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Government Regulation and Media SHf-discipline
—nitia Studieson Features of British Media Regulation

WU Fe , LIN Min
( Rexmarch Institute of Jouranalisrn Communication and Scocial Development ,
Zhgiang University, Hangzhou 310028, China)

Abdract : Freedom of the press and gpeech isan underlying prop of modern congitutionad government sysem,
as democracy , rue of law and dd mutud ad dl depend on the suffident information, open critidsm and
apervison from the media. Precisdy because of this,"” the amendments to PRC Congitutior’ adopted in the
Tenth Nationd Congressof CPCon March, 14th, 2004 has reiterated that the dtizensof PRC have the rights
to freedom of the geech, freedom of the press, freedom of assembly and asodation, and freedom of the
denondration. However , there exig inevitably tense rdations between freedom of the press, other freedoms
and the nationa security. Therdfore quedtions that how to achieve their harmony has become apresing issue.
However, there are condderable dfferences anong Chinese and oversess thinkers and as wdl as diverse
government congitutiond dedgns. For the protection for the freedom of the press, there are two systems
desgned in Britan —redrictson date interference againg the media and regect for private property , by means
of which, those who wish to influence public opinion can esablish ther meda, express their views and ideas.
It isthe recaversaof such an opinion market who will eventudly dedde the successor thefalure of the meda.
Thisidea complies with the nodern free dection sysem and theory of free economy.

However , judging from its present predicament , Britain bdieves that the media can offer oljective and
truthful reports with diverse ommentary and the improvement of the media rdieson marketing. But on the
other hand, they d o fear such factors as the consumer orientation , the medid s nonopoly and concentration,
its growing politica and esonomic interess will only render freedom of the press more dudve. For thisreaon,
it gves no stidaction only through awidng interference agang freedom of the press. Smilarly, our meda
reform will surdy bring about a series of problems, with the progress of meda s market orientation and
indugtrid operation on one hand and government’ s giff control on the other ; and with the growing expectation
from the public on one hand and the medd s sysemic and mord imperfection on the other.

With a gradud and dow recognition of the importance and vdue of freedom of the press and geech,
Britain has come wp with rdevant laws for its protection. S far, drict law providons in Britan have been
promugated to control the media, but they are sddom used againg freedom of the press. With European
integration on its way , the conservative British are more and more aware of the pressure from Human Rights
Act and Human Rights Committee, and they have got down to amending the origind law artides ponderoudy
and cautioudy. After dl , Britain media, with the moddslike"BBC' and " Thames' , is wdl repected in the
world. That has st a good exarmple for Chind s media reform. We need to push forward the congruction of
journdismand media law , and d® the Hf-disipline mechanism of the media. Jugt as Karl Marx sd, "
Human spirit is based on mordity.” A free and repondble mediais a olid guarantee for a country with high
dfidency. Britan has achieved it ; there is no reaon why we canrnot.
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