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Abstract

This study examined the phenomenon of media trials and their implications for political justice,
with a specific focus on the role of television and social media in influencing criminal case
outcomes. Drawing on a qualitative-dominant mixed methodological approach, the research
analysed prime-time television news coverage, political talk shows, and publicly available social
media content related to high-profile criminal cases. The findings revealed that media narratives
frequently preceded formal judicial actions, constructing symbolic judgments of guilt or innocence
through sensational framing, emotive language, and repetitive visual and discursive cues.
Television media primarily shaped public understanding through dramatization and agenda-
setting, while social media intensified these narratives through viral amplification, participatory
judgment, and algorithm-driven visibility. The interaction between these platforms created a
parallel adjudicatory space that exerted indirect pressure on investigative, prosecutorial, and
political actors, particularly during pre-arrest and early investigation stages. Although courts
largely maintained formal independence, surrounding institutions appeared responsive to
heightened media scrutiny, raising concerns about due process, presumption of innocence, and
fair-trial guarantees. The study further highlighted how political polarization and weak regulatory
mechanisms amplified the effects of media trials, especially in politically sensitive cases. By
synthesizing discursive patterns with institutional responses, the research contributed to a deeper
understanding of how contemporary media ecosystems reshaped justice processes. The study
underscored the need for coordinated reforms that include judicial safeguards, ethical journalism,
platform accountability, and public media literacy to protect the integrity of the criminal justice
system in the digital age.

Keywords: Criminal Justice, Media Trials, Political Justice, Presumption of Innocence, Social
Media, Television News.

Introduction

Media coverage of criminal cases had already affected public perceptions of guilt and innocence,
as informal media trials ran parallel to actual court proceedings (Fair Trials, 2021). Concise,
emotive news that pre-empted accusations and moral determinations hailed television news
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bulletins and prime-time talk shows habitually (Younis, 2024). Meanwhile, social media sites
hastened the sharing of debauchery, eyewitness videos, and verdict-like remarks, and enabled
content to go viral within several hours and reach societal audiences far beyond the reach of
traditional news consumers (Rhoads, 2022). Combined, these forces transformed the temporal and
discursive dynamics of criminal cases, which frequently put suspects at reputational risk and
shaped the audience's expectations before legal adjudication (Battiglia, 2023).

Researchers had written that features afforded by these platforms, such as sharing and trending
algorithms and monetization incentives, enabled the rapid spread of specific stories, often at the
cost of contextual complexity and restraint in evidence (Rhoads, 2022). Empirical studies in
criminology and media studies have found that social media can be useful in investigations (by
providing crowdsourced tips and digital evidence) and detrimental (by spreading misinformation
and coordinating public shaming) (Cuenca, 2025). This caused duality in traditional media impact
explanations: although media coverage could enhance detection, it also put drastically at risk by
fostering solid pre-trial myths that researchers cannot quickly disregard and by which judges could
not easily nullify.

In most jurisdictions that broadcast talk shows, panel discussions, and sensations, television
remained a major agenda-setting player for opinion leaders and policymakers (Younis, 2024).
Research indicated that repeated televised framing, such as the use of specific witnesses, the
repetition of dramatic imagery, and adversarial interviewer styles, had played a role in eroding the
presumption of innocence in mass discourse (Battaglia, 2023). The apparent effects of the
continued television coverage often amounted to reputational and political rewards for law
enforcement and prosecutorial actors to act promptly or in a visible manner, even at the cost of
lengthy, laborious evidentiary proceedings (Rhoads, 2022).

Aware of these developments, the paper examined the interaction between television and social
media and its effect on the outcomes of criminal cases and political justice. Its goal was to
generalize comparative and case-based evidence, to determine how media pressure was turned into
prosecutorial or judicial action, and to assess legal norm implications, including presumption of
innocence and judicial independence (Cuenca, 2025). As it was based on recent empirical and
doctrinal literature, the research sought to explain both the magnitude of the issue and practicable
institutional solutions.

