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Title: Re: Request of Radio-TV Coverage of the Trial in the Sandiganbayan of the Plunder
Cases against Former President Joseph E. Estrada, et al.

Facts:
The petition for live radio and television coverage of the plunder trial of former President
Joseph  E.  Estrada  emerged  from  both  public  and  official  requests,  highlighting  the
unprecedented nature of the case and the public’s interest in it. On March 13, 2001, the
Kapisanan ng mga Brodkaster ng Pilipinas (KBP) initially requested the Supreme Court to
allow live media coverage.  This  was followed by similar requests from individuals  and
officials,  ultimately  leading  to  Secretary  of  Justice  Hernando  Perez  formally  filing  the
petition  on  April  17,  2001.  The  petition  underscored  the  trial’s  public  concern  and
advocated for transparency through media coverage, presenting this as a resonant issue
dealing with the administration of justice and public rights to information.

Issues:
The Supreme Court was tasked to determine:
1. If allowing live radio and TV coverage of the trial would serve the public interest without
compromising the principles of a fair trial and due process.
2. If the benefits of live coverage outweigh potential risks to judicial processes.
3. The constitutional implications of live broadcast as it pertains to the right to information
and the right to a fair trial.

Court’s Decision:
The Supreme Court denied the petition for live radio and TV coverage. It prioritized the
defendant’s due process rights over the potential public benefit of live coverage. The Court
referred to its previous resolution from October 1991 in which it banned live coverage to
preserve  courtroom  decorum  and  the  defendant’s  rights.  The  Court  highlighted  the
potential  prejudice  against  the  accused stemming from live  coverage,  including undue
influence on jury members, witnesses, and even judges due to heightened public scrutiny. It
emphasized that the right to a public trial does not equate to a right to a televised trial, and
that judicial proceedings must maintain a level of solemnity and seriousness, free from
external influences.

Doctrine:
The Court reiterated the doctrine established in its 1991 resolution that live radio and TV
coverage of court proceedings is prohibited, based on the potential harm it could do to the
defendant’s  right  to  a  fair  trial  and  the  orderly  administration  of  justice,  despite  the
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constitutional right to public information.

Class Notes:
– In criminal cases, the accused’s rights to a fair trial and due process are paramount and
can supersede the public’s right to information.
– A public trial means the proceedings are open to those who wish to attend, subject to
spatial limitations, ensuring a fair trial free from undue public and media influence.
– Live media coverage of court proceedings poses risks to the fairness and impartiality of
the trial process.
– Legal statutes or provisions central to this case: Philippine Constitution’s provisions on the
right to a fair trial, due process, and the right to information on matters of public concern.

Historical Background:
This case is rooted in the complex political and legal aftermath following the ouster of
former  President  Joseph  E.  Estrada,  highlighting  the  Philippine  society’s  hunger  for
transparency and the justice system’s efforts to balance such demand with fundamental
principles  of  fairness  and  impartiality  in  criminal  proceedings.  It  reflects  the  tension
between the judiciary’s duties and the media’s role in a democratic society, underscoring
the evolving challenges of administering justice in the age of mass information.


