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Abstract

In the digital age of rapid technological advancement, the influence of news
reporting is no longer constrained by time or geography due to the swift development of
media transmission technologies and computer storage capabilities. News spreads faster
and persists longer, posing unprecedented challenges and threats to the presumption of
innocence, the principle of fair trial, and the participants in criminal proceedings.
Criminal cases are often subjected to intense media attention and coverage even before
entering the trial stage, resulting in an increasingly common phenomenon where the
accused is perceived as guilty by the public prior to any formal court judgment. This
phenomenon, known as “pretrial prejudicial publicity and media prejudice,” not only
erodes the defendant's right to the presumption of innocence but also threatens the fairness
of judicial proceedings and may ultimately undermine public confidence in the justice
system. With the implementation of the Citizen Judges Act in 2023, the issue of pretrial
prejudicial publicity in citizen judge cases has become even more pressing, making it a
matter that demands serious attention.

Pretrial prejudicial publicity is a global issue, and the European Court of Human
Rights has issued numerous rulings addressing how such prejudgment may infringe upon
the presumption of innocence. In several cases, the Court has found that pretrial
prejudicial publicity has seriously undermined the defendant’s right to be presumed
innocent. Accordingly, this article focuses on the case law of the European Court of
Human Rights to examine and analyze the criteria used to determine whether media
prejudgment constitutes a violation of the presumption of innocence.

Whether media and public discourse on criminal cases actually influence judicial
decision-making and lead to biased verdicts remains practically unprovable. Therefore,
the appropriate approach should be to focus on the proper design of procedural safeguards

v
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to completely prevent the harm caused by media prejudgment to criminal proceedings. In
terms of state responses to media prejudgment, three levels of intervention can be
considered: non-disclosure of investigation (investigative confidentiality), media self-
regulation, and the imposition of specific procedural consequences. Enforcing the
principle of investigative confidentiality helps to eliminate media information sources at
their origin. At the same time, strengthening media self-regulation can reduce the
occurrence of biased reporting. Finally, in terms of procedural remedies, Europe and the
United States have developed different response mechanisms. Taiwan must carefully
consider the current state of its own legal system, drawing on their experiences and
adopting appropriate measures as references. Only through a multi-pronged approach can

the persistent spread of pretrial prejudicial publicity truly be curbed.

Keywords: Principle of Presumption of Innocence, Right to a Fair Trial, Pretrial
Prejudice, Pretrial Prejudicial Publicity, Media Self-Regulation, Confidentiality of

Investigations, Freedom of the Press
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% 3& = & B ( principle of presumption of innocence ; Grundsatz der
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#4117 3 ) (Déclaration des Droits de I'Homme et du Citoyen, DDHC ) % 9 if : ' iz
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401948 & (£ % 4~ # 7 3 ) (Universal Declaration of Human Rights, UDHR ) % 11
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HER P B AL S & % o2 51950 # (F L 2 X9 )( European Convention
on Human Rights, ECHR) % 6 #£ % 238 (T T e L D2 52 4 > A kZFZHEP 5
PR WAL EE 31966 EH LR (DR EFISENRE 2 H)
(International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, ICCPR) % 14 5% 23 [ iz
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# 4 4 2 %) ( American Convention on Human Rights , ACHR ) % 8 i£ % 2 78° ~ (&t
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Art. 9 DDHC: Tout homme étant présumé innocent jusqu’a ce qu’il ait été déclaré coupable, s’il est
jugé indispensable de I’arréter, toute rigueur qui ne sera pas nécessaire pour s’assurer de sa personne
doit étre sévérement réprimée par la loi.

Art. 11 I UDHR: Everyone charged with a penal offence has the right to be presumed innocent until
proved guilty according to law in a public trial at which he has had all the guarantees necessary for his
defense.

Art. 6 I ECHR: Everyone charged with a criminal offence shall be presumed innocent until proved
guilty according to law.

Art. 14 11 ICCPR: Everyone charged with a criminal offence shall have the right to be presumed
innocent until proved guilty according to law.

Art. 8 I ACHR: Every person accused of a criminal offense has the right to be presumed innocent so
long as his guilt has not been proven according to law.
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Art. 48 1 CFR: Everyone who has been charged shall be presumed innocent until proved guilty

according to law.

Art. 32 1 Bundesverfassung der Schweizerischen Eidgenossenschaft: Jede Person gilt bis zur

rechtskriftigen Verurteilung als unschuldig.
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°  Bridges v. California, 314 U.S. 252, 275 (1941).
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10 3&miF (2019) (T P2 FF— L E RN E B8 ) (), 5655528
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11" Schenck v. United State, 249 U.S. 47 (1919).
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4 Huber, Die angelsichsische Variante des Verhiltnisses der Presse zur Strafjustiz, StV 2005, 181, 182.
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PHAREFL FVAHE ARFPRA P2 I BAL P BHE2 G R

REL AT EREZEPE LRSS RER e E VS 2 AL e o 2

Zﬁ-‘/;‘ }}—:3'—12‘ >>

Foo st TRRE  RlE § - s BRI IURS B AL
BoA g o BB AFE S 3L o
() @EFZpams sl
R (AL ) ZREFE LT AR F SR B 2R
OB AFEEROSRE REZERNEE Al g Ed k2L H P2 ER

(administration of justice ) & # & * ¥ 4f &% *%& (substantial risk of prejudice ) » ¥

15" Huber, a.a.0. (Fn. 14), S. 183; Stephen J. Krause, Punishing the Press: Using Contempt of Court to
Secure the Right to a Fair Trial, in MEDIA FREEDOM AND CONTEMPT OF COURT 537, 544 (Eric Barendt
ed. 2009).

16§ 2 CCA 1981 (Limitation of scope of strict liability):

(1) The strict liability rule applies only in relation to publications, and for this purpose ~ “publication”
includes any speech, writing, or other communication in whatever form, which is addressed to the
public at large or any section of the public.

(2) The strict liability rule applies only to a publication which creates a substantial risk that the course
of justice in the proceedings in question will be seriously impeded or prejudiced

(3) The strict liability rule applies to a publication only if the proceedings in question are active within
the meaning of this section at the time of the publication.

(4) Schedule 1 applies for determining the times at which proceedings are to be treated as active within
the meaning of this section.

§ 3 CCA 1981 (Defence of innocent publication or distribution):

(1) A person is not guilty of contempt of court under the strict liability rule as the publisher of any matter
to which that rule applies if at the time of publication (having taken all reasonable care) he does not
know and has no reason to suspect that relevant proceedings are active.

