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Abstract: Recently, there are many debated events caused by the judges” inadequate re—
marks. Whether the professional ethic norm of Judges in China has established the “duty of
deliberative speech”? How to make the courts and the judges to sufficiently understand the
meaning of the “duty of deliberative speech” and the restriction of judges” speech? How to
deal with the relationship between the “duty of deliberative speech” and the judicial activism
and the justice that serving for people? This article investigates many developed countries” ju—
dicial ethics and the norm of judicial behavior, articulates the major contents and problems of
the judges” duty of deliberative speech, analyzes the reasons why the judges should observe
the duty of deliberative speech, introduces the difficulties and the relevant resolutions of the
duty of deliberative speech in practice, and discusses the major problems of institutional safe—

guard of the duty of deliberative speech.
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