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Abstract

As social network sites (SNSs), where such self-expression and 

connection are available to an extent that exceeds anything known to 

humans, came into existence, social communication has gone through 

a pivotal change. Against this backdrop, though, the rise of digital 

communication has raised many concerns over the liberty of opinion 

in the Internet sphere. This paper will scrutinize the tricky issue of 

where freedom of expression and social networking services have 

to intercept, analyze the challenges, and create room for available 

options through social networking platforms. This course falls 

strongly on legal analysis, case studies, and ethical considerations 

designed to unravel the fine line between the digital age and humans’ 

fundamental rights that individuals and government officials carefully 

uphold. It scrutinizes the historical transmogrification of SMS, laws 

regulating virtual expression, and the ethical quandaries that are 

produced. Adopting the challenges confronted by the system, which 

include content moderation, misinformation, and privacy breaches, 

the paper pinpoints the necessity of defending free expression. It 

comes with strategic moves that focus mainly on strengthening legal 

protections, improving digital literacy, and promoting responsible 

posting.
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Introduction
Background and significance of the topic
The presence of a digital age has not only brought with it new ways in which people relate, communicate, 
and express themselves but has also resulted in the rise of social networking sites (SNS). These platforms, 
from Facebook and Twitter to Instagram and LinkedIn, have inextricably become the pixels of the social 
canvases, influencing communication between people from different countries and helping to establish 
the culture of virtual communities. On the one hand, technology enables an unimaginable level of social 
interaction and information dissemination. However, at the same time, the protection of constitutionally 
guaranteed fundamental rights, notably freedom of expression, has become a major issue. This theme 
becomes crucial for the reason that it carries the values of democracy, human rights, and the future 
of digital communication. As social networks increasingly determine the public agenda and influence 
political interaction, it becomes extremely important to explore the intricacies of the ways in which they 
affect the freedom of expression to safeguard democratic values in the digital era.

Statement of the problem
The impressive power of online communities proves that they can also be used for different problems 
or misuses like the violation of freedom of expression. With the rise of fake news and hate speech, 
content moderation and issues of censorship, SNS has become a modern sounding board capturing 
conflicting interests and differences in values. Tackling the issue at stake involves striking a balance 
between the concepts of freedom of expression and user protection against harm and disorder through 
online channels. In addition to this, centralization of content generation control by the social media 
platforms further contributes to the notion of accountability, transparency and the power structure 
of digital communication. Confronting these complexities requires a deep appreciation of the poly-
dimensional societal connection between freedom of speech and social network services, besides taking 
a look at the intersection of jurisdictional, ethical and technological aspects in the abstract.

Purpose of the paper
The essence of this paper is the critical analysis of the relationship between social networking sites 
and the safe exercises of freedom of speech in a digital era. This paper synthesizes existing research 
to analyze key controversies and provide solutions. The purpose is to look deeper into the nuances of 
free speech online. The paper, in this regard, will look at the SNS-related tensions between freedom of 
expression and privacy while also assessing the effectiveness of legislative and regulatory frameworks 
in solving such a problem. It will also be discussed how content moderation and algorithmic decision-

Public Interest Statement
In the context of the ongoing Great Social Networking Sites (SNS) expansion and the speech-
themed public interests, free speech becomes a burning issue. This paper goes beyond the true 
nature of the subject, shedding light upon the fact that healthy communication can be achieved 
despite misinformation, online harassment and or centralized content moderation. Given the fact 
that SNSs are continuing to shape public conversation and political engagement, dealing with the 
abovementioned challenges is imperative so as to keep democratic values and enable citizen to exercise 
their civic responsibility. Through demanding transparency, accountability, and moral norms in SNS 
governance, stakeholders can correctly preserve the key freedom, exclude divisive digital spaces, and 
set up the basis of the democratic state.
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making are dealt with ethically. Finally, this writing aims to instruct political practitioners, researchers, 
and other stakeholders about the value of protecting the freedom of expression in online environments 
and to prompt new thinking on this key issue.

Literature Review
Historical Perspectives on Freedom of Expression
Freedom of expression, which has been almost a byproduct of evolution in societies and politics 
for centuries, traces its roots. It has since been the longest contested philosophical idea that has 
ever transformed into formal legal protections such as international human rights instruments and 
constitutional laws. Monuments of the human epoch, such as ‘the dawn of the Enlightenment’ and 1948’s 
adoption of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, have acted as crucial factors for entrenching 
the principle of freedom of expression as an inviolable fundamental human right. An ages-old issue, 
namely the contradiction between the right of self-expression and the balancing of alternative interests 
such as order, national safety, and the security of individuals, has been faced by all the people and their 
societies. In addition, with the introduction of the mass media, like newspapers, radio, and television, 
expression of freedom finds a place on more robust platforms, which is handy for public discourse, 
dissent and competitive engagement.

Impact of Technological Advancements
The development of communication devices has affected the freedom of expression that stands out 
most in the digital age. According to Aboelazm, K. S. (2023), the printing press invention is just 
the latest dissemination medium, and the internet is coming. Technology, in turn, has extended and 
questioned the limits of free speech. The development of SNS has opened another chapter of this story 
yet to be written, featuring the unlimited possibilities to connect, exchange info, and be part of online 
communities (Lipschultz, 2020). While the decentralization of the internet and the global reach of digital 
communication brought about new boundaries to the protection of freedom of expression, there remains 
that people frequently engage in just expressions of disapproval, which may, in turn, lead to intolerance, 
isolation, and exclusion. The emergence of user-generated content on SNSs has made it challenging to 
uncover public and private disclosure leaves, leaving behind the questions of the regulation of online 
speech and platform owner duties. In the constant flux of technology, it is crucial to critically assess its 
influence on freedom of speech and fortify sturdy legal, regulating and ethical frameworks to keep this 
inalienable right in the digital age safely.