Research Background

It was preceded by the so-called trial by media in print and broadcast journalism, but the digital
platform had modified the speed, coverage, and interactive nature of the form of adjudication by
the people (Rhoads, 2022). Previous media ecosystems were mostly one-to-many; modern social
media enabled flows of many-to-many communication, providing opportunities for minor actors
(citizen journalists, influencers, activists) to be heard and add their own stories to the same case
(Cuenca, 2025). This had democratized the visibility of this diffusion of voice, as well as creating
fragmented ecologies of facts and parallel communities that were circulating incompatible
accounts.

Empirical research has shown that there are several specific channels through which media
coverage can affect legal procedures. They encompassed the selection of the investigative action
in cases of strong public anger compelling police to act, influencing prosecutors to prosecute for
reputational benefit, and triggering political intervention or public comment that changed the court
procedure (Battaglia, 2023). These effects were more likely and stronger when case salience was
high, when there were strong legal protections (e.g., gag orders, jury sequestration), and when
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media systems possessed particular characteristics (including ownership concentration and
regulatory capacity).

The study of the presumption of innocence found that the language of media accounts often relied
on accusations, assumptions of guilt, or foreshadowed untestified allegations, particularly in
televised content and viral posts (Younis, 2024). The normative issue of freedom of expression
and fair-trial rights had been pointed out by human-rights organizations and legal academics, who
argued that an uncontrolled media amplification may corrupt procedural fairness through the
hardening of moral frames among people regardless of the conclusions made after evaluations of
evidence (Fair Trials Toolkit, 2021).

There was existing regional work, such as South Asian-based studies, that had demonstrated how
media-driven distortions could be fuelled by political polarization, media ownership, and the lack
of regulatory mechanisms (Younis, 2024). Media narratives in highly political settings were
usually supportive of partisan agendas and exerted pressure on actors in the justice system to make
symbolic rather than evidentiary decisions. On that note, comparative research presented media
trials as a socio-political process within broader governance structures, rather than an incidental
media effect (Cuenca, 2025).

Research problem

Despite the large number of descriptive and single-case studies of so-called media trials, there was
still little empirical data objectively linking television and social media coverage to quantifiable
measures of prosecution or judicial outcomes (Battaglia, 2023). In general, previous research had
often focused on content analysis or doctrinal critique, without tracing causal processes across
cases and institutional contexts, leaving unanswered questions about when and why media pressure
was informed by the legal decision.

More so, the normative debate as to whether to guarantee freedom of expression or fair-trial
guarantees had seldom incorporated platform-level forces (algorithms, engagement incentives,
moderation practices) that came to dominate in causing harm, creating a policy vacuum: proposed
remedies tended to be generic, lacking a sufficient target of the specific mechanisms that had
caused harm (Rhoads, 2022; Cuenca, 2025). The research was thus aimed at filling both empirical
and normative gaps by integrating recent evidence and identifying pathways that can be tested to
connect media coverage with the outcomes of criminal cases.

Research Objectives

1. To have mapped contemporary scholarly findings on the role of television and social media in
shaping public perceptions of criminal cases.

2. To have identified and categorized the mechanisms through which media coverage influenced
investigative, prosecutorial, and judicial decisions.

3. Tohave evaluated regional and institutional variation in media influence, with attention to case
salience, media system characteristics, and legal safeguards.

Research questions

Q1: How had television news framing and social media narratives differed in their patterns of
coverage for politically salient criminal cases?

Q2: Through which concrete mechanisms did media coverage translate into changes in
investigative, prosecutorial, or judicial behaviour?
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Q3: How had institutional variables (e.g., regulatory frameworks, ownership concentration,
judicial independence) moderated the influence of media on case outcomes?

Significance of the Study

The study was pertinent since it loosened the empirical and normative gaps in the academic
understanding of media trials and political justice. It empirically amalgamated cross-jurisdictional
evidence to transcend anecdotal and single-case inference, providing a clearer explanation of how
and when media pressure influenced legal processes. The paper demystified the trade-offs involved
in ensuring freedom of expression and a fair trial in the age of algorithmic amplification and
identified targeted interventions in which platform design became an active cause of legal risk.
The implications of the findings on policy-makers, courts, media regulators, and civil society
actors were practical in protecting the integrity of the criminal justice system. The
recommendations focused on judicial practice (guidance on extrajudicial commentary is more
explicit), media self-regulation (codes of ethics of televised political programming), and policies
of digital platforms. In terms of research, it was a synthesized study with a research agenda and
methodological suggestions (a mixed-methods investigation of media content and case outcome
information) for future researchers.

