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Case number

Case description

These cases concern two content decisions made by Meta, one on Instagram and one on
Facebook, which the Oversight Board intends to address together. For each case, the
Board will decide whether the content should be allowed on Instagram or Facebook.

The first case involves an Al-generated image of a nude woman posted on
Instagram. The image has been created using artificial intelligence (AI) to
resemble a public figure from India. The account that posted this content only
shares Al-generated images of Indian women. The majority of users who
reacted have accounts in India, where deepfakes are increasingly a problem.

In this case, a user reported the content to Meta for pornography. This report
was automatically closed because it was not reviewed within 48 hours. The same
user then appealed Meta’s decision to leave up the content but this was also
automatically closed and so the content remained up. The user then appealed to
the Board. As a result of the Board selecting this case, Meta determined that its
decision to leave the content up was in error and removed the post for violating
the Bullying and Harassment Community Standard.

The second case concerns an image posted to a Facebook group for AI creations.
It features an Al-generated image of a nude woman with a man groping her
breast. The image has been created with AI to resemble an American public
figure, who is also named in the caption. The majority of users who reacted have
accounts in the United States.

In this case, a different user had already posted this image, which led to it being
escalated to Meta’s policy or subject matter experts who decided to remove the
content as a violation of the Bullying and Harassment policy, specifically for
“derogatory sexualized photoshop or drawings.” The image was added to a
Media Matching Service Bank - part of Meta’s automated enforcement system
that automatically finds and removes images that have already been identified
by human reviewers as breaking Meta’s rules. Therefore, in this case, the image
was already considered a violation of Facebook’s Community Standards and
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removed. The user who posted the content appealed but the report was
automatically closed. The user then appealed to the Board.

The Board selected these cases to assess whether Meta’s policies and its
enforcement practices are effective at addressing explicit Al-generated imagery.
This case aligns with the Board’s Gender strategic priority.

The Board would appreciate public comments that address:

1 The nature and gravity of harms posed by deepfake pornography
including how those harms affect women, especially women who are
public figures.

1 Contextual information about the use and prevalence of deepfake
pornography globally, including in the United States and India.

1 Strategies for how Meta can address deepfake pornography on its
platforms, including the policies and enforcement processes that may be
most effective.

1 Meta’s enforcement of its “derogatory sexualized photoshop or drawings”
rule in the Bullying and Harassment policy, including the use of Media
Matching Service Banks.

1 The challenges of relying on automated systems that automatically close
appeals in 48 hours if no review has taken place.

As part of its decisions, the Board can issue policy recommendations to Meta.
While recommendations are not binding, Meta must respond to them within 60
days. As such, the Board welcomes public comments proposing
recommendations that are relevant to these cases.
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Case number

The Oversight Board is committed to bringing diverse perspectives from third
parties into the case review process. To that end, the Oversight Board has
established a public comment process.

Public comments respond to case descriptions based on the information
provided to the Board by users and Facebook as part of the appeals process.
These case descriptions are posted before panels begin deliberation to provide
time for public comment. As such, case descriptions reflect neither the Board’s
assessment of the case, nor the full array of policy issues that a panel might
consider to be implicated by each case.

To protect the privacy and security of commenters, comments are only viewed
by the Oversight Board and as detailed in the Operational Privacy Notice. All
commenters included in this appendix gave consent to the Oversight Board to
publish their comments. For commenters who did not consent to attribute their

comments publicly, names have been redacted. To withdraw your comment,

please email contact@osbadmin.com.

To reflect the wide range of views on cases, the Oversight Board has included all
comments received except those clearly irrelevant, abusive or disrespectful of
the human and fundamental rights of any person or group of persons and
therefore violating the Terms for Public Comment. Inclusion of a comment in
this appendix is not an endorsement by the Oversight Board of the views
expressed in the comment. The Oversight Board is committed to transparency
and this appendix is meant to accurately reflect the input we received.
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2024-007-1G-UA,
2024-008-FB-UA

Case number

Withheld

Commenter's first name

Withheld

Organization

Full Comment

PC-27001

Public comment number

Withheld

Commenter's last name

Latin America &

Caribbean

Region

English

Commenter's preferred language

No

Response on behalf of
organization

Beyond being a violation of the Bullying and Harassment policy, specifically for

derogatory sexualized photoshop or drawings, we see that there is a gap in the Adult

Nudity and Sexual Activity policy. Despite including uncovered female nipples, it does

not provide guidance regarding digital art; only in sexual activities would the digital art

be controlled. There is also a gap in Sexual Exploitation, considering that AI can not

only be used to create art but also deepfakes and sexual deepfakes. So, in this sense, we

have to keep in mind that these creations through AI can be used for perversion,

sexually objectifying the body of the person chosen for this type of content, whether for

revenge or not. Generally, this is carried out in a non-consensual and derogatory

manner and may cause psychological harm in the short and long term.

Link to Attachment

No Attachment
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2024-007-1G-UA,
2024-008-FB-UA

Case number

Gregory

Commenter's first name

Genocide Watch

Organization

Full Comment

PC-27002

Public comment number

Stanton

Commenter's last name

United States &

Canada

Region

English

Commenter's preferred language

Yes

Response on behalf of
organization

Artificial Intelligence generated images and texts should not be permitted in any form

on Facebook, Instagram, WhatsApp, or any other META owned platforms. These

platforms are for the use of human beings, not for machines. Incitements to genocide,

rape, suicide, sexual abuse of children and other crimes are already a growing problem

on these platforms. Incitements to crime are not protected speech. META urgently

needs to develop Al tools to instantly remove Al generated fakes.

Link to Attachment

No Attachment
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2024-007-1G-UA,
2024-008-FB-UA

Case number

Lynn

Commenter's first name

DID NOT
PROVIDE

Organization

Full Comment

PC-27003

Public comment number

Patsiga

Commenter's last name

United States &

Canada

Region

English

Commenter's preferred language

No

Response on behalf of

organization

Fraudulent Al images which depict an individual in a dishonest manner need to be

removed. The individual or group responsible for creating or disseminating the fake

image should face a Meta penalty (removal of account for a period of time, etc...).

Link to Attachment

No Attachment
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2024-007-1G-UA,
2024-008-FB-UA

Case number

Per Svein

Commenter's first name

DID NOT
PROVIDE

Organization

Full Comment

PC-27004

Public comment number

Hansen

Commenter's last name

Europe

Region

English

Commenter's preferred language

No

Response on behalf of

organization

Nudity is not to be concidered offensive per s. Al pictures with resemblance of actual

individuals, must not be allowed without permission from that individual and under no

circumstances engaging in pornographic sexual activity.Pictures of nude persons shall

not display underage minors or such persons assumed to appear under legal age of

consent.