The Rise of Social Networking Sites.
Emergence of SNS and Their Popularity.
Social media platforms have rapidly gained the momentum of change that has led to a complete redesign 
of online communication and friendships. The early SNS came into being in the early 2000s with platforms 
like Friendster and MySpace, which broke new ground with the concept of social networking on the 
internet by connecting individuals via their online profiles and promoting virtual relationships. While 
the preceding years witnessed the birth of many social networking sites, 2004 saw the introduction of 
an entirely new concept in the form of Facebook, ushering in a novel era in the history of social media. 
Marked as Facebook by Mr. Zuckerberg and his mates, it gradually managed to steal the fan hearts of 
high school students and soon spread in every corner of the world (Meel, & Vishwakarma, 2020). This 
was gone further still by its well-thought-out menu, user-friendly stuff, and the principle of real-name 
identity, which laid new standards for SNS and gave the proliferation of similar platforms a chance to 
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start even from the next day (ABOELAZM, K. S., 2023).
	 After appearing on the scene, the SNS culture expanded like wildfire. Eventually, it gained 
a remarkable reach with billions of users from across the planet actively engaged in instant social 
networks such as Twitter, Instagram, LinkedIn and Snapchat. Such application users are provided with a 
diversity of features that include the creation of a profile, photo and video sharing, messaging and group 
involvement. The charm of SNS is in its ability to bridge physical, cultural, or demographic gaps, making 
virtual communities where users can form connections and relationships based on shared interests, 
heritage, and freedom of speech that have never been seen before (Lipschultz, 2020).Whatever it’s about 
reconnecting with former peers, linking up with a group of professionals, or discussing similar topics 
with avid fans, regardless of the SNS you may use, they became an integral part of the whole world 
where you are, being the core point for almost every aspect of social, professional, and personal excel 
(Aboelazm, K., 2023)..
	 According to Yas, H., Mardani, A. (2020),  The wide diffusion of smartphones and mobile 
devices with an internet connection made social networks even more popular so that people could access 
the networks without discrimination of age and background. Both mobile apps and responsive web 
designs have made users stay connected from anywhere in particular, which is kindred to this increased 
social networking phenomenon in modern society (Zannettou et al., 2019). In addition to this, the 
gamification of the SNS was also achieved through features like likes, shares, and comments, which 
stimulated user engagement and then, in turn, created a culture in which people do not just stay online 
constantly but also seek constant validation and approval of their peers and other organizations. 

Role of SNS in Shaping Online Communication
Social networking websites are like the heart of internet communication, deciding the behavior of 
the users and the way they interconnect, communicate, and create relationships in the virtual setting. 
Another particular SNS feature is its capability to bridge traditional distance and time boundaries with 
its technology for real-time and delayed interactions. Rather than just status updates, they can be direct 
messages. Therefore, social networks (SNS) include multiple channels of expression and interaction with 
others, which could be real-time or at one’s convenience (Lipschultz, 2020).
	 In addition, social networking sites (SNS) have been democratizers of content creation and 
dissemination, making it readily available for any member of society to post diverse multimedia content: 
text, photos, videos, and links (Khudhair, H. Y., Mardani, A., Albayati, Y., Lootah, S. E., & Streimikiene, 
D., 2020). The popularization of content production has created an environment where individuals and 
communities can focus on amplifying their voices, courting attention, and championing the causes they 
care about without the interference of traditional media gatekeepers and intermediaries. Subsequently, 
SNS has become a significant instrument of advocacy for grassroots activists, concerned citizens, and 
the mobilization of society, using them as catalysts and driving instruments of social change on a global 
scale.
	 In this regard, SNSs function as virtual bulletin boards for public announcements and provide 
an environment where users discuss, exchange, and even debate public issues of interest. The formation 
of online communities where users can network with like-minded people, seek info and participate 
in discussions can fill in the gap caused by the decline in mass media and come to circumvent it in 
the process (Yas, H., Mardani, A., & Alfarttoosi, A., 2020). On the other hand, SNS’s outspoken and 
caring nature sometimes begets problems of misinformation explosion, social trench, and information 
hegemony, which make thoughtful debate very hard and may deepen social disagreements (Haenlein et 
al., 2020).
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Challenges to Freedom of Expression on Social Networking Sites.
The era of hyper connectivity and communication development in which we have found ourselves 
nowadays, mainly due to the rapid increase of social networking sites (SNS), has led to many matters 
concerning the protection of free speech (Zannettou et al., 2019). These challenges demonstrate 
themselves in different ways, from creating disinformation or fake news to cyberbullying and hate 
speech, while content monitoring or censorship practices are mostly centralized within the platforms.