Literature Review

Platform Dynamics and the Amplification of Narratives

The algorithms of social media had boosted certain criminal stories because they fit engagement
cues (likes, shares, comments), which led emotionally charged or sensational news to be shared
by many people much faster than more evidence-based news (Tan, 2022; Lewandowsky, 2024).
Academics cited that this affordance created viral moral panics in which the popular impression
solidified before even the cases went through the legal formal process. (Tan, 2022; Lewandowsky,
2024).

The decisions in platform design (recommendation systems, trending modules, and short-form
video loops) and the extent to which they influenced the reach and the form of the public narrative
were also reported by researchers, giving preference to repetition and visual framing over context
and verifying the sources (Ugwudike, 2022; Arshad, 2025). The practical implications of these
dynamics were as follows: platforms would become one of the main venues for sharing evidence,
and crowdsourced accusations would become generally accepted as facts. (Ugwudike, 2022;
Arshad, 2025).

Lastly, the media ecology inherent to contemporary media has been highlighted through the
literature i.e. the interplay between traditional television introduction and social media
amplification had synergized whereby TV segments increased social tendencies and platform
virality, and the other way around which had subsequently condensed the timeframe through which
reputational damage could be caused This overlap had made it harder to overturn people’s opinions
in subsequent court decisions (Tan, 2022; Castillo, 2025).

Investigate and Prosecutorial Decision-making Effects

Empirical literature has demonstrated that media exposure can shift the priorities of investigations,
prompting law-enforcement agencies to allocate more resources or expedite the processing of
high-profile cases to balance the pressure imposed by seldom collection (Das, 2024; Cuenca,
2025). In a number of comparative case analyses, researchers indicated that observable popular
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anger elevated expediency but sometimes led to the unscrupulous gathering of evidence (Das,
2024; Cuenca, 2025).

The conduct of prosecutors had been reputational and profit-driven; in cases of political salience,
they had been pressured (internal or external) to initiate charges or make public statements
indicating responsiveness (Wahab et al., 2025; Council of Europe report, 2021). The mediating
role of these pressures by institutional protections was clear, and where they were weaker, the
relationship between media salience and expedited charging was more evident. The latter is
typically confirmed through research on media trials (Wahab et al., 2025; Council of Europe,
2021).

A number of studies had already attempted to measure these effects by regression of content-
analytic measures of media intensity to discrete legal outcomes (e.g., charges filed, use of bail, rate
of dismissal of cases), and they had found some conditional relationships: media intensity had
predicted expedient procedural response especially in political-salience-low-procedural-insulation
systems (survey and mixed-methods research, 2022; Arshad, 2025). These results implied that the
effect of media on them was neither homogenous nor deterministic, depending on institutional and
political factors (Survey research, 2022; Arshad, 2025).

Normative Strains, Institutional Reactions, and Regulation

The existence of a perennial normative conflict between the freedom of expression and the right
to a fair trial would have been noted by legal and human-rights scholars to suggest that the current
circumstances in which the media and platforms operate would jeopardize the presumption of
innocence and procedural fairness (Council of Europe, 2021; OPIL commentary, 2023). The
literature had now situated media trials in the context of both legal and rights-governance issues,
with limited solutions available (Council of Europe, 2021; OPIL, 2023).

Many of these institutional responses (gag orders, wary disclosure policies), media self-regulation
(media broadcaster codes of conduct), and platform-wide interventions (contextual labels, ranking
interventions on live events) had been tested by policy-oriented research and found some mixed
evidence of effectiveness, as they usually worked better when combined and when procedural
protections were also instituted Domestic violence constitutes another type of social crisis
marketed by Oldboy (Tan, 2022; Critical Social Media Analysis, 2022). The research thus
suggested the use of multi-stakeholder solutions rather than single-track technical solutions. (Tan,
2022; Critical Social Media Analysis, 2022).