(2) A person is not guilty of contempt of court under the strict liability rule as the distributor of a
publication containing any such matter if at the time of distribution (having taken all reasonable
care) he does not know that it contains such matter and has no reason to suspect that it is likely to
do so.

(3) The burden of proof of any fact tending to establish a defence afforded by this section to any person
lies upon that person.

(4) Section 11 of the Administration of Justice Act 1960 is repealed.
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Bt r L LA rFERE A0 Pﬁ%?#ﬂéﬁ’%ﬁéﬁ%ﬁﬁﬂﬁ’é
HEFRESRhLDp e Lol s r UPEmE 27 5 R el - 00

*5%%$%€ NFHEATHEL D o P RERES 4EF 1R R
p RS ~HFrx L R (ingoodfaith) 2 B IR E— B e f ozt » T3

BomATR (2000) (FTE A 2T E M —- B EGEH L RRE S ) (HA LR

HE) F298 %3 F 107

19§ 5 CCA 1981 (Discussion of public affairs):

A publication made as or as part of a discussion in good faith of public affairs or other matters of general

public interest is not to be treated as a contempt of court under the strict liability rule if the risk of

impediment or prejudice to particular legal proceedings is merely incidental to the discussion.
20§ 4 CCA 1981 (Contemporary reports of proceedings):

(1) Subject to this section a person is not guilty of contempt of court under the strict liability rule in
respect of a fair and accurate report of legal proceedings held in public, published
contemporaneously and in good faith.

(2) In any such proceedings the court may, where it appears to be necessary for avoiding a substantial
risk of prejudice to the administration of justice in those proceedings, or in any other proceedings
pending or imminent, order that the publication of any report of the proceedings, or any part of the
proceedings, be postponed for such period as the court thinks necessary for that purpose.

[(2A) Where in proceedings for any offence which is an administration of justice offence for the
purposes of section 54 of the Criminal Procedure and Investigations Act 1996 (acquittal tainted by
an administration of justice offence) it appears to the court that there is a possibility that (by virtue
of that section) proceedings may be taken against a person for an offence of which he has been
acquitted, subsection (2) of this section shall apply as if those proceedings were pending or
imminent. |

(3) For the purposes of subsection (1) of this section [and of section 3 of the Law of Libel Amendment
Act 1888 (privilege)] a report of proceedings shall be treated as published contemporaneously —

(a) in the case of a report of which publication is postponed pursuant to an order under subsection
(2) of this section, if published as soon as practicable after that order expires;

(b) in the case of a report of committal proceedings of which publication is permitted by virtue only
of subsection (3) of section 8 of the Magistrates Courts Act 1980, if published as soon as
practicable after publication is so permitted.

(4) Subsection 9 of the said section 8 is repealed.

65

doi:10.6342/NTU202501540



ﬁ#%ﬁ%@&o%?i’%%ﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬁ%;ﬁ’Qﬂfﬁﬁﬁ&ﬁﬁﬁ\%
&

N R R RS LS ¥ J= 0

gy (AR ) I AR 7Y NP FRAF AT L DD IR d S
%ﬁ%@&’f%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁj%Qiﬁ?%’@%%é*rﬁ???ﬁﬁ%ﬁ
J%@#ﬁ?i%°ﬂ@ﬁﬁﬁ”ﬁ%J’ﬁéﬂﬁ¥ﬂﬁ*5%@ﬂ’7@§ﬂ
PRAE T Y RAPTOBRRE ARG R ARSI A RFE 2T
TRWFLIVANFEERFR o AV EEP UM ERET BTG e 1
HARE R o e F A > FRZF LR R R R ER TR 2E2EY 0 Fi
R e AR > 7 LR E AR R o) 2

BALEFER B AFRPL - TR AR P e FROIF Y TE R B

ExBod v 8

oAt ¢ * B P2 2 E bl o~ 846 A H B e s E pa ol FERE Y
Pleb iz fachd B> v iedichw e 2 L 50 T 342 el | e 49> @ 5
T REER R FAFREAAFEITY 2 pram A BRRRER Y S AT

o H_gx 0 o ¥R ko BRI e Tk A BT R B e
LI

$oP BAREREMITNARZLT AR

2 iR s w4180 F 107 o
2 OEpFE (2009 (PIFEHATAH SN CE 2T —KH AP 2B PA ) RMasus < 8228
AL 0 F 174

B 42017 # 30 28 pPEHEERF - AEN IR THALHIFHRESBRLE TR
(32T P20 %238 ), 2aHhEia Ll  F 34-
66

doi:10.6342/NTU202501540



ESANII

«i%’ﬁﬁﬁa%“o—ﬁu%’£Wz%mm’@%@ﬁ?ﬁ%?

~-.

ket 2T 5 a5l42 S L RNELTP o 2017 E3 0 287

PR R *biiiﬁgﬁﬂ 4t TR LA PR S RG2S
(T P20 h2 75 ) 2 RE? > TF 3k L3 851~ SR FEARE o
KfFAGM I FHREL TR T ROERAE LI RE I OTFHEN DRI H

Btk d e LR AT ATHAM R E d B 7 R SR L3
Wmpd 2 T R (Ao 2 armez Navaigd] | R A 4L
a—.+g@axﬁﬁmﬁﬁﬁ’@%ﬂmnmwﬁﬂ WHFpd THLEL LD
Bl otz ToxefE 2 Thad Faomd i, T ¢ 853 52 UR2 RH o
T BAAAAET RESE T FHITFAD S RES R 2K o F o B3R
RIS B AR T R A Sl R UG H RN F oA A
FEBBLRME FH A E LRI R ATE D H A A E R

% (AR FARE el ) e

N

T4 TP

B PR ERAREF L A HRL T PZ 00 B o0 5 fRANHA R
%'@%\%ﬂ?mﬁi,@/‘ﬁﬁﬂéﬁ’i%ﬁw%%ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬂéﬁﬁ%

PrEZ ko P AN AR T B AT OB REX M A 2 ER
EHANMZREPZ O 2 F2RPEHA > FRIBFELRFTRZ P D
WHEEE TR (drBcd @iz ) 1‘% e R FER M (b
BorF A SRR PR EAA A Z M 2 Ee PR ER 2 G

aiﬂ?%%{ﬁ?’H£W%%Hg14a§Tw&4ﬁ5%4ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ
FRDL DA FIREF IRk R h 2 R RN WL R

