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Abstract:

The world has witnessed in the last decade the creation and dissemination of social media websites,
such as Facebook, twitter, YouTube, Linkedin, and a myriad of other forums and blogs that have
revolutionized ways of communication among individuals on personal and professional level.

Given the above, the following paper investigates the extent to which judges could use and interact
on social media websites to communicate with the outside world. The importance of this research
seems to rise in light of what has been recently revealed by some American and European statistics
that have shown a significant increase in the number of judges using social media.

In answering this inquiry, Scholars and Courts have been divided into two main groups; the first
of which denies judges the right to join or interact on social media websites to preserve judges’
impartiality and independence. The second group acknowledged judges’ right to use social media,
but subjects this right to a number of limitations and conditions imposed by the nature of the
judicial function.

Based on the above, the roadmap of this paper will be divided into two main sections; the first of
which will examine arguments of proponents and opponents of judges’ right to use social media.
The second will be dedicated to address limitations and restrictions on judges’ right to use social
media by means of analyzing a number of courts’ decisions in comparative legal systems.

Keywords: Freedom of expression; Judicial independence; Juridical impartiality; Social media
websites
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6 Dimitra Blitsa, loannis Papathanasiou & Maria Salmanli: Judges and Social Media: Managing the Risks, prepared for the
2015 Themis Competition of the European Judicial Training Network; Conference of Court Public Information Officers,
CCPIO New Media Survey (2012).
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Network of Councils for the Judiciary (ENCJ), Justice, Society and the Media (Report 2011-2012) p.8-9; A. Blackham & G.
Williams, Australian Courts and Social Media, Alternative Law Journal Vol.38, Issue 3 (2013).
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144 (The Committee on Judicial Ethics of the Massachusetts Supreme Judicial Court, CJE Opinion No. 2011-6, 28 December
2011, United States of America) In Use of Social Media by Judges Discussion Guide for the Expert Group Meeting (5-7
November 2018, Vienna) <https://www.venice.coe.int/files/un_social_media/unodc.pdf>
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<https:/ /www.utC(;urts.gov/resources/ethadv/ethics_opinions/201 2/12-1.pdf>

146 Fla. Sup. Ct., Judicial Ethics Advisory Comm., Op. No. 2009-20 (Nov. 17, 2009) <http://www.judé.org/LegalCommunity/
LegalPractice/opinions/jeacopinions/2009/200920.html>.

147 The current Judicial Conduct Guidance is available here: https://www.judiciary.uk/wp-content/uploads/2016/07/
judicial-conduct-v2018-final-2.pdf accessed October-2019.
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<https://intranet.judiciary.gov.uk/wp-content/uploads/2012/09/data-responsibilities-2015-final. pdf>

accessed October-2019.
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151 The Manual for the Magistrates’ Use of Social Media, The Brazilian Magistrates Association, 2017, Brazil was cited by Use
of Social Media by Judges Discussion Guide for the Expert Group Meeting (5-7 November 2018, Vienna <https://www.

venice.coe.int/files/un_social_media/unodc.pdf>
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Networking, Syracuse Law Review Vol. 63 No. 2 (2013) accessed at SSRN: https://ssrn.com/abstract=2620039.
'3 &:QJ.;‘J\ sl LY 1235 19 (sueldl 4L ddn Re: Colon Colon, 2017 TSPR 49 428 (3 ¢ 555 55, 50 (8 Lall 4011 168
Use of Social Media by Judges Discussion Guide for the Expert Group Meeting (5-7 November 2018, Vienna).p.11
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}.U Je Lord Judge CJ (paras 29, 30, 33 and 34) izl Ll 171
<https://global.oup.com/uk/orc/law/els/wilson d1rect10nsZe/O1§tudent/updates/010812/ch12/>
1A e Al Jl ol
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ohio.gov/Boards/BOC/Advisory_Opinions/2010/default.asp> accessed October-2019.
OHIO JUD. COND. R. 1.1-4.6 (2009). Estlinbaum, Craig, supra note 128.
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187 Fla. Sup. Ct., Judicial Ethics Advisory Comm., Op. No. 2009-20 (Nov. 17, 2009). <http://www.judé.org/LegalCommunity/
LegalPractice/opinions/jeacopinions/2009/200920.html>