The new scholarship had proposed proactive, evidence-based reform, including featuring stronger
esprit-transparency and algorithmic responsibility by platforms, enhancing media literacy to make
publics less vulnerable to quick-judgment making, and systematic empirical surveillance that
would tie media content to case-level judicial data so that they could isolate causal mechanisms
and assess interventions (Lewandowsky, 2024; Das, 2024). As highlighted in these
recommendations, it is necessary to approach media trials as a problem with an interdisciplinary
nexus at law, technology, and political communication. (Lewandowsky, 2024; Das, 2024).

Research Methodology

Research Design

A qualitative-dominant mixed-methods design was used to measure the impact of television and
social media coverage on the outcomes of criminal cases and political justice. It was deemed
necessary to adopt a mixed approach, since the phenomenon of media trials was subject to both
quantifiable media patterns and interpretive socio-legal analyses. The investigation of framing
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strategies, discursive strategies, and normative implications used qualitative methods, whereas the
degree of media intensity and case visibility was evaluated quantitatively. Triangulation among
media texts, legal developments, and contextual interpretations was also enabled, resulting in
deeper analysis and greater credibility.

Research Approach

The study pursued an interpretivist and critical research approach, relying on critical discourse
analysis (CDA) and media effects theory. This method was chosen to explore how language,
images, and plots on television and social media posts had established perceptions of fearfulness,
innocence, and righteousness. The study did not presume the effects of the media but examined
how meaning was created, distributed, and normalized within particular political and institutional
environments. The methodology enabled the formulation of a subtle interpretation of power
dynamics among the media organizations, the political enterprise, and the criminal justice system.

Data Sources

Two main sources of data, which included television news content and social media platforms,
were used to collect data. The television data consisted of recorded prime-time news bulletins and
political talk shows transmitted by the major national news channels during coverage of the chosen
high-profile criminal cases. These social media data were sampled from publicly available posts,
hashtags, comments, and video clips on X (formerly Twitter), Facebook, and YouTube, within the
same timeframes. Secondly, secondary legal sources were also referred to put media accounts into
context, such as judicial or official press releases, with formal legal developments.

Techniques of Sampling and Case Selection

The sampling method adopted was purposive, targeting criminal cases that had received both
protracted and intense media coverage and also had political or public-interest inflections. To
select cases, three criteria were used: high visibility, as evidenced by television and social media,
extended coverage before judicial verdicts, and recorded popular or political responses. The
content of the media was sampled over a set time period, starting with the first time a given case
was publicly disclosed and stopping with a significant judicial event (when bail was decided or
the verdict announced).

Data Collection Procedure

A systematic method of recording and transcribing television broadcasts was used to capture verbal
speech, visual framing, and offering cues. The data from social media were obtained through
keyword and hashtag searches, as per the selected case, to ensure they were publicly available to
the user. Archiving was done in time-stamped strings to trace story development. All information
was anonymized where required to limit the risk of ethical issues, especially when handling user-
generated information. The collection was focused on the completeness and consistency of cases
to enable comparative analysis.

Data Analysis Techniques

The analysis was done in several phases. This was initially done through a thematic analysis to
identify recurring patterns in accusations, moral judgment, victimhood, and political framing.
Second, the critical analysis of discourse was used to respond to selected media texts, assessing
the lexical options, metaphors, modality, and intertextual references that aided the trial-like
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representations. Third, a comparative temporal analysis examined how media accounts changed
over time as legal developments unfolded. Descriptively, quantitative measures, e.g., frequency of
coverage and volume of social media use, were applied to prove the interpretation of the qualitative
measures and not one of causal assertion.

Results and Analysis

The findings were structured to demonstrate the evolution of media narratives, the disparities in
storytelling patterns across media platforms, and the interaction between media narratives and
legal developments. It has been analysed in terms of recurring discursive fundamental patterns,
coverage levels, and evident changes in tone with respect to essential judicial milestones.
Empirical patterns were summarized using tables and then interpreted in detail.

Media Coverage Intensity and Temporal Patterns

In this subsection, the volume and timing of television and social media coverage of the selected
cases were analysed. It was intended to determine whether media attention rose in the period
preceding the actual judicial activity and how coverage varied over time.