Link to Attachment

No Attachment
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2024-007-1G-UA,
2024-008-FB-UA

Case number

Withheld

Commenter's first name

Withheld

Organization

Full Comment

PC-27005

Public comment number

Withheld

Commenter's last name

United States &

Canada

Region

English

Commenter's preferred language

No

Response on behalf of
organization

The research already shows deepfake abuse is extremely traumatizing and damaging.

Allowing this on Meta's platforms would be detrimental for democracy. This case isn't

about celebrities, it's about everyday people. These deepfake sexual abuse applications

are now accessible enough that middle schoolers can user them (as they have). If there

are no swift policies from platforms like Meta to prevent these abusive materials from

being posted publicly, this WILL silence women. A woman running for office or for a

corporate position, anyone in or out of the public eye, could be harmed by deepfake

abuse. Deepfake abuse is a smoking gun, a weapon that could be used to silence and

remove women from public spaces. On a broader scale, women and girls could be

afraid to simply exist in the public eye for fear that any random person could create and

post deepfake abuse of them.
Link to Attachment

No Attachment
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2024-007-1G-UA,
2024-008-FB-UA

Case number

Withheld

Commenter's first name

Withheld

Organization

Full Comment

PC-27006

Public comment number

Withheld

Commenter's last name

United States &

Canada

Region

English

Commenter's preferred language

Yes

Response on behalf of

organization

To even have to answer such a question explains the state of affairs in mass

communication. At no time anywhere is it appropriate to spread Al generated nude

pictures, or for that matter, nude pictures period on a public platform. There will be

those that say it is an artform and rightly so. But artists are not expressing contempt for

a person or attempting to ridicule and adversely affect someone. This not only goes for

women. It applies to men also. If these media platforms cannot eliminate the

possibility of children encountering nudity meant to denigrate a man or woman, then

the platforms need to be censured, fined and, should repeat offenses occur, they need

to be shut down long enough for them to learn how to police themselves. Society has to

start setting some standards.

Link to Attachment

No Attachment
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2024-007-1G-UA,
2024-008-FB-UA

Case number

Michael

Commenter's first name

DID NOT
PROVIDE

Organization

Full Comment

PC-27007

Public comment number

Snell

Commenter's last name

United States &

Canada

Region

English

Commenter's preferred language

No

Response on behalf of

organization

No pornography should be tolerated. I would think this is the current standard.

Whether the porn is authentic or not does not matter.

Link to Attachment

No Attachment
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2024-007-1G-UA,
2024-008-FB-UA

Case number

Clifford

Commenter's first name

DID NOT
PROVIDE

Organization

Full Comment

PC-27008

Public comment number

Leyba II

Commenter's last name

United States &

Canada

Region

English

Commenter's preferred language

No

Response on behalf of

organization

I feel that the security to our children is most imporantant but pepole should have the

right to know whats going on in the background post like these should be on an adult

app

Link to Attachment

No Attachment
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2024-007-1G-UA,
2024-008-FB-UA

Case number

muhammad

Commenter's first name

ministery of

education

Organization

Full Comment

PC-27009

Public comment number

iftikhar

Commenter's last name

Central & South
Asia

Region

English

Commenter's preferred language

Yes

Response on behalf of

organization

gratitude to the oversight board for giving me an oppertunity to express my views on

the given Al issue. Te said issue is highly condemnabe and obnoxuous. women should

be esteemed and they should not be humiliated just like that. Such activities must be

restricted as it violates individual secrecy and confereracy. cases like these must not be

propagated and shared
Link to Attachment

No Attachment
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2024-007-1G-UA,
2024-008-FB-UA

Case number

Withheld

Commenter's first name

Withheld

Organization

Full Comment

PC-27010

Public comment number

Withheld

Commenter's last name

United States &

Canada

Region

English

Commenter's preferred language

No

Response on behalf of

organization

Regulating these sorts of deepfakes is a fools errand, especially when the people

depicted are public figures.

Link to Attachment

No Attachment
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2024-007-1G-UA,
2024-008-FB-UA

Case number

Withheld

Commenter's first name

Withheld

Organization

Full Comment

PC-27011

Public comment number

Withheld

Commenter's last name

United States &

Canada

Region

English

Commenter's preferred language

No

Response on behalf of
organization

Deep fake or Al-generated imagery (AI) is unguided and untested territory. Al

pornographic images are deeply harmful, especially when they are generated with the

features of real persons or by altering digital images to resemble real persons. This is

true whether the person is a public figure or a private person. These nonconsensual

images serve no value other than to degrade, harass, humiliate, and bully. The images

can harm mental health, reputations and physical safety as well as pose risks to friends,

families, and career prospects. Sharing of disturbing and volatile images, including

pornographic imagery, in a public forum such as FaceBook or Instagram is an appalling

misuse of the platforms. If Meta proceeds with the publication of such imagery, then

Meta must also agree to publish (at the same time) the legally verified full name and

country of the creator AND publisher so the harmed person has reasonable recourse to

respond. No hiding behind false names.

Link to Attachment

No Attachment
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2024-007-1G-UA, PC-27012
2024-008-FB-UA

Case number Public comment number
Kevin Hodge
Commenter's first name Commenter's last name
DID NOT

PROVIDE

Organization

Full Comment
Why can Meta not detect A.I.?
Link to Attachment

No Attachment

United States &

Canada

Region

English

Commenter's preferred language

No

Response on behalf of

organization
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2024-007-1G-UA, PC-27013 United States &

2024-008-FB-UA Canada

Case number Public comment number Region

Lora Premo English

Commenter's first name Commenter's last name Commenter's preferred language
DID NOT No

