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Abstract:

The contemporary political landscape is characterized by the increasing
entanglement of high-stakes legal crises and digital media dynamics. This
paper investigates the pervasive role of social media in shaping public narra-
tives surrounding high-ranking Ministers held in custody. The detention of a
key political figure immediately transitions from a procedural legal matter into
a "narrative war" , fundamentally challenging political stability and the
integrity of judicial processes. Social media platforms, marking the transition to
the "fourth era" of political communication , facilitate the rapid deployment
of politically strategic framing techniques, including the use of victimhood
rhetoric and intentional blame-shifting to discredit the judiciary as politically
motivated. This analysis demonstrates how the decentralized structure of
these platforms, combined with high affective polarization, amplifies coordinat-
ed inauthentic behavior (CIB) and misinformation. ~ Crucially, this digital
activism creates a dangerous feedback loop where public opinion pressures law
enforcement, potentially compromising judicial impartiality and eroding the
f‘m‘l"‘mfﬂ 13331 prmmple of the presumption of innocence. The resulting
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L» 1. Introduction:
' The Politicization of Legal Detention

The arrest or detention of a high-ranking political official, such a5 a sit-
ting Minister, represents one of the most significant forms of politica] Crisis,
Such an event is not merely a legal proceeding but a constitutional or political
challenge that tests the limits of executive power, the rule of law, and public

- accountability. In the modern context, this crisis unfolds almost exclusively on
social media platforms, which have replaced traditional media as the primary
arena for the contestation of legitimacy. These platforms transform the legal
status of the accused into a potent political symbol, immediately mobilizing
supporters and detractors into opposing narrative camps.

1.1. Context and Crisis Definition:

A ministerial custody case constitutes a high-stakes event that dramati-

~ cally elevates political polarization. It transforms the digital sphere into a cri-
 sis communication "battlefront" where opposing political actors engage in
1ntense struggle to define the reality of the situation. The primary goal for the
detained Minister's allies is to shift the public perception from one of legal
iccountability to one of political persecution or governmental overreach.
“onversely, opponents utilize the same platforms to demand transparency and

e accountability. The instantaneous, decentralized nature of social
ensures that this narrative framing occurs in real-time, often preceding or
ng established legal and judicial procedures.

e search Scope and Structure:

paper aims to provide a comprehensive analysis of the mechanisms
media shapes, manages, and contests narratives during crises
al detention. The inquiry systematically addresses six f:l‘ltlcal
al understanding of social media; its overarching role in
the reciprocal relationship between digital platforms and

the specific methods used by political parties to manage these
nplexities facing the social media industry; and,

| ' > clash between digital narra-
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3 Studies examining public sentiment around this dilemmpy
. oite differences along political lines, most citizens prefer qua
I;?' L information over protecting free speech, especially if the ¢q
ﬁﬂ misinformation are severe or if the offense is repeated,  pj
 erefore strive to design transparent and consistent moderatic
-~ erceived as legitimate by the general public.  When social

show that

nsequences of

perc : i media p|

“f e forced to take action against high-profile political ﬁgures~suchpa;l tti? i
73"“ on of accounts of a former U.S. President —they transition from be 4
peut technologies to active arbiters of free speech and political tryth o

 4.3. Transparency, Accountability, and Regulation:

leforms are often opaque to public scrutiny, which heightens sugp;
 cions during politically sensitive content moderation decisions. Com aspn-
frequently utilize legal mechanisms, including non-disclosure agrf:emeits11 ;esd
intellectual property rights (such as trade secrets), to shield their operationsnand
algorithms from external review, effectively avoiding public accountability.