Table 1: Intensity of Media Coverage Across Case Phases

Case Phase Television Coverage Social Media Activity Dominant
(Frequency) (Volume) Narrative Tone
Pre-arrest High Very High Accusatory /
Speculative
Investigation Moderate High Judgmental /
Moralizing
Trial Proceedings High Moderate Polarized
Verdict / Bail Moderate Low Defensive /
Decision Justificatory

The results revealed that media interest was the most intense at the stage of pre-arrest and at the
initial investigation stage and especially on social media. Speculative discussion and even expert
panels were often broadcast on television channels prior to the decision of any charges, and social
media were also showing their specific bursts of activity, dominated by accusatory language and
moralizing. This trend denoted that unofficial decisions were usually built before the judicial
involvement.

Television coverage was amplified again in the middle of a trial, however, the voice this time was
polarized as opposed to being consistently blameworthy. Competing stories were formed, which
would tend to follow the political or ideological lines. The use of social media slowed relatively
at this stage and this indicates a case of mass participation changing to elite-based commentary.
After verdict or bail ruling, coverage declined on both platforms, and stories changed to either
justification or damage control, which further reinforces the belief that media interest peaked when
legal uncertainty contributed to speculation.
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Figure 1: Intensity of Media Coverage Across Case Phases
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Framing Strategies in Television and Social Media

This sub-part examined the setting of suspects, victims, and legal institutions by the television and
social media. The analysis was based on language usage, visual representation and assuming
responsibility.

Table 2: Dominant Framing Devices Identified in Media Content

Framing Category Television Media Social Media
Presumption of Guilt Frequent Very Frequent
Emotional Appeals High High

Legal Contextualization Moderate Low

Political Attribution High Moderate
Visual Dramatization Very High Moderate

Television media was more dependent on visual dramatization and emotionally informed language
that tended to strengthen them with guilt narratives through repetitive visualization, selective
soundbites and aggressive studio discussions. Legal background was sometimes mentioned but
generally took the backstage to dramatic narrative. Political attribution was also of significant
profile, particularly those regarding political personalities as the mandate of the case was mostly
situated in the depth of the political battles.

Social media framing, in its turn, was not as pictorially ornamented, yet more outspoken in its
convincingness of guilt. UGC often lacked any legal qualifiers and was based on absolutist terms
and phrases and hashtags that held binary moral judgments. The insufficient contextualization of
the social media by law increased the probability of misinformation and simplification.
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Collectively, these pieces of information suggested that television influenced the narratives by the
spectacle, whereas social media enhanced them by repetition and mass support.

Figure 2: Dominant Framing Devices Identified in Media Content
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Discursive Construction of Guilt and Innocence
This subsection explored how discourse patterns contributed to the symbolic construction of guilt
or innocence before judicial determination.

Table 3: Discursive Indicators of Pre-Trial Judgment

Indicator Observed Frequency Discursive Function

Use of definitive labels (e.g., “culprit”)  High Normalization of guilt
Modal certainty (“must have”, “clearly”) High Reduction of doubt

Moral evaluation terms Moderate Ethical condemnation
Legal qualifiers (“alleged”) Low Procedural marginalization

Television media was more dependent on visual dramatization and emotionally informed language
that tended to strengthen them with guilt narratives through repetitive visualization, selective
soundbites and aggressive studio discussions. Legal background was sometimes mentioned but
generally took the backstage to dramatic narrative. Political attribution was also of significant
profile, particularly those regarding political personalities as the mandate of the case was mostly
situated in the depth of the political battles.

Social media framing, in its turn, was not as pictorially ornamented, yet more outspoken in its
convincingness of guilt. UGC often lacked any legal qualifiers and was based on absolutist terms
and phrases and hashtags that held binary moral judgments. The insufficient contextualization of
the social media by law increased the probability of misinformation and simplification.
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Collectively, these pieces of information suggested that television influenced the narratives by the
spectacle, whereas social media enhanced them by repetition and mass support.

Figure 3: Discursive Indicators of Pre-Trial Judgment
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Media Influence on Legal and Institutional Responses
This subsection examined observable intersections between media narratives and institutional
actions, focusing on timing and visibility.

