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Background 
 

Article 4 of Directive (EU) 2016/343 defines two conditions which must be observed by national public 

authorities when publicly disclosing information about criminal proceedings: (a) dissemination must be 
strictly necessary for reasons relating to the criminal investigation or to the public interest and (b) public 

statements must not refer to the suspect or accused person as being guilty for as long as that person 

has not been proved guilty. 

 
At the national level, there are different sets of rules governing the disclosure of information to the 

media and different rules on media coverage of criminal proceedings; these rules on disclosure and 

media coverage usually include legal provisions governing the secrecy of investigation (mostly aimed at 

ensuring the effectiveness of investigation rather than safeguarding the rights of suspects) and binding 

or non-binding ethical rules (for public authorities on how to disclose information and for the media on 

how to report it). The differences in rules from country to country can be both significant and 

substantial. 

 
In most European countries, there are legal rules governing the media coverage of criminal proceedings, 

some of them aimed at safeguarding the presumption of innocence. However, the rapid development 

and increased accessibility of new technologies have significantly changed the way information is 

disseminated. Online communications have enabled the media to broaden their audience, spread 

information faster, and keep it available and accessible for a long time. Most of the existing rules are 

not adapted to this new environment and the challenges it poses to the presumption of innocence. 

Such challenges are the prolonged availability of the information (the news that a person was 

prosecuted can remain online for years after the case is over), its fast and uncontrolled dissemination 

through social networks and other channels (the online news about a person’s arrest can easily reach 

their family before any formal notification by the police), and the volume of data freely accessible online 

(in public registers, social networks, etc.) which can make a suspect (and their family) easily identifiable 

with a few clicks. Against this background, there is a need for defining a new set of rules and ethical 

guidelines on how to publicly disclose and report information about criminal proceedings so that online 

dissemination of this information does not negatively affect the presumption of innocence. 

 
The European Court of Human Rights has referred to the media coverage of criminal proceedings in 

several cases under Article 5 of the Convention for the Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental 

Freedoms (Popoviciu v. Romania, Buzadji v. Moldova). In addition, some national courts have ruled in 

favour of applicants claiming compensation for damages caused by the media coverage of the criminal 
proceedings against them. 

 
There is a growing body of research on the implications of media coverage of criminal proceedings. 

According to the study Strengthening Pre-Trial Justice: A Guide to the Effective Use of Indicators,1 the 

right to suspects and accused persons not to be presented as criminals to the media is one of the three 
most important components of the presumption of innocence, together with the burden of proof 
resting with the public prosecutor and the use of detention as an exceptional measure. Studies have 

also been done on the media’s impact on the right to fair trial,2 on the way convicted persons perceive 
 
 
 
 

1 Schönteich, M. (2015), Strengthening pretrial justice: a guide to the effective use of indicators, New York, Open Society 
Foundations. 
2 Bakhshay, S. and Haney, C. (2018), The media’s impact on the right to a fair trial: a content analysis of pretrial publicity in 
capital cases, in Psychology, Public Policy and Law, Vol. 24, No. 3, pp. 326–340. 
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the media have affected their trials and personal lives,3 on the relationship between pre-trial publicity 

and trial outcomes,4 on the influence of crime reports on local television news on the viewing public,5 

and on the effects of pre-trial publicity on verdicts.6
 

 

 

About the project 
 
 

The project consortium 
 

The consortium for the project includes organisations from four Member States: Center for the Study of 

Democracy (Bulgaria), Centre for European Constitutional Law (Greece), Association Antigone (Italy), and 

Centre for the Study and Prevention of Crime CRIMINA (Spain). 

 
The Center for the Study of Democracy is a Bulgarian interdisciplinary policy research institute based in Sofia, 

Bulgaria. The organisation is experienced in implementing projects in the area of criminal justice (such as 

prisoners’ rights, rights of crime victims, presumption of innocence, equality of arms in criminal proceedings) 

and has published several reports and handbooks on the rights of suspects, accused, and convicted persons. 