%éwwﬁ@@%’%ﬁmﬁwwﬁéﬁfﬁ%?’”ﬁﬂ%g&gﬁ%%gﬁ%
Frod@ it fwEe FRARCRAN - AFF WP AR EFLL 9

Mg E A (1992)(FTH A d & f\i%"' CEM NS AR (K)o (< RBEI R ) T o145-147
R2se* 3B o7 £ &2 (1997 ) (FTRFME 2T 2 2] ) SF(FFE2H P )
B 125> paxe

25 3F 424 (09/23/2016) > ( &} & PR R FR A DX R E T RE% ) (pd pEER)
https.//news.ltn.com.tw/news/pohtlcs/breaklngnews/ 1834530 (B f5 P : 02/07/2025)

2 20017 # 31 28 P PAREERS - A LN X ER WAL FHFELBL2F NG
(30T 2 h23mG), 230 H%Ea 4L F 560

67

doi:10.6342/NTU202501540



bV s PR ALE R A A R T SRR el 0 @ T e R
EEA A BTSRRI oS PR A A G
MEFFE TR RS B ARG =B H - s A I ok 1
TERRAFF RS TREMIFL BB M ERLERL L TE &
ﬂ%@&%g%@géuffgﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁéﬁf%%LwWH’Ufﬂﬁﬂﬁ
B iy Aot TR N A AL BB %ﬁ Frg®e 2 - s pliglRAS 2 L8
MoEEE RF TR LT AR FodEEEREAORE G RET
i%%i#ié%%@%inifﬁ%%WEﬂ:ﬁ@ﬁﬁf%%%?ﬂﬁ’%%
HAE IR o P A L R Y T BRI b R B R o 2 1
FR? -G g A R qpt B P SRR R B R g S T
Fod FIMHRAREFRDR RO R ERICFLLMFEEETIRREFR CET
Kenf o (5% o AdIRG P o pAREE {5 RA DT ROUHATHE S iR o 4
PR A B AFORHLT AT BRI AR TR A AT R R 2 ek
FTHIREFF 2 FIRMEZFXESLEH 2 ANE P2 &£ 52 gRIE
FE A AR
#%%?”¢Bwﬁh‘é%ﬁ?’@Wiﬁﬁﬂiﬁ%’Qi‘ﬂi5ﬁ5”°
Bt o B EBFPAT SRS B NS R HE A FREEOCR oL ¥R
FARIEFRZRECANFFARELR AL ATRT FF AENENE

B YRl - RMRERERAEMF 20 FE i i EHRE 2 B2 2

=

o

M-

EBEZFR AT 2 AR PR BREREL RO TR

=1

%
1=

TARFALE FF ALY 2 BRI T b d o AT
WMERRDT o AHIR LB RTRFE TR FALE S o Az
&
kJ

WgE b2 Sk dem i A 8 0 BR (FARE 2 ) P OHT RARE e 5 e

27 £2017&# 9 8P4 ‘m}"j—’i*?" ra ;J:E]{g HAEEEL T ;1@]{%@,‘%—4 e 5 = 'gg
w2 0 T 4041 -

28 Roxin, Strafrechtliche und strafprozessuale Probleme der Vorverurteilung, NStZ 1991, 153, 155.

2 Soehring, Presse, Personlichkeitsrechte und ,,Vorverurteilungen, GRUR 1986, S.518.

0B 2F(2014) (AR SEF A F O HMERE L F ) B2 g;gs Bk ERAE T R

._I_gl\q ’_FI'__40

68

doi:10.6342/NTU202501540



R KA FH SR P F o b RPN OREFT R IRER 0B @

=

5 L”ﬁ?ﬁﬁ“ﬁWEEEW?ﬁiﬂﬁé*éﬁ%%ﬁékﬁﬁiﬁa

H

=1
EQE

dood gt B s %#&;é}iaﬂk@%ﬁ%ﬁ?“%i BERZEVY LGF S o F LA

ARG NI GE IR T HRARE Bl - 2 kR TR g d o

¥k R0 —

2R E KD RARE S > A E RFERE R X § 2 0T 5 R
Bt Bk AR Bl i (SRS B A A R G TR S Ak
EXRFERF B RY 5T F 5 U4 (priorrestraint ) > 3% B ARG HAE e » 2
B iEGHEF R R A IR VEMFET LG IFEPEFTREL

EBEFERFHE DR TR T Fs ARG T4 £, 2

#r 4 (gagorder) ¥ i f 1966 & % Wu 2t dh § ik 12 1% % o9 Sheppard v.
MMWWtﬁ’%%&sér*z%ﬂﬁ*”mﬂ%iﬁ4ﬁ+%azmjvﬁ
PRGOS RART ] et S TR Rk IR Bk AR A P
BRI FHEEC @:mr;ﬁ_z\a,z@ﬂ S 2 AR oA AL Al
TR AA I T N AR ARIE R - B
PRz TR AT PN fpo ts e FRF L BN 0 E R BRI EF
TEAFARN M&ﬁﬁ

Ne

H

Feebeg = o 2 W§ &

Gt HT R FRALDERF R TR o BHROZ L &

R
0
’

E

b
O
’
5
o
HF
>\.
4
<
B!

3o L h :’77)%&:’"}5\19 S et o & RS
v Tae £ - ofEs o

S 7 é“ﬁ#%zé‘r_IZ » F 133

33 Sheppard V. Maxwell, 384 U.S. 333 (1966). * % %% 5 Sheppard i £ + 82 15 » &= 4%
Sheppard 4R & & * 45t 4 o R4 = X {5 HA84F ik %5 & B/§ #43™ Sheppard 4538 & X T pFin
B TR %ﬁbbg”mmﬂ""kl’"ﬁ;?/?]pﬁi"ﬁ" l"‘!t:‘;—"fﬁ‘\{d‘#i%lbm‘f"\& i;fi
%;,g_:fli.%i? = B Iﬂ.i%ml’aéﬁﬁy ° Zfﬁt;« %———FFFE' ,\ fﬁﬁ? ﬁ.ﬁ/f [ 3w o 4‘,5'; .ﬁﬂ”i‘ o ﬁﬁ—*ﬁﬂ;%
iﬁ%ﬂ’%&ﬂiai%ﬁﬁ’Eﬁ%ﬁ@%%%%%ﬁ’jﬁwwgﬁ;ﬁﬁanogﬂ
PELELE PHWIAT ~ ERBFRAFFRMAMAL T L3R A G EpMEE-
%?@fﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬁﬁiﬁwﬁﬁﬁﬂ’w%ﬁagﬁﬁﬁﬁwggﬁ;%wgmé,@ﬁ
i ol R R BN R R R AR E IR REATF AL AL BT 10
SEFER T A2 22T RFHY EHE L -