PROVIDE

Organization Response on behalf of

organization
Full Comment

Meta should have a simple rule -- no Al generated graphics or documents. They're
easily detected by computers so they could have an automated system set up to crawl
through their websites and pull all the AI generated images etc. I don't care if that
means a few funny memes just aren't gonna make it out there. The fact that Meta rarely
responds to complaints and rarely removes anything based on a complaint means that
they need to automate this and there needs to be no exceptions. It's their own fault for
showing that they have no interest whatsoever in actually doing the right thing. The
number of examples of instances were it took Facebook years to pull down some thing
that was obviously against their rules means that they don't care at all about any rules
that are established and no matter what rules you establish they're not going to follow
them. This is why we need laws to control these technology companies. That's a whole
different conversation but I hope and pray Congress Will someday regulate the horror
that is Meta and force them to enforce their own rules. I don't care how much META
has invested in Al The fact is most of these deepfake images are harmful even if they
aren't pornographic. A 19-year-old boy was telling me about a Facebook image showing
Joe Biden appearing to molest a child. Yes indeed. Bet that hasn't been taken down
either. And he was fully invested in the idea that it was true -- so there is no such thing

as a deepfake image that's not harmful, because it's all lies, bottom line, whether it's an
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image or a document that's been generated it's complete artificial nonsense and I don't
think we should have huge websites full of fake data that people are likely to believe.
We've already seen it destroy our democracy when Facebook and Twitter didn't take
anything down in regards to all the lies being promulgated by Trump supporters during
Covid and all the rest of that. Nobody has ever made any effort to ensure that the
information appearing on these websites is in any way accurate and I think that one big
step in the right direction would be no Al generated anything. Until Al becomes an
established and trustworthy technology, it has no business anywhere but in laboratories
and other experimental situations. Since it's perfectly easy to crawl the website and
pull all the AI generated stuff down, or prevented from being posted in the first place.
Takes no trouble at all, and it would be very quick. Tough luck if people don't like it.
Influencers have lived without it all this time, they can live without it now. I think that
would be an outstanding way of fixing this problem because there is no other way. Even
if Meta Was genuinely interested in pulling down deep fakes which they have shown
no sign of being serious about -- It would be impossible to do Manually. Meta Can't
possibly hire enough people to adjudicate every individual image. So that's the only
choice -- automating it and with all the bragging and all the nonsense I hear constantly
from Meta, They shouldn't have the slightest difficulty automating this and letting us get
on with all our lives instead of making it into an issue that ends up in front of the
Supreme Court or something. They have been allowed to get away with disgraceful
behaviors for far too long and it's time somebody reigned them in. Making AI generated
images impossible to post or setting up a web crawler to pull them all down would be a
very simple solution to all of these problems. I don't care how invested in AI Meta is.
The technology is just not ready for public use because it's a powerful weapon in the
wrong hands and nobody is monitoring or enforcing any rules regarding it. It's time to
start now. It's no different than nuclear weapons were at one time. Everybody stood
around while the radiation fell on their head because they didn't know any better and
the weapons were made much too large because nobody knew any better. New
technologies need to be studied and experimented with For far longer before they
become available for public use. The cat is already out of the bag with AI, but that
doesn't mean that massive websites should allow unfettered use of Al imagery and Al
documents because they're all nonsense. AI makes things up. Since we know this why
would we allow any Al generated anything Ever? A fake is a fake is a fake And it doesn't

belong on a public website posing as real information.

Link to Attachment

No Attachment
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2024-007-1G-UA,
2024-008-FB-UA

Case number

Withheld

Commenter's first name

Withheld

Organization

Full Comment

PC-27014

Public comment number

Withheld

Commenter's last name

United States &

Canada

Region

English

Commenter's preferred language

No

Response on behalf of
organization

Explicit Al-generated imagery should be banned in all instances. Simply removing the

material is not sanction enough. The user(s) who post this material should have their

accounts removed and blocked, or publicly identify them and let them deal with the

consequences of their actions. I imagine the people who were depicted in this kind of

trash should have grounds for a substantial lawsuit.

Link to Attachment

No Attachment
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2024-007-1G-UA, PC-27015 Central & South
2024-008-FB-UA Asia

Case number Public comment number Region

Withheld Withheld English

Commenter's first name Commenter's last name Commenter's preferred language
Withheld No
Organization Response on behalf of

organization

Full Comment

Deepfake pornography poses significant harms, especially to women, including public
figures. These harms include the potential for defamation, harassment, and harm to
reputation. The impact on women, particularly those in the public eye, can be severe,
leading to emotional distress, damage to personal and professional relationships, and
even threats to physical safety. In countries like India, the issue of deepfakes is
particularly concerning, given cultural sensitivities and the potential for widespread
harm.To effectively combat deepfake pornography, Meta must adopt a comprehensive
strategy that goes beyond mere enforcement. Yes, policies and algorithms play a crucial
role, but equally important are the human elements empathy, understanding, and a
commitment to protecting users' dignity and rights. Proactive measures to detect and
remove such content, as well as mechanisms for users to report and appeal decisions
are important. Education and awareness campaigns can also help users identify and
mitigate the impact of deepfake content. Clear guidelines and training for moderators
are essential to ensure consistent and fair enforcement of already existing policies.
Relying solely on automated systems for content moderation poses significant
challenges, as is well attested by the automatic closure of appeals in the case presented.

This is limiting and should be acknowledged. This can further result in errors and
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injustices, particularly in cases involving sensitive content like deepfake pornography.
Meta should invest in improving its review processes to prevent wrongful removals and
closures.Overall, addressing deepfake pornography requires a multifaceted approach,
combining technological solutions with policy reforms and community engagement.
Meta must prioritize the protection of users, especially women, from the harmful

effects of deepfake content while upholding principles of free expression and privacy.
Link to Attachment

No Attachment
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2024-007-1G-UA,
2024-008-FB-UA

Case number

Jurriaan

Commenter's first name

DID NOT
PROVIDE

Organization

Full Comment

PC-27016

Public comment number

Daems

Commenter's last name

Europe

Region

English

Commenter's preferred language

No

Response on behalf of

organization

It is understandable if we know that our governments loves to sexually confuse our

children in schools, and even promote abortion and euthanasia.

Link to Attachment

No Attachment
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2024-007-1G-UA,
2024-008-FB-UA

Case number

Withheld

Commenter's first name

Withheld

Organization

Full Comment

PC-27017

Public comment number

Withheld

Commenter's last name

United States &

Canada

Region

English

Commenter's preferred language

No

Response on behalf of
organization

I have a very simple but sure solution ban all nudity on the Meta platform, even real

paintings. You are a private platform and this broad application solution would be

easier to enforce than to pick and choose what is or isnt appropriate. Just ban nudity

from the dcollet down. If people want to see nudity, there are other all ready

established venues and publications offering it.

Link to Attachment

No Attachment

Public Comment Appendix | 22



2024-007-1G-UA,
2024-008-FB-UA

Case number

Lynn

Commenter's first name

DID NOT
PROVIDE

Organization

Full Comment

PC-27018

Public comment number

Hinkins

Commenter's last name

United States &

Canada

Region

English

Commenter's preferred language

No

Response on behalf of

organization

Our group is a Roller Skating group, when I set up a chat page Meta fills it with Porn .

This is a family group where adults share what they did growing up & a chance to bring

old friends together. Meta should not put porn anywhere they want but rather a special

page as the children dont need to see these cartoons or photos.Mimicombo Memories is

the group these photos are showing up on & I would like to see it STOP . I had to close

the chat both times as meta kept putting it up .