In 2018, CSD implemented a fieldwork research project on the procedural rights of suspects and accused in 

Bulgaria, commissioned by the Fundamental Rights Agency (FRA). CSD was also the coordinator of the first 

ARISA project, which produced several reports and a handbook on assessing the impact of criminal 

proceedings on the personal and social life of defendants. 

 
The Centre for European Constitutional Law is a non-profit research institute based in Athens, Greece. The 

organisation has worked on projects on rights of victims in criminal trials and on reducing the use of pre-trial 

detentions. The organisation is member of the consortium which implemented the first stage of ARISA project 

and is also part of another EU-funded project, OPSIDIANET, which explores how to identify and support 

suspects and accused persons with intellectual and psycho-social disabilities. 

 
Association Antigone is a non-governmental association based in Rome, Italy. This organisation focuses its 

activities on raising awareness in the public opinion and facilitating debates on the Italian penal system through 

campaigns, education, media, publications, and its academic review “Antigone.” The organisation has 

conducted a number of studies on penal and penitentiary issues, operates the Observatory on Italian prisons— 

which, since 1998, publishes an annual report on the Italian penitentiary system—and has created a prison 

Ombudsman, which collects complaints from prisons and police stations and mediates with the administration 

in order to solve specific problems. Antigone also leads the European Prison Observatory, which involves nine 

European countries and is funded by the EU. 

 
University Miguel Hernandez de Elche participates in the project through its Centre for the Study and 

Prevention of Crime (CRIMINA). CRIMINA is a research centre dedicated to research on security and crime 

prevention from a cutting-edge social science perspective. The organisation is experienced in crime analysis 

and legal studies and has conducted research on the profiling of offenders and victims based on risk and 

protective, and situational factors, as well as research on crime mapping, security perceptions and insecurity 

feelings, and human factors modelling for crime and security. 
 
 
 
 

3 Howell-Collins, M. C. (2012), Court of public opinion: how the convicted perceive mass media have affected their criminal 
trials and personal lives have affected their criminal trials and personal lives, in Mass Communications – Dissertations, Syracuse, 
S.I. Newhouse School of Public Communications. 
4 Bruschke, J. and Loges, W. (2006), Relationship between pretrial publicity and trial outcomes, in Journal of Communication, 
No. 49, pp. 104-120. 
5 Gilliam, F. and Iyengar, S. (2000) Prime suspects: the Influence of local television news on the viewing public, in American 
Journal of Political Science, Vol. 44, No. 3, pp. 560-573. 
6 Fein, S., Morgan, S., Norton, M. and Sommers, S. (1997), Hype and suspicion: the effects of pretrial publicity, race, and 
suspicion on jurors’ verdicts, in Journal of Social Issues, Vol. 53, No. 3, pp. 487-502. 
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Exploring the impact of criminal proceedings on suspects and accused persons, the EU-funded project 
ARISA: Assessing the Impact of Criminal Proceedings on the Social Situation of Suspects and Accused 

discovered that a major factor affecting the personal and social life of defendants during and after 
criminal proceedings is the manner in which information about their case is publicly disclosed by the 

authorities and reported by the media. Inappropriate media exposure of suspects and accused 

(unjustified disclosure of personal data or information not related to the case, dissemination of photos 
or videos from procedural actions such as detention, search, or interrogation, use of language referring 

to the person’s guilt, etc.), particularly at the initial stages of the proceedings, often form negative 

attitudes towards them and their families, create a hostile environment, and affect their relations within 
their social network. The handbook on assessing the impact of criminal proceedings on the social 

situation of suspects and accused,7 published in the framework of the same project, describes in further 

detail the impact of media coverage on the life of defendants, referring also to court cases in which 

former defendants have claimed and obtained compensation for damages caused by the media 

exposure of their cases. 

 
Recognising the need to raise awareness on the impact of media coverage on the suspects and accused 

is evidenced by several cases and research findings, the continuation of the project, called ARISA 2: The 

Impact of the Media directly targets the existing gaps in the protection of suspects’ rights in relation to 

the media coverage of their cases. The project is implemented in four Members States: Bulgaria, Greece, 

Italy and Spain, but through the production and dissemination of transferable deliverables it aims at 

covering more Member States across the EU. 

