisemitism and Islamophobia incidents were spiking globally, including on Canadian university 
campuses, creating institutional governance crises for universities attempting to balance free expression with 
community safety. On the domestic front, the Trudeau government's carbon tax exemption for home heating oil had 
created a significant political controversy, with western premiers accusing the federal government of regional 
favoritism. 

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 whether their funding sources, conflicts of interest, and 
credibility are disclosed. 

Finding 3.1 

Location: Campus tensions segment 

Quote: "Adam Muller is an expert in peace and conflict studies" and "Professor Shannon Day investigates how 
universities manage academic freedom" 

Technique: Two academic experts are selected for the campus tensions segment. Both offer relatively moderate, 
process-oriented perspectives. Neither is a scholar of the Israeli-Palestinian conflict, international law, or Middle 
Eastern politics — the substantive issue underlying the campus tensions. 

Why problematic: Selecting experts on university governance and conflict management rather than on the substantive 
political/historical dispute means the segment can discuss campus process without ever engaging with the underlying 
factual and legal questions (occupation, international law, historical context) that are driving the tensions. This is 
expert selection that systematically avoids substantive engagement. 

Finding 3.2 

Location: COVID/seniors segment 

Quote: "a study published Monday in the Canadian Medical Association Journal" — lead researcher unnamed; 
geriatrician unnamed 

Technique: The CMAJ study is cited authoritatively but the lead researcher is not named, their institutional affiliation is 
only vaguely described ("a research team in British Columbia"), and no independent expert is offered to assess the 
study's methodology or limitations. 

Why problematic: Anonymous expert sourcing prevents viewers from assessing potential conflicts of interest, 
institutional biases, or methodological limitations. The CMAJ is a credible journal, but the study's findings are 
presented as more definitive than a single study warrants. 

Finding 3.3 

Location: Breast cancer screening segment 

Quote: "this surgical oncologist says the move will save lives" — unnamed 

Technique: The surgical oncologist supporting the screening age reduction is unnamed. The Canadian Task Force on 
Preventive Health Care — which has historically recommended against routine screening below 50 due to false 
positive concerns — is mentioned only briefly at the end and without a spokesperson. 

Why problematic: The segment presents an unnamed specialist's enthusiastic endorsement prominently while 
relegating the national evidence-based guideline body (the Task Force) to a brief closing mention without a 
spokesperson. This creates an imbalance between advocacy and evidence-based caution. 
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2. SOURCE SELECTION 4/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

Claims without primary source = penalty points (rumour check) 

 

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

Finding 12.1 

Location: Israel-Hamas war segment, throughout 

Quote: "says the IDF" (multiple instances); "Israel's foreign Ministry"; "Netanyahu" 

Technique: The primary sources for factual claims about the military operation are Israeli government and military 
sources. Palestinian Authority, Hamas, UNRWA, WHO, MSF, and independent journalists in Gaza are not cited as 
sources. 

Why problematic: In a conflict where both parties have strong incentives to manage information, relying primarily on 
one party's official sources for factual claims about military operations violates basic source diversity principles. The 
IDF's claim of "600 air strikes" and the characterization of the hostage rescue are presented without independent 
verification. 

Finding 12.2 

Location: COVID/seniors segment 

Quote: "a study published Monday in the Canadian Medical Association Journal suggests infection rates remain lower 
for many seniors" 

Technique: A single study is cited as the primary evidence base for the segment's claims. The study's methodology 
(blood samples from BC) is briefly described but its limitations (single province, specific time period, potential selection 
bias) are not discussed. 

Why problematic: Presenting a single study's findings as the basis for national health guidance without independent 
expert assessment of the study's limitations or generalizability overstates the certainty of the findings. 

Finding 12.3 

Location: Homelessness segment 

Quote: "Steve Curtis has a lot riding on today he's one of 200 experts in London who developed the plan" 

Technique: Steve Curtis is presented as an expert source on the hub plan — but he is also one of its architects. His 
conflict of interest (he developed the plan he is now explaining) is acknowledged but not treated as a credibility 
concern. 

Why problematic: An expert who developed a plan has a significant conflict of interest when explaining that plan's 
merits. Presenting him as an objective expert source without seeking independent assessment of the plan's design 
creates a source selection problem. 
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3. TIME DISTRIBUTION 4/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

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

Finding 6.1 

Location: Israel-Hamas war segment, overall 

Technique: Counting substantive speaking time: Israeli government/military perspective (Netanyahu speech excerpt, 
IDF spokesperson, Israeli Ambassador, Israeli hostage families) receives substantially more direct quotation than 
Palestinian civilian perspective (one grieving man's cry, reporter narration of conditions). Hamas's perspective is 
represented only through characterizations by Israeli officials. 

Why problematic: In a conflict with two parties and a massive civilian population caught between them, systematic 
imbalance in direct quotation time creates a structural bias in whose humanity and reasoning is made accessible to 
viewers. 

Finding 6.2 

Location: Carbon tax segment 

Quote: Farmer Dwight Foster receives extended direct quotation; Premier Scott Moe receives extended coverage; 
Pierre Poilievre's Commons attacks are described at length. The Trudeau government's substantive policy rationale 
receives minimal direct quotation. 

Technique: Critical voices (Moe, Foster, Poilievre) receive approximately 3:1 speaking time advantage over 
government defenders in this segment. 

Why problematic: When one side of a policy debate receives three times the direct voice time, the segment functions 
as advocacy rather than journalism regardless of the reporter's intent. 

Finding 6.3 

Location: Campus tensions segment 

Quote: Palestinian student "Spe" receives one extended quote; Jacob Burman (Jewish student) receives one 
extended quote; Mala Daniels (Jewish student) receives one quote. Two academic experts are added. The segment's 
closing anchor exchange focuses on Jewish student concerns. 

Technique: While student voices are roughly balanced, the expert voices (two academics focused on university 
process) and the anchor's closing framing both tilt toward the institutional/Jewish student concern axis. 

Why problematic: Structural balance in student voices can be undermined by asymmetric expert selection and anchor 
framing that consistently foregrounds one community's concerns in the analytical layer of the segment. 
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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 coverage and whose absence distorts the 
overall picture. 

Finding 4.1 

Location: Israel-Hamas war segment, throughout 

Quote: "600 air strikes the highest daily count says the IDF one bombardment striking dangerously close to a major 
Hospital" 

Technique: The humanitarian crisis in Gaza is described in terms of physical destruction but without: (a) the 
Palestinian death toll at that point (approximately 8,000+, per Palestinian health authorities); (b) any statement from 
UNRWA, WHO, or MSF operating in Gaza; (c) any reference to international humanitarian law regarding siege 
warfare or hospital protection. 

Why problematic: Describing the physical destruction of Gaza without citing the human death toll — which was 
publicly available and widely reported — is a significant omission that reduces the emotional and factual weight of 
Palestinian civilian suffering. The absence of humanitarian law context removes the legal framework within which the 
conflict's conduct should be evaluated. 