Link to Attachment

No Attachment
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2024-007-1G-UA,
2024-008-FB-UA

Case number

Withheld

Commenter's first name

Withheld

Organization

Full Comment

PC-27019

Public comment number

Withheld

Commenter's last name

United States &

Canada

Region

English

Commenter's preferred language

No

Response on behalf of
organization

The Al generated deep fakes shouldnt just focus on especially celebrity women but ALL

women.

Link to Attachment

No Attachment
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2024-007-1G-UA, PC-27020 Europe
2024-008-FB-UA

Case number Public comment number Region

Carolina Are English

Commenter's first name Commenter's last name Commenter's preferred language
DID NOT No

PROVIDE

Organization Response on behalf of

organization

Full Comment

Explicit Al Images of Female Public Figures Public comment response (Carolina Are)
This public comment addresses the cases of explicit Al images of women in the public
eye raised by the Oversight Board. In line with my area of expertise platform
governance of sex, nudity, and sex work, as well as online harms my public comment
will raise three key issues arising from this case in connection with Metas content
moderation: 1) inaccurate grouping and enforcement 2) double standards in content
moderation and 3) authorship. #1 Inaccurate grouping and enforcementThe cases in
question highlight the failures of Metas obsession with removing pornography, nudity,
sex work and sexual expression post-FOSTA/SESTA (see: Are & Paasonen, 2021).
Indeed, the fact that a user had to report the content for pornography and not for
image-based abuse or impersonation shows the limited options users have to defend
themselves when it comes to issues generated by deepfake or the non-consensual
sharing of intimate images. Non-consensual deepfakes or leaked nudes are not
pornography, which is a form of entertainment and/or expression that is consensually
made and shared. Non-consensual deepfakes or leaked nudes are abusive material, and

Meta should have specific avenues and categories to distinguish them from consensual
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modes of entertainment and sexual expression, since one-size-fits-all approaches harm
victims as well as over-censoring those who share this material consensually. #2 Double
standards in content moderationA second, crucial issue raised by these cases is the
double standard in content moderation of nudity, showing discrepancies in
moderations between when this content is posted consensually by sex workers or sex
positive accounts and when this is posted by malicious actors as a form of abuse.The
fact that reports for pornography had not been actioned against an account that
repeatedly posted explicit, abusive images of women mirrors the experiences reported
by the sex workers and sex positive accounts I have interviewed as part of my research
(see: Are, 2023; 2024; Are et al., 2023; Are & Paasonen, 2021). While users and
particularly women and LGBTQIA+ folks - consensually posting nudity, sex work and
sexual expression post-FOSTA/SESTA are immediately de-platformed and
shadowbanned, celebrities, or even accounts stealing their images and impersonating
them, are often left up by Metas moderation even after repeated reports. It's of course
difficult to uncover the reason behind this if community guidelines truly apply to all
users, but one cant help but wonder if certain profile elements trigger algorithms
differently e.g., in 2019/2020 users told me that changing their profile gender to male
helped them face less strict moderation of nudity (Are, 2022). Because of these user
conjectures, and because of these content moderation double standards, more
transparency about internal moderation guidelines and their application is needed.
Further, Meta should invest in dedicated customer service for victims of deepfake
and/or image-based abuse, in order to apply nuance and care in a situation where
automated appeals are clearly falling short of understanding the context.#3
AuthorshipLast but not least, a less discussed but vital issue to consider in the realm of
deepfakes is that their victims are not solely the (too often) women whose faces are
used to create these images. Indeed, the sex workers whose online content is often used
to train AI models and/or to create this imagery also find their consent being violated,
unwillingly becoming involved in schemes to harm other women. Too often, when
discussing violence against women and girls, sex workers are not included in the
conversation: as argued by Decrim Now and the UK Sex Working Union during the
virtual Challenging Sex Worker Invisibility: Actioning the Case for Sexual Services
Protections in the Online Safety Act 2023 conference, the violation of sex workers
consent and authorship is missing from discussions around deepfakes. As such,
impersonation and copyright violations should be created and enforced towards a
better-rounded strategy to tackle deepfakes, given that sex workers have a right to earn
an income from their online images, and should have authorship and ownership rights

to their content so that it isnt used to harm others. More resources: Alptraum L (2020)
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Deepfake Porn Harms Adult Performers, Too. Wired.
https://www.wired.com/story/deepfake-porn-harms-adult-performers-too/. Are
C.(2024) Flagging as a silencing tool: Exploring the relationship between de-platforming
of sex and online abuse on Instagram and TikTok. New Media & Society, 0(0).
https://doi.org/10.1177/14614448241228544. Are C (2023) The assemblages of flagging
and de-platforming against marginalised content creators. Convergence: 0(0).
https://doi.org/10.1177/13548565231218629Are C (2022) The Shadowban Cycle: an
autoethnography of pole dancing, nudity and censorship on Instagram. Feminist Media
Studies 22: 20022019.Are C, Collingham H, Carrothers AM & Fox E (2023) Co-designing
platform governance policies Tackling malicious flagging and de-platforming with
impacted social media users. Centre for Digital Citizens.
https://digitalcitizens.uk/blog/platform_governance_inequalities/ Are C, Paasonen S
(2021) Sex in the shadows of celebrity. Porn Studies Forum 8(4): 411419.Sojit Pecha
(2023) Deepfake porn isnt just a consent issue, its a labor issue. Document.
https://www.documentjournal.com/2023/02/twitch-streamer-deepfake-controversy-ai-

porn-sex-work-labor-technology/.
Link to Attachment

PC-27020
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2024-007-1G-UA,
2024-008-FB-UA

Case number

Withheld

Commenter's first name

Withheld

Organization

Full Comment

PC-27021

Public comment number

Withheld

Commenter's last name

United States &

Canada

Region

English

Commenter's preferred language

No

Response on behalf of
organization

To Whom, Ibelieve you all are wasting your time with these so called corporate
meetings. My suggestion" Give us the ability to PERMANENTLY delete what we decide

is an offensive photo. I personally woulddelete the whole dang thing being every one of

them pics is offensive as heck. What is really offensive to me is that I don't have a

choice to delete or not to delete which should be my choice. :0(

Link to Attachment

No Attachment

Public Comment Appendix | 28



2024-007-1G-UA, PC-27023 United States &

2024-008-FB-UA Canada

Case number Public comment number Region

Tina Grantham English

Commenter's first name Commenter's last name Commenter's preferred language
DID NOT No