 
The project as a whole, and case studies in particular, target five different stakeholder groups: (1) public 

institutions at national and EU levels; (2) legal practitioners; (3) media professionals; (4) civil society 
organisations; and (5) the general public. A compilation of the case studies highlighting the main 

findings and conclusions will be sent officially to key stakeholders, such as managerial bodies within the 
justice system, regulatory bodies, bar associations, and media organisations. 

 

 

Disclosure of information and media coverage in law 
 

 
Reviewing current rules on disclosure of information in the context of criminal proceedings in the four 
project countries reveals the different approaches chosen by those countries. 

 
In Bulgaria, the disclosure of information is governed both by legislation (Judiciary Act) and ethical rules 

(Ethics Code of Judges and Prosecutors). Information about an investigation can be disclosed only with 

the permission of the prosecutor in charge of the case. All judges, prosecutors, and investigators are 

obliged to keep confidential the information they have learned in their official capacity which concerns 

the interests of citizens and legal entities. The disclosure of such information to a third party or to the 

public is a criminal offence. The ethics code requires judges and prosecutors: (1) observe absolute 

confidentiality in their social communications and private life regarding the information available to 

them in relation to their work, (2) not use such information in any illegal way, and (3) discuss general 

legal topics without disclosing any details about individual cases or any information concerning the 

personal life of people and that can harm their interests or reputation. 

 
In Greece, there are relevant rules in legislation (Hellenic Radio and Television Act), ethics codes 
(Reporters’ Code of Ethics, Code of Ethics for News and Other Journalists), and recommendations 

(published by the Greek National Council for Human Rights). The Greek Criminal Procedure Law 
 

7 Markov, D. and Gaytandjieva, I. (2019), Assessing the impact of criminal proceedings on the social situation of suspects and 
accuse: handbook, Sofia, Center for the Study of Democracy. 
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prohibits any affront against the personality of the accused through the media. Media reports should 

be restricted to a reasonable and acceptable framework and should refrain from depicting the accused 

as a guilty person, but should instead highlight that he/she is suspected of committing a certain crime. 

The Hellenic Radio-Television Act stipulates that, in relation to events connected to criminal actions, 

radio-television broadcasts should not only respect the principle of “innocent until proven guilty,” but 

also refrain from “passing judgment” on the individuals which appear to be responsible or suspected of 

committing these crimes. The Code of Ethics of News and Other Journalist and Political Broadcasting 

contains a special provision, which stipulates that “the principle of presumption of innocence of the 

accused until he/she is irrevocably convicted, is respected and therefore, the outcome of the court 

should never be predicated nor should the accused be referred to – directly or indirectly – as guilty.” 

 
In Italy, there are legislative rules and ethics codes concerning the disclosure of information and media 

coverage of criminal cases. The Italian Criminal Procedure Code stipulates that the investigative acts 
carried out by the public prosecutor and the judicial police are subject to rules of non-disclosure before 

the end of the preliminary investigations in order to ensure unbiased evidence gathering. The 

responsibility of journalists to observe the presumption of innocence is laid down in ethics codes 
(Charter of Duties of Journalists, Code of Conduct for Journalists), which require journalists do not 

spread news in a manner that depicts the suspect as a guilty person and not publish images that present 

people that have not been convicted by a court as offenders. 

 
In Spain, the general rule is that, in every prosecutor’s office, there is a prosecutor responsible for the 

relationships with the media, but it does not prevent the possibility of every prosecutor having a 

personal relationship with the media if he/she follows the general rules about communication. There 

are no specific limits to the organisation of such communication except those related to the 

presumption of innocence and  the  fundamental  rights (honour,  privacy)  of  the  parties  involved, 

including the suspect or accused person. 
 

 

Disclosure of information and media coverage in practice 
 

 

With regards to media coverage of criminal proceedings in practice, in Bulgaria, there are several 

exemplary cases in which the court has awarded compensation to suspects and accused persons due 

to inappropriate disclosure of information during the proceedings, which was published in the media. 