Spread of Misinformation and Fake News
The first of the many problems social networking sites face is the rise of fake news and disinformation 
exchange. Media plurality on SNS platforms and the likelihood for ill-motived actors to release content 
and promote it for their ill intentions is facilitated by the spread of the platforms for content creation 
and dissemination (Yas, N., Elyat, M. N. I., Saeed, M., Shwedeh, F., & Lootah, S., 2024). People share 
fake news, conspiracy theories and misleading stories more quickly than true ones, and they can easily 
affect millions or even more users within a few minutes (Van Dijck, 2020). Besides shortening the 
trustfulness of public speech, this phenomenon also severely negatively impacts democratic processes, 
public health and social cohesion.
	 The distribution of misinformation on SNS resulted from several factors, such as the amplification 
jump provided by algorithms, echo chambers and cognitive biases. Automated recommendation 
algorithms, designed to bring more attention back from users, usually prefer over-hyped and thriller 
titles instead of fact-dressed information (Meel, & Vishwakarma, 2020). Such automation can bring 
about a filter bubble, which opens up the possibility that users will get bombarded with only those things 
that reaffirm what they already believe, thus protecting them from different views. On the other hand, 
cognitive biases such as confirmation bias and selective exposure influence the spread of misinformation 
through social media. This is more prominent among users who already have a particular opinion 
regarding an issue (Aboelazm, K. S., 2022).
	 Clearing the SNS from information pollution includes technological interventions, media 
literacy and the regulation of the area. Platform operators are the ones who can deploy algorithms that 
are designed to find or flag false products or misleading information. Besides, the user can have tools 
that are made available in order to check if the information that they want is accurate (Aboelazm, K. 
S., 2021). Media literacy programs are a great tool to build up the audiences’ abilities to analyze the 
sources and detect why things are true or false, giving them the skills and experience they need in the 
digital mess to navigate responsibly. Furthermore, governments and non-governmental institutions have 
considerable potential by instituting policies that may compel SNS to be responsible for deliberating 
misinformation and maintain transparency and accountability in the algorithms governing content 
moderation (Zannettou et al., 2019).

Online Harassment and Hate Speech
Besides other online problems with freedom of speech, cyberbullying and this speech will be mentioned. 
The anonymity and distance generated via the internet make way for some individuals to be gutsy and 
harass others through abusive or discriminatory methods, with their choice of targets varying based on 
the social or physical features of their victims, like gender, race, ethnicity, religion, and sexual orientation. 
This leads to a situation where bullies feel enabled to harass and abuse as well as gag marginalized 
voices, thereby worsening the existing disparities and inequalities (Sander, 2019).
	 For the hate speech of online bullying to manifest itself, it is cyberbullying, doxing, trolling, and 
specifically targeted campaigns that take a variety of forms. The victims, on the other hand, may suffer 
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psychological ill-being, emotional torments, and uncalled physical risks as a result of cyberbullying. In 
addition, the current situation with social media phones means that damaging content can arise on the 
platforms rapidly, implying that its effect can become even more significant and stop being isolated.
To ensure a safe online environment, harassment and hate speech must be tackled by a multifaceted 
approach that integrates community moderation, user empowerment, and legal intervention. SNSsS is 
taking severe content moderation action and implementing mechanisms to handle or minimize harmful 
content, which are vital mechanisms. Additionally, using tools available to users to report abusive 
behaviour and protect one’s privacy is one of the fundamental trends. Through training of internet users, 
the chances of knowing what to do when harassed will be realized (Matamoros-Fernández, & Farkas, 
2021). As a result, people will become engaged citizens who are responsible for each other. Moreover, 
lawmakers can enact legislation to defeat cyber hate speech and harassment, which will punish those 
involved for their atrocities and help victims cope with their injuries.

Centralized Content Moderation and Censorship
The central point of moderating and censorship employed by social media websites also challenges the 
right of expression of its users. However, it mainly relies on the user’s consent to register for a service or 
on the user’s decision to agree to the terms of service and other user guidelines. Such approaches usually 
save user safety and the platform’s integrity. However, they may even cause random or discriminatory 
censorship, resulting in legitimate speech being downplayed and unfavourable opinions not being openly 
expressed (Haenlein et al., 2020).
	 Specific concerns are related to the centralized content control, including non-transparency, 
accountability, and justification. What materials are allowed or forbidden on social networks remains 
within the discretion of their authorities, and the input of the affected users and impartial third-party 
review is not done. It may cause policy implementation deficiencies, preferential treatment of some 
individuals or communities, and a freeze on the expression of speech, as users choose to limit their 
speech to escape punishment or revenge (Haenlein et al., 2020).
	 According to Yas, N., Al Qaruty, R., Hadi, S. A., & AlAdeedi, A. (2023), It all comes down to 
higher transparency acc, countability, and user participation, making it possible to step down the perils 
of centralized content moderation. SNS can introduce the rendering of content moderation openly and 
draw up guidelines for users on the best way of behaving and for prohibited content (Duffy & Hund, 
2019). Another key is to appoint independent oversight bodies or appeals mechanisms to ensure that 
moderation decisions are proper, consistent and accountable. Decentralized platforms have become 
the basis for an alternative policy on content moderation that considers the transparency of content 
and the autonomy of the users and communities that self-manage. With this, SNS will emerge with an 
online community that is more democratic and inclusive. At the same time, every member’s freedom of 
expression will be adequately guarded.

