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In the ever-evolving landscape of jurisprudence, the integration of 

technology, particularly Artificial Intelligence (AI), has become increasingly 

prevalent, reshaping the dynamics of judicial proceedings and legal discourse 

worldwide. Concurrently, the phenomenon of "media trials" has gained 

momentum, particularly in countries like the United States and the United     

Kingdom, where media influence often intersects with legal processes.  

When talking about technological advancements, especially in the context 

of Artificial Intelligence, we often get caught up in thinking that technology is a 

neutral and objective entity.1 Advancements in AI have revolutionized various 

aspects of judicial systems, promising efficiency, accuracy, and accessibility. 

From case management to legal research and predictive analytics, AI-powered 

tools have emerged as indispensable assets for legal professionals. In 

adjudication, AI algorithms are increasingly utilized for tasks such as document 

analysis, evidence evaluation, and even judicial decision-making in some 

contexts.  

One of the most notable applications of AI in judicial settings is the 

implementation of predictive analytics for case outcomes. By analyzing vast 

repositories of legal data, AI algorithms can forecast the potential results of legal 

proceedings, aiding judges in assessing risk factors and informing their decisions. 

Additionally, AI-driven platforms facilitate the automation of routine legal tasks, 

streamlining processes and reducing the burden on judicial resources.  

With AI, decision-making can be based on objective and consistent data 

analysis, without being influenced by personal emotions or prejudices. However, 

on the other hand, critics of AI point out that AI is a technological product that, 

while sophisticated, is not equipped with human emotions and intuition. They 

argue that emotions, especially compassion, play an important role in legal 

decision-making. A human judge can weigh and understand a case's social 

                                                      
1 Vincent C Muller, “Risks of General Artificial Intelligence” (2014) Vol 26:No 3 Journal of Experimental & 

Theoretical Artificial Intelligence 297–301. 
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background, culture, and emotional context, while AI may lack such 

nuances. This could mean that in certain cases, the decisions taken by AI may be 

too rigid or not consider the human aspect.2 Moreover, AI technologies contribute 

to enhancing access to justice by providing legal assistance to underserved 

populations. Chatbots and virtual legal assistants equipped with natural language 

processing capabilities enable individuals to navigate legal procedures, access 

legal information, and receive basic legal advice without the need for costly legal 

representation. Simultaneously, the phenomenon of media trials poses significant 

challenges to the integrity and impartiality of legal proceedings, particularly in 

high-profile cases. In an era characterized by the proliferation of digital media 

and 24-hour news cycles, sensationalized reporting and public opinion often 

shape the narrative surrounding legal controversies, exerting considerable 

influence on public perception and judicial outcomes. The paid news which is 

given by any political party or any other big organisation easily deviates the 

media from the real objective and the media being the mirror to the world or being 

an eye opener, becomes a puppet in the hand of powers. Hence media is working 

for the people, by the people, and of the people become for the sponsor, by the 

sponsor, and of the sponsor. Sometimes these issues give birth to media trials in 

which the media proves someone guilty before the judgment of the court.3 

In the United States, the convergence of media coverage and legal 

proceedings has garnered widespread attention, exemplified by landmark cases 

such as the O.J. Simpson trial and the Casey Anthony case. This occurs through 

discursive and narrative content between those who uphold the validity of 

complainants’ words – that is render them admissible as evidence in a “trial by 

media”- and those who oppose them and undermine their testimony. These kinds 

of narrative contests ultimately decide the truth or falsity of each claim and for 

this reason, analysing the narrative existence of these events is critical 

importance.4 In these instances, extensive media scrutiny not only influenced jury 

perception but also raised questions about the potential for prejudicial publicity 

to undermine the right to a fair trial.  