188 Okla. Judicial Ethics Advisory Panel, Judicial Ethics Op. 2011-3, 1-2 (July 6, 2011). <http://www.oscn.net/applications/
oscn/DeliverDocument.asp?CitelD=464147> accessed October-2019.
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190 “Judges must avoid the use of social media to obtain information regarding a matter before them”. (The American Bar
Association (ABA), Formal Opinion 462, 2013, United States of America).
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The Connecticut Committee on Judicial Ethics, Informal Opinion 2013-06, 22 March 2013, United States of America In Use
of Social Media by Judges Discussion Guide for the Expert Group Meeting (5-7 November 2018, Vienna) p 17.
<https://www.venice.coe.int/files/un_social_media/unodc.pdf>.
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Use of Social Media by Judges Discussion Guide for the Expert Group Meeting (5-7 November 2018, Vienna). p.17.
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195 Estlinbaum, Craig, supra note 128.
N.Y. Advisory Comm. on Judicial Ethics, Op. 08-176 (Jan. 29, 2009) <www.nycourts.gov/ip/judicialethics/opinions/08-176.htm>.
196 The use of social media by Canadian judicial officers (May 2015).Discussion Paper of the Canadian Centre for Court
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Accessed October 2019.
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The Union of Judges of the Czech Republic, The Union of Judges of the Czech Republic, supra note 147.
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Dimas-Martinez v. State, No. CR 11-5, 2011 WL 6091330, at *1 (Ark. Dec. 8, 2011).
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202 Estlinbaum, Craig, supra note 128.

203 Georgia Judge Resigns in the Wake of Facebook Scandal, Lawupdates.com, 2010, <http://www.lawupdates.com/
industry_news/entry/georgia_judge_resigns_in_the_wake_of_f acebook_scandal>.
In Hull, Helia, Why Can’t We Be Friends: supra note 175; See alsoM. S. Kurita, supra note 149.
Available at: https://commons.stmarytx.edu/lmej/vol7/iss2/3
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205 https://www.ncsc.org/~/media/Files/PDF/Topics/Center%20for%20Judicial%20Ethics/Fowler.ash.
M. S. Kurita, supra note 149.

206 Michael Crowell, supra note 133.
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Social Networking Dos and Don’ts for Lawyers and Judges, 73 TEX. B.J. 192, 194 (2010).

217 ACase cited in Quigley Corp. v. Karkus. No. 09-1725 2009, WL 1383280, at *1 (E.D. Pa. May 15, 2009) Browning, supra note
4, at 25.
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aspx>.

Summers & Smith, supra note 34. :La lails . Gl a4 ool (3 L) sltes

147 sl 2515 U 1255 0 SIS 50 50k 2020 531 il sutalf gl Aol 0y 91 &) ol



oAl e (sl i Lo Gle ade ool LSV UAL 21 OY bk o0 S| 5555 s
w|@|w\ﬁj.aw\ﬁpyoﬁ,ww|;uiw\gwﬁﬁ%og@sﬁ
M9Ex Parte a5 G, b e Al S5 L UL JI O 4] South Dakota iy w1 b Sl &Y 4
o e Goladl O oSl oV S Ll 5 5 (Glae ] L Glass Y =Y Communications
mmyw@\jos&mnhob‘%Lpf.umu&qﬂjwﬂjﬁ@gngwloij

daladl Cases G Y &l ol

Bl 51 ilsle 413 G 55 U3 ple B jae 5,2 (o b piie ol V1 ol 53l s Lo Bl O]
555k 5 . eslon MM Ly oWl s J LSl lad s aas N B Jledn Je Bloalls 25 . dai>
(é,aw\:@,uo,isoio,@“&‘L?,zw\syydpw>f&§uﬂg¢u\,@w\;ﬁ@\sﬂmm\
Oy ) 5T Aot 5 o5 gl 5l ciasetdl Gl dar o o s o2 (5 650 82 Jall ol
0Facebook 5 il Je cBuasls ool

LeSs w25 (2014) 2014 WL 631246 State v. Forguson 425 3 cTennessee o5 &Y 5 &
u‘z,@wMuisﬂu\»Tw,zuﬂ;Jgsj;\mm&as\wa;ywﬁyﬁol%;w:_amww
P15 gl i 03 3 GBS o st

e QAL Bl NI 4S8 cu2s,(2014) 2014 WL 931031 (State v. Madden i.25
éw\ Sl Az 5 5 0 Facebook e oWl dlail oy 8023 (3 ) o LaSoell 5518 slacal
s ¥ ST LSl SuSTIS b 1 Sz e ol OIS d 5 Middle Tennessee State irald-
© s RSl o 31 5 a5 128l OIS o ske s FacebOOK Lo B1s o o581 Saa
T2 ool | gltay OF Jaz2 syl aloedl 5 8L (5 Y1 e lilnall s (3 Sl

Youkers v. State, 400 S.W.3d 200 (Tex. 5th Ct. App., 2013) d.a8 3 ¢ LSS LY 5 G
ZaS1# (yo dntg DT LSl (5518 yo Ellan S0 f T cusldhl 8 1l ¢ ol (§ SlenaV) daSs s
Y e b et Vsl sl il W ¢ Facebook e oslall Blis o Lo e ol
Y e B (Bl S o3l i Gaab s Lo Ll oY bas O oo il 2l - o
oM e bl 3100 G D) ke okl el 0Lty SV g 8 g sy ool s AL Lakis

219 M. S. Kurita, supra note 149.
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Vol. 93, No. 4 July/August 2019 Pg 18 Ralph Artigliere, William F. Hamilton, David Hazouri, Jan L. Jacobowitz, and Meenu
Sasser Featured Article.
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222 Ibid.
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