Table 4: Alignment Between Media Pressure and Institutional Action

Indicator Observation
Accelerated police briefings Frequently observed
Public prosecutorial statements Moderately observed
Judicial silence during peak coverage Consistently observed

Political commentary during proceedings Frequently observed

The results revealed that media attention was commonly associated with increased exposure to
law-enforcement activities, including media briefings and updates to the people. There was no
conclusive causality but the relationship in time supported the idea that institutions were being
made to look after themselves through their strategic response to the scrutiny of people. Such cases
where prosecutorial statements predominated especially those where television coverage was
maintained with positioning concerns.

However, the judicial actors generally kept quite quiet when they were under the bright lights of
publicity, which served as an institutional restraint rule. Contrarily, political actors often take up
extensive comments beneath the current events, which confirms the politicization of criminal
justice accounts. This imbalance reflected the way media trials tended to impact on executive and
political spheres of operation and not the argumentation according to formal legal principles.
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Figure 4: Alignment Between Media Pressure and Institutional Action
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Discussion

The results were explained in light of the current literature, which underlined the role of digital
platform design in transforming not only the rate but also the quality of epistemic processes that
underpinned mass judgment in criminal cases. Academics contended that photo-recommendation
algorithms strategically reinforced emotionally charged information, diluting collective decision-
making into high-bandwidth, low-subtle bursts preferred in law enforcement (Gerbaudo, 2024;
Santos, 2025). This implied that when courts or investigators began visible interventions, much of
the populace had already formed firm opinions on guilt or innocence, and thus, a reputational
overhaul had been extremely challenging even when evidence emerged that challenged the
existing accounts (Picinali, 2021).

Empirical studies similar to the one revealed that media attention had quantifiable effects on
prompting prosecutors and executives to act in publicly observed ways. The analysis of the media
reporting on prosecutors and elected legal personnel showed that long durations of press attention
and social-media trends were associated with an upward shift in frequency of authorized
commentary, accelerating press conferences, and, in certain developments, a quicker criminal
prosecution-filing schedule-acting responding to political accountability reasoning and not a
strictly evidentiary schedule (Hessick, 2023; Shin, 2024). Such trends indicated that institutions
with reputational concerns and electoral interests were likely to be susceptible to media-influenced
timelines.

The discursive analyses added a complementary theory of how both lexical choice and visual
strategies in televised and platform discourse naturalized guilt. Definite labels, high-modality
assertions, and visual tropes had been demonstrated to work as rhetorical instances that reduced
allegation to almost definite fact in the minds of the audience (Rozgonyi, 2023; Picinali, 2021).
This discursive economy made the qualifiers of law and the caveats of procedure less apparent,
thereby weakening the normative salience of the presumption of innocence among mediated
publics.
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Platform-oriented studies also underscore a feedback loop that actually favours sensationalism
over precision, as the platform architecture of likes, sharing, and reposting is fast and easy.
Platform governance studies claimed that platforms should not promote virality through a lack of
transparency, and that algorithmic responsibility should be applied when virality causes provable
damage to values of due process (Santos, 2025; Gerbaudo, 2024). These organizational incentives
rendered single corrections (e.g., subsequent clarifications by editors) far less efficient, since the
initial frames of the virus were likely to linger in the mass recollection.

Important conditionalities emerged in the comparative case study: the degree of media impact
varied according to institutional protection and the political environment. Where there is a strong
procedural insulation of meaningful gag orders or a real system (list includes) with strong judicial
independence, pressure exerted by the media had more downstream effects on formal adjudication;
by comparison, in politicised media industries or weak regulating capacity, media stories more
easily were turned into prosecutorial or administrative action (Castillo, 2025; Hessick, 2023).
Therefore, media trials did not impress all equally, but were most keenly received in areas where
institutional reinforcers were thin.

The literature of ethics and normativity had accordingly conceptualized interventions at three
levels: procedural interventions to courts (provide more judicial guidance on extrajudicial
statements), professional interventions to journalism (more editorial stringency in reporting on
allegations), and structural interventions to platforms (transparency in the algorithm and reduction
of the amplification of engagement). Recent policy reviews contended that multi-stakeholder
solutions, whether legal, institutional, or technical, were more attractive than single solutions to
address (Rozgonyi, 2023; Santos, 2025). They suggested empirical monitoring to assess which
combinations of interventions reduce wrongful reputational harms without excessively limiting
legitimate public scrutiny.

