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APPENDIX 
 

CBSC File 03/04-1747 
Global Television re Global National “Decision Canada 2004” Election Coverage 

 
 

The Complaint 
 
The following complaint dated May 28, 2004 was sent directly to the CRTC and forwarded 
to the CBSC in due course: 
 

On Sunday, after the election was called, Global TV gave an introduction of the leaders of the 
three principle [sic] parties.  For Mr. Martin they gave his age, marital status and number of 
children.  For Mr. Layton they gave his age and marital status.  For Mr. Harper the only thing 
stated was “Evangelical Christian”. 
 
I am requesting that you look into this matter and find out what Mr. Harper’s religious 
affiliation has to do with anything pertaining to the election.  Or, if it is significant, why was no 
religious affiliation given for the other two leaders? 
 
I see this as a blatant case of religious bigotry.  It seems to me this is something you do not 
countenance.  Otherwise, why your opposition to religious groups having their own television 
stations? 
 
Now, I am asking you to exercise your assumed role of broadcast police and lay some 
charges against Global TV. 
 
You can also reach me by email at [email address].  I anticipate a speedy reply. 

 
The complainant also sent the following e-mail directly to the CBSC on June 9: 
 

On Sunday, May 30, my wife and I were watching Global TV as Mr. Martin made his way to 
the Gov. Gen.’s residence and we were called upon to have an election.  Following all the 
official hoopla the station gave an introduction of the leaders of the 3 principal parties.  First 
was Paul Martin.  The caption gave his age, marital status, and number of children.  Next was 
Stephen Harper.  The caption read Evangelical Christian.  Last was Jack Layton.  The 
caption gave his age and marital status.  What is wrong with this scenario?  Presumably you 
will not know so I shall tell you.  We have a case here of blatant religious bigotry! 
 
I want someone from your organization to explain to me what Mr. Harper’s religious affiliation 
has to do with an election in Canada.  If it is relevant, why was no religious affiliation provided 
for the other two people involved?  And why was Mr. Harper’s marital and family status 
omitted? 
 
I have my own conclusions to these questions but I may be wrong.  As I see it, we have no 
free press in Canada.  We have only a Liberal press, at least in the television industry.  I 
know that Global is owned by the Asper family who are staunch Liberal supporters.  And then 
we have the CBC whose management can only be Liberal supporters and whose news 
commentators are all Liberal supporters or they would not be working there.  So we have a 
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system here like Hitler had in Germany where he controlled the press.  And our Canadian 
press is doing every bit as good a job at demonizing the opposition as did his. 
 
In my opinion, Global should be required to issue a nationwide apology to Mr. Harper and to 
the Canadian people.  If this does not happen, we will know how useful the CBSC is and how 
close we are to a police state.  I am glad we have the Americans next door as I foresee the 
day when we will have to be liberated (an ironic word isn’t it) from this tyranny! 

 
 

Broadcaster Response 
 
The Managing Director of Global National News responded to the complainant on June 19: 
 

The CRTC has forwarded your complaint to me with respect to concerns about religious 
bigotry in Global National’s coverage of the federal election call.  Your complaint referenced 
our broadcast of May 30, 2004 but in fact the broadcast was on May 23rd, 2004. 
 
First, let me inform you that as responsible broadcasters, our entire news team strives to 
uphold the highest level of journalistic integrity and ethics at all times.  Our staff members are 
educated to make programming decisions thoughtfully and with sensitivity and to produce, 
purchase and schedule material in accordance with community standards and with the 
Canadian Association of Broadcasters' (CAB) Code of Ethics, Sex-Role Portrayal Code for 
Television and Radio Programming, and the Voluntary Code Regarding Violence in 
Television Programming.  Our news department also adheres to the Radio Television News 
Directors Association of Canada (RTNDA) Code of Ethics. 
 
Broadcasters are given the task of providing a broad spectrum of entertainment and 
information for a wide variety of audiences.  Each viewer will have his or her own 
interpretation based on personal background, experience, and values. 
 
With respect to your specific complaint, the caption that included “Evangelical Christian” in 
the description of Conservative Leader Stephen Harper was taken from a Canadian Press 
biography of Mr. Harper that was released just prior to the broadcast in question.  However, 
we believe the descriptor should not have been used unless the religious affiliations of the 
other leaders were also noted.  When senior news management noticed that discrepancy, the 
descriptor was removed.   The error was brought to the attention of the staff member 
responsible, and was not repeated during Global News coverage of the ensuing campaign. 
 