Legal and Regulatory Frameworks
Government Regulations and Laws Pertaining to SNS
Social networking sites (SNS) regulation in different countries is done based on the existing legal norms 
governments apply to regulate their functioning and content. In various countries, SNS are IT platforms 
that deal with problems such as data privacy, online safety, intellectual property rights and content 
moderation, which are issues of the law and regulations (Suzor, 2019). These regulations reflect the 
intention of the country to create a social stipulation inside which one can enjoy his/her rights and 
freedoms while maintaining public order, national security, and the promotion of democratic values.
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Among the different rules of governments which SNSs have to follow, their reflections regarding data 
protection and privacy are the most important ones. The European Union lays down the rules with 
its General Data Protection Regulation (GDPR). This regulation requires SNS to follow strict data 
collection, processing, and storage regulations (Klonick, 2019). SNSs need to specify clearly about the 
data transfer operations and disclose their data policies and rules properly, particularly in the fields 
of security and data privacy. Not only would refusing to comply with GDPR entail massive fines and 
penalties but there is also so much more to data protection to contend with today.
	 Another regulation one may impose is controlling the content of SNS, e.g. hat, hate speech or 
defamation, or instigating violence. Such laws try to impose checks on internet conduct to avert physical 
injuries to individuals or groups. However, this comes along with safeguarding the values of privacy 
and free expression. Nevertheless, achieving such existing laws is tricky because these SNS features are 
worldwide and have many legal frameworks within separate courts. Accomplishments considered legal 
in one nation may be treated as taboo in another, leading to differences of jurisdiction and law conflicts 
(Duffy & Hund, 2019).
	 According to Yas, N. (2021), States could also introduce duties for SNS to fight illegitimate stuff, 
including cyberbullying and hostile behavior on the networks. Frequently, this entails putting in place 
the appropriate reporting and removal channels for content considered to be a violation, i.e. inciting 
racial hatred, the production of terrorist literature, or child pornography. Though it is up to SNS to 
adhere to community standards and terms of service, they should be responsible enough to make their 
content moderation processes transparent, consistent, and accountable. The failure of a proper balance 
between freedom of expression and content regulation can cause the fragmentation of trust within SNS, 
thus eventually creating pressure for a stricter government hierarchy (Brown & Marsden, 2023).

International Legal Perspectives
Global governance of Social Networking Sites (SNS) ties down state borders, which cuts off an eventful 
network of international agreements, treaties and conventions. International legal regimes are crucial 
in dealing with the multilateral problems touching on SNS borderlines, jurisdictional conflicts, and 
standard alignment. Organizations like the United Nations, the Council of Europe, and the International 
Telecommunication Union actively create global harmony standards and norms for digital governance 
(Saurwein, & Spencer-Smith, 2020).
	 One of the crucial problems arising in the inter-governmental regulation of SNS is the lack of 
harmonization of legal policies and traditional cultural values relating to online expression. While some 
states enjoy emotions and state supervision over online content is wise, others prefer enforcing such 
restrictive measures to make them work hard for political freedom in other spaces (Saurwein, & Spencer-
Smith, 2020). In interpreting goals and applying international rules, because of this multidimensionality, 
there is a possibility of friction that may end up bringing disagreements in terms of the ideals of the 
world, and then cooperation and consensus between all actors of the world becomes essential in charting 
the path of effective global governance of SNS.
	 Nevertheless, international legal documents like the International Covenant on Civil and 
Political Rights (ICCPR) and the Universal Declaration of Human Rights (UDHR) not only invest 
in the general framework for freedom of expression in the digital environment but also uniform the 
universal principles and standards of this protection. This arsenal of mechanisms provides freedom to 
seek information, receive it from every available source, and express ideas regardless of borders. It also 
invites all states to respect and ensure freedom of seeking and expression in any available way (Jain et 
al., 2021). Nevertheless, it is a daunting prospect to implement these ideas into practical decisions and 



Research Journal in Advanced Humanities

Page 553

commitments on SNS, which needs collaboration of governments, intergovernmental organizations, 
civil society, and the private sector, an issue which has to be dealt with now before they become even 
more complicated.

Implications for Freedom of Expression
The fast-moving legal landscape regarding the SNS and the regulations surrounding the freedom of 
speech and expression in the digital age reshapes the process. At the same time, government rules that 
aim to make dangerous content less accessible and increase the rights of the end users can strengthen 
online safety and provide a friendly information sphere (Yas, N., 2021). On the other hand, with 
unintentionally broad or stringent regulations, there may be unintended effects like censorship, 
surveillance, and restrictions that affect the free expression of opinions (Flew et al., 2019).
	 Censorship policies, which the SNS mainly facilitates, increase apprehension among the people 
that there is an agenda behind such moderation practices and also make way for biased and unjustified 
decisions. The rule of law obligates SNS platforms to fight illegal content and ensure transparency within 
their moderation practices on due process and proportionality. Beyond this, as there is a non-existent 
review mechanism for content decisions, it becomes difficult to build trust in SNS. Also, it discourages 
people from believing that these platforms are dedicated to protecting freedom of expression.

Technological Solutions and Ethical Considerations
Modern technology provides opportunities for solving different problems connected with SNS; at the 
same time, it makes many important ethical issues related to their application and the impact on human 
rights and freedom appear. This section explores three key areas: transparency and accountability 
mechanisms of algorithms, decentralized platforms and privacy-enhancing technologies, and ethics of 
SNS providers, governments and users (Khudhair, H. Y., & Hamid, A. B. A., 2015).