.
.‘ When governments attempt to address content moderation practices
Congress and international bodies must consider the legal, social, and econé;m-
¢ consequences of any proposed action. A particular challenge is ensuring
wlmons do not impose costs that merely entrench the market power of
cumbent operators.  Legislation seeking to regulate these platforms, such as
npts 1o control content moderation in Florida and Texas, have faced signifi-
challenges concerning their compatibility with First Amendment protec-

Deecr

" ', leration as a Challenge to Political Sovereignty:

he specialized context of ministerial custody, moderation decisions
] ity of a political confrontation. When a Minister’s allies use the
launch CIB campaigns or spread political disinformation
acts to mitigate this harm , the platform inadvertently chal-
al legitimacy of the faction involved. This elevates content
a simple technical policy issue and frames it as an external
sstic political discourse. The decision by platforms to
ally sensitive content can provoke accusations of cen-
5, thereby fueling the original crisis narrative of pol}tlcal
ng backlash often contributes to existing domestic
imes even echoing concerns about foreign influence
onfi in Western institutions. Thus, the plat-
becomes an unwilling participant in

)]
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The collective force of gop;
" oc :
wer''—significantly i cdia engagement—often termed "neti-
;irclicfscl))read viral attentiorbll t:?l?iatcot Sr;he'JudiCial process. Legal cases that gain
. ceive hej :
- enforcement. While social medig can : heightened scrutiny from law

ositively support | oy
nc ort legal accountabilit
and transparency, the pressure generated by vira| corﬁp : ga . ) y
independence of law enforcemen ent can influence the

B s t agenci . ’
challenge judicial impartiality, gencies and lead to biased perceptions that

_ Tl?ls. dypamlc creates a dangerous narrative-legal feedback loop. When
ublic op1nion 1s S}rpngly mobilized, law enforcement officials may fee:l pres-
sured L make .dec.1s1ons that align with public sentiment rather than strictly
adhering to OPJC_Ctlve evidence and applicable legal procedures. If law
enforcement 1s lnﬂ}lenced by these non-objective pressures, public trust in the
independence and integrity of the legal system declines. The ultimate conse-

| quence 1S that legal proceedings become un-objective, risking unfair or com-
- promised decisions under public duress.

5.3. Case Study Synthesis: Ministerial Custody and Digital Mobilization

| International cases involving high-profile political figures underscore
-~ the profound impact of social media mobilization:

~ 1.Indonesia's e-KTP Corruption Case:

| This example clearly demonstrates how public opinion, galvanized by
social media, successfully pressured the government to take decisive action
against high-ranking state officials. ~Social media enhanced transparency and
- public participation. However, the accompanying risk was the. pote.nt.ial for the
Jjudicial process to become unobjective due to emotional public opinion over-

riding evidence-based procedure.

! 2.India’s Political Arrests:

E The arrest of a major opposition party’s social media head over a doc-

ored video of a powerful Minister showcases the critical .rc.)le of fapncat.efi con-
ed fooliﬁcal crises. This incident highlights how political .p-artles utilize
nation to frame the legal action, and how state al.lthontles t.hen

at legal action against the digital mobilization itself, adding to the
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3.Brazil's Digital Outrage:

The legal actions against high-profile politicians, such as house arrest,
have triggered massive digital and physical protests. Supporters, fueled by
social media, frame the detentions as an "outrage" and political persecution,
leading to rallies demanding "free speech" and often explicitly appealing to

external political intervention.

The strategic weaponization of judicial procedural flaws becomes a cen-
tral tactic for political factions defending a detained Minister. Since courts are
generally unable to restrict press freedom or public digital discussion due to
constitutional constraints , political parties maximize this vulnerability by
driving public outrage. They aim to contaminate the legal atmosphere to such
an extent that the entire judicial process appears compromised by "netizen
power". This strategy ensures that any eventual ruling against the Minister is
immediately delegitimized in the eyes of their polarized supporters, making
political survival contingent upon winning the narrative war rather than the

legal battle.
5.4. Ethical Constraints on Legal Actors:

The intense scrutiny fostered by social media extends beyond the public
perception of the defendant and affects key courtroom figures. Judges, attor-
neys, and prosecutors are often subjected to criticism and controversy regarding
their professional conduct and personal social media use. This criticism can
threaten their professional security and personal safety.