Finding 4.2 

Location: Carbon tax segment 

Quote: "they don't want us to be burning carbon but there's no alternative" 

Technique: The farmer's claim that there is "no alternative" to carbon-intensive farming practices is presented without 
challenge. No agricultural sustainability expert, no government response explaining transition supports, and no climate 
economist explaining the policy design is offered. 

Why problematic: The claim that there is "no alternative" to carbon-intensive practices is empirically contested — there 
are transition programs, alternative energy sources for grain drying, and government rebate mechanisms. Presenting 
this claim unchallenged as representative testimony omits the entire policy rationale and available counter-evidence. 

Finding 4.3 

Location: Campus tensions segment 

Quote: "the letter which has since been removed from the internet said we assert that hamas's attack was a direct 
result of Israel's 75-year-old systemic campaign to eradicate Palestinians" 

Technique: The historical context of the Israeli-Palestinian conflict — 75 years of displacement, occupation, and 
international legal disputes — is introduced only through the lens of a student letter that is immediately characterized 
as containing "misinformation" and "harmful rhetoric." No historian, international law expert, or political scientist is 
offered to assess the historical claims. 

Why problematic: Characterizing contested historical claims as "misinformation" without expert adjudication is itself a 
form of editorial judgment masquerading as neutral reporting. The 75-year history of the conflict is a matter of serious 
scholarly debate, not settled fact, and presenting one student's characterization of it as "misinformation" without 
substantiation is editorially problematic. 

 

Missing Voices 

1. International humanitarian law experts — No legal analysis of siege warfare, hospital proximity strikes, or 
proportionality under the laws of armed conflict 

2. Palestinian voices from Gaza — No direct testimony from civilians inside Gaza; their experience is narrated by 
reporters only 

3. UN/UNRWA officials — No representatives from the primary humanitarian agencies operating in Gaza 
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4. Independent military analysts — No non-governmental strategic analysts assessing the IDF's ground campaign 

5. Carbon pricing economists — No academic or independent economists explaining the policy rationale or 
distributional effects of the carbon tax 

6. Climate scientists or environmental advocates — No voice explaining why carbon pricing exists as a policy tool, 
beyond government talking points 

7. Mental health professionals — In the campus tensions segment, no psychologists or counselors addressing 
trauma responses in affected student communities 

8. Housing policy experts — In the homelessness segment, no national housing policy analysts contextualizing 
London's approach within broader systemic failures 
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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, or decontextualized use of numbers and statistics. 

Finding 9.1 

Location: Israel-Hamas war segment 

Quote: "600 air strikes the highest daily count says the IDF" 

Technique: The 600 air strikes figure is cited from the IDF — the party conducting the strikes — without independent 
verification or contextualization. The Palestinian death toll (approximately 8,000+ at this point, per Gaza health 
authorities) is not cited anywhere in the segment. 

Why problematic: Citing military operational statistics from one party without citing the human cost statistics from the 
other party — or from independent sources — creates a statistical picture that emphasizes military activity while 
obscuring human consequences. The omission of the death toll is particularly significant given its public availability. 

Finding 9.2 

Location: Quebec tuition fees segment 

Quote: "the change will increase tuition fees from around $8,000 a year to 17,000 compare that to out-of-Province 
fees at Toronto metropolitan University which are between $8,000 and $12,500 a year" 

Technique: The comparison to TMU fees is presented without context: TMU is in Ontario, which has different 
provincial funding structures, different cost-of-living contexts, and different language policy considerations. The 
comparison is numerically accurate but contextually misleading. 

Why problematic: Presenting a cross-provincial tuition comparison without explaining the fundamentally different 
funding models, language policy contexts, and historical subsidy structures makes the Quebec increase appear more 
anomalous than it may be in context. 

Finding 9.3 

Location: Homelessness segment 

Quote: "the number of homeless people has gone from 300 to 2,000 since before the pandemic" and "there are as 
many as 35,000 Canadians living on the street every single day" 

Technique: The London figure (300 to 2,000) is presented without a source. The national figure (35,000) is presented 
with "as many as" — a qualifier that suggests it may be an upper bound — but without a source citation. 

Why problematic: Unsourced statistics in a policy advocacy segment (the segment is clearly sympathetic to the hub 
plan) cannot be independently verified and may reflect advocacy organization estimates rather than government 
census data. The absence of source attribution prevents viewers from assessing reliability. 
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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 positions or 
groups. 

Finding 8.1 

Location: Campus tensions segment 

Quote: "the letter which has since been removed from the internet said we assert that hamas's attack was a direct 
result of Israel's 75-year-old systemic campaign to eradicate Palestinians words that caused pain to Mala Daniels a 
Jewish student" 

Technique: The TMU law students' letter is associated with Hamas's attack through narrative proximity — the letter is 
introduced immediately after describing the attack, and its removal from the internet is noted (implying it was 
appropriately suppressed). The letter's historical claims are then immediately characterized as "misinformation" and 
"harmful rhetoric" by a student whose pain is foregrounded. 

Why problematic: Associating a historical/political argument about the causes of the conflict with the emotional pain it 
caused — without engaging with the argument's factual merits — is a form of guilt by association that substitutes 
emotional response for analytical engagement. 

Finding 8.2 

Location: York University segment 

Quote: "that statement has angered many it called the Hamas attack on Israeli civilians resistance efforts" 

Technique: The York Student Union's use of the word "resistance" is immediately followed by York University's 
institutional response (deadline to retract, threat of removal of union status), implicitly associating the use of 
"resistance" language with institutional misconduct. 

Why problematic: The term "resistance" in the context of occupied peoples has recognized standing in international 
law and political discourse. Associating its use with institutional punishment without contextualizing its legitimate 
usage in international discourse implies the term itself is beyond the pale. 

Finding 8.3 

Location: Carbon tax segment 

Quote: "the Prime Minister claims that he only backed down in the carbon tax for some Canadians because of the 
advocacy of terrified liberal members" (Poilievre's framing, quoted by reporter) 

Technique: Poilievre's characterization of Liberal MPs as "terrified" is quoted directly, associating the government's 
policy adjustment with political cowardice rather than responsive governance. 

Why problematic: Presenting an opposition leader's characterization of government motivation as the primary framing 
for a policy story — without equivalent government characterization of the opposition's motives — allows partisan 
guilt-by-association framing to structure the segment. 
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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 10.1 

Location: Broadcast structure — lead story 

Technique: The Israel-Hamas war leads the broadcast and receives the most extended coverage (multiple segments, 
multiple reporters, a "breakdown" segment). This is editorially defensible given the story's significance, but the specific 
sequencing — opening with the hostage rescue "Victory" before the humanitarian crisis — shapes the initial emotional 
register. 

Why problematic: Leading with the Israeli hostage rescue as an "individual Victory" before introducing the broader 
humanitarian catastrophe in Gaza establishes an emotional frame that prioritizes Israeli military success before 
Palestinian civilian suffering. Reversing this order, or presenting them simultaneously, would create a different 
emotional register. 