In one such case, the court explicitly awarded a higher compensation because of the media exposure, 

which had “seriously affected the defendant’s public standing, self-confidence and relations with family 

and friends.” In another instance, a serious public debate on the topic started in June 2019, when the 

name of a 16-year old boy, arrested for allegedly planning a terrorist attack, was disclosed to the media. 

In a public statement on the case, the Association of European Journalists-Bulgaria (AEJBulgaria) 

pointed out that the disclosure of the suspect’s name was a violation of basic ethical principles of media 

coverage and could lead to the person’s stigmatization and social isolation. 

 
In Greece, several key stakeholders have referred to the need to prevent the negative impact of 

inappropriate media coverage of their cases. The Greek Council of Radio and Television stated that “the 

pursuit of higher viewer ratings by certain television shows and news broadcasts, and through a manner 

which exceeds the limits of journalistic ethics, has garnered a negative dynamic of uncontrollable 

competition, tension, conflicting confrontation, lack of responsibility and composure.” The Greek 

Council of State noted that “the unsolicited involvement of the media in pending criminal trials and in 

particular at the pre-trial stage seriously violates the presumption of innocence and offends the 

personality of the accused who is stigmatized, while at the same time leads to an unfair trial.” 
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In Italy, the role of the media in criminal cases has been in the focus of public debates since the well- 

known case of Amanda Knox, which became the subject of unprecedented pre-trial media coverage 

drawing on unattributed leaks from the prosecution. Recent evidence of the problems associated with 

inappropriate media coverage is the publication in several newspapers of a photograph of one of the 

arrested suspects in the investigation of the murder of an Italian military police officer in July 2019. The 

suspect was photographed at a police station with his head bowed and eyes covered by a blue blindfold. 

Human rights organisations condemned the picture as disturbing, while the police opened an internal 

investigation to find if a police officer was responsible for the release of the picture. 

 
In Spain, since the historic Alcàsser case in 1992, various cases have repeatedly brought to the fore the 

issue of media coverage of criminal cases, including the improper use of journalistic categories (news, 

opinions and interpretations) and images. This case, involving the kidnappings, rapes, and murders of 
three teenagers, garnered extensive media attention and coverage, shocking the public. The case is of 

importance due to its sensationalism and the measures media providers were willing to take to 
compete with one another for audience views and share of the public’s attention, including the 

publication of gruesome photographs of the victims. 
 

 
 

Objective 
 

 
The objective of this methodology is to provide a set of guidelines for identification, evaluation and 

presentation in a structured and comparable manner of actual court cases, their media coverage and 

the impact of this coverage on those involved in the proceedings (with a special focus on the suspect 

or accused person). 

 
The collection and review of exemplary cases of media coverage of criminal proceedings is one of the 

key components of the project and is linked to each of the project’s overall goals: (1) to analyse the 
impact of the online media coverage of criminal cases on the personal and social life of suspects and 

accused persons, their families, and other members of their social networks; (2) to develop and 

promote standards for judicial and law enforcement authorities on how to publicly disclose information 

about criminal proceedings online without violating the presumption of innocence; and (3) to develop 

and promote ethical guidelines for the media on how to report on criminal cases online without 

infringing upon the rights of suspects and accused. 
 

 
 

Implications and impact 
 

 
The collection and review of exemplary cases will help identify promising practices as well as critical 

deficiencies in the disclosure of information and media coverage of criminal proceedings. These finding 
will be used to develop tools (a) enabling public authorities to disclose information about criminal cases 

(including online) without affecting the presumption of innocence and (b) promoting the impartial, 

objective, and human rights compliant reporting of criminal cases by the media. 

 
The project as whole and the case studies in particular are designed to have direct implications for two 

target groups: criminal justice authorities and the media. The expected impact is improved knowledge 

about how inappropriate (online) media coverage of criminal proceedings affects the defendant and 

how adverse effects can be avoided. In particular, both target groups are expected to become better 

informed on how to disclose/report information about criminal proceedings while preserving the 
presumption of innocence, protecting the rights of suspected and accused persons, and preventing the 
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creation and spread of negative attitudes and hostility towards suspected and accused persons before 
final judgement. 