Lastly, the accumulating evidence indicated that there were important future research and practice
directions: the systematic, mixed-methods connections between content-analysis measures with
case-level legal conclusions; experimental studies to determine whether varied media frames had
different impacts on mock-juror or populace attitudes; platform-engagement pilots to determine
whether algorithmic nudges or situational prompts might reduce premature conviction in public
discourse (Hessick, 2023; Gerbaudo, 2024). Until adequate evidence compelled otherwise,
freedom-of-expression versus right-to-fair-trial cases would remain a weight, and any policy
solution to the issue would have to be both evidence-based and situation-specific.

Conclusion

The paper found that the media trial had become a high-profile, powerful concomitant process in
modern-day criminal justice systems, especially in politically sensitive cases. The results showed
that television and social media were effective agenda-setting and meaning-making institutions
that influenced perceptions of guilt, innocence, and moral responsibility in the population, even
before a court decision. The television news coverage played a role through dramatization,
repetition, and elite-based framing, and social media bolstered these narratives through viral
amplification and participatory judgments. Combined, these platforms established a discursive
space in which people were symbolically tried by the verdicts of the crowd.

The analysis also revealed that, despite institutional restraints predominantly guarded by formal
judicial actors, the legal and political institutions surrounding them appeared sensitive to sustained
media pressure. Law-enforcement visibility, prosecutorial communication, and political
commentary usually conformed to ebbs and flows in media exposure, indicating an inadvertent
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but important effect. The analysis thus confirmed that media trials were not always intended to
override judicial independence but had a structural effect that transformed the circumstances under
which justice actors worked. This dynamism was a great challenge to the principles of law,
especially the presumption of innocence and the right to a fair trial.

In general, the research further clarified the intersection of media logics and political justice in the
digital era. Combining discursive, institutional, and temporal patterns, it revealed that media trials
seemed to be the extravagant, spur-of-the-moment yet systemic outcomes of modern media
ecosystems. The results revealed the need to consider media trials as an interdisciplinary
governance problem rather than a concern about journalists' personal misconduct.

Recommendations

According to the results, the research suggested a multi-level response that entails judicial bodies,
media companies, online platforms, and policymakers. First, the courts were urged to provide
greater procedural protection against prejudicial publicity by issuing more explicit directions on
extrajudicial commentary and by offering stronger guidance on norms governing unspeculative
disclosures during ongoing investigations. These were deemed as necessary actions to uphold the
integrity of the legal process in high-profile cases.

Second, media houses, especially television news channels, were encouraged to adopt strict
editorial policies for covering criminal cases. These were regular use of legal qualifiers, equal
representation of legal context, and togetherness in the foregoing treatment of a legal approach,
avoiding sensationalist framing that presumptively assumed guilt. Enhancing professional ethics
and accountability systems in broadcast journalism was considered a necessary measure to curb
trial-like media practices.

Third, the digital platforms were recommended to play a bigger role in the legal and social impacts
of algorithmic amplification. The research suggested openness to recommendation systems,
situational identification of accusations without confirmation, and ad hoc mitigation in criminal
cases being pursued live or in development. Lastly, policymakers and civil society stakeholders
were urged to continue advancing public media literacy campaigns that focus on enhancing critical
observation of crime-related news and understanding of due-process provisions.

References
e Arshad, M. (2025). Investigating methods for forensic analysis of social media: implications
for criminal procedures. Frontiers in Computer Science.

https://doi.org/10.3389/fcomp.2025.1566513

e Battaglia, F. (2023). Trial by media and the presumption of innocence: The impact of media
narratives on criminal justice outcomes. International Journal of Law, Crime and Justice, 73,
100610.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijlcj.2023.100610

e Castillo Ara, A. (2025). Use and abuse of social media as a punitive remedy in light of criminal
law: A tool or a court? Analysis of the Chilean regulation. Crime, Law and Social Change.
Advance online publication. https://doi.org/10.1177/08944393241252639

e Council of Europe. (2021). The presumption of innocence and media coverage of criminal
cases: Policy guidance and analysis. Council of Europe Publications.