PROVIDE

Organization Response on behalf of

organization

Full Comment

They shouldn't be using bots to investigate claims of indecent posts, computers can't
determine what is and isn't porn, they need humans to determine that, but the will
continue using bots because they don't have to pay for their time. Links with explicit
images and spam should never be allowed, I have ads in my fb stories of literal porn
and nothing is done about it, because the image is linked to some website that's a
phishing website, spam shouldn't be allowed on these sites, I post a comment without
an emoji and my whole account gets flagged as spam even though I've never posted
spam content in my whole time using social media. But these phishing accounts
continue to get away with it, look at the comments of any type of public news story, it's
full of phishing links that look like YouTube links but they're not. I got a 30 ban for
posting a picture of my SON playing in water during the summer and they stood by their
decision claiming I posted child porn, because HIS chest was exposed, make it make

sense.
Link to Attachment

No Attachment
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2024-007-1G-UA, PC-27025 United States &

2024-008-FB-UA Canada

Case number Public comment number Region

Billie Maquet English

Commenter's first name Commenter's last name Commenter's preferred language

DID NOT No

PROVIDE

Organization Response on behalf of
organization

Full Comment

All your use of AT has been a disaster. It flags things it shouldn't and prevents sharing of

things that are approved. Go back to using humans as Al is a failure.
Link to Attachment

No Attachment
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2024-007-1G-UA,
2024-008-FB-UA

Case number

David

Commenter's first name

SWGIL

Organization

Full Comment
DID NOT PROVIDE
Link to Attachment

PC-27026

PC-27026

Public comment number

Wright

Commenter's last name

Europe

Region

English

Commenter's preferred language

Yes

Response on behalf of
organization
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2024-007-1G-UA, PC-27028 Asia Pacific &
2024-008-FB-UA Oceania

Case number Public comment number Region

Withheld Withheld English

Commenter's first name Commenter's last name Commenter's preferred language
Withheld No
Organization Response on behalf of

organization

Full Comment

Public Commentl: AI-Generated Nude Image of Indian Public Figure on InstagramThis
case involves the non-consensual creation and sharing of an explicit AI-generated
image depicting a public figure from India in a nude and sexualized manner.Such
content poses significant harms to the individual's privacy, dignity, and reputation,
potentially leading to psychological distress, harassment, and real-world
consequences.The targeting of a public figure from India is particularly concerning, as
deepfake pornography is an increasing problem in the country, exacerbating existing
gender-based inequalities and perpetuating harmful stereotypes.The account sharing
these Al-generated images primarily targets Indian women, indicating a concerning
trend of non-consensual sexual exploitation through deepfake technology in the Indian
context.Therefore the majority of users engaging with the content having accounts in
India further highlights the localized nature of this issue and the need for region-
specific interventions.Strategies for Meta:Meta should enforce robust content
moderation policies that explicitly prohibit the upload and sharing of non-consensual
deepfake pornographic content, prioritizing the protection of individuals' privacy and
consent.- Proactive detection and removal mechanisms, including advanced machine

learning algorithms and human review processes, should be implemented to identify
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and remove such content before it can spread widely.- User reporting mechanisms
should be streamlined, and prompt review of reports should be ensured to address
instances of deepfake pornography in a timely manner.Challenges with Automated
Appeal Closure Systems:- In this case, the initial report and subsequent appeal
regarding the deepfake image were automatically closed without proper review, leading
to the content remaining up despite violating Meta's policies.- This highlights the
limitations of relying solely on automated systems and short timeframes (e.g., 48 hours)
for appeal closures, as deepfake pornography cases often require nuanced human
review and consideration of contextual factors.- A balanced approach involving both
automated systems and dedicated human review teams is recommended to ensure fair
and accurate decisions while effectively addressing the harms of deepfake
pornography.2: Al-Generated Nude Image of American Public Figure on Facebook- This
case involves the non-consensual creation and sharing of an explicit AI-generated
image depicting an American public figure in a sexualized and demeaning manner,
with a man groping her.- Such content constitutes a severe violation of the individual's
privacy, dignity, and consent, potentially causing significant psychological distress and
reputational damage.- The targeting of a public figure in this manner normalizes and
perpetuates the objectification and exploitation of women, reinforcing harmful gender-
based stereotypes and power dynamics.- The presence of this content on a Facebook
group dedicated to Al creations highlights the need for heightened awareness and
regulation surrounding the misuse of AI technology for non-consensual purposes.- The
majority of users engaging with the content having accounts in the United States
indicates the broader societal implications and the need for effective measures to
combat deepfake pornography in the American context.Strategies for Meta:- Meta's
decision to remove the content for violating the "Bullying and Harassment" policy,
specifically the "derogatory sexualized photoshop or drawings" provision, is a positive
step in addressing such harmful content.- The use of Media Matching Service Banks
(MMS Banks) to automatically detect and remove known instances of non-consensual
intimate imagery is a valuable tool in Meta's arsenal against deepfake pornography.-
However, continuous updating and expansion of these databases, as well as robust
human review processes, are crucial to ensure comprehensive coverage and accurate
enforcement.Challenges with Automated Appeal Closure Systems:- While the content
was initially identified and removed correctly, the subsequent automatic closure of the
user's appeal without proper review raises concerns about due process and the
potential for legitimate appeals to be overlooked.- As with the previous case, relying

solely on automated systems for appeal closures can lead to inadequate consideration
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of nuanced factors, potentially undermining the effectiveness of Meta's efforts to

combat deepfake pornography.
Link to Attachment

PC-27028
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2024-007-1G-UA,
2024-008-FB-UA

Case number

Rakesh

Commenter's first name

DID NOT
PROVIDE

Organization

Full Comment
DID NOT PROVIDE
Link to Attachment

PC-27029

PC-27029

Public comment number

Maheshwari

Commenter's last name

Central & South
Asia

Region

English

Commenter's preferred language

No

Response on behalf of

organization
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2024-007-1G-UA,
2024-008-FB-UA

Case number

Himanshu

Commenter's first name

Karuna Shakti

Foundation

Organization

Full Comment

PC-27031

Public comment number

Gupta

Commenter's last name

Central & South
Asia

Region

English

Commenter's preferred language

Yes

Response on behalf of

organization

Regarding : Explicit Al Images of Female Public Figures. This could be decided by

brainstorming on the following pointers1l. How would I feel and what would i do if

come across such images of females(mother, sister, wife, girl friend etc) from my

family?2. What could be the impact on the children and youth ( age 6 to 35 yrs ) if they

come across such images of females from their or outside their family?3. What positive

change it could bring in the society if such images are floated in the public?4. Would

allowing such images be of benefit to anyone except anti social elements?I think

answering these questions would help us/you in coming to the decision.