 

 
Aiming to address the negative impact of media exposure on the lives of suspects and accused and to 

enhance the presumption of innocence, the collection of exemplary cases will contribute to the 

implementation of Directive (EU) 2016/343 on the strengthening of certain aspects of the presumption 

of innocence and of the right to be present at the trial in criminal proceedings. In the long run, the 

project aims at creating an (online) environment, in which the presumption of innocence is better 

protected and information about criminal cases is both released (by the authorities) and disseminated 

(by the media) without disproportionately affecting the lives of suspects and accused persons. 
 

 
 

Description of tasks 
 

 

Overview 
 

 
The overall concept of the project is based on a combination of research, drafting, educational, and 

dissemination activities. Each of these components has a specific role in the building blocks that 

construct the project’s logical framework: research provides the knowledge basis for the drafting; the 

drafting produces standards and guidelines for target groups; the educational component translates 

the standards and guidelines into a practical guidebook; and dissemination delivers the results to the 

target groups and the public. 

 
The case studies are one of the three main methodological pillars of the project’s research component 

together with the desk research and the fieldwork (interviews). Each of these pillars has a specific role 
in the overall analytical concept: 

1. Desk research comprises indexing collections of publicly accessible data from national 
official journals or legal databases, reports of government agencies, NGOs and 

international organisations, academic publications, and media reports. 

2. Interviews with practitioners, including criminal justice professionals and criminal justice 

lawyers fill the information gaps within each country. 

3. Case studies shed a light on the practices (positive or negative) in implementing existing 

rules and guidelines. 
 

 

Rationale and methodology 
 

 
The project brings an innovative approach to what has been done so far in the area of media coverage 

of criminal cases by focusing on the online dissemination of information. The research, in particular the 
case studies, explore issues that have not been thoroughly studied, particularly in light of new data 

protection rules and the right to be forgotten. The increased volume of information accessible online 
and the speed and scale of information flows have made the identification of people, the collection of 

information about their lives and the sharing of this information much easier than before. 

 
Case studies must be developed using quantitative and qualitative research and content analysis. 
Quantitative research must be used to analyse the number of media publications and the number of 

users’ reactions (comments, shares). Qualitative research must be used to assess the actual impact of 

a publication on those affected by it. Content analysis is instrumental for assessing how the information 
is disclosed by the public authority, reported by the media and reacted to by the audience. Comparative 
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analysis must be used to explore to what extent and in what direction the information released by a 
public authority is modified when published by the media. 

 
The case studies must be compiled by using publicly available information. The analysis has to focus on 
the information (a) released to the public by the criminal justice authorities (through official press 

releases, media interviews, public statements, pictures and videos, etc.) and (b) disseminated through 

the media. 

 
For closed cases, information from published court decisions and other procedural acts must be 

collected to provide contextual data. 

 
The research to be conducted for the compilation of the case studies does not require collection of 
confidential or otherwise inaccessible information from the investigation or access to case files. The 

goal of the research is to explore how the information is presented to the public rather than to examine 

the progress and outcome of actual cases. 

 
Deliverables and dissemination 

 
The main deliverable to be produced on the basis of the case studies is a case study report, which will 

be available online in two versions: a downloadable PDF version with the layout of a printed publication 
and an interactive version adjusted for use on mobile devices (e-readers, tablets, and mobile phones). 

The report will be available on the project website and will also be sent to stakeholders by personalised 

e-mails in compliance with data protection rules. 

 
The report will also have two language versions. It will be originally developed and published in English 

and each partner will then produce a country version in their respective national language, which can 

be adapted to effectively respond to the needs of the stakeholders in the respective country (e.g. the 

country version can include more country-specific data and less comparative information). 

 
The report will be disseminated through a combination of dissemination channels including the project 
website, Facebook page and newsletter, personalised correspondence (e-mails or letters) and national 

dissemination events. 

