
Chief Justice John G. Roberts 
Supreme Court of the United States 
One First Street NE 
Washington, D.C., 20543 
 
Dear Chief Justice Roberts, 

On Jan. 16, 2015, the U.S. Supreme Court granted petitions for writs of certiorari in the cases Tanco v. Haslam, 
Obergefell v. Hodges, DeBoer v. Snyder and Bourke v. Beshear. The Court announced that it was prepared to 
decide two major questions in these landmark same sex marriage cases, an announcement that had been highly 
anticipated for months. 

Within minutes of the announcement, court-watchers, journalists and legal scholars across the country 
recognized the significance of the moment. “The Supreme Court,” according to the headline in TIME Magazine, 
“is set to make history.” Tom Goldstein, a lawyer who frequently argues in front of the Supreme Court, told NBC 
News that "It's impossible to overstate the historic significance of a decision on such a fundamental piece of our 
social fabric." 

Not since Loving v Virginia has the Court considered a more important case of human rights. The country, if not 
the whole world is watching – and yet they cannot. That is because, almost half a century after that opinion, live 
audio-visual coverage of Supreme Court proceedings is still barred. And while the cases affect millions of 
people’s everyday lives, only those present in the courtroom that day will get to see and hear what happens 
there. 

As a result, we write to you today to respectfully request that audio-visual coverage of oral arguments in the 
same-sex marriage cases be broadcast live, enabling the world to witness history as it happens. 

Mr. Chief Justice, in your 2014 Year-End Report on the Federal Judiciary, you highlighted steps the Supreme 
Court has taken to embrace modern technology. We applaud those efforts, and hope that you will continue to 
pursue technology as a way to increase transparency across the judiciary. 

Please consider the prescient concerns of Justice Stewart’s dissent in Estes v Texas, when he wrote “the idea of 
imposing upon any medium of communications the burden of justifying its presence is contrary to where I had 
always thought the presumption must lie in the area of First Amendment freedoms.”  

We believe that live audio-visual coverage of these arguments would further the “measured pace” you 
described for implementing new technology in the Supreme Court – while making a monumental moment even 
more historic through an open Court where the whole world can watch. 

Thank you.  

Sincerely, 

The Members of the Coalition for Court Transparency 



www.OpenSCOTUS.com 