Link to Attachment

No Attachment
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2024-007-1G-UA, PC-27032 Central & South

2024-008-FB-UA Asia

Case number Public comment number Region

Siddharth Pillai English

Commenter's first name Commenter's last name Commenter's preferred language
RATI Foundation Yes

for Social Change

Organization Response on behalf of

organization

Full Comment

- The nature and gravity of harms posed by deepfake pornography including how those
harms affect women, especially women who are public figures.Till date Mumbai based
RATI foundation has reported 96 cases to primarily META where Al Tool clothoff.io was
used to generate deepfake CSAM/NCIL.Victims: Most victims were young female local
language influencers or micro-influencers. There were a few mainstream actresses and
some contestants of the popular reality Indian TV show 'Big Boss'. We have at least one
confirmed victim who was a minor. Many of the victimswere very young. We have 2
victims who were male. The youngest victim was a 15 year old school going girl
followed by a 16 year old boy. The oldest was in her late 30s.Victims feel shamed and
violated. Victims risk social stigma and frequently the ask to ensure that the content is
removed before family member witness or become aware of the content. Victims fear
that parents will curtail thier online presence if the content is found by them. They also
panic when they find reuploads and copies. In a sense, the effect of the violation on the
victim is not very different from encountering genuine nudes.The term public figure as
being used in this case is vague. The 15 year old victim who reported our first case of Al

manipulated CSAM/NCII had few followers. But her reels were starting to get popular
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and one of the popular reels was manipulated.Perpetrators: Perpetrators were typically
young males. They self-identified as 'trolls' or meme-ers' (internet edgelords). They
branded their account using a specific logo that would be the account display picture
and even double as a thumbnail. This made it difficult to spot which post was the one
that featured deep fake nudity. However, our teams soon realized that the post with the
most number of opens/clicks were likely to be ones featuring nudity.There was a
pattern of misogyny and shaming across all their posts, even the ones that did not
feature nudity. The Al posts were an attempt to sexually shame the victims as opposed
to sexual voyeurism. Even the non Al content sometimes featured the same women
where theywere being ridiculed and discredited.The Content: The content would be a
reupload of the victim's popular reels. The content would be overlayed with a logo in
the middle. A similar logo would drop down in slow motion from the top part of the
reel. When the two logos would overlap each other, there would be aquick flash of the
deep fake nude content. The viewer can only be exposed to the nudity by clicking on
the reel at the right second. In most cases this would require sustained engagement and
multiple clicks with the reel. Off the reels reported, there were some
previouslyreported copies and duplicates. We have also come across a few cases where
a deepfake was made and uploaded on group chat to bully a victim as well as on DMs to
scare and coerce a victim.Problematic Content we came across but did not report:
Completely fabricated Al imagery in Incest/Cuckold fantasies (featuring mothers,
sisters) as it was disturbing but was difficult to say that it needed actioning.- Contextual
information about the use and prevalence of deepfake pornography globally, including
in the United States and India.Keywords: Key words such as "up down troll" and "pause
challenge" will tend to throw up deep fake content. The manner in which deep fake AI
has proliferated NCII/CSAM on meta platforms is unprecedented.Deepfake Generator:
Clothoff.io is the most popular deep fake generator as is evidenced from the
watermark. Both the telegram bot and website are being used.- Strategies for how Meta
can address deepfake pornography on its platforms, including the policies and
enforcement processes that may be most effective.Disrupt Organized Activity: There is
a need to identify and disrupt evident patterns such as 'pause challenge' and 'up down
troll'. Up down troll was reported in December 2023. Pause Challenge in early April. No
concerted action has been taken to curb such organized efforts.Actioning Collaborator
Accounts: A continuation of the above point. Many of these videos are posted in
collaboration with another account. However, when the post is actioned only one of the
accounts is penalized. The other account which is an alt account of the offender
survives and it resumes posting.Strengthening Prevention of Reupload & Removal of

Copies: Many of reels uploaded were copies. Reels that are already actioned are
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currently still live at other links. Strengthening Prevention of Reupload, Removal of
existing copies, (Youtube does this), and building tolerance for manipulation in hash
detection.Strengthening Detection of Nudity within Reels: Perpetrators are increasingly
placing nude footage or AI deepfakes 5 or 10 seconds into the reel. The offending
footage is visible only for a second before the reel resumes. Systems must detect such
content. Else please give reporters the ability to report timestamps.Create Reporting
Category for Digitally Manipulated Sexual Abuse Imagery about myself/about others
that covers nude/erotic/partially-nude deepfake contentCreate an option for Creators to
Self-Declare Ai assisted Enhancements/Manipulations & Disincentivize creators who
are caught not attempting to evade decalaration.Faster Actioning of Reports &
Widening of Meta's most severe category to include Digitally Manipulated resulting in a
zero tolerance approach.- Metas enforcement of its derogatory sexualized photoshop or
drawings rule in the Bullying and Harassment policy, including the use of Media
Matching Service Banks.We have not reported under this rule ever. So we are unaware
of this provision. Our standard email for reporting deepfake imagery check the
following community guidelines:"We dont allow nudity on Instagram. This includes
photos, videos, and some digitally-created content that show sexual intercourse,
genitals, and close-ups of fully-nude buttocks. It also includes some photos of female
nipples"criminal content: We have zero tolerance when it comes to sharing sexual
content involving minors or threatening to post intimate images of others.&
community: We remove content that contains credible threats or hate speech, content
that targets private individuals to degrade or shame them, personal information meant
to blackmail or harass someone, and repeated unwanted messages.It also goes against
the wildlife exploitation guidelines which state that: "...identify and take action on
photos or videos that violate our community guidelines, such as posts depicting animal
abuse."- The challenges of relying on automated systems that automatically close
appeals in 48 hours if no review has taken place.This is an unfairsystem that creates an
element of luck and lottery in a system which should ensure equitability. Suppose I
report content about a deepfake while a riot is taking place nearby. The riot related
reports should take precedence but once the riot passes, my reportshould be
considered. In case something cannot be looked at within 48 hrs, some system may be
considered that shows reporter the likelihood of timeline between reporting and

receiving a response.
Link to Attachment

No Attachment
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2024-007-1G-UA, PC-27033 Asia Pacific &

2024-008-FB-UA Oceania

Case number Public comment number Region

Shailja Vikram Singh English

Commenter's first name Commenter's last name Commenter's preferred language
CyberVista Yes