 
Monitoring and evaluation 

 
In compliance with the monitoring and evaluation plan of the project the case studies will be reviewed 
internally by the Research and Management Committee (RMC) and externally by the Evaluation and 

Monitoring Panel (EMP). In addition to that, the case studies will pass through CSD’s internal monitoring 
and evaluation procedures. 

 

 
 

Style, language and size 
 

 
Case studies must be produced following the 2019 edition of the Style guide for authors of the 

European Union Agency for Fundamental Rights. 
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Ethics 
 

 

General remarks 
 

The project as a whole and the case studies in particular address the situation of suspects and accused 
persons in criminal proceedings, which is a sensitive topic and has specific, inherent ethical problems 
as it concerns the persons’ criminal and social status. It is assumed some information obtained in the 
course of reviewing the selected cases might be subject to certain confidentiality rules. In this respect, 
the project team must strictly follow these confidentiality rules and not disclose information obtained 
or accessed in relation to the reviewed cases. The Research and Management Committee of the project 
will monitor compliance with confidentiality rules and restrictions. 

 
To avoid potential violations of privacy, the case studies must be compiled in full compliance with 
applicable personal data protection rules and procedures, including the GDPR. The Research and 

Management Committee will review all case studies to ensure no personal data are disclosed in 

violation of the applicable rules. 

 
In view of the sensitive topic, balanced and neutral language must be used when drafting the case 
studies. The Research and Management Committee will review the case studies to ensure their 
compliance with this requirement. 

 

 

Gender mainstreaming 
 

Traditionally, men are significantly overrepresented among the persons suspected or accused of 
criminal offences. According to Eurostat, across Europe, in 2018, about 81 % of all suspected persons 
were men.8

 

 
Nevertheless, case studies must explore the gender specific implications of media exposure of suspects 

and accused persons in order to identify the different impacts on men and on women and address 

these impacts accordingly. The case studies must include, if possible, proceedings against both men 

and women to allow the analysis of their media coverage (including of the reactions of the audience) 

and to explore the extent to which gender stereotyping and/or discriminatory language is present. 
 

 

Rights of the child mainstreaming 
 

Although there is a minimum age threshold of criminal responsibility in all Member States, more than 
9 % of all suspected and prosecuted persons in the EU in 2018 were juveniles.9 The project addresses 
the impact of media exposure on suspected and accused juveniles by exploring the special rules 
applicable to such cases and by including special rules on the media coverage of proceedings involving 
juveniles in the communication guidelines and ethical standards, thus contributing, indirectly, to the 
promotion of child-friendly justice. 

 
The first stage of ARISA project explored in detail the impact of criminal proceedings on the children of 

suspects and accused persons. Media exposure, in particular, has a multiplier effect in this respect, 

creating a hostile and discriminatory environment for the defendant’s children. This issue must be 
further explored through the case studies in order to identify specific negative impacts of criminal 

 
 

8 Eurostat (2019), Suspects and offenders by sex - number and rate for the relevant sex group.  
9 Eurostat (2019), Suspects and offenders by age - number and rate for the relevant age group. 
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proceedings on the children of suspects and accused persons resulting from inappropriate media 
coverage of criminal cases. 
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Annex: Case studies structure and content 
 

 
The objective of the present template is to facilitate the collection and analysis of 
information on media coverage of specific criminal cases and the presentation of the 
collected information as a case study. Please use the structure provided below without 
altering the headings. If necessary, use subheadings of your choice to better structure the 
content. 

 
1. Key facts of the case 

 
In this section, please describe the key facts of the case: what happened, who was involved, where and 
when did it happen. Use official sources, if available and accessible (bills of indictment, court decisions, 
records from court hearings or other procedural actions, etc.). If official sources are not available or 
accessible, use other, unofficial sources (press releases, media reports) clearly indicating the nature of 
the source. 

 
2. Applicable law 

 
In this section, please explain the applicable legal rules and procedures related to the case, using the 
following questions as guidelines. 

• What was the (alleged) offence according to the national criminal law, for which the criminal 
proceedings were instituted? 