Algorithmic Transparency and Accountability
Algorithmic transparency means the algorithms that shape the nature of content order, posts recommender 
system and moderation user interaction are open and understandable. The role of algorithms is to create 
the user experience on social media networks; however, such algorithms function in secret and are thus 
responsible for the injustices in SNS. This ambiguity can have undesired effects, e.g. enhancing the 
dissemination of misleading information, reinforcing cultural biases, and aggravating social segregation 
(Collins et al., 2021).
	 In addition to this, to overcome these challenges, the SNS companies may adopt the steps to 
make their algorithms transparent and accountable. This involves informing users about how algorithms 
work, what information is used in content recommendations, and how videos or posts are determined 
to stay or get removed. In this way, SNS can increase transparency to a point when users recognize and 
have the chance to judge the algorithms that affect their online experience, which in turn will build a 
higher level of trust and accountability in the platform governance (Gorwa, & Guilbeault, 2020).
	 In addition to the accountability mechanisms with algorithms, namely the audits, assessments, 
and external reviews, the algorithms can be seen as fair, impartial and ethical. Independent agencies 
or watchdog bodies might be given the critical role of keeping SNS algorithms in check and making 
platform operators account for their effect on users’ freedoms and rights. Algorithmic transparency and 
accountability will stimulate the process of reducing the risks of algorithmic bias, discrimination, and 
manipulation by SNS platforms to such ends as preserving fairness, diversity, and inclusivity in digital 
ecosystems.
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Decentralized Platforms and Privacy-Enhancing Technologies
The adoption of decentralized modes of social networking and privacy-preserving systems provide novel 
models of social networking that emphasize user autonomy, personal data privacy, and digital-human 
rights. In contrast to closed SNS, which are centralized systems under single control, decentralized 
platforms distribute control among multiple nodes or participants, thus mitigating the risks of censorship, 
surveillance and data exploitation (Flew et al., 2019).
	 Decentralized platforms rely on blockchain technology, peer-to-peer networks, and cryptography 
to guarantee a privacy-enabled and safe transaction environment. Intermediaries and central points of 
control are eliminated by decentralized platforms, during which the users are empowered in the sense 
that they can retain ownership of their data, control who among them can access it, and partake in 
governance decisions determining the course of the platform development and operation (Brown & 
Marsden, 2023).
	 Privacy-enhancing technologies that employ end-to-end encryption, zero-knowledge proofs, 
and differential privacy must be added to the already established methods of protecting user data and 
communications to provide ample layers of protest. These technologies help with sensitive data breach 
issues by preventing unauthorized people from tampering or gaining access to this data to safeguard the 
users’ rights to privacy and allow accessible communication without fear of monitoring or interception 
(Yas, N., Sarhan, M. I., & Allouzi, A. S., 2023).
	 While decentralized platforms and technologies that promote privacy can be seen as promising 
solutions to the challenges facing traditional SNS, they also raise a multi-faceted ethical debate concerning 
how they will be deployed and what their consequences will be. The main obstacles that may impede 
the pace of decentralized platforms’ adoption include accessibility, usability, and scalability issues. 
Mainstream users who have gotten used to centralized platforms’ convenience and exceptional features 
will have to adapt and embrace the new decentralized platforms. Besides, abuse and its repercussions on 
the platform’s integrity and security may require an extension of the governance mechanisms and the 
community livestock to maintain and protect the platform.

Ethical Responsibilities of SNS Companies, Governments, and Users
The rightful employment of social networking sites can be achieved only through joint efforts and the 
involvement of firms, governments, and users. SNS companies have a proper obligation to develop 
platforms that are meant to place above-priority user wellness, safety, and rights while preserving 
principles of impartiality, clarity, and accountability. It includes imposing strict content moderation 
regulations, proper financing of both user education and digital literacy programs, and involving 
stakeholders to tackle ethical concerns that may emerge (Brown & Marsden, 2023).
	 A government significantly impacts the development of regulations and standards aimed at 
the work and walk of SNS companies, ensuring they abide by the law, protecting users’ rights, and 
promoting the general interest of society (Klonick, 2019). Nevertheless, the same discretion of the 
government intervention should be considered concerning the freedom of expression, innovation, and 
proportionality to the user’s rights and not to impose the results negatively. (Khudhair, H. Y., Jusoh, A., 
Mardani, A., & Nor, K. M., 2019).
	 As users, we too have an ethical and responsible duty to follow the same ethics and morals 
whenever we use social networking sites to respect others’ rights and dignity, engage in constructive 
dialogue, and infuse society with a culture of civility, tolerance and mutual respect. This calls for 
sensitivity to how their actions and communications affect others, and prior to any sharing, they should 
critically assess the data; then, they should advocate for ethical codes and standards within the online 
community.
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Methodology
Social networking sites pose various problems and chances for freedom of expression, which is the 
systematic method used to find and review relevant scholarly sources. The procedure was sequenced 
through several stages, including in-depth aspects of validity, comprehensiveness, and reliability.
First, a systematic search strategy was developed to obtain information from academic databases, 
scholarly journals, conference proceedings, books, and credible sources. Words and phrases related to 
social networking sites, freedom of speech online, online discourse, and digital rights were used to refine 
the search and find relevant professions and articles.
	 On the other hand, inclusion and exclusion criteria were the principles for screening and choosing 
studies that will be part of the literature review. SNS and freedom of expression were the earmarks of 
the included studies if they were based on empirical evidence, gave theoretical insights, and appeared in 
peer-reviewed journals or prestigious academic sources. Since I lacked expertise in languages other than 
English, resources in other languages were inaccessible.
	 In addition, a well-organized process was adopted to review and examine the selected resources. 
This process implied reading and paraphrasing each study, then extracting the key findings, ideas, and 
arguments, focusing on my thesis point. Data like the author/authors and the year of publication, the 
methodology used for research, the theoretical framework, and the main results of each study were 
recorded for future synthesis and comparison.
	 Besides, thematic analysis was also used to detect emerging themes, patterns, and gaps in the 
literature. A few common problems and options for the development of SNS were indexed as well so 
that, in the end, there was a big picture in all the research work on this matter.
Additionally, this research applied critical appraisal tools to evaluate the quality and value of the studies 
chosen. Criteria for validity, including sample size, research design, data collection methods and ethical 
standards, were used to decide the credibility and reliability of data in the writings from the literature.