Finding 10.2 

Location: Carbon tax segment placement 

Technique: The carbon tax story follows immediately after the Israel-Hamas war coverage, giving it the second-most 
prominent placement in the broadcast. The segment is framed around political opposition (Moe's ultimatum, Poilievre's 
attacks, farmer's complaints) rather than policy substance. 

Why problematic: Placing a politically framed carbon tax story in the second-most prominent position amplifies the 
political controversy framing. A policy-first framing (what does the carbon tax do, why was the exemption granted, 
what are the climate implications) would require different placement and structure. 

Finding 10.3 

Location: Breast cancer screening segment 

Quote: The Canadian Task Force on Preventive Health Care's cautionary position is placed at the very end of the 
segment, after extensive positive coverage of the Ontario policy change. 

Technique: Burying the primary evidence-based caution (the Task Force's ongoing review, which historically 
recommended against routine screening below 50) at the end of a segment that has already established a strongly 
positive emotional frame (patient testimonials, oncologist enthusiasm) ensures it receives minimal viewer attention. 

Why problematic: The Task Force's position represents the national evidence-based guideline body. Relegating it to a 
brief closing mention after extensive advocacy framing inverts the appropriate journalistic hierarchy of evidence. 
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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 or actions but not at equivalent actions by other parties. 

Finding 13.1 

Location: Israel-Hamas war segment 

Quote: "The Prime Minister on a Goodwill visit with police called it cruel psychological propaganda" (Netanyahu on 
hostage video); vs. "air strikes flattening buildings burying people every day with little hope of rescue" (reporter 
narration on Gaza) 

Technique: Netanyahu's outrage at the Hamas hostage video is quoted directly and attributed to a named, 
authoritative source. The description of Israeli air strikes flattening buildings and burying people is presented in 
reporter narration — factual but without the moral weight of attributed outrage. No Palestinian official, humanitarian 
worker, or international figure is quoted expressing equivalent moral outrage at the air strikes. 

Why problematic: When one party's moral outrage is quoted directly from authoritative sources while the other party's 
equivalent suffering is described only in neutral reporter narration, the broadcast implicitly validates one form of 
outrage while treating the other as mere reportage. 

Finding 13.2 

Location: Campus tensions segment 

Quote: "so their letter was not only filled with misinformation but just really harmful rhetoric and very and was created 
in very poor taste" (Mala Daniels on TMU letter); vs. "York University gave the three major student unions a deadline 
to retract the statement or face possible removal of official Union status" 

Technique: The York Student Union's statement calling Hamas's attack "resistance" is treated as requiring institutional 
sanction (retraction deadline, threat of removal). The Israeli Ambassador's statement that Israel will not ceasefire 
because "we have a murderer shooting at us" — equally charged language — receives no equivalent institutional 
scrutiny. 

Why problematic: Applying institutional accountability standards to pro-Palestinian speech while presenting pro-Israeli 
speech (including from official government sources) without equivalent scrutiny is a form of selective outrage that has 
chilling effects on one community's expression. 

Finding 13.3 

Location: Dagestan airport segment vs. Israel-Hamas war segment 

Quote: "the mob violently burst onto the tarmac" (Dagestan); vs. "air strikes flattening buildings burying people every 
day" (Gaza) 

Technique: The Dagestan antisemitic mob is described with strong action verbs ("violently burst," "stormed") and the 
incident receives a full dedicated segment. The Israeli air strikes causing mass civilian casualties receive descriptive 
narration but no equivalent moral framing of violence. 

Why problematic: Dedicating a full segment to antisemitic mob violence (approximately 20 injured) while treating mass 
civilian casualties from air strikes (thousands killed) as background context in a larger segment reflects a significant 
asymmetry in the moral weight assigned to different forms of violence. 
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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 ground invasion | COVERED | 

| 2 | Palestinian civilian experience and humanitarian crisis in Gaza | COVERED (partially — through reporter 
narration, not direct Palestinian voices from Gaza) | 

| 3 | Hamas's stated political/military rationale | MENTIONED (briefly, dismissively framed) | 

| 4 | International humanitarian law experts on legality of siege/bombardment | OMITTED | 

| 5 | Canadian Muslim/Arab community perspectives on ceasefire | MENTIONED (via student protest) | 

| 6 | Canadian Jewish community perspectives on security/hostages | COVERED | 

| 7 | Independent military/conflict analysts on ground invasion strategy | OMITTED | 

| 8 | UN/UNRWA humanitarian officials on Gaza conditions | OMITTED | 

| 9 | Carbon tax policy economists (pro and con) | OMITTED | 

| 10 | Climate scientists on carbon pricing effectiveness | 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 narrative structure, what 
is treated as "given" versus contested. 

Finding 1.1 

Location: Opening segment, Israel-Hamas war introduction 

Quote: "a brutal assault on Gaza and Israel says its forces rescued a hostage" 

Technique: Asymmetric framing through adjective deployment. The word "brutal" is applied to the assault on Gaza, 
which is accurate but notable — no equivalent characterizing adjective is applied to the October 7 Hamas attack in the 
same breath. The juxtaposition of "brutal assault" with the positive framing of the hostage rescue ("individual Victory") 
creates an implicit moral hierarchy within the same sentence. 

Why problematic: The opening frame of a broadcast sets the interpretive lens for everything that follows. Applying 
"brutal" to Israeli military action while framing the hostage rescue as a "Victory" in the same sentence establishes an 
asymmetric moral register before any reporting begins. A balanced opening would either apply equivalent 
characterizing language to both sides' actions or use neutral descriptors throughout. 

Finding 1.2 

Location: Netanyahu address segment 

Quote: "calls for a ceasefire are calls for Israel to surrender to Hamas to surrender to terrorism to surrender to 
barbarism that will not happen" 

Technique: Netanyahu's framing is presented at length and without immediate analytical challenge. The reporter's 
follow-up focuses on Netanyahu's political motivations ("shore up his allies, fend off criticism") rather than the 
substantive claim that ceasefire equals surrender. 

Why problematic: Presenting a highly contested political claim — that ceasefire equals surrender to terrorism — 
without immediate expert rebuttal or contextual challenge allows a partisan framing to function as a factual anchor. 
Balanced journalism would pair this with an equally prominent counter-framing from ceasefire advocates. 

Finding 1.3 

Location: Carbon tax segment 

Quote: "Saskatchewan's Premier says that's not enough and... he has an ultimatum for Ottawa" 

Technique: The carbon tax story is framed entirely as a political controversy (Liberals vs. Premiers, regional fairness) 
rather than as a climate policy story. The word "ultimatum" frames Moe's position as aggressive/confrontational. 

Why problematic: Framing carbon pricing exclusively as a political dispute rather than a climate policy instrument 
systematically omits the scientific and economic rationale for the policy. This framing predisposes viewers to evaluate 
the carbon tax through a political lens rather than a policy effectiveness lens. 
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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 2.1 

Location: Israel-Hamas war segment, throughout 

Quote: "Hamas will not do it unless they're under pressure they simply will not do it" (Netanyahu, quoted approvingly 
by IDF spokesperson framing); "cruel psychological propaganda" (Netanyahu on hostage video) 

Technique: Israeli government characterizations of Hamas and its actions are quoted directly and at length. Hamas's 
characterization of its own actions is not quoted directly — it is described through Israeli framing ("Hamas plead for 
their release blaming Israel's prime minister"). 

