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The effect and regulation of media intervention in judicial proceedings in

pre-trial stages: The European experience and its inspiration
XIE Jintian
(Publicity Department , Southwest University of Political
Science and Law, Chongqing 401120, P. R. China)

Abstract: Media coverage of court proceedings has always been limited by other competitive legal value. In the
proceedings of pre-trial, trial and post-trial stages, media coverage has different impact on procedures and related
interests, so the relationship between the freedom of speech of the media and the competing interests need to be
redefined and judged, thus making new adjustments. The ECHR in terms of resolving the contradiction between the
media and the proceedings has great contributions, but that conflict is inevitable and has been steadily
developing. This paper attempted to learn from the European experience, and to make an analysis of the effect and
regulation of media intervention in judicial proceedings in pre-trial stages in order to establish a reasonable
relationship between the media and the judicial procedures.

Key words: media; judicial procedures; European Convention on Human Rights; contempt; regulation
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