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Research on the Civil Liability of Press Tort of the New Media

Abstract. There are substantial differences between the press tort liability of the new media and that
of the traditional media. The press tort liability of new media requires the infringer to know or should
know the possible damages. Its causality is more complicated. The “haven rules” can be applied with
restriction to reduce or exempt liability and it has more grounds for defenses which traditional media
press tort liability does not have. Therefore to realize the balanced protection among freedom of new
media press public information interests and individual rights vicarious liability in imputation prin—
ciples of press tort liability of new media shall be improved. Furthermore the civil liability of press
infringement of special tort subject such as reproducers and ISP and joint infringer shall be clarified
and formally regulated in legislations including the civil code and tort law.
Key Words: New Media; Press Tort; Vicarious Liability; Tort Liability; Wechat; Weibo
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