Why problematic: Allowing one party's loaded terminology ("cruel psychological propaganda," "barbarism," "terrorism") 
to dominate the linguistic register of a report without equivalent direct quotation from the other side creates a 
terminological asymmetry that shapes viewer perception. 

Finding 2.2 

Location: York University campus segment 

Quote: "that statement has angered many it called the Hamas attack on Israeli civilians resistance efforts that are a 
direct response to the ongoing and violent occupation of Palestine" 

Technique: The York Student Union's statement characterizing Hamas's attack as "resistance" is presented in a 
context that frames it as inherently problematic (it "angered many," York gave unions a deadline to retract). The word 
"resistance" — a contested but widely used term in international political discourse — is implicitly delegitimized by its 
placement. 

Why problematic: The term "resistance" has a recognized place in international law and political discourse regarding 
occupied peoples. Presenting it exclusively through the lens of the anger it provoked, without any scholarly or legal 
contextualization, treats a contested political term as self-evidently illegitimate. 

Finding 2.3 

Location: Carbon tax segment 

Quote: "these people are cruded on trying to get reelected that's their sole mandate I'm convinced of that" 

Technique: A farmer's characterization of Liberal MPs as purely cynically motivated is quoted without challenge or 
balance. The word "cruded" (likely "crude" or a transcription artifact) and "sole mandate" are strong characterizations 
presented as credible testimony. 

Why problematic: Presenting an unverified, highly partisan characterization of political motivation as credible 
testimony without a Liberal government response in the same segment allows one-sided political characterization to 
stand unchallenged. 
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12. MODERATION BEHAVIOR 3/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

Definition: Asymmetries in how the anchor or reporters treat different guests — questioning style, follow-up, sympathy 
signals, interruptions. 

Finding 5.1 

Location: Israel-Hamas war, anchor-reporter exchange 

Quote: "so Susan that's Benjamin Netanyahu's second national address in just a few days what's behind this" 

Technique: The anchor's follow-up question to Susan Ormiston focuses on Netanyahu's political strategy ("shore up 
his allies, fend off criticism") rather than on the substance of his claims or the humanitarian situation. This is a soft, 
process-oriented question. 

Why problematic: Framing the follow-up around Netanyahu's political motivations rather than the substance of his 
claims (ceasefire = surrender to terrorism) or the humanitarian consequences of his stated policy allows a highly 
contested political position to go analytically unchallenged. 

Finding 5.2 

Location: Carbon tax segment, anchor-reporter exchange 

Quote: "so Kate what's the Trudeau government saying about Scott Moe's ultimatum" 

Technique: The anchor frames the question around the government's response to Moe's "ultimatum" — accepting 
Moe's framing of the situation as confrontational. The question does not ask about the policy merits or the climate 
rationale. 

Why problematic: Accepting the opposition framing ("ultimatum") in the anchor's own question signals editorial 
alignment with the critical perspective on the carbon tax, rather than maintaining neutral framing. 

Finding 5.3 

Location: Campus tensions segment 

Quote: "so de when we talk about University responses many Jewish students are really unhappy with how their 
institutions are handling these incidents let's talk about that a bit" 

Technique: The anchor's follow-up to the campus tensions segment specifically foregrounds Jewish student 
unhappiness, prompting a discussion of antisemitism on campuses. There is no equivalent anchor prompt specifically 
foregrounding Palestinian student unhappiness with institutional responses. 

Why problematic: Selectively prompting discussion of one community's grievances in the anchor's own framing — 
rather than allowing the reporter to balance both — introduces an asymmetry in whose concerns are treated as 
requiring further elaboration. 
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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 7.1 

Location: Homelessness segment 

Quote: "so you think the homeless should be helped yes but just not in your neighborhood no not in my neighborhood" 

Technique: Nick Pron asks a pointed, Socratic follow-up to the NIMBY resident (Menin Lote) that exposes the 
contradiction in his position. This is good journalism — but it is notably more confrontational than any question asked 
of government officials or policy advocates in the same broadcast. 

Why problematic: While the question itself is legitimate, the asymmetry is notable: no equivalent pointed follow-up is 
directed at government officials on the carbon tax, at Israeli officials on civilian casualties, or at university 
administrators on their handling of campus tensions. The confrontational questioning style is reserved for a private 
citizen with less institutional power. 

Finding 7.2 

Location: Carbon tax segment 

Quote: "so Kate what's the Trudeau government saying about Scott Moe's ultimatum" 

Technique: The anchor asks a descriptive/process question about the government's response rather than a 
substantive or challenging question about the policy merits or the Premier's legal authority to refuse tax collection. 

Why problematic: The legal question — whether a province can unilaterally refuse to collect a federal tax — is raised 
by the reporter but not pursued by the anchor as a follow-up. A harder question would have been: "Is Scott Moe's 
position legally tenable, and what are the constitutional implications?" 

Finding 7.3 

Location: Israel-Hamas war, Israeli Ambassador quote 

Quote: "Israel will not seize fire because we have a murderer shooting at us continuing to shoot at us and there is no 
reason why we should stop" 

Technique: The Israeli Ambassador's statement is presented without any follow-up question or challenge. No reporter 
asks about civilian casualties, international humanitarian law, or the proportionality of the response. 

Why problematic: Allowing a government official's highly charged characterization ("murderer shooting at us") to stand 
without any journalistic challenge — while the segment elsewhere describes "600 air strikes" and buildings being 
"flattened" — represents a significant asymmetry in accountability journalism. 
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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 factual reality. 

Finding 14.1 

Location: Breast cancer screening segment 

Quote: "earlier screening can lead to false positives but once they know what the risks and the benefits of less 
chemotherapy less extensive long-term effects of treatment are most women choose to be screened" 

Technique: The false positive concern — which is the primary evidence-based argument against lowering the 
screening age, and the basis for the Canadian Task Force's historical recommendation — is mentioned briefly and 
then immediately countered with the claim that "most women choose to be screened" once informed. This creates a 
false balance between a well-documented clinical concern and an anecdotal claim about patient preference. 

Why problematic: The Canadian Task Force on Preventive Health Care's recommendation against routine screening 
below 50 is based on systematic review of evidence showing that false positives lead to unnecessary biopsies, 
anxiety, and overtreatment. Presenting this as a minor concern that patient preference overrides misrepresents the 
state of the evidence. 

Finding 14.2 

Location: Carbon tax segment 

Quote: The segment presents critics (Moe, Foster, Poilievre) and the government's position (briefly, through Kate 
McKenna's summary) as two equivalent sides of a debate. 

Technique: The carbon tax debate is presented as a political controversy with two sides, without acknowledging that 
there is substantial economic and scientific consensus supporting carbon pricing as an effective climate policy 
instrument. 

Why problematic: Presenting a policy with strong expert consensus support as a simple political controversy — where 
critics and supporters are equally credible — is a form of false balance that misrepresents the state of expert 
knowledge. 