• What was the punishment envisaged in the law for the offence? 
• What was the procedure for investigating the case (general proceedings, summary proceedings, 

proceedings before a special jurisdiction, e.g. a military court, juvenile proceedings, restorative 
justice proceedings, etc.)? 

 
3. Criminal proceedings 

 
In this section, please describe the proceedings, using the following questions as guidelines. 

• What procedural actions were undertaken and when? 

• Which authorities were involved in the proceedings? 

• What measures or restrictionя were imposed on the suspect or accused (detention, home arrest, 
bail, travel ban, etc.)? 

• What is the current status of the case (closed, temporarily suspended, pending at the pre-trial stage, 
pending at the trial stage, pending before a second/third instance court following an appeal, etc.)? 

• What decisions were made so far by the authorities involved (indictment, conviction, acquittal, 
appeals, etc.)? 

• If the case was closed, what was the outcome? 

 
4. Disclosure of information 

 
In this section, please describe what information was officially disclosed by the authorities, using the 
following questions as guidelines. 

• Which authorities had disclosed information on the case (the police, the prosecution service, the 
court)? 

• How was the information disclosed (press release, press conference, online, etc.)? 

• When was the information disclosed? 

• What information about the suspect or accused person was disclosed: name, nationality, sex, age, 
family status, employment, place of residence, criminal record or previous convictions, etc.? 
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ARISA 2: Assessing the Risk of Isolation of Suspects and Accused: 

The Role of the Media 

 

 

• Were any pictures or videos of the suspect or accused person included in the disclosed information? 
Were these pictures or videos anonymised and how (blurred face, altered voice, etc.)? Were any 
other pictures or videos linked to the suspect or accused person disclosed (e.g. picture of their 
home, workplace, personal belongings, etc.)? 

• What information about the procedure was disclosed: measures imposed on the suspect or 
accused (detention, home arrest, bail), procedural actions (interrogation, search and seizure), 
collected evidence, officials involved in the case (investigators, prosecutors, expert witnesses, etc.). 

 
5. Media coverage 

 
In this section, please describe how the case was reported by the media, using the following questions 
as guidelines. 

• What information about the offence was published in the media? 

• What information about the suspect or accused person was published in the media? Was this 
information included in the official information disclosed by the authorities? 

• How was the information presented and/or interpreted by the media? What titles were used to 
report on the case? What language was used to deliver the information? How was the suspect or 
accused persons referred to (e.g. as a ‘suspect’, as an ‘alleged offender’, or as a ‘criminal’)? Were 
any references made to the suspect’s personal or professional background, etc. If yes, how were 
these references linked to the case? Were any references made to previous proceedings involving 
the suspect or accused persons (previous convictions, pending cases, administrative or civil 
proceedings, etc.)? 

• What additional information was collected and published by the media, which was not officially 
disclosed (e.g. interviews with family members, neighbours or colleagues, personal information 
obtained from the social network profile of the suspect, information obtained from public registers, 
etc.). 

• Did the suspect or accused person belong to a specific (vulnerable) group (on the grounds of race, 
ethnicity, nationality, sexual orientation, etc.)? If yes, was this circumstance mentioned and how 
was it linked to the other information on the case. 

 
6. Impact on the suspect or accused person and on the general public 

 
In this section, please describe the reactions of the public to the case, using the following questions as 
guidelines. 

• Were other persons, not directly involved in the criminal proceedings, interviewed in relation to 
the case? In what capacity were they interviewed (victims, family or community members, experts, 
policy makers)? What were their reactions/comments? 

• If the information was published online, what were the readers’ reactions/comments? 

• Were there any reactions to the disclosure of the information (approval or disapproval)? 

• Were there any other public consequences in relation to the case (protests, petitions, calls for 
certain actions, etc.)? 

• Is there information about any specific consequences for the suspect or accused person that could 
be due, directly or indirectly, to the media coverage of the case (i.e. consequences that probably 
would not have occurred if the information about the proceedings had not been publicly disclosed)? 
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