Analysis and Discussion
Examination of Key Findings from the Literature Review
This research project conducted a literature study, which increased the knowledge of the complexity of 
the interrelationship between social networking sites (SNS) and freedom of speech. The review results 
emphasize different areas with challenges and prospects of privacy and communal security, among other 
digital rights issues of our time.
	 The literature pointed out that the SNS not only facilitates social interactions but also has 
the power to change public discourse, shape social engagements, and affect the conduct of electoral 
politics. Research has proved that social networking sites are crucial channels for communication, 
information advertisement, and community building, and they serve as a platform for individuals to 
express themselves, interact, share their ideas, and socialize globally. Thus, the inquiry at the same 
time spotlighted what is referred to as the effect of social networks on the quality and ethics of public 
discussions, with studies pointing to the dissemination of inaccurate information, the formation of echo 
chambers, and algorithm bias that may potentially be used to distort insights and create conflicts among 
followers.
	 Secondly, the evidence from the literature suggests that social media brings specific challenges 
when protecting freedom of expression. The networks on social media (SNS) have the undisputable 
ability to reinforce self-expression and participation, on one side, but also confront discontent for their 
role in censoring, regulating and moderating the content created by users. Research shows the swings 
between the need to protect users using cyber security, for example, by curbing online harassment and 
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so on, and the effort of protecting the core principles of freedom of speech and open dialogue. Finally, 
the concentration of control of SNS companies over content moderation has raised concerns about 
transparency, accountability, and the limitation of imitating corporate speech.
	 To complete the I-search essay about the SNS and freedom of expression, the legal and regulatory 
setting of the network was taken in the third point. Whether they want to regulate it through content 
moderation, data protection, or anti-competitive policies, governments worldwide have tried various 
legal ways to control the SNS. On the one hand, certain people call for regulating the modern media 
landscape to protect vulnerable users and maintain public order; however, on another side of the coin, 
some warn of the risk of government intrusion and censorship. Providing adequate protection for online 
security while at the same time protecting freedom of expression is a dilemma political leaders face since, 
deontologically and ethically, competing interests have to be weighed.
	 Also, the literature review has revealed technologically emerging options and ethical implications 
that should be considered regarding SNS problems regarding the expression of freedom. One of the 
strategies for engaging people to push against algorithmic transparency and decentralized platforms is 
that university researchers and activists have offered digital literacy programs and user empowerment 
initiatives. The ethics of SNS companies, governments, and users in maintaining online expression are 
essential for shaping the future of these public speeches.

Critical Analysis of the Relationship between SNS and Freedom of Expression
A sophisticated look into the interaction between social networking sites and the freedom of expression 
would be found at a rather complicated and multi-layered level where the possibilities and hindrances 
coexist. On the other hand, SNS allowed laypeople to access information and turn the marginalized 
voice into strength, thus giving them a chance to participate in society, such as through social activism. 
Social media has enabled people to casually have an audience locally and globally, so movements, ideas, 
and causes of all magnitude and levels can be supported and brought to everyone’s attention. It has 
allowed institutions to be held accountable in a previously attempted, unsuccessful way. Additionally, 
using SNS gives people more freedom since they can now disseminate information and ideas without 
boundaries. However, that freedom also comes with threats, such as the creation of false information, 
the deception of public perception and the application of digital authoritarianism.
	 While the SNS platform’s centralization of power does imply abuse of power to the operators, 
most importantly, it remains the biggest threat to democratization. It is usually not in the public sphere; 
therefore, the user cannot fully understand and challenge the decisions, making it difficult for someone 
to be free of expression. SNS companies bear the duty to safeguard users from threats and uphold their 
platforms’ credibility. However, they are not authorized to infringe upon the users’ privacy, autonomy, 
and freedom of expression. Striking the right balance between these mutually interrupting interests is 
contingent on appropriate transparency, accountability, and genuine stakeholder participation.