Finding 14.3 

Location: Campus tensions segment 

Quote: "what we're seeing I think is administrators struggling to find the right kind of balance" (Adam Muller) 

Technique: The expert framing of the campus tensions as a "balance" problem — between free expression and 
community safety — treats the two sides as equivalent in their claims and their institutional treatment, when in fact the 
segment itself documents asymmetric institutional responses (York threatening Palestinian student unions, Western 
University failing to act on poster removal). 

Why problematic: Framing asymmetric institutional treatment as a "balance" problem obscures the documented 
pattern of differential institutional response to pro-Palestinian versus pro-Israeli expression on campuses. 
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15. AGENDA-SETTING 5/10 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

 

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

Finding 15.1 

Location: Israel-Hamas war segment, overall 

Technique: The central "issue" of the Israel-Hamas war coverage is framed as: (1) hostage release, (2) ceasefire 
debate, (3) Netanyahu's political strategy. What is excluded from the agenda: (1) the legal status of the occupation 
under international law; (2) the proportionality of the military response under IHL; (3) the specific civilian death toll; (4) 
the history of the blockade of Gaza; (5) the role of US military aid. 

Why problematic: Agenda-setting that focuses on hostages and ceasefire politics while excluding international law, 
proportionality, and historical context systematically narrows the frame within which viewers can evaluate the conflict. 
These excluded topics are not marginal — they are central to the international debate about the conflict. 

Finding 15.2 

Location: Carbon tax segment 

Technique: The central "issue" of the carbon tax coverage is framed as: regional fairness (Atlantic Canada vs. 
Prairies), political cynicism (Liberals buying votes), and economic hardship (farmers). What is excluded: (1) the 
climate rationale for carbon pricing; (2) the rebate mechanism that returns carbon tax revenue to households; (3) 
economic analysis of the policy's effectiveness; (4) Canada's climate commitments under the Paris Agreement. 

Why problematic: Framing a climate policy story entirely as a political controversy — without any reference to the 
climate problem it is designed to address — is a significant agenda-setting choice that systematically excludes the 
policy's entire rationale from public consideration. 

Finding 15.3 

Location: Campus tensions segment 

Technique: The central "issue" of the campus tensions coverage is framed as: institutional governance (how should 
universities respond?), student safety (who feels unsafe?), and free expression (what can students say?). What is 
excluded: (1) the substantive historical and political questions underlying the tensions; (2) the differential power 
dynamics between Israeli and Palestinian students in Canadian institutions; (3) the role of external political pressure 
(from governments, donors, alumni) on university decision-making. 

Why problematic: Framing campus tensions as a governance and safety problem — rather than as a manifestation of 
a substantive political and historical dispute — allows the broadcast to discuss the symptoms while systematically 
avoiding the underlying causes. 
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CHAPTER 2 — OVERALL EVALUATION 

 

A) Summary Table: All 15 Criteria 

# Criterion Score Key Finding 

1 Framing 5/10 Israel-Hamas war framed around hostages/ceasefire politics; carbon tax 
framed as political controversy rather than climate policy 

2 Word Choice 5/10 Israeli government terminology ("barbarism," "propaganda") dominates; 
"resistance" delegitimized without context 

3 Expert Selection 4/10 Campus experts avoid substantive conflict; medical experts unnamed; plan 
architect presented as neutral source 

4 Selective Omission 6/10 Palestinian death toll absent; carbon tax climate rationale absent; IHL 
framework absent 

5 Moderation Behavior 3/10 Anchor follow-ups consistently process-oriented; no hard questions to 
Israeli officials; Palestinian student concerns less foregrounded 

6 Time Distribution 4/10 Israeli/critical-of-carbon-tax voices receive substantially more direct 
quotation time 

7 Question Asymmetry 4/10 Confrontational questioning reserved for private citizens; government 
officials receive soft process questions 

8 Guilt by Association 3/10 "Resistance" language associated with institutional punishment; student 
letter associated with Hamas attack 

9 Numerical Manipulation 4/10 Palestinian death toll omitted; IDF statistics cited without independent 
verification; unsourced homelessness figures 

10 Timing & Placement 3/10 Hostage rescue leads war coverage; Task Force caution buried at end of 
screening segment 

12 Source Selection 4/10 IDF/Israeli government primary sources for war facts; single study for 
health claims; plan architect as neutral expert 

13 Selective Outrage 5/10 Israeli outrage quoted directly; Palestinian suffering narrated neutrally; 
antisemitic mob gets full segment vs. mass civilian casualties as 
background 

14 False Balance 3/10 Carbon tax presented as political controversy despite expert consensus; 
Task Force evidence minimized 

15 Agenda-Setting 5/10 IHL, death toll, climate rationale, and historical context systematically 
excluded from all major stories 

 

B) Overall Scores 

Criteria Score (average of 15): 4.1/10 

C) Top 3 Manipulation Techniques Observed 
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1. Agenda Exclusion (Systematic Omission of Structural Context) 

Across all three major stories (Israel-Hamas war, carbon tax, campus tensions), the broadcast consistently excludes 
the structural/legal/scientific context that would allow viewers to evaluate the issues on their merits. The Palestinian 
death toll, international humanitarian law, the climate rationale for carbon pricing, and the historical context of the 
Israeli-Palestinian conflict are all absent. This is not random omission — it is systematic exclusion of the frameworks 
that would complicate the dominant narrative in each story. The effect is to reduce complex policy and geopolitical 
questions to human interest and political controversy frames. 

2. Asymmetric Humanization 

The broadcast consistently humanizes Israeli victims (named hostages, grandmother reunion, Jewish students' fear) 
with emotional specificity while describing Palestinian suffering in aggregate and through reporter narration. This 
technique — giving names, faces, and relationships to one community's victims while describing the other 
community's casualties in statistical or passive terms — is one of the most powerful and well-documented techniques 
for shaping viewer empathy. It does not require false statements; it operates through selection and specificity. 

3. Institutional Framing as Neutral Analysis 

In the campus tensions segment, the broadcast uses academic experts on university governance to provide "neutral" 
analysis of what is fundamentally a political and historical dispute. By selecting experts who can speak to process 
(how should universities respond?) rather than substance (what is the historical and legal context of the conflict?), the 
broadcast creates the appearance of analytical depth while systematically avoiding the substantive questions. This 
technique allows the broadcast to appear balanced — it has experts! — while ensuring that the underlying political 
questions are never engaged. 

D) 3 Core Messages Embedded in the Broadcast 

Message 1: Content Message (What the viewer learns) 

Message: Israel is fighting a justified war against terrorism to rescue hostages, facing unfair pressure for a ceasefire 
that would amount to surrender; Canada's government is playing regional politics with the carbon tax at the expense 
of western farmers; universities are struggling to manage student tensions caused by the war. 

Technique: Agenda-setting and framing — by selecting which facts to include and which to exclude, the broadcast 
constructs a coherent narrative that aligns with Western government positions on all three major stories. 