¥oaEn ek (2016) (% d E OB EBERFE  UFEHNEEREGE LY o) B2 R E2
EEFETTHRLHm 0 F 2140

69

doi:10.6342/NTU202501540



LR F L EREF F 2 1‘%%#@%@@%5@1%5 c- PR AER A AGER ¥
B B GALIE R dh o (7 295 1864 # 618 U.S.C. §402 4 Rkt § # k) £ 4 £
P& de PR (TR F WA ) FA20E 0 hEF ERA L 2 RAE RS S

%%?'i‘W’ﬂraamﬁﬁaﬂ%%ﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁ@%ﬁ&’i%{@ag
L

P ggugtﬂo SIS P ;E%#xﬁc_%%#ﬁ%—g J i?;i@é"fﬁ iR
ARSI FRARE RS ANBEA L F FRApH S g R
Sheppard v. Maxwell % I\ 3is > 30 £ B4p 5 T B RfrERt o &

ESRIEE REE LR P

FRHT LTS 0F SR AL VR RPN R F A AR
REFEWRIRAOEG RO EFIRLARBTEG 0 T BIREREL R
FOL P FEIHT LR LR LR R IR R HRET -

i &
Badpetl o AEM > R3v L2 A EHFRKHR PEHZELBA L LTS

By
\ W&
¥

FH S MR T - L AKINLIF SR = S PP B s ELGANE LA

M

ZHE > - kPR o AR H T S RN PR AR g - NS

FRAEE 4 (writ of mandamus ) > 1 4eid F PR F 2 FILiE A -
HU LPEOERIH T AR S8 bR BT
TR AdgFeaMay = A A HIITREMe 0T T EH L S Jﬂ[ s f AP £ R
ESEE SRS Sl B S8 3 S A A=k S

B OsEp (2018 (ATH 2 T p o B Al — U B OB aumEE g ) (0 LA )
$9HF 19

36 % FT s Hihird o F 4o

3 % s H4hind o F 4o

3 313k H4Rir8s T 1261 -

POpFEegR2FE o KLET 0T

O fhpa (2023) (BINGEF iR AL

oA R (2014) (P EThL BRI =

2 (2010)0 (F 5 A D B 2T FH X R
FATH) ¥ TH T 2820

£33k w8, | 1261 o
FHpERY § 1328 0 F 730

’plwlw’r%’a%o

SRt N R RN SRS TDRRE ™

)

m T

70

doi:10.6342/NTU202501540



-~ HATE G it £

HATE G e £ RO HATH f o hE U] A DIATE p Y B T
FARAE A A ER DL GrR o T8 3 EEFE PR L LR LB
PEREF RGBT O N FTABEIALFA G I RALRAFREINEF IR

31971 & 7 EJ2 5 New York Times Co. v. US. - % ¢ » 2 paorik 11 ih— > i ‘men

o

AR L AT T ERMITTHOE R UN  ART AERPE ) JRRG TR 0
EFEL e bEREY LG 9K AT ORREfARLALE o 27 > Brennan +
EETRE NG AR AEP SRR EF LR R 2 PERE IS
iﬁiﬁﬁ%i%iﬁ%i%’ﬂ LRSS SR R R A TS T gt 3 ¥ L S
Black = Douglas ~ j* F | & 4 % » iz = G2 HATHE p o F 0 AP o
It Blackmun = # F B3R E 0 BHl - g R EEFJIE B A 2LE
FE I 7o

B % 1976 & 51 Nebraska Press Association v. Stuart® % » 3 B E 205 B % fx
AL RF RE S cfesi- g o AR Y AR ARERT 6 LRAS R
GRRRA S A RORERPERFE oA TGS T T Tt T
BLoF L BMAFE L RER A PRSTR 0 F TR Y o BINEF Ry A
K AR IRTEZF-BERTHid A2 B E T FHENE D

pd P T PR 2Ty BB R
LR E TR R I FF (1) FHOREDETE FF (2)
H

A2 Hade PRLR7 RIFREY LB 8 (3) 5L F i ok E 5
B EHEES S B RN G R AT R BB R A G £
LR AT A TPRY 2 TR o IR R I E L 2

S AR

4 New York Times Co. v. U.S., 403 U.S. 713 (1971).

4 MATTHEW D. BUNKER, JUSTICE AND THE MEDIA: RECONCILING FAIR TRIALS AND A FREE PRESS 67
(1997).

45 Nebraska Press Association v. Stuart, 427 U.S. 539 (1976).

46 BUNKER, supra note 44, at 68.

71

doi:10.6342/NTU202501540



B #¥_Nebraska Press Association v. Stuart % 7= {8 » &4t £ > 5 A

Pk B BahT i R LR e R SR e T R R G

A
e
gl
il

GH PR e T E W UG E B B Ao R S et A
T RIFLEALA FATHRFERICF DL LY FRMIEF 2R
Nebraska Press Association v. Stuart % #7# J1en= ~ L £ F|F » HF 224 170030 4
iz ko AR AR EETRNS TG R o AR FAERRY = BY TR
RIS SRR A E R RS A iF B SR el G L A R v

R S4B AimE a5 BFFFEFn 3 - i
PR A Nl g S TILE S 3 SEAB A 4 T A
Al B P ek @R T g F 2 SR EARE T o BRI R

—=

TRy 28580y AT TS B FRE T TG F ARG
Nebraska Press Association v. Stuart %7 cofe B @3 2 2 V2 e E 1 - EFETWH

PoRHEAZEI P FIC £ o p e Hr FRDIETIHERZ? > #H i ra

PR BEAROE S FIL 2 F - B Rndod > 3 FE AT AP &
B e P RTHE T o e PR B2 306 TP B R R 2 AU AT
BRAE - HMEZATRTR R RXE2F- BT Fag¥

S HHER REE P £

NFFEFRRANLEE  AAF LR ABFAHL TP PG 2oy
B EE AR B SRR EORE > X3 EFE 0 L P AT b
ﬁ%%@*ﬁdﬁéﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁw%ﬁﬁ&‘¢ﬁow%Pﬁﬁﬁ%”*ﬁ
Ae < BB e SN R EAR A AWK G AR s EERPER B i
Ea g’m{#z%@ﬁ@%&@%ﬁﬁﬁAﬁjam’ﬁyﬁﬁﬁ%%oﬂa,

=2

B AR RASEFEHIRNEZS-BI 9T T FROEL e

47 Michael E. Swartz, Trial Participant Speech Restrictions: Gagging First Amendment Rights, 90(5)

CoLuMm. L. REv. 1411, 1421 (1990).
B gEea s B4 18 T 115-116 ¢
9 GEM o W35 T 14-16 -
50 Swartz, supra note 47, at 1421-1422.

