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The Dilemma of Balancing the Freedom of the Press and Fair Trial
——On Judicial Precedents of News in the United States Since the Warren Court

He Wenfa

Zhang Lina Yu Zheng

Abstract; The paper is to discuss how the federal judicial system of the United States, state
courts included, balances the freedom of the press and fair trial since the Warren Court. In
some sense, the conflict between the two interests agrees with the potential contradiction of
the 1 Amendment and the 6% Amendment. Under the jury system, news reporting and pub-
lic trial help to prevent unfair verdict, but in other ways go against fairness of the trial. As

there is no perfect criterion to balance the freedom of the press and fair trial, every case

needs specific analysis. And under different judicial ideas, the courts have their own prefer-

ence.

Keywords: the freedom of the press; fair trial; speedy and public trial; judicial restraint;

judicial activism
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