Transcript Evidence: "calls for a ceasefire are calls for Israel to surrender to Hamas to surrender to terrorism to 
surrender to barbarism" (Netanyahu, quoted at length without challenge); "they don't want us to be burning carbon but 
there's no alternative" (farmer, quoted without challenge); "administrators struggling to find the right kind of balance" 
(expert, framing campus tensions as governance problem). 

Message 2: Personal Message (Who is presented positively/negatively) 

Message: Israeli officials and hostage families are sympathetic, credible, and morally clear; the Trudeau government 
is politically cynical and regionally unfair; Palestinian students and their advocates are potentially problematic (their 
statements require institutional sanction); homeless people are sympathetic but their advocates face legitimate 
community opposition. 

Technique: Asymmetric humanization and selective outrage — the broadcast consistently applies more emotional 
specificity and moral clarity to some actors than others. 

Transcript Evidence: "reunited with her grandmother in a video released by Israel's foreign Ministry" (emotional 
specificity for Israeli hostage); "these people are cruded on trying to get reelected" (farmer's characterization of 
Liberals, quoted without challenge); "York University gave the three major student unions a deadline to retract the 
statement" (institutional sanction for pro-Palestinian speech presented as reasonable response). 

Message 3: Societal Message (What worldview is reinforced) 

Message: Western liberal democracies (Canada, Israel, US) are fundamentally legitimate actors facing threats from 
terrorism, political cynicism, and social disorder; the appropriate response to conflict is institutional management 
rather than structural change; individual human interest stories are more meaningful than systemic analysis. 
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Technique: Framing and agenda-setting — by consistently choosing human interest frames over structural/systemic 
frames, and by treating Western government positions as the default reasonable position, the broadcast reinforces a 
worldview in which the existing order is legitimate and challenges to it require justification. 

Transcript Evidence: The entire broadcast structure — from the hostage rescue "Victory" to the farmer's carbon tax 
complaint to the grocery store Batman display — prioritizes individual human stories over systemic analysis. The one 
story that attempts systemic analysis (London homelessness) is the most structurally balanced segment in the 
broadcast. 

E) Classification 

Classification: 4.1–6.0 — CLEAR ONE-SIDEDNESS 

F) Summary 

This broadcast exhibits clear one-sidedness primarily through systematic agenda exclusion and asymmetric 
humanization rather than through overt factual inaccuracy. The Israel-Hamas war coverage, which dominates the 
broadcast, consistently presents Israeli government and military perspectives as primary sources while relegating 
Palestinian civilian experience to reporter narration and omitting the Palestinian death toll, international humanitarian 
law framework, and historical context of the occupation — all of which were publicly available and directly relevant. 
This pattern falls short of the CBC Journalistic Standards and Practices requirements for balance and impartiality, 
which require that "we contribute to informed debate on issues that matter to Canadians" and that coverage reflect "a 
wide range of perspectives." The carbon tax coverage similarly omits the climate rationale for the policy — the entire 
scientific and economic basis for its existence — in favor of a political controversy frame, which fails the JSP standard 
of accuracy in the sense of providing sufficient context for viewers to understand the significance of events. Under 
Section 3(1)(l) of the Broadcasting Act, the 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 that is not met when one 
party to a major international conflict receives primary source treatment while the other's perspective is systematically 
narrated rather than voiced. The broadcast's overall quality is undermined not by what it says but by what it 
consistently chooses not to say, a pattern that across multiple stories and multiple criteria suggests structural rather 
than incidental editorial choices. 

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 23 

 

 

CHAPTER 3 — PARTY-POLITICAL BIAS 

 

Party Bias Scores 

Party Score (-
5 to +5) 

Evidence 

NDP 0 NDP is not mentioned in this broadcast. No coverage of NDP positions on carbon 
tax, ceasefire, or any other issue. Neutral by absence. 

Green Party 
(GPC) 

0 GPC is not mentioned. Neutral by absence. 

Liberal Party 
(LPC) 

-2 The carbon tax segment is structured around criticism of the Liberal government. 
Poilievre's attacks are quoted at length; the farmer characterizes Liberals as purely 
cynically motivated ("cruded on trying to get reelected"); the government's 
substantive response is minimal. The anchor accepts "ultimatum" framing. 

Bloc Québécois 
(BQ) 

+1 The Quebec tuition fees segment presents the Francophone university argument 
sympathetically ("it is imperative to refocus the discussion on the real issue — the 
chronic underfunding of our french-speaking universities"), which aligns with BQ 
cultural/linguistic priorities. 

Conservative Party 
(CPC) 

+2 Pierre Poilievre's Commons attacks on the carbon tax are quoted directly and at 
length without challenge. The segment's framing (regional unfairness, political 
cynicism) aligns with CPC messaging. Scott Moe (provincial conservative) receives 
sympathetic coverage. 

People's Party 
(PPC) 

-1 Not mentioned. The broadcast's implicit endorsement of institutional responses to 
pro-Palestinian speech (York's retraction deadline) and its framing of ceasefire 
advocates as problematic is mildly contrary to PPC's anti-establishment positioning, 
but this is inferential. 

 

Detailed Evidence 

Liberal Party (LPC): Score -2 

Quote: "the Prime Minister claims that he only backed down in the carbon tax for some Canadians because of the 
advocacy of terrified liberal members" (Poilievre's framing, quoted by reporter without challenge) 

Interpretation: The word "terrified" — Poilievre's characterization — is presented in reporter narration as a factual 
description of Liberal MPs' motivation. This is not attributed as Poilievre's claim in the sentence structure; it is 
presented as the reporter's own framing of the situation. This is a significant editorial choice that embeds opposition 
characterization into neutral narration. 

Quote: "these people are cruded on trying to get reelected that's their sole mandate I'm convinced of that" (farmer 
Dwight Foster) 

Interpretation: A private citizen's characterization of Liberal MPs as purely cynically motivated is quoted without 
challenge or government response in the same segment. This functions as credible testimony against the Liberal 
government. 

Conservative Party (CPC): Score +2 

Quote: "fast forward to now in the House of Commons every question from the conservative leader hammered the 
Liberals on the price of carbon" 
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Interpretation: Poilievre's Commons performance is described with the active verb "hammered" — a word that implies 
effectiveness and force. The Liberals are the object of the hammering. This framing presents the CPC leader as 
effective and the Liberals as on the defensive. 

Quote: "Saskatchewan's Premier says that's not enough and... he has an ultimatum for Ottawa" 

Interpretation: Scott Moe's position is framed as a principled stand ("ultimatum") rather than as a constitutional 
challenge or political posturing. His argument about "two classes of taxpayer" is presented sympathetically and 
without immediate rebuttal. 

Bloc Québécois (BQ): Score +1 

Quote: "it is imperative to refocus the discussion on the real issue — the chronic underfunding of our french-speaking 
universities" (Francophone university heads, in open letter) 

Interpretation: The Francophone university argument — which aligns with BQ's cultural and linguistic priorities — is 
presented as a legitimate counter-narrative to the criticism of the tuition increase. The segment gives this perspective 
a direct quote from an authoritative source (university heads). 