72

doi:10.6342/NTU202501540



B FRF I SRR FEF P L0 PHERES - RS TR
3 1966 & e Sheppard v. Maxwell % > h3i%%? > BB FiEtT 0 § &2 %

/

LR E AR TR LR G e

BF AT F AR LT N P2
rwéﬁx#ﬁ%mxwwi AR EA AR ARt E AR TR Y

*\

- B AMTERBT S Y 2R

FF > B % B3 (pretrial publicity ) 7

|

Pl e 32 2 FE AR fOREPEHC SRR 2 L3 T EET
s F U LR R T o T F AR o M AR o P PR P 4
CA O IIRE G E TR TP 2T A RAARE o PORTRCG TR Wy
4 3w b 2FE Fa e 1986 # ch Radio & Television News Assn v. U.S. Dist. Court’> % »
FNZ AREWP R B DR Lo E RDT P d U R Tl

FEFHT AL TG TP 2T e | RR - ﬁ—’ﬂﬂﬁ%,ﬁ#%
M & iE

Hr b o F R Lot LR F T A 2L E B e ¥
- B EMTERRDTHE D 0 TR R R e SR R W'\é’#‘%ﬁﬁ’*ﬁﬂﬁé - H
oK@ EFT L BE %}f——*ﬁ TP TEES P HEMEL T LT R

Fr2 BB A A ER AT L PP R A R R T AU
TP d o Bts o FRE A G2 L SERBAR EA R T A F UGB R RO
0 FER SR LRI RN L iRl A 57 GRS e p

iz E B o pbeb s 4 1991 & ¢h Gentile v. State Bar of Nevada® % 7 » B 205 B % Ix
g BEF g HEC 4 TR G chT i p 0 REARR ? Ao Nebraska Press
Association v. Stuart % ¥R NEEARR o B > BEFELXEIRNEEY - B 1 %

AR PO RN 30 R F] A R AN E J A0 B R o e P R AR

FABOF I T T L RGBT R D Y

5l Sheppard v. Maxwell, 384 U.S. 333 (1966).
52 Radio & Television News Assn v. U.S. Dist. Court, 781 F2d 1443 (9th Cir. 1986).
33 BUNKER, supra note 44, at 80-81.

3 Gentile v. State Bar of Nevada, 111 S.Ct. 2720 (1991). 7§* Gentile 5 £ i % 4% Sanders sy
A > Gentile & Sanders #4237 p 7. B 3% g o B ¥ {812 % M) /4 Sanders & 3 > & Gentile
Bz g behg dhkdn iiE F Nevada Supreme Court Rule 177 7 B T2 27 372 o 4
B A '{; WA RE I RERT VROV A LR T o E RN E R A BRI %R
PIE> s » Tt Eon . e lepidpd T 478 % q i | R k% 422 hardy]o

55 BUNKER, supra note 44, at 83.

73

doi:10.6342/NTU202501540



f¥ - RE g R ARR Z}—ﬁ"ﬁ it £ BROTEEM T g

LH] o BT RE F AR > @ 3R B Nebraska Press Association v. Stuart % 1" p?

P Sid

E T W B RP] e bldo o B Laxae bRt 1986 & e Journal Pub. Co.
Mecham™©% ¢ T B W arh EES RSB ERY o 2R

BIRFESAANETFHNEACEERAGR/I AP e L LT EF -

dJTlU Jﬁ—i? F'B‘E_Jfﬁ-_%m—i sz L_’]‘T;?fiﬁf‘ Kb —%Z T\_—' TN C I iﬁ\ﬁﬁ:ﬂﬁj
SN N S s LR 1IN A F AP T ;}ﬁ-r PR 3 £y ﬁwﬁ » B-FIUE T O D AR
RAER P BN AT RENT T BRIl p 2 B AR

AF el fdsmpd RIRS a0 b ETRLETIRD ehE o blde % ¢

FRTER AP S T L g P 0 A A M D § deng

/2 ®_¥x B~ Nebraska Press Association v. Stuart % "W B Y = T g | R o @ %

ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ%mfr? B 3w ihs o PRI SRR T e T

SR T HAFH B A o R A RBE s L FR TUIRA £ ¥ bk
R At AR A T E P L RN P IE RS N SRy
§ oo T g A PR E Bk R AR G IE R LS RN
o HTABOH ANEREY TP R LK

¥- P Hr S ARHuE

542017 #3728 p PEREERY - AEF 2N ERY o TEL
REZ FHREABEOFR G (S0 P00 B2 3B ) ) 2 KA 0 2 P2
e i M TR THT 4 RIS RS TUIRRT R R
EACEABFPRFRLF LI MTERTRLTHERL 0 BBT T8 00

ERIERE £ Y E R AP RN FECAE TRaPr Y SR TR TR

56 Journal Pub. Co. v. Mecham, 801 F2.d 123 (10th Cir. 1986).

STOEA® S 4Rir42 > F 281

B £ 02017 &30 28 pPAEEEES - ALS AR TWAMM FHRESRL2F R
(s T P20 B2 320 ), #admaiiail F 100

74

doi:10.6342/NTU202501540



£@T g hed R T HPLEP G W ANELET (AE IS
Az w@ml £ Fps b RERE T 2SI E > Fptd 2 25

SR B L R R AR ST U TR 0 BT o

w34

FAREID S G 2 EFE DREE 5 R EF L AT e LR AIZATR
F; ‘f[” 4\—1 % rrJ—l fg:l‘sg

Bitwmdtr S AT R ESI N AR W 0 L FARIIIHT L PP e A DL §
ek e Ho L2 HTHOFD U A AU LA ER
I i“%ﬁ N1 Bt A A A R PG - 2 RN ERE
AFLAAMTH L TRRAD W STH S TR R &5 B
s G ERFEL AU F HOAIRORAR > HERE P FR S HOU R
Bl MFEHRT X omdte £ % 32 SRHFTREAPE SRR AL ¢
REBUGIFE LA LT 2 B0 L0 2 ¥ od s a3 - B ¥ 0 giB A M
AE T U LR e el AT PR LR R R 4
P LR kb kR R E R kA LY.

