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M. S. Kurita, Electronic Social Media: Friend or Foe for Judges, 7 St. Mary's Journal on
Legal Malpractice & Ethics 184 (2017).
https://commons.stmarytx.edu/Imej/vol7/iss2/3

Non-Binding Guidelines on the Use of Social Media by Judges, UNODC [The Global
Programme for the Implementation of the Doha Declaration was launched by the United Nations Office
on Drugs and Crime to assist Member States in implementing the Doha Declaration, adopted by the
Thirteenth United Nations Congress on Crime Prevention and Criminal Justice in 2015. The
Declaration reaffirms Member States’ commitment to “make every effort to prevent and counter
corruption, and to implement measures aimed at enhancing transparency in public administration and
promoting the integrity and accountability of our criminal justice systems, in accordance with the
United Nations Convention against Corruption]

https://www.unodc.org/res/ji/import/international _standards/social_media_guidelines/social

media quidelines final.pdf
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Muzaffar Husain v. State of Uttar Pradesh And Anr. Civil Appeal No. 3613 of
2022 [Showing undue favour to a party under the guise of passing judicial orders is the
worst kind of judicial dishonesty and misconduct. The extraneous consideration for showing
favour need not always be a monetary consideration. It is often said that "the public servants 1036
are like fish in the water, none can say when and how a fish drank the water". A judge must
decide the case on the basis of the facts on record and the law applicable to the case. If he
decides a case for extraneous reasons, then he is not performing his duties in accordance
with law. As often quoted, a judge, like Caesar's wife, must be above suspicion]

Mathew Z Pulikunnel v. Chief Justice of India, WP(C) NO. 17654 OF 2021 [If it
is held that a party who is directly or indirectly connected with a dispute decided by a Judge
can approach the Court in a proceedings under Article 226 of the Constitution seeking 1044
direction on a complaint lodged against the Judge concerning the decision taken by him
alleging that the same is not one conforming to the Restatement of Values of Judicial Life,
there cannot be any doubt that the same will have a deleterious effect on the institution.]

Sadhna Chaudhary v. State of Uttar Pradesh (2020) 11 SCC 760 [Judicial
officers must aspire and adhere to a higher standard of honesty, integrity and 1057
Probity]

Shrirang Yadavrao Waghmare v. State of Maharashtra, (2019) 9 SCC 144 [The
first and foremost quality required in a Judge is integrity. The need of integrity in the
judiciary is much higher than in other institutions. The judiciary is an institution whose | 1066
foundations are based on honesty and integrity. It is, therefore, necessary that judicial
officers should possess the sterling quality of integrity]

Registrar General, Patna High Court v. Pandey Gajendra Prasad, 2012
STPL(Web) 305 SC [There is no gainsaying that while it is imperative for the High Court
to protect honest and upright judicial officers against motivated and concocted allegations, | 1070
it is equally necessary for the High Court not to ignore or condone any dishonest deed on
the part of any judicial officer]

R.C. Chandel v. High Court of M.P., (2012) 8 SCC 58 [There can be no manner of
doubt that a Judge must decide the case only on the basis of the facts on record and the law 1081
applicable to the case. If a Judge decides a case for any extraneous reasons then he is not
performing his duty in accordance with law. 10. In our view the word “gratification” does
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not only mean monetary gratification. Gratification can be of various types. It can be
gratification of money, gratification of power, gratification of lust etc., etc.]

Rajendra Singh Verma (Dead) Through LRs. v. Lieutenant Governor (NCT of
Delhi), (2011) 10 SCC 1 [In case where the Full Court of the High Court recommends
compulsory retirement of an officer, the High Court on the judicial side has to exercise great
caution and circumspection in setting aside that order because it is a complement of all the
Judges of the High Court who go into the question and it is possible that in all cases evidence
would not be forthcoming about integrity doubtful of a judicial officer]

1095

Tarak Singh v. Jyoti Basu, (2005)1 SCC 201 [There is nothing wrong in a Judge
having an ambition to achieve something, but if the ambition to achieve is likely to cause a
compromise with his divine judicial duty, better not to pursue it. Because, if a Judge is too
ambitious to achieve something materially, he becomes timid. When he becomes timid there
will be a tendency to make a compromise between his divine duty and his personal interest.
There will be a conflict between interest and duty]

1166

High Court of Judicature at Bombay v. Shashikant S. Patil, (2000) 1 SCC 416
[Honesty and integrity are the hallmarks of judicial probity. Dishonesty and lack of integrity
are hence the basic elements of misconduct as far as a Judicial Officer is concerned]
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High Court of Judicature at Rajasthan v. Ramesh Chand Paliwal, (1998) 3 SCC
72 [Judges have been described as ‘hermits’, further reminding that, “they have to live and
behave like hermits, who have no desire or aspiration, having shed it through penance. Their
mission is to supply light and not heat]
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