NDP: Score 0 

The NDP is entirely absent from this broadcast. Given that the NDP had been vocal on both the ceasefire question 
and carbon tax issues during this period, their absence is notable. Several NDP MPs had called for a ceasefire; the 
party had positions on carbon pricing. Their complete absence from a broadcast covering both issues is itself a form of 
agenda exclusion, though it is difficult to characterize as intentional bias without further evidence. 

Green Party: Score 0 

Similarly absent. The Green Party's position on carbon pricing — arguably the most directly relevant party on this 
issue — is not represented. 

People's Party: Score -1 

Not mentioned. The PPC's anti-carbon-tax position (more radical than CPC's) is not represented, which slightly 
disadvantages them relative to the CPC whose position is extensively covered. 

Summary Statistics 

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

Most Disadvantaged Party: Liberal Party (LPC) — Score: -2 

Average Deviation from 0 (absolute values): 

|NDP(0)| + |GPC(0)| + |LPC(-2)| + |BQ(+1)| + |CPC(+2)| + |PPC(-1)| = 0 + 0 + 2 + 1 + 2 + 1 = 6 ÷ 6 = 1.0 
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CHAPTER 4 — LEGAL CLASSIFICATION 

 

A) CBC Journalistic Standards and Practices (JSP) 

Accuracy 

Assessment: The broadcast is largely factually accurate in what it states. However, accuracy under the JSP includes 
providing sufficient context for viewers to understand the significance of events. By this standard, the broadcast falls 
short in several areas. 

Finding A1: 

•  Standard: JSP Accuracy — "We seek out the truth in all matters of public interest" 

•  Evidence: The Palestinian death toll (approximately 8,000+ at the time of broadcast, per Gaza health authorities) is 
not cited anywhere in the Israel-Hamas war coverage, despite being publicly available and directly relevant to 
assessing the conflict's humanitarian impact. 

•  Why this constitutes a violation: Omitting a central factual datum — the death toll of one party to a conflict — while 
citing the other party's military statistics (600 air strikes) creates a factually incomplete picture that fails the 
accuracy standard. 

•  Severity: Significant 

Finding A2: 

•  Standard: JSP Accuracy — providing context 

•  Evidence: "they don't want us to be burning carbon but there's no alternative" — the carbon tax rebate 
mechanism, which returns carbon tax revenue to households and is designed to offset the cost burden on lower-
income Canadians, is not mentioned anywhere in the carbon tax segment. 

•  Why this constitutes a violation: Presenting the carbon tax as a pure cost burden without mentioning the rebate 
mechanism — a central feature of the policy design — is a material omission that creates an inaccurate 
impression of the policy's net effect on households. 

•  Severity: Moderate 

Fairness 

Assessment: The broadcast falls short of the JSP fairness standard in its Israel-Hamas war coverage and carbon tax 
coverage. 

Finding B1: 

•  Standard: JSP Fairness — "We treat individuals and organizations with openness and respect" 

•  Evidence: "York University gave the three major student unions a deadline to retract the statement or face possible 
removal of official Union status" — the institutional sanction against pro-Palestinian student speech is presented 
as a reasonable response, while no equivalent institutional scrutiny is applied to pro-Israeli speech in the same 
segment. 

•  Why this constitutes a violation: Presenting asymmetric institutional treatment of student speech without noting the 
asymmetry fails the fairness standard by implicitly endorsing differential treatment of communities. 

•  Severity: Moderate 

Finding B2: 

•  Standard: JSP Fairness — "We provide an opportunity to respond" 

•  Evidence: The Israeli Ambassador's statement ("we have a murderer shooting at us") is presented without any 
opportunity for a Palestinian or Arab-Canadian voice to respond. The farmer's characterization of Liberal MPs as 
purely cynically motivated is presented without a Liberal government response in the same segment. 

•  Why this constitutes a violation: The right of reply is a foundational fairness principle. Presenting charged 
characterizations without response opportunity violates this principle. 

•  Severity: Moderate 
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Balance 

Assessment: The broadcast exhibits structural imbalance in its Israel-Hamas war coverage and carbon tax coverage. 

Finding C1: 

•  Standard: JSP Balance — "We present a wide range of perspectives" 

•  Evidence: The Israel-Hamas war coverage presents Israeli government, military, and civilian perspectives through 
direct quotation while presenting Palestinian civilian experience through reporter narration. UNRWA, WHO, MSF, 
and independent humanitarian organizations are not cited. 

•  Why this constitutes a violation: Systematic reliance on one party's official sources while narrating the other party's 
experience fails the balance standard. 

•  Severity: Significant 

Finding C2: 

•  Standard: JSP Balance — "We do not take sides on matters of public debate" 

•  Evidence: The carbon tax segment presents three critical voices (Moe, Foster, Poilievre) with direct quotation and 
one government voice (McKenna's summary of Guilbeault's position) without direct quotation. No climate scientist, 
economist, or policy expert supporting carbon pricing is included. 

•  Why this constitutes a violation: A 3:1 ratio of critical to supportive voices on a contested policy question, 
combined with the absence of expert support for the policy's rationale, constitutes taking sides through structural 
imbalance. 

•  Severity: Moderate 

Impartiality 

Assessment: The anchor and reporters generally maintain a professional tone, but several editorial choices undermine 
impartiality. 

Finding D1: 

•  Standard: JSP Impartiality — "We do not express our own opinions on matters of controversy" 

•  Evidence: "fast forward to now in the House of Commons every question from the conservative leader hammered 
the Liberals on the price of carbon" — the word "hammered" is an evaluative term that implies CPC effectiveness 
and Liberal vulnerability. This is reporter narration, not quotation. 

•  Why this constitutes a violation: Using evaluative language ("hammered") in reporter narration to describe political 
performance implies editorial endorsement of the CPC's effectiveness. 

•  Severity: Minor 

Finding D2: 

•  Standard: JSP Impartiality 

•  Evidence: "so Kate what's the Trudeau government saying about Scott Moe's ultimatum" — the anchor's use of 
"ultimatum" (Moe's framing) rather than neutral language ("position" or "threat") in the anchor's own question 
embeds opposition framing into the broadcast's neutral voice. 

•  Why this constitutes a violation: Anchors are held to the highest standard of impartiality; using partisan framing in 
anchor questions violates this standard. 

•  Severity: Minor 

Independence 

Assessment: No direct evidence of external influence on editorial decisions is apparent from the transcript. However, 
the systematic alignment of the broadcast's framing with Canadian government positions on the Israel-Hamas war 
(both Liberal and Conservative parties supported Israel's right to self-defense) raises questions about whether 
editorial independence from government consensus is being maintained. 

Finding E1: 

•  Standard: JSP Independence — "Our work is not influenced by government" 

•  Evidence: The broadcast's Israel-Hamas war coverage aligns closely with the Canadian government's official 
position (support for Israel's right to self-defense, focus on hostage release, resistance to ceasefire calls) without 
presenting the substantial domestic and international dissent from this position in equivalent depth. 
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•  Why this is potentially concerning: While alignment with government positions is not itself evidence of influence, 
the systematic exclusion of perspectives that challenge the government consensus (international humanitarian 
law, proportionality concerns, ceasefire arguments) warrants scrutiny under the independence standard. 