¥ %

\F'
Yoo

Lf’l~9§“t

‘_;.

vAh g Els fERZTERRA DR G o HIE T AT ST
—LFETEEE A - RFRRAEDTEARE PF DI AR

I

SRl

a3

AR AT

s AR P

WA AR TR FRREEA TR ET LD GG @
ATE R AL A BT FHE L KA A AR
%M%ﬁ%?&%ﬁ%?’?ﬁ§$%$ﬁﬁ€%ﬂf%ﬁ’mﬁ”W@ i 3t

» RIT L ERARE AT g /L'HE?'J SN 5 ;1?’%””%5;"%“\’#‘1
Ole dfs o Hr LT R ERALE L W

PER A o H T A WEFNGFHY hRE s R 2RI R

o

g

AN

Mo 2R SRR R AR E PRI T A o3 £ o kA

59

2017 # 3 7 28 P AW ERF - A LF N ERTWALMA T RESELHOF R
(8T P20 %h23®R), PkHEIas LA F S
60 René L. Todd, 4 Prior Restraint by Any Other Name: The Judicial Response to Media Challenges of
Gag Orders Directed at Trial Participants, 88 MICH. L. REV. 1171, 1182-83 (1990).
81 Id. at 1184-85.

S

75

doi:10.6342/NTU202501540



ETH R AT R R D TR L - N33 R T R AT B
CRESE LR A

B RIS AP E AR R R Fo T 4 e %%dm SR %
FRRABE B AR MR PR KRR KRR BT BT RS
%iiﬁ%z\ilgjj‘m%%,ﬁ« ARHF DT FLHRA LT A H T AR R
JRE HETHAZT LR LRI REIT T L2
g - AL g A R EOR AR BRI A RERDE 2T F 2R
WG omE o HT L2 d BRATATEE > B A A MR TR ERS

i

ik
‘—“1'
?__l*

[

BA o RERY L RER - IREERPHT L P ORBE R L
: xﬁ%iﬁaf” (izmle .?f%.‘«,;>> P

Bz R UgEE Bt A S d o
PRI E B B0 e (FRRR) PR e 8 o @t RIS BT AR B AR
Redi 2 B fi kv i o (EIREBE) B 05 2 Emd #2 TFed
Peft FoREZ 7 S 84 2 HFE 0 F 5 AR e B L R ZTHF o mER
FEF o F RARE R LT P ARHTEN T3ERF FHE TR

fi@ﬂfél’%f‘z,.f%‘ifééi 55 i3 Rl R ¥ SEE = EOH TR EEY o 3 g7
o A ERRL IR B R S P S FAT DT A T2 B R
el 2 PRE o fidE Y v &0 apg ﬁ#%@%f%ﬁ“»ii°%&&ﬁﬂa

FAERIFE Y AfEE 0 T P EEEP L RAIL & R

Ppot o AL IR FLRFE R L L RERE RS D
FEihpE o Y PR R - FF o SELER T Hmp d fodrE pd o 0
P £ 282 BAMNERKBREFERP R Z > ZRbPgFREs f’%i}uﬁ?\ <

CEEAS SR RFFETER TR A B AR ERERETHFER

62 Id. at 1185-87.

O FREMEFOSETEFFHEL K AFT L3
[EF41 f‘fﬁﬂ«j} s A0k A {g s Lz BT o

04 FhEh4H > WAL 400 F 740

76

doi:10.6342/NTU202501540



N

dendtT £ FIAE P W R IR Rl 2 AT

W

iﬁ
/t*

) E]‘J,' ;FI_ i‘

\\:

/
BT HARE el o UIRA T FIHEARE > T HU L AL TIHE AT 2
dAABRER B3R ERAFEDAR > F L3424 A4t F #HS o

Y2 FTTEHEE

WR 2B B i FATRGALE F 1 A e F o RIIE S P

x\‘ﬂ

*F M
PRS2 4 R Ry 2w R R R R R T
AR BT a W LT R EZ TR R T R
TEBLPES R FAFF hrr B 08 RS HRGRp L R B
T FR A 5L REK KD & nssdr o0 o 2k
B S 2 2R 5 % A BB ORE o BRI B FUELY e KA o A X
FRWMEAF PP e FE LG RE LI g FREF FRNATR P D iR
o A FRATERBETE P d (At 5Abs. 1S.1GG) pimx 2 ¢ 3 ATHAFE

&

SHEEHR G B F B & T Ep e

WRTH BB 2 e R R IR i ey R LR AA G - -
AR (R ) B 249 EF L AR F AT R G R
( Schadensbeseitigungsanspruch ) » 2 = P] 5 4 B (X2 ) % 1004 if % % ",%ti B2
F4# (Folgenbeseitigungsanspruch ) ® - @ < e Pani ey Taew 4R e g o
ERETEE S N B R L s AR e S R i
FE R R EHT e SRR RE R ET A oo A

i, ﬁf‘-’”l’\ x 4‘11171‘?- ~L uﬁﬁu&ﬁ{iﬂ Fy_g - “70 o & E‘Q T\i T\%waﬂﬂ%'

-\\

6 gRimAE (2019)  (HARF HH 2T F 22 PEBEFUH w2 77— g ¢ s ) (B
FWHRFL) > F 31

% BGH NJW 1995, 861, 862.

67 Damm, Presserecht, 3. Aufl., 1998, S. 98; Léffler, Presserecht Kommentar, 7. Aufl., 2023, Rn. 283.

% BverfG, NJW 1998, 1381, 1383.

% BGH NJW 1952, 417, 418; BGH NJW 1961, 658; BverfG NJW 1970, 651, 652; BverfG NJW 1998,
1381, 1383.