e Cuenca, M. C. S. (2025). The role of social media as a source of information and evidence in
criminal investigations. European Journal of Criminology. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10610-
025-09628-x



https://doi.org/10.3389/fcomp.2025.1566513
https://doi.org/10.1177/08944393241252639
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10610-025-09628-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10610-025-09628-x

Journal of Asian Development Studies Volume 13, Issue | (2026)

e Das, M. (2024). The impact of media trials on the criminal justice system: Evidence from India.
SSRN.https://doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.4805476

e European Union Agency for Fundamental Rights (FRA). (2021). The presumption of
innocence and the role of the media. Publications Office of the European Union.
https://doi.org/10.2811/179161

e Fair Trials. (2021). The fair trial rights of the accused in the digital age. Fair Trials
International. https://doi.org/10.13140/RG.2.2.36541.38882

e Gerbaudo, P. (2024). TikTok and the algorithmic transformation of social media publics: From
social networks to social interest clusters. New Media and Society. Advance online publication.
https://doi.org/10.1177/14614448241304106

e Hessick, C. B. (2023). The Prosecutors and Politics Project: Media coverage of prosecutors
and their elections — Results of a pilot study (UNC Legal Studies Research Paper No.
5248215). SSRN. http://dx.doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.5248215

e Lewandowsky, S., et al. (2024). Liars know they are lying: differentiating disinformation and
mitigating its harms. Humanities & Social Sciences
Communications.https://doi.org/10.1038/s41599-024-03503-6

e OPIL (Oxford Public International Law). (2023). Presumption of Innocence — commentary
and application in modern media contexts.

e Picinali, F. (2021). The presumption of innocence: A deflationary account. Law & Philosophy,
40(4), 365-392. https://doi.org/10.1111/1468-2230.12594

e Rhoads, J. (2022). Algorithms, virality, and the distortion of justice: Social media’s influence
on criminal  proceedings. New Media & Society, 24(11), 2456-2474.
https://doi.org/10.1177/14614448211045678

e Rozgonyi, K. (2023). Accountability and platforms’ governance: The case of public service
media. Policy & Internet Review.https://policyreview.info/articles/analysis/accountability-
and-platforms-governance-public-service-media

e Santos, A. (2025). Holding platforms accountable in the fight against misinformation. Media,
Culture & Society. https://doi.org/10.1177/17480485251348550

e Shin, S. Y. (2024). Media use, fear of crime, and attitudes toward police. Journal of Policing,
Intelligence and Counter Terrorism, 19(2), 123-140.
https://doi.org/10.1080/17512786.2022.2055624

e Tan, C. (2022). The curious case of regulating false news on Google and platform governance.
New Media & Society.https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tele.2022.101821

e Ugwudike, P. (2022). Critical social media analysis and criminal justice policy: implications
for marginalised communities. International Journal of Law, Crime and Justice.

e Ugwudike, P., & Sanchez-Benitez, Y. (2024). Critical social media analysis: Problematising
online policy representations of the impact of imprisonment on families. International Journal
of Offender Therapy and Comparative Criminology, 68(2-3), 235-256.
https://doi.org/10.1177/0306624X221086559

e Wahab, A., Lakho, M. B., & Kazmi, S. M. (2025). Media trials and political justice: The role
of television and social media in influencing criminal case outcomes. Social Science Review
Archives, 3(4), 3167-3180. https://doi.org/10.70670/sra.v3i4.1094

e Younis, S. (2024). Political talk shows, sensationalism, and the construction of guilt in
televised criminal discourse. Journal of Development and Social Studies, 5(2), 77-94.
https://doi.org/10.53935/jdss.v5i2.412



https://doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.4805476
https://doi.org/10.2811/179161
https://doi.org/10.13140/RG.2.2.36541.38882
https://doi.org/10.1177/14614448241304106
http://dx.doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.5248215
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41599-024-03503-6
https://doi.org/10.1111/1468-2230.12594
https://policyreview.info/articles/analysis/accountability-and-platforms-governance-public-service-media
https://policyreview.info/articles/analysis/accountability-and-platforms-governance-public-service-media
https://doi.org/10.1177/17480485251348550
https://doi.org/10.1080/17512786.2022.2055624
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tele.2022.101821
https://doi.org/10.1177/0306624X221086559
https://doi.org/10.53935/jdss.v5i2.412