Insights -

Regulatory Policy

& Compliance

Advisory

Organization Response on behalf of

organization

Full Comment

The cases concerning Al-generated nude images on Meta's platforms reveal troubling
inconsistencies in the company's content moderation practices. While similar instances
of potentially harmful content were handled differently, with one being removed only
after intervention by the Oversight Board, the other was swiftly taken down based on
Meta's policy. This inconsistency raises concerns about Meta's commitment to fair and
consistent moderation, especially regarding sensitive issues like nudity and
harassment. It also underscores the need for Meta to ensure transparency and
accountability in its content moderation processes, aligning them with local laws and
community standards.Moreover, the automatic closure of user appeals without review
demonstrates a lack of accountability on Meta's part and neglects the responsibility to
protect users from abusive or inappropriate material. This practice erodes user trust

and fails to address legitimate concerns raised by users regarding potentially harmful
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content. To address these issues, Meta must improve its grievance redressal
mechanisms, ensuring timely review of user reports and appeals, with transparent
communication about decisions made.Regulatory bodies also play a crucial role in
addressing these challenges. They should investigate Meta's content moderation
practices to ensure compliance with local laws and regulations, particularly regarding
the removal of obscene or harmful content. Regulators must enforce accountability and
transparency, holding platforms like Meta to legal and ethical standards in protecting
users from harmful content. Additionally, developing guidelines or regulations specific
to Al-generated content will help address its potential for abuse and harm, ensuring a

safer online environment for all users.
Link to Attachment

No Attachment
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2024-007-1G-UA,
2024-008-FB-UA

Case number

Kavita

Commenter's first name

Sakhi for South

Asian Survivors

Organization

Full Comment

PC-27034

Public comment number

Mehra

Commenter's last name

United States &

Canada

Region

English

Commenter's preferred language

Yes

Response on behalf of

organization

The use of Al generated nude images of women, men or any individual, without their

consent is a form of violence and should be treated as such. It is incumbent upon Meta

to review its adjust its policies to ensure the safety and security of its users.

Link to Attachment

No Attachment
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2024-007-1G-UA, PC-27035 Central & South

2024-008-FB-UA Asia

Case number Public comment number Region

Blaise Crowly Hindi

Commenter's first name Commenter's last name Commenter's preferred language
DID NOT No

PROVIDE

Organization Response on behalf of

organization

Full Comment

Two points only -1. First of all am dumbstruck that a reporting event that involved an
image with nudity went without review for over 48 hours. And further that it was just
closed just for that reason. Irrespective of the reporters selection of option when
reporting META needs to urgently setup an automated flagging system that prioritise
reports of images with nudity (as it can very easily fall into Child sexual abuse material,
bullying or revenge porn ...even when the reporter did not identify it as such) and
prevent its auto closing. Basically no auto closing for reports on content with nudity,
Use Al to detect that. 2. The responsibility in current political environment is very
serious for technology pioneers who hope to establish themselves as credible platforms
into the future. Hence META needs to put in effort into using a database of public
figures and a capable Al model to scan through at least in reported content for public
figures. If such is detected a further check for sexual tone could also be done making
use a model. If both are true the ticket needs to be prioritised and not be closed. Please
note that while these may sound like too much effort, the technology stack that is
capable of this will only be a long term asset and only enhance METAs credibility as a

trustworthy partner in the social space.
Link to Attachment

No Attachment
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2024-007-1G-UA, PC-27036 Europe
2024-008-FB-UA

Case number Public comment number Region

Withheld Withheld English

Commenter's first name Commenter's last name Commenter's preferred language
Withheld No
Organization Response on behalf of

organization

Full Comment

Firstly, I'd like to highlight the importance of the language we use describing various
forms of abuse facilitated by technology. So called deepfake pornography does not
accurately capture the true nature of the non-consensual creation of sexualised images
and videos featuring the likeness of someone or intended to represent someone. That's
image-based sexual abuse. Calling it otherwise lacks clarity in distinguishing it from
videos that feature fictional characters and prevents victim-survivors the opportunity to
refer to their abuse without referring pornography, which suggests a level of consent or
creation to cause sexual excitement. Our language matters: It informs what we
understand to be right and wrong in society. Let's not minimize image-based sexual
abuse in all its forms by misnaming it as pornography. Secondly, the harm image-based
sexual abuse, including that created or maninpulated using Al, causes those victimised,
who are mostly women, is often underestimated. I am a researcher and recently spoke
to a woman who had a sexual video depicting her likeness and featuring her name
circulated on Facebook. It is fair to say that this experience has ruined her life. Family
members told her not to make a fuss, Meta did nothing to remove the video, law
enforcement said it wasn't a crime, her college shrugged their shoulders, her friends

told her to get over it, and her boyfriend remained friends with the man who created it,
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resulting in her ending their 3 year relationship. She is isolated, alone, and feels utterly
powerless. If only this video had been immediately removed, perhaps she could have
continued with her life at that time. But it wasn't removed, it continued to haunt her,
and over the course of a year every door she went through to access support and help
was closed in her face. We must do better, you, Meta, must do better. By taking a stand
against all forms of image-based sexual abuse, including that created or manipulated
using AI, Meta can send a clear message to their users and wider society: This is not ok,
we will not accept it, it should not happen. And to those victimised, it says we believe

you when you tell us this is harmful. We believe you.
Link to Attachment

No Attachment
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2024-007-1G-UA, PC-27037 Asia Pacific &

2024-008-FB-UA Oceania

Case number Public comment number Region

Samson Selladurai English

Commenter's first name Commenter's last name Commenter's preferred language
Im safe Australia Yes

Pty Ltd

Organization Response on behalf of

organization

Full Comment

In addressing deepfake pornography, Meta should prioritize robust, transparent
enforcement mechanisms coupled with Al-driven detection tools that are sensitive to
nuances in global contexts. It is crucial to implement stringent policies that specifically
target and define deepfake content to prevent the spread of non-consensual imagery.
These policies should be clear on the repercussions for violations and offer a
streamlined, efficient reporting process.Furthermore, Meta should foster
collaborations with Al ethics researchers and civil society organizations to keep pace
with evolving technologies and societal norms. This includes ongoing updates to their
algorithms and detection methods to stay ahead of deepfakes increasing sophistication.
Additionally, public education campaigns about the impact and recognition of
deepfakes could empower users to better identify and report such content.Effective
policy enforcement must also include prompt human review of flagged content,
ensuring that automatic closures do not hinder necessary actions against harmful posts.
Ensuring transparency in these processes and decisions can help build trust and

accountability, crucial for user cooperation in policing the platform. This
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comprehensive approach will support Meta's commitment to safeguarding user rights

and maintaining the integrity of its platforms.
Link to Attachment

No Attachment
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2024-007-1G-UA,
2024-008-FB-UA

Case number

Michelle

Commenter's first name

DID NOT
PROVIDE

Organization

Full Comment

PC-27039

Public comment number

Neville

Commenter's last name

United States &

Canada

Region

English

Commenter's preferred language

No

Response on behalf of
organization

Meta does not do enough to curtail the explicit AI content at all. I just had a profile

suggested to me with a photo of nude princesses and characters on my profile. They

also do absolutely nothing to get rid of fake military profiles. They used to be better at

catching these and now it seems like they dont care.