Trial by media means the impact of the newspaper and television coverage 

on a person’s reputation by creating a widespread perception of guilt regardless 

of any verdict in the court of law. Freedom of media in today’s world is perceived 

                                                      
2 Panca Sarjana, “Judicial Transformation: Integration of AI Judges in Innovating Indonesia’s Criminal Justice 

System” (2023) Vol 23:No 3 Kosmik Hukum 233–247. 
3 Nikitha Suresh & Lucy Sara George, “Trial by Media: An Overview” (2024) Vol 4:No 2 International Journal 

of Law Management & Humanities 267–272. 
4 Deb Waterhouse-Watson, Athletes, Sexual Assault, and Trials by Media: Narrative Immunity (Routledge, 

2013). Page 3-4. 
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to be the freedom of the People.5 High-profile cases often become spectacles in 

the media, with sensationalized reporting and speculative commentary shaping 

public discourse and judicial proceedings. The intersection of media 

sensationalism and legal processes presents formidable challenges for upholding 

the principles of due process and judicial impartiality, particularly in cases where 

public opinion becomes polarized. 

The intersection of AI advancements in judicial systems and media trials 

engenders complex ethical dilemmas and policy considerations. While AI 

technologies hold the potential to mitigate the impact of prejudicial publicity by 

facilitating objective analysis and decision-making, they also raise concerns 

about transparency, accountability, and the protection of individual rights. On the 

one hand, AI algorithms can be leveraged to analyze media coverage and assess 

its potential influence on jury impartiality, enabling judges to implement 

measures to safeguard the integrity of legal proceedings. Furthermore, AI-

powered sentiment analysis tools can monitor social media discourse and identify 

instances of juror misconduct or external influences, bolstering efforts to preserve 

the sanctity of jury deliberations. 

However, the deployment of AI in mitigating the effects of media trials 

raises questions about privacy rights, freedom of speech, and the role of judicial 

discretion. The use of algorithmic decision-making in filtering media content or 

regulating public discourse raises concerns about censorship and the suppression 

of legitimate expression, necessitating robust safeguards to protect constitutional 

liberties. Moreover, the reliance on AI technologies in judicial contexts raises 

broader ethical considerations regarding algorithmic bias, data privacy, and the 

delegation of judicial authority to automated systems. The opacity of AI 

algorithms and the potential for disparate impact on marginalized communities 

underscore the need for transparency, accountability, and ongoing oversight in 

the deployment of AI in legal settings.  

As AI continues to reshape the landscape of judicial systems and media 

trials, stakeholders must navigate a complex terrain fraught with ethical, legal, 

and societal implications. While AI technologies offer unprecedented 

opportunities to enhance efficiency, accessibility, and fairness in legal 

proceedings, they also present formidable challenges to the preservation of 

fundamental rights and principles of justice. In confronting these challenges, 

policymakers, legal professionals, and technologists must collaborate to develop 
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ethical frameworks, regulatory safeguards, and best practices for the responsible 

deployment of AI in judicial contexts. Transparency, accountability, and the 

protection of individual rights must remain paramount considerations in 

harnessing the potential of AI to uphold the rule of law and safeguard the integrity 

of legal proceedings. 

Ultimately, the intersection of AI advancements in judicial systems and 

media trials compels us to confront fundamental questions about the nature of 

justice, the role of technology in shaping legal outcomes, and the resilience of 

democratic institutions in the digital age. By engaging in thoughtful dialogue and 

proactive stewardship of technological innovation, we can chart a course toward 

a future where justice is not only blind but also equitable, accessible, and resilient 

in the face of evolving societal challenges. In the current edition, this new issue 

will release six articles covering diverse topics. The first article explores the 

concept and practice of media trials in Bangladesh, comparing them with similar 

practices in other countries like Indonesia. The second article delves into the 

challenges of justice when applying AI in Indonesian judicial institutions. 

Additionally, a special article examines judicial dualism, particularly the 

overlapping between the general court and the military court in handling cases of 

corruption and budget misuse. Then, shifting to the international sphere, there's a 

strategic article discussing the impact of Nancy Pelosi's arrival on the already 

tense diplomatic relations between the US and China. Furthermore, readers can 

expect coverage of the current discourse surrounding the transition period leading 

to the 2024 regional head elections in Indonesia. Finally, the edition concludes 

with an analysis of TRIP's agreements pertaining to pharmaceutical patents, 

encompassing drugs and vaccines. The aim is to provide readers with enriched 

insight into these various topics.  
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