Identification of Gaps in Existing Research and Areas for Further Inquiry
In addition to the piles of research on the topic of SNS impact and freedom of speech, several open 
issues and places for more examination were underlined in the literature review. First, there is a need 
for a systematic study of SNS in terms of their effect on democratic functioning, public discussion and 
general involvement. Although current investigations give us a basic understanding of the challenges 
and chances we now have, conducting more official studies and integrating other fields of study would 
further explain the situation in the digital world.
	 Another crucial point is that there is no agreement on the effectiveness of regulation strategies 
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to counter the problem of SNSs and the threats to freedom of expression. Freedom of speech can be 
limited in favor of safety and protection if the regulators adopt more strict regulations that hold SNS 
corporations accountable for harmful content and behavior. However, some warn about the possibility 
of censorship and killing innovation when things get stricter, not to mention that this could be against 
the rules. Additional study is necessary to quantify the implications of legislation interventions on use 
rights, the governance of the platforms, and digital rights in a broader sense.
	 Subsequently, ethical grounds must be well defined with proper principles and standards for 
moral SNS design, production, and utilization. While the inchoate advent of technology leads to ethical 
problems, which include the issues of SNS platform developers, governments and users, there is an 
increasingly urgent need to consider ethical issues. The last thing to mention would be that more research 
still has to be conducted to look at ethical issues like algorithmic bias, privacy violations, and digital 
inequality and to find ways to come up with strategies for promoting ethical behavior and decision-
making in the digital age.

Conclusion
In summary, this research work deals with the crucial connection between social networking sites 
(SNS) and the safekeeping of freedom of speech in digital time. Multichannel analysis in the form of 
a comprehensive literature review and a critical analysis study several vital issues. Primarily, SNS are 
the key tools for communication, information exchange and gathering society together, giving never-
before-seen strong opportunities to express opinions and interact with others. On the other hand, they 
also have their drawback, such as the distribution of misinformation and cyber-bullying, which is hard 
to prevent or stop, whereas the centralized content moderation practice of these platforms may limit 
freedom of speech. Furthermore, the legal and regulatory context pertaining to SNS includes discussions 
about jurisdiction, accountability and the balance between online safety and freedom of expression 
where states look for solutions to these issues. Besides this, technological solutions and ethical issues 
must be considered, as doing this well will help tackle the challenges posed by SNS. These include 
algorithmic transparency, decentralized platforms, and activities empowering users.
	 This research’s findings provide different recommendations to improve policy and health 
programs and advance promising future studies. Lawmakers are expected to prop up their offence 
against hackers and create a balance that will, in turn, prevent the users from being harmed and, at the 
same time, protect the tenets of free speech and privacy. This can be accomplished through accountable 
and transparent guidelines for content moderation, educational courses about digital and media literacy, 
and moral approaches to product design and regulation for social media companies. Also, the flow of 
knowledge among professionals working in the realms of technology, law, and human rights is crucial 
for finding an effective approach to coping with SNS-related expression restrictions.
	 To sum up, digital freedom of expression should be guarded because it is one of the lamps that 
lights democracy; it promotes inclusiveness in various societies and human rights are protected. On one 
hand, social networks provide exceptional opportunities for communication and interaction that have 
not been ever known before. On the other hand, they can also produce considerable obstacles that we 
need to figure out to guarantee fairness and independence of online discussion. Through the way of 
advocating for transparency, accountability, and ethical principles in the construction, operation, and 
use of SNS, stakeholders can result in a much better ecosystem of a digital environment that is free 
of censorship and welcomes all contributions, where user rights and freedoms are highly respected. 
Nowadays, we have to go through the complexity that comes along with the digital age and remain 
careful that freedom of speech should be taken as a fundamental value of democracy and human rights.



Research Journal in Advanced Humanities

Page 558

References

Aboelazm, K. (2023). The Debatable Issues in the Rule of Law in British Constitutional History and 

the influence in the Egyptian Constitutions. International Journal of Doctrine, Judiciary and 

Legislation, 4(2), 521-568.

Aboelazm, K. S. (2021). The constitutional framework for public policy in the Middle East and North 

Africa countries. International Journal of Public Law and Policy, 7(3), 187-203.

Aboelazm, K. S. (2022). E-procurement in the international experience: an approach to reduce corruption 

in administrative contracts in Egypt. International Journal of Procurement Management, 15(3), 

340-364.

Aboelazm, K. S. (2023). Policies and legal framework of involving small and medium enterprises in 

administrative contracts in Egypt: dynamics and influences. International Journal of Public Law 

and Policy, 9(1), 61-74.

ABOELAZM, K. S. (2023). THE DEVELOPMENT OF THE PRESIDENT’S AUTHORITIES IN THE 

EGYPTIAN CONSTITUTIONS. Russian Law Journal, 11(2).

Aboelazm, K. S. (2023). The success of the E-voting to Enhance the Political Engagement: A Comparative 

Study. Journal of Law and Sustainable Development, 11(11), e1732-e1732.

Aboelazm, K. S. (2024). Using E-Tenders in the United Arab Emirates to Enhance Transparency and 

Integrity. Kurdish Studies, 12(1), 91-102.

Brown, I., & Marsden, C. T. (2023). Regulating code: Good governance and better regulation in the 

information age. MIT Press. 

Chugh, U. (2023). The Evolution of Privacy Laws in the Digital Age: Challenges and Solutions. Indian 

Journal of Law, 1(1), 51-60. 

Collins, B., Hoang, D. T., Nguyen, N. T., & Hwang, D. (2021). Trends in combating fake news on social 

media–a survey. Journal of Information and Telecommunication, 5(2), 247-266. 

Duffy, B. E., & Hund, E. (2019). Gendered visibility on social media: Navigating Instagram’s authenticity 

bind. International Journal of Communication, 13, 20. 