•  Severity: Minor (insufficient evidence for stronger finding) 

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

Finding F1: 

•  Standard: Section 3(1)(l) — "provide a reasonable opportunity for the public to be exposed to the expression of 
differing views on matters of public concern" 

•  Evidence: The ceasefire debate — a matter of significant public concern in Canada at this time, with approximately 
three dozen Liberal MPs and multiple humanitarian organizations calling for a ceasefire — is presented primarily 
through the lens of Israeli government rejection. The substantive arguments for a ceasefire (humanitarian law, 
civilian casualties, proportionality) are not presented by any advocate. 

•  Why this constitutes a violation: Presenting one side's rejection of a position without presenting the substantive 
arguments for that position fails to provide a "reasonable opportunity" for exposure to differing views. 

•  Severity: Significant 

Finding F2: 

•  Standard: Section 3(1)(d) — "the Canadian broadcasting system should... serve the needs and interests of, and 
reflect the circumstances and aspirations of, Canadian men, women and children, including equal rights, the 
linguistic duality and multicultural and multiracial nature of Canadian society" 

•  Evidence: The campus tensions segment covers Jewish and Palestinian Canadian students but does not include 
Muslim Canadian community voices beyond the student context. The Dagestan segment's use of "Allahu Akbar" 
in a violence context without broader Islamic community context fails to reflect the multicultural nature of Canadian 
society. 

•  Why this constitutes a violation: Representing Muslim/Arab Canadian communities primarily through the lens of 
campus conflict and international mob violence, without broader community voices, fails to reflect the full 
circumstances and aspirations of these communities. 

•  Severity: Moderate 

Finding F3: 

•  Standard: Section 3(1)(i) — "the programming provided by the Canadian broadcasting system should... be varied 
and comprehensive, providing a balance of information, enlightenment and entertainment" 

•  Evidence: The carbon tax segment provides information (the political controversy) but not enlightenment (the 
policy rationale, climate science, economic analysis). The Israel-Hamas war coverage provides information 
(military developments) but not enlightenment (historical context, international law, humanitarian impact data). 

•  Why this constitutes a violation: "Enlightenment" requires more than information delivery — it requires the 
contextual framework that allows viewers to understand the significance of events. The systematic exclusion of 
contextual frameworks across multiple stories fails this standard. 

•  Severity: Moderate 

C) CRTC Conditions of Licence 

Finding G1: 

•  Standard: CRTC condition requiring "high standard of journalistic ethics" 

•  Evidence: The presentation of the IDF's "600 air strikes" figure without independent verification, combined with the 
omission of the Palestinian death toll, falls below the standard of independent verification expected under high 
journalistic ethics standards. 

•  Why this constitutes a violation: Relying on a party to a conflict as the primary source for factual claims about that 
conflict's conduct, without independent verification or counter-sourcing, fails the high standard of journalistic 
ethics. 

•  Severity: Moderate 

Overall Regulatory Assessment 
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This broadcast presents a pattern of regulatory concern that is structural rather than episodic: across multiple stories 
and multiple standards, the broadcast exhibits systematic omissions of context, asymmetric source selection, and 
framing choices that consistently favor established institutional positions over challenging perspectives. The most 
significant regulatory concern is the Israel-Hamas war coverage, where the omission of the Palestinian death toll, the 
absence of humanitarian law analysis, and the reliance on Israeli government sources as primary factual authorities 
collectively constitute a failure to meet the Broadcasting Act's Section 3(1)(l) requirement for reasonable exposure to 
differing views on matters of public concern. The carbon tax coverage similarly fails the JSP accuracy standard by 
omitting the policy's rebate mechanism and climate rationale, creating a materially incomplete picture of the policy's 
design and intent. While individual findings might be characterized as editorial judgment calls within acceptable 
bounds, the consistency of the pattern across stories — always omitting the context that would complicate the 
dominant narrative, always giving more direct voice to institutional positions than to challengers — suggests a 
systemic editorial orientation that warrants review under the CBC's own Journalistic Standards and Practices 
framework and the CRTC's high standard of journalistic ethics condition. 

Source Credibility Check 

Source/Expert Funding Source Conflicts of Interest Credibility Counter-Voice 
Offered? 

Benjamin Netanyahu Israeli government Direct party to 
conflict; political 
survival interest in 
war continuation 

High institutional 
authority; low 
objectivity 

Minimal — ceasefire 
advocates not given 
equivalent platform 

IDF (multiple claims) Israeli government Direct party to 
conflict; operational 
interest in information 
management 

Institutional; requires 
independent 
verification 

No independent 
verification cited 

Israeli Ambassador 
(unnamed) 

Israeli government Direct party to conflict Institutional No Palestinian 
diplomatic voice 
offered 

CMAJ study 
(unnamed BC 
researchers) 

Likely 
CIHR/provincial 
health funding 

None identified High (peer-reviewed 
journal) 

No independent 
methodological 
assessment 

Unnamed geriatrician Hospital/university 
(unspecified) 

None identified Medium (unnamed, 
unverifiable) 

No 

Unnamed surgical 
oncologist 

Hospital (unspecified) Potential professional 
interest in expanded 
screening 

Medium (unnamed, 
unverifiable) 

Canadian Task Force 
mentioned briefly 

Canadian Task Force 
on Preventive Health 
Care 

Health Canada Government body; 
potential policy 
alignment 

High Yes — but minimized 
in placement 

Steve Curtis 
(homelessness 
expert) 

City of London / 
social service sector 

Developed the plan 
he is explaining 

Medium — significant 
conflict of interest 

Janette Cameron 
(critic) offered 

Adam Muller (peace 
and conflict studies) 

University 
(unspecified) 

None identified Medium No counter-expert 

Prof. Shannon Day 
(academic freedom) 

University 
(unspecified) 

None identified Medium No counter-expert 
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Scott Moe Saskatchewan 
government 

Political interest in 
opposing federal 
carbon policy 

Institutional Government 
response minimal 

Dwight Foster 
(farmer) 

Private individual Economic interest in 
carbon tax reduction 

Anecdotal No 

York Student Union Student fees Advocacy 
organization 

Institutional York University 
administration offered 

Russia expert 
(unnamed) 

Unknown Unknown Low (unnamed, 
unverifiable) 

Kremlin position 
offered 

 

End of Analysis Report — Version 1.0-cbc 

Prepared by: Senior Media Analysis Framework 

Date of Analysis: Based on broadcast of approximately October 31, 2023 
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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 4 ●● 

3 TIME DISTRIBUTION 4 ●● 

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) 4.2/10 Significant imbalance 

 

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

 

OVERALL SCORE 4.2/10 Significant imbalance 

Average of Hardfacts and Softfacts 
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KEY — Score Definitions 

 

Individual Scores per Criterion (0–10) 

0 No finding 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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