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Here’s a list of primary resources (but feel free to look for more articles and videos on the subject):
· https://montrealgazette.com/news/local-news/montreal-police-monitored-iphone-of-la-presse-journalist-patrick-lagace
· https://montrealgazette.com/news/local-news/police-surveillance-scandal-montreal-to-study-spying-issue-behind-closed-doors 
· https://globalnews.ca/tag/chamberland-commission/
· https://www.cbc.ca/news/canada/montreal/chamberland-commission-findings-1.4448188 

For the Cumberland commission you can find the information on the google :
https://globalnews.ca/news/3917644/journalistic-sources-should-be-protected-chamberland-commission/ 
https://www.cbc.ca/news/canada/montreal/chamberland-commission-quebec-journalists-spying-procedure-1.4115889 



1. [bookmark: _Hlk55814433]Introduction (3/4 page)
a. Introduce the topic of your assignment;
b. What is the general ethical problem? Are they some secondary ethical problems related to it?
c. List the different parts of your text.

2. Description: Summarize the story (1 – 1 ½ page)
a. What was the trigger?
b. What were the first reactions?
i. What were the arguments presented by the different parties involved?
c. What were the conclusions?

3. What is your angle on the topic? (1 page min)
a. What is bothering you, ethically speaking, with the story? Pick one the following angles and explain why you choose this particular angle.

i. Accountability: freedom of the press vs Law; fairness in treatment; public interest; democracy; social responsibility; to avoid divisiveness.

ii. Independence: freedom of the press vs Law; watchdog and whistleblowers; digital data; public interest; democracy.

iii. Humanity: watchdog and whistleblowers; being aware of your impacts; democracy; social responsibility; to avoid divisiveness. 

4. Analysis: (1 ½ page): How do you understand the story, ethically speaking? Why was this story important? Why is it important for you, as a Communication student in Media Ethics, to learn about this story?
a. Explore your angle using the different notions we have seen together so far (and listed above).
b. Refer a little bit to the history of ethics in journalism (I’m sure you’ll be able to find something to connect with the contemporary story you are analysing).
c. Bring at least one element linked to moral development.
d. Notion of TRUTH: how was it manipulated in the story? What truth was at the heart of the issue? Please explore how Truth was a delicate element in the story. Please refer to Week 4.

5. Conclusion (1 page)
a. Summarise the key elements of your analysis;
b. Opening: How do you expect this story to influence journalism, in general, for the years to come?
i. What if the Commission’ conclusions had been different? What would have been the potential impacts?

 