Flew, T., Martin, F., & Suzor, N. (2019). Internet regulation as media policy: Rethinking the question of 

digital communication platform governance. Journal of Digital Media & Policy, 10(1), 33-50. 

Gorwa, R., & Guilbeault, D. (2020). Unpacking the social media bot: A typology to guide research and 

policy. Policy & Internet, 12(2), 225-248. 

Haenlein, M., Anadol, E., Farnsworth, T., Hugo, H., Hunichen, J., & Welte, D. (2020). Navigating the 

new era of influencer marketing: How to be successful on Instagram, TikTok, & Co. California 

management review, 63(1), 5-25. 

Jain, A. K., Sahoo, S. R., & Kaubiyal, J. (2021). Online social networks security and privacy: comprehensive 

review and analysis. Complex & Intelligent Systems, 7(5), 2157-2177. 

Khudhair, H. Y., & Hamid, A. B. A. (2015). The Role of The Media And Communication Technology 

Management In Developing The Media Institution (Alarabiya. Net Site as A Model). VFAST 

Transactions on Education and Social Sciences, 8(1).

Khudhair, H. Y., Jusoh, A., Mardani, A., & Nor, K. M. (2019). Quality seekers as moderating effects 

between service quality and customer satisfaction in airline industry.  International Review of 

Management and Marketing, 9(4), 74.

Khudhair, H. Y., Mardani, A., Albayati, Y., Lootah, S. E., & Streimikiene, D. (2020). The positive role 

of the tourism industry for Dubai city in the United Arab Emirates. Contemporary Economics, 

604-619.



Research Journal in Advanced Humanities

Page 559

Klonick, K. (2019). The Facebook Oversight Board: Creating an independent institution to adjudicate 

online free expression. Yale LJ, 129, 2418. 

Lipschultz, J. H. (2020). Social media communication: Concepts, practices, data, law and ethics. 

Routledge. 

Matamoros-Fernández, A., & Farkas, J. (2021). Racism, hate speech, and social media: A systematic 

review and critique. Television & new media, 22(2), 205-224. 

Meel, P., & Vishwakarma, D. K. (2020). Fake news, rumor, information pollution in social media and 

web: A contemporary survey of state-of-the-arts, challenges and opportunities. Expert Systems 

with Applications, 153, 112986. 

Sander, B. (2019). Freedom of expression in the age of online platforms: The promise and pitfalls of a 

human rights-based approach to content moderation. Fordham Int’l LJ, 43, 939. 

Saurwein, F., & Spencer-Smith, C. (2020). Combating disinformation on social media: Multilevel 

governance and distributed accountability in Europe. Digital journalism, 8(6), 820-841. 

Suzor, N. P. (2019). Lawless: The secret rules that govern our digital lives. Cambridge University Press. 

Van Dijck, J. (2020). Governing digital societies: Private platforms, public values. Computer law & 

security review, 36, 105377. 

Yas, H., Mardani, A., & Alfarttoosi, A. (2020). The major issues facing staff in islamic banking industry 

and its impact on productivity. Contemporary Economics, 14(3), 392.

Yas, H., Mardani, A., Albayati, Y. K., Lootah, S. E., & Streimikiene, D. (2020). The positive role of the 

tourism industry for Dubai city in the United Arab Emirates. Contemporary Economics, 14(4), 

601.

Yas, N. (2021). Implications of Compulsory Car Accident Insurance Comparative Study. Turkish Journal 

of Computer and Mathematics Education (TURCOMAT), 12(2), 2410-2420.

Yas, N. (2021). Powers of Arbitrators in the Implementation of Arbitral Awards. PSYCHOLOGY AND 

EDUCATION, 58(2), 6900-6907.

Yas, N., & Alkuwaiti, H. H. H. (2023). Exemption From the Contractual Responsibility and The Extent 

of Its Legitimacy. International Journal, 10(4), 362-380.

Yas, N., Abdurahim, H., & Njim, M. (2024). The civil protection of trademarks according to the UAE 

law. Research Journal in Advanced Humanities, 5(2).

Yas, N., Al Qaruty, R., Hadi, S. A., & AlAdeedi, A. (2023). Civil Liability and Damage Arising from 

Artificial Intelligence. Migration Letters, 20(5), 430-446.

Yas, N., Al-Bayati, Y., Sarhan, M. I., & Abdijabar, Z. G. (2024). Environmental pollution and its 

relationship to the media and the law: Awareness of the dialectics of the complementary 

relationship. Research Journal in Advanced Humanities, 5(1).

Yas, N., Dafri, W., & Rezaei Gashti, Z. (2022). An Account of Civil Liability for Violating Private Life 

in Social Media. Education Research International, 2022.

Yas, N., Elyat, M. N. I., Saeed, M., Shwedeh, F., & Lootah, S. (2024). The Impact of Intellectual Property 

Rights and the Work Environment on Information Security in the United Arab Emirates. Kurdish 

Studies, 12(1), 3931-3948.

Yas, N., Sarhan, M. I., & Allouzi, A. S. (2023). The Extent of Protection for Electronic Consumers in the 

Face of Risks Arising from Electronic Contracts. Migration Letters, 20(S9), 1073-1085.

Zannettou, S., Sirivianos, M., Blackburn, J., & Kourtellis, N. (2019). The web of false information: 

Rumors, fake news, hoaxes, clickbait, and various other shenanigans. Journal of Data and 

Information Quality (JDIQ), 11(3), 1-37. 