Link to Attachment

No Attachment
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2024-007-1G-UA, PC-27040 Central & South
2024-008-FB-UA Asia

Case number Public comment number Region

Withheld Withheld English

Commenter's first name Commenter's last name Commenter's preferred language
Withheld No
Organization Response on behalf of

organization

Full Comment

Deepfake pornography is another vein of sexual crimes against women. As times evolve
to integrate Al into every sphere of human evolution and convenience, feminist groups
foresaw discrimination and sexism evolving in parallel. Pornography itself is built upon
the exploitation of womens bodies by reinforcing that the naked female body is meant
to be objectified and used for the pleasure of men. If there werent inherent ideologies
that deemed womens bodies to be hidden, pure, virginal and sexually precocious there
would be no stigma surrounding pornography and sex. In this, deepfake pornography
simply makes it easier to produce images that dont even require women to show their
bodies, just their faces. In an Indian setting, sex is still stigmatized and is a topic mired
with taboos; constantly spoken in whispers or by female doctors in medical settings
majorly in the context of family planning or childbirth. The perception of female itself
can be defined by the binary psychological concept The Madonna-Whore complex.
Women who are thought to follow the archetype that is in harmony with patriarchal
expectations are Madonnas (pure, nurturing, maternal) and are revered as goddesses
and mothers, their most important role being building families. Whereas the whores
are immoral and seductive temptresses focused on their aim to indulge in sexual

activity with many men while remaining ignorant to their role in crumbling families
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and exist only to be objects for men.The sexualization of female public figures is way to
discredit the complex human beings they are, since once they are objectified, they
remain objects whose opinions hold no water. It turns them from Madonnas to Whores.
Their accomplishments, ambitions, talents and essence are automatically devalued.
Deepfake pornography essentially communicates that the most important thing a
woman can do is exist for male pleasure and the only thing she can be is a sexual object.
That she will possess no other dimension to her person once she is sexualized. For
public figures, this leaves a massive digital footprint that follows them throughout their
lives and bleeds into every aspect of their careers and personal lives. With more of the
world digitalizing and networking, it is much easier for deepfake pornography to
spread and remain accessible, untraceable due to data privacy laws or because the
internet is too vast to wade around in and retrieve the photo of every victim. With
accessibility to Al tools becoming easier, Meta seems to be inundated with requests to
review content that are hate crimes, bullying, sexualizing women without consent,
violent and inappropriate, thus automated systems automatically close appeals that
havent been reviewed in an attempt to accommodate new ones. Meta needs a separate
category outside bullying and harassment to target sexist content and streamline the
process of addressing it. The appeals made under this category could have a longer
window for review before being closed and the members reviewing this content should
be specialized in the respective field or even those personally victimized by Deepfake

Pornography.
Link to Attachment

PC-27040
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2024-007-1G-UA, PC-27041 Europe
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Case number Public comment number Region

Ulf Haeussler English

Commenter's first name Commenter's last name Commenter's preferred language
DID NOT No

PROVIDE

Organization Response on behalf of

organization

Full Comment

My comment addresses the following aspect:"The challenges of relying on automated
systems that automatically close appeals in 48 hours if no review has taken place. "1.
General RemarksFrom a rule of law perspective, automatically closing appeals after a
predetermined period of time is a doubtful practice.a) This practice is not equitable
inasmuch as the likelihood of an appeals being closed may depend on the overall
number of appeals filed, i.e., the more appeals in the system, the bigger the probability
of a given appeal's being automatically closed.b) In addition to this empirical aspect,
this practice defies legal certainty, which is equally important from a rule of law
perspective. Doubts pertaining to this category may arise from the fact that the
parameters for selecting appeals for further processing are not known or publicized.
From an appellant's perspective it is neither predictable in advance nor understandable
after the fact why his or her, rather than someone else's, appeal was not selected and
hence closed automatically. 2. Stand-Alone AnslysisIn and of itself, the rule whereby
appeals are automatically closed after the expiry of a predetermined period of time
does not reflect an appropriate balance of all interests relevant to the creation of an

oversight system. This rule seems to implement a mechanism exclusively designed to
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handle the volume of appeals. Whilst it is accepted practice that, e.g., senior courts
apply a volume management methodology, volume management is not the sole
concern of any such methodology, no matter where it is employed. On addition to this
legitimate interest of the reviewers, those of appellants also need to be part of the
equation. Appellants' relevant interests may comprise, without being limited to, the
scale and gravity of the conduct appealed against, and the appeal's prospect for success
on the merits. More specifically, some appeals may deserve to be selected for further
processing regardless of their prospect for success because the questions they rise are
important beyond the individual case, and some appeals may deserve to be selected for
further processing regardless of their importance beyond the individual case because of
their prospect for success - these elements reflecting the generalistic and individualistic
aspects of case-by-case justice. Inasmuch as automatically closing appeals completely
ignores case-by-case justice, a rule implementing such mechanism fails to deliver
material justice.3. Analysis in Context The rule causing appeals to be automatically
closed may have seriously adverse cumulative effects on an appellant's interests and
vis--vis the broader community if applied in conjunction with different rules or
practices that do not mitigate the permissible outcome of volume management (i.e. of a
volume management mechanism that balances the interests of reviewers and
appellants in line with the rationale discussed at para 2). In the situation at hand, such
different rules or practices may be reflected by the oversight board's decision to accept
the case on further appeal. Being unaware of the process and parameters underlying
this decision, I would hesitate to state whether - leaving aside the obvious positive
effects in the case at hand - seriously adverse cumulative effects are sufficiently well
excluded, or whether the oversight board is equipped with sufficient resources to

exclude said effects.
Link to Attachment

No Attachment
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English

Commenter's preferred language

No

Response on behalf of
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As someone that has had various images taken down that were not anyore explicit than

what is commonly posted and accepted, I think Metas policies are too strict. While I

understand that deep fakes can constitue as harassment, they are not entirely

preventable or enforceable. It will forever be a cat and mouse game. Personally, unless

words are included that deem it harassment, I don't think there should be an issue with

deepfakes. Let everyone eventually come to understand that not everything you see

online is real, and that includes explicits. It should be treated no different than other art

created depicting someone, despite how "real" it may seem. Al is artwork, it's just the

computer science version.So for example, sending the photo to ones friends claiming

its them, that is harassment, but merely posting it? Even with a name, that is art, as long

as it's mentioned that it is AI generated and not real. Trying to pass it off as real could

deem it harassment.

Link to Attachment

No Attachment
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