70 Damm/Rehbock, Widerruf, Unterlassung und Schadensersatz in den Medien, 3. Aufl., 2008, Rn. 843.

77

doi:10.6342/NTU202501540



vt B L RRfreh I R XY FEAREENRS ) R FA EEME R T

paRAFHER{ D > A8 350 E F e g’ o

For FEF BRI B 02 G HFAT RG> IR LAE TR
%;%ga,mﬁm¢g>@a VRS 4ty 8 AR S IEL s I A UE PR o B
FEpe UFEP PR AN B R e b Frw g g R g e e Ta
%Jﬁiﬁ’4§wi’$$ﬁéﬁﬁ&%—i?ﬁwaEBémﬁﬁﬁﬂmt’if
MEZEFI AR AL o g W AHMBE Y S 2 it a ARH

-

A
pE g PIABERA Ry Rir e IR T RGN TR L AK et THS
BHHF =2 R B RE BRI L F oW BRI R RE VR
FR2ACF R FE LA P LRI RAET  m iR AR

FREPPFRF RS SED P 17 L LA RE - BREMIE] % 4 B

FER o 2RV RF E R G AR o 2 %ofﬂ’éﬁ
e » 2

oy —ﬁ NS %ﬂ?‘ i—?ﬁi# meq_“’ R %{E I Iﬁl_»\-@m‘mmn\%‘zﬁmﬁﬁiﬁv

HAE2 ARt b@d AT %7 Bk Ry 8 8 TR L iRk

FANMBEE ST R RS R RCT R L R RS
AHTRET O FEPSM VFEFTEREFLI AL 2 Ao e F R
%%i%ﬁ%%ﬁ%@ﬁTﬁﬁ’iﬂﬁiilﬁﬁ%% LEVEFE A R
FERE LR 57 EF ciz- BIMER DR B LT BT A G REwy

REPE PR e iR Ee e

7 Wenzel/Gamer, Das Recht der Wort- und Bildberichterstattung: Handbuch des AuBerungsrechts, 6.

Aufl., 2018, Kap. 13 Rn. 64.

72 Damm/Rehbock, a.a.O. (Fn. 70), Rn. 860.

73 Damm/Rehbock, a.a.0. (Fn. 70), Rn. 863, 864.

74 BGH NJW 1952, 417, 418; BGH NJW 1965, 35, 36; BGH GRUR 1969, 555, 558.
5 Prinz/Peters, Medienrecht: Die zivilrechtlichen Anspriiche, 2. Aufl., 2020, Rn. 683.
76 Damm/Rehbock, a.a.O. (Fn. 70), Rn. 871.

"7 Wenzel/Gamer, a.a.O. (Fn. 71), Kap. 13 Rn. 36.

8 Damm/Rehbock, a.a.O. (Fn. 70), Rn. 852, 856.

78

doi:10.6342/NTU202501540



B N R AP 3E 17 end AL O BRER R ZRY ah{ & BE ERE (R IFETARE)

F 23 s 24 0 (WERIHTAZ) F 400EY 2 5 44 E By (227
WiE) % 43 i £83gs 5 44 /@84 N V,JJ’T—»‘ i *g:—}ag FEHE o g,:-%z fu’$ﬂf :-g 4 A ;%_

TR BRI P LB R B K AR R R A
G A € A WIES o A H 2 kS E ik o e T AR Y 4SS
RALE TRITE Y A ST BTN S - AR s e p
B d WIRAALE T DR RS B EHE T BN (57 A
£ e ARITA R 50 fRATF A A lFT o ST RS S s - A
FAVAEFTEETE RPEHEERG AT BT AL 22 LB o

— KA NI R B T REEL h R s R0

U288 S HrE2 B 5 EPTRA G T TR AL e > & R RenT
%&%éi%éww’ﬂ*@mwﬁ €I

ORI TARE Y 230F 0T
HW T R2E JITMAARISF HELpA LTI PP R R EF ?i)@*“”‘
BRE-PPN > ARFDPARFDI - FFZED P oA MME IR BB
Bd ot G ERFTRA
DEGFHRE ORJTIMAAZELIRFIER IR T2 B FAEF AR RRZ LR
FAFEFE

ORABRAE S 2405 TR TARTHRNE B SN B RPFERER TR
4o f S pE2E GRS E 0 2 FIES o

8 wE R IR 4&:%40)& TR R4 T AT ERE2LEPTHhHE o A N8 - B8 R4 32
PIEEPR Rmhy o ok RS PG ERr s g 2 RS -

2 R RITAZEY ME THNFEERBTIARLZE D AR L 0 JIT MR RT  # %ﬁ
ZpAde o Lpp B RLE FERHT 4&15‘;}‘%*“”*]3 RigLpp o AR -FRF2ZEP &
%—v’%nuij_fwgr%)%#&, AFERLZED SR L EFEF O RHERS o FRGRA

8 NE TS 4305
R A2 RE ) i’l’aﬁl”‘ﬂ;,l’ﬁ&%a"—j‘ ’*“%’%ﬂw Btiz PREFRLE T4 BT
FRiELEPPN > ARFPARED F- Eﬂ?F'“FrEl S T AR Ep Y wcui S
—np:x.&%iﬁ%""ﬂ&ﬁpf;~3mﬁ ’ '14‘3'?@.;; SR
Fles 2 FE O RJNIMAABEZHF > SRALEE2T AN A A& AESNES
I_I_Jo

84 e RJ/Z“%44)'£
i::f;f P & B A ‘ﬁ”&? %“'I’(#ﬁ%‘—ﬁ’f;ﬁij‘é
WIEE AR TR AR B R iE L J

8 ﬁ‘é)‘m«’/ THEIY 3645 EEEd 3 (58 ) TEI b PRI Y BRRL, 2 B
(theright of access to the media) » % 35— A& % W48 2 - ik ’i v & R BIRLAEE ERG APER
FHERAZL L2 T 0 VIEEMFE AR T A0 o blAok 2 R E NS
r%émﬁfw<7ﬁii’~f<%ﬂ$#ﬁ%~¥ﬁiﬁ CERE UFASTe 2 R R

? i°

SRR EERET i EER g

EFEIBRIGE A 2 F ARG WAL R T2 RS
0 RF R (1991> (hiigie » A ) (MTREFT )

79

doi:10.6342/NTU202501540



Hlom B H i BURFDAFREEP GRS EAHBE 02 { 5 R

PRFRGHER TN F AL e (RIFTARZE) ¥ 23 ELFLE R IRTRE
FAMELSURETT TP EI0Pp {2 RAREATHAEA LT LER
DD EFEAARE TT AREFRP R ISEFTN AT RIS OE G

H
ﬁ—
¥ e ”%ﬂ?fﬁé’”ﬂ***ﬁ’iﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁ?%ﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁzi L3 o

?%ﬁ{jiﬁﬁﬁ?%ﬁ@ﬁi*%%?ﬁ’Iﬁ%@iﬁﬁﬁi’ﬁL
AEPEEF D FREM R g FARFEERRE G N
870 5k iﬁﬁ%%ﬁﬁﬁg\i s LR B U e E ey Lm/zf*%# 7 1% A2