Consequently, judicial ethics explicitly advise judges to be cautious :
vith political content, avoiding comments or sharing politically charged posts
Mwﬂd imply partiality or damage the public perception of judicial impar-
tiality. In managing the severe consequences of mass media coverage on fair
ll'lIl !lm cowls q!pmlly rely on procedural mechanisms like rigorous jury
ati mther than attempting the near-impossible task of
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i' ?;fl jlsffz(i)?da:nc:;:rtag(;glaliii\isrzggii in}tlerent_ affective polarization and decentral-

‘ 1Z0 1itical persecution. .T.he pOlitic;i El‘::leiilgc,o (t)“ftae]{]/[ ?;;:::?fjing, trlilrraﬁyest-of

ot legal aCCf? i t.o victimhood rhetoric, is a ca]csuf:tz:i) ta}llc’:tri)év((i)elsli]gned

explot plat. e dyqamlcs and undermine institutional integrity. This r%)cess
eneratc® * critical ethical controversy: the digital amplification gf anisr:m nar-

ratives du.'ectly comprornises foundational legal principles, most nolt)ably the

oresumption of innocence and judicial independence, crea’ting a feedback loop

where public pressure threatens to pervert the course of justice.

T

3
l’_ 6.2. Recommendations for Mitigation:

E .
ﬁ . Address'mg the challenges posed by digitally mediated legal crises
requires a multi-faceted approach targeting governmental, judicial, and techno-

| Jogical domains:

‘ 1.Strengthening Judicial Integrity:

; Judicial systems must develop proactive and formalized strategies t0
shield the legal process from external digital pressure.  This includes reinforc-

ing strict ethical guidelines for court personnel regarding political content

and enhancing the effectiveness of procedural safeguards, such as rigorous jury

tion and, where necessary, sequestration, t0 mitigate the effects of pre-trial

pulating Political Disinformation:

~ Given that domestic political actors and government agencies have been
as primary sources of disinformation regulatory bodies must
chanisms to enforce accountability for politically motivated digital

] especially those that attempt to discredit legal proceedings.

’ , Platform Transparency and Legitimacy:

1s must move toward greater transparency regarding the algo-
polarizing or crisis-related content, Furthermore, plat-
ires the implementation of consistent, transparent rules
that are developed with public input, ensuring they are

< of harm mitigation when free speech conflicts

-

(¥ Scanned with OKEN Scanner



(3 scanned with OKEN Scanner




(¥ scanned with OKEN Scanner




(3 scanned with OKEN Scanner




o the principle of presumption of innoeepcg

f By i i
B P et al. (2020). Investigation about crigjg COMmMunicyyj
u " pime minister during the first phase of Covid-19, “on approach of

E . planck l'nstitu‘lc for Human Development, (2023), How l
w Jilemmas in online content moderation. | s

Norris, P. (n.d.). Pippa Norris notes that populism undercuts

the legiti-
of the checks and balances on executive power, e

_o'Neil, R. (2024). The Digital Scaffold: Social Media and the F uture of
_ical Communication.

< Petrova, P. (2024). How political parties mobilize the crisis paradigm on
1 media.

gi.Piazza, N. (2024). Rhetorical Framing Political Victimhood Social Media

vii.Savage, R., & Wesson, B. (2024). The impact of imprisonment on families
constructed in discourses produced by policy makers and counter discourses
oduced by affected families.

e Se. 30, L. M. dos Santos. (2025, August 5). Bolsonaro US support coup
trial house arrest. The Guardian.

: ern, A. (2022). Public opinion regarding criminal trials that have
Ived intense media coverage has an impact on defendants beyond the pun-
" ents imposed by the court. Law & Social Inquiry, 47(3), 701-720.

K. (n.d.). Trump's Matryoshka Method of Forced Perspective

du. (2024). Political mudslinging on social media adds to cyber

e 025, August 5). Bolsonaro US support coup plot trial house

7012 Polici not translate into frontline practice 10
2). Policies do not trat |

Es -

NS

(¥ Scanned with OKEN Scanner