That said, this caption was not intended to be derogatory but informational.  Mr. Harper’s 
religious affiliation formed part of Mr. Harper’s press biography, which was available through 
Canadian Press.  As a result we do not believe that the caption including “Evangelical 
Christian” was an example of religious bigotry as you pointed out in your letter, but rather 
factual in nature. 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to respond to your concerns. 

 
 

Additional Correspondence 
 
On July 8, the complainant sent an e-mail to the broadcaster expressing his dissatisfaction 
with Global’s response.  He forwarded that e-mail to the CBSC on July 27: 
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Herewith I am sending you a copy of the letter I faxed to [the Managing Director of Global 
National News] of Global TV.  I sent you a hard copy but it came back as I did not have the 
full address.  I sent a cc to the CRTC as well.  The letter follows: 

 
July 8, 2004 
 
Dear Sir, 
 
Thank you for responding to my complaint about Global's election coverage.  You 
are right about the date.  I don't know how I got that mixed up.  But I did say it was 
the day the election was announced so that helped pinpoint the date. 
 
Your rationalization of what and how this occurred does not wash.  You are telling 
me that your news editors are lazy or careless when you say they took their profile 
from a Canadian Press biography.  I am sure there was a lot more info than just that. 
 Yet your editor chose to use only that small caption. 
 
Granted it was not used again later.  But by this time you had accomplished your 
purpose which was to portray Mr. Harper as "dangerous".  It is akin to using the term 
"devout Catholic" or "Orthodox Jew" or "fundamentalist Muslim".  By now the media 
[you people] have got Canadians convinced that these people are dangerous.  Your 
tactic was very similar to what the CBC did in the previous election when they ran 
the documentary "The Fundamental Day". 
 
You admit that the descriptor should not have been used.  So what did you do to 
correct the oversight?  As I pointed out in my complaint, I believe you owe Mr. 
Harper and the thousands of Canadians who call themselves Evangelical a public 
apology. 
 
We have a serious problem in Canada in that we have only two national television 
broadcasters.  One is the state owned CBC which is controlled by the Liberal Party 
of Canada.  The other is Global which is owned by Liberal friendly individuals.  
Consequently we have a lot of bias in our news reporting.  On top of that, the CRTC 
upper management have got to be Liberal friendly or they would not be in that 
position.  And the CRTC is only concerned with political correctness when it involves 
any other than evangelical Christians or white males. 
 
By now you probably think I am paranoid.  But I speak for a whole lot of people that I 
know personally.  And probably a whole lot that I don't know personally.  If you have 
read the book "The Most Dangerous Branch" you will know what I mean. 
 
At any rate, I still believe you need to do more to atone for what can be seen as 
nothing less than religious bigotry whether you see it that way or not. 

 
On August 8, the complainant sent further correspondence to the CBSC: 
 

Thank you again for moving this item forward.  I know a lot of correspondence has transpired 
over an extended time period.  I decided it might be well for me to articulate my complaint 
once more in a susinct [sic] manner. 
 
Our Charter makes reference at times to "a reasonable person".  And that is where I will 
begin.  When presenting several apple varieties, no reasonable person would say "apple A is 
juicy and sweet, apple B is yellow, apple C is crisp and tart".  No.  One would compare either 
the color or the flavour or the shape but use the same criteria for all. 
 
That is not the way Global presented the leaders of the three major parties on the day the 
election was called.  For Mr. Martin they gave the age, marital status and progeny.  For Mr. 
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Harper they gave his age and his religious affiliation.  For Mr. Layton they gave his age and 
marital status with no mention of progeny. 
 
My point is that any normal, reasonable person would have also given the marital status and 
progeny for Mr. Harper.  This means that a deliberate, conscious decision was made by the 
editorial staff at Global to "inform" Canadians about Mr. Harper's religious connections and 
thus portray him as someone dangerous to the country.  [Global National News’ Managing 
Director], in his letter to me, acknowledged that "we believe the descriptor should not have 
been used".  You’re darn right it should not!  My understanding is that, in Canada, one’s 
religion is not supposed to be used or even publicized in this manner.  As I asked before, 
what connection has Mr. Harper's religious affiliation with an election? 
 
[Global National News Managing Director] shrugged it off as insignificant.  I disagree.  If Mr. 
Harper were a Muslim or a Sikh there would have been a human rights inquiry.  I believe that 
Global owes an apology to Mr. Harper.  Furthermore, there should be a nationally televised 
apology as well.  This is the issue before an adjudication panel. 