B2 % W] o BeRi A NMRACEOIR S o BB R A op Vil Be (2 il

%
ﬁ

Bedi Al 3 5 ARBAERFTR AR B FEN e AT 5 R L (1R

BERREIRZFRT CERFEA TSR AT E RS R W A 22
BRFE S FRLT AL AN Ta R T o e B FMETOR AL £ 0

LY R %ZL”ﬁﬁ%iﬂ¥ﬁ@i9%§6i’ﬁ%ﬁ&é%@%%%*
BAFFH 20 A~ ARG FARTTE TR MR 3 S FL T sl
X F o A AR

1

)

>
T

\+¢

RN F AL ERRIETARED B BB TR
B BAFE S kdE
Brg o A H ARG EEA TR e AL LB TR 4 F
RIELF 0 ] R L AHE o0 B E F A Aot o ok AN R E R
NGO ZTIABINEFAF T AF AL R TEERY T LS R

o 2

T w4 R PP hE A TR niEAE o FL BB N R oE R

hpas)

o0 EA WL RS 3NN 6 AR E G T RN MR AR RS &
FoRBRE LS T if]#ﬁ'j"*“?’ PR ‘éﬁ%—bﬁﬁ J°

8 ML SRR TAC (TWNIC) S 2024 ER O (SHRERFELY AL LR SH
AAEPATE AL R FE Y o BASEA(F AT RN ek B G R I 42.55%
e ERD 341% BT 5 (FATHE N v erh s AREEAE . TR AR E ) Bkt 49.25%
WA B R > B A RITR T AR BE LD e B F B o S BE A S RRE R
s (10012024 ) 0 ( p o R B E E ) o (p B R R E LT R
https://report.twnic.tw/2024/assets/download/ TWNIC TaiwanInternetReport 2024 CH_summary.pdf
(B t8I5 P ¢ 02/16/2025) 5 ¥R 3 (11/28/2024) » ( ~ % & & fepeié * 4F £ dhak g E L3
Fode ¥ * AT ) > ( SARFTH % ) > https://news.pts.org.tw/article/726382 ( {4 il e
02/16/2025) »

80

doi:10.6342/NTU202501540



G2 adET od REAFRT oy A { AP OLMER SN TREINE
B ooGldr i dr bk XA ENE AR AR P RGAGERRE R S T E A
Wy HEP O umEFESRG AR EAR SRR { AL ARG 2 FL
oo RECH Rup @ G 0 X EF ez R{Tp

FENF L FrowEi ol p o X ARG T LA, S F 0 Ra b
PREOTNEE % R F{ AT IHETARTLY HNREEA 57 3 4

Eae @Il RELIE ERHEDZ A 0  BEL I FHLER o

v LR

=
i
&5
i
N

WOEGE F R FR TR R T R R R > T A B
(Mediengesetz/MedienG ) z %o 45 B ] (4882 ) % Tb 5% 25 4 Ayl
Wﬁ%ﬂﬁﬁprﬁi&\J&ﬁériﬁéﬁm%"ﬁ?%J;@
FAORRZA G BRI A RTFIB AT A R o B ] (G2 ) T

MM ET aliae 2l TP 2 p r @ R TR B@LL P B8

Chrdiz ) % ToiEsr3f et > WA P TR 2 A MA L i T R

TEBH G EERLT FAE L BT R R 2 53 £ B g T

8§ 7b MedienG :

(1) Wird in einem Medium eine Person, die einer mit gerichtlicher Strafe bedrohten Handlung
verdéchtig, aber nicht rechtskréftig verurteilt ist, als tiberfithrt oder schuldig hingestellt oder als
Tater dieser strafbaren Handlung und nicht bloB als tatverdichtig bezeichnet, so hat der Betroffene
gegen den Medieninhaber Anspruch auf eine Entschddigung fiir die erlittene personliche
Beeintriachtigung (§ 8 Abs. 1).

(2) Der Anspruch nach Abs. 1 besteht nicht, wenn

1. es sich um einen wahrheitsgetreuen Bericht {iber eine Verhandlung in einer 6ffentlichen Sitzung
des Nationalrates, des Bundesrates, der Bundesversammlung, eines Landtages oder eines
Ausschusses eines dieser allgemeinen Vertretungskorper handelt,

2. es sich um einen wahrheitsgetreuen Bericht {iber ein Strafurteil erster Instanz handelt und dabei
zum Ausdruck gebracht wird, daB3 das Urteil nicht rechtskraftig ist,

3. der Betroffene oOffentlich oder gegeniiber einem Medium die Tat eingestanden und dies nicht
widerrufen hat,

4. es sich um eine unmittelbare Ausstrahlung im Rundfunk (Live-Sendung) handelt, ohne dal3 ein
Mitarbeiter oder Beauftragter des Rundfunks die gebotene journalistische Sorgfalt auer acht
gelassen hat,

4a. es sich um die Abrufbarkeit auf einer Website handelt, ohne dass der Medieninhaber oder einer
seiner Mitarbeiter oder Beaufiragten die gebotene Sorgfalt auler Acht gelassen hat, oder

5. es sich um eine wahrheitsgetreue Wiedergabe der AuBerung eines Dritten handelt und ein
iiberwiegendes Interesse der Offentlichkeit an der Kenntnis der zitierten AuBerung bestanden hat.
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169 Ziffer 13 — Unschuldsvermutung Pressekodex: Die Berichterstattung iiber Ermittlungsverfahren,

Strafverfahren und sonstige férmliche Verfahren muss frei von Vorurteilen erfolgen. Der Grundsatz der

Unschuldsvermutung gilt auch fiir die Presse.

Richtlinie 13.1 — Vorverurteilung Pressekodex:

Die Berichterstattung iiber Ermittlungs- und Gerichtsverfahren dient der sorgféltigen Unterrichtung der

Offentlichkeit {iber Straftaten und andere Rechtsverletzungen, deren Verfolgung und richterliche

Bewertung. Sie darf dabei nicht vorverurteilen. Die Presse darf eine Person als Téter bezeichnen, wenn

sie ein Gesténdnis abgelegt hat und zudem Beweise gegen sie vorliegen oder wenn sie die Tat unter den

Augen der Offentlichkeit begangen hat. In der Sprache der Berichterstattung ist die Presse nicht an

juristische Begrifflichkeiten gebunden, die fiir den Leser unerheblich sind.

Ziel der Berichterstattung darf in einem Rechtsstaat nicht eine soziale Zusatzbestrafung Verurteilter mit

Hilfe eines ,,Medien-Prangers* sein. Zwischen Verdacht und erwiesener Schuld ist in der Sprache der

Berichterstattung deutlich zu unterscheiden.
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