AFP public comment on Meta Oversight Board case

Philippine political misinformation and third-

party fact-checking

Surge of online misinformation around the arrest of Duterte

The stunning arrest of former Philippine president Rodrigo Duterte on March 11, 2025, has
unleashed a flood of misinformation on Facebook and other social media platforms where
Filipinos rank among the world's heaviest users.

AFP's digital verification journalists have fact-checked more than 30 false or misleading
claims since Duterte was swiftly bundled to The Hague to face a charge of crimes against
humanity before the International Criminal Court.

Almost all of the debunked content circulated on Facebook, the most widely used social
media site and a key source for news in the Southeast Asian nation, according to a survey by
the Reuters Institute Digital News Report in 2025.

Demonstrations have been staged in different locations in the Philippines and abroad, in
support or opposition for the 80-year-old ex-leader, but online content surged misusing
unrelated visuals to inflate crowd sizes.

The posts include footage from Serbia -- featured in the case being considered by the
Oversight Board -- that had been falsely depicted as a big protest in the Netherlands for
Duterte, whose government launched a brutal anti-narcotics campaign that rights activists
say killed thousands.

Another clip, which racked up more than three million views on both Facebook and TikTok
that is also widely used in the Philippines, in fact showed a Catholic procession.

AFP has a unique network of fact-checkers around the Asia Pacific region. This allows us to
observe how online misinformation travels across borders and platforms. Majority of the
falsehoods were shared by Duterte’s loyal support base in the Philippines, but misinformation
also swirled in posts written in Chinese, Burmese and Malaysian, highlighting global interest
in the case.

Unfounded assertions also keep resurfacing that Duterte had been released from jail, despite
his hearing for confirmation of charges scheduled in September.

His jailing happened just a little over a month before the Philippines held its midterm
elections widely seen as a referendum on President Marcos's current administration.

Duterte’s case was repeatedly featured in election-related misinformation, according to a
database of fact-checks published in the Philippines and compiled by Tsek.ph, a
collaborative initiative that included AFP.

Marcos previously teamed up with Duterte's daughter, Vice President Sara Duterte, to sweep
to power in the 2022 presidential vote but the alliance has since unravelled following a bitter
public feud.
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Sara Duterte has since been impeached by a pro-Marcos House of Representatives on
charges that include an alleged assassination plot against the president.

Analysts told AFP the results of the midterms indicate the vice president may have emerged
stronger than expected ahead of a Senate trial. The archipelago nation’s top court blocked
the impending trial in late July.

The rivalry between the Marcos and Duterte families is widely expected to shape the
Philippine presidential poll in 2028.

How we work in Meta’s third-party fact-checking programme

AFP currently works in 26 languages with Facebook’s third-party fact-checking programme,
in which Facebook pays to use fact checks from around 80 organisations globally on its
platform, WhatsApp and on Instagram and Threads.

Fact-checkers are free to choose how and what they wish to investigate. Our journalists use
multiple tools, manage databases and consult various sites including those developed by
Facebook for the fact-checking programme, to monitor for any potential falsehoods.

Our digital investigation reporters are fluent in the languages they work and write in, and their
expertise in the local and political context informs our stories.

Regardless of the topic, we follow the same criteria for deciding what claims to fact-check,
prioritising those that are most widely shared and have the most potential for causing harm
both online and offline.

We do not tend to tackle posts that are limited in scope to avoid amplifying misinformation.

Content rated "false" is downgraded in news feeds so fewer people will see it. If someone
tries to share that post, they are presented with an article explaining why it is misleading.

Those who shared the post receive a notification with a link to the article. The fact-checkers'
objective, partnering with Meta, is to provide more context and reliable, verified information to
users, not to remove anything.

We fact-check political misinformation and false claims made by political leaders, when these
claims meet our criteria, especially linked to potential harm. However, we acknowledge that
posts from politicians are ineligible for rating under the Meta third party fact-checking
programme.

Social media users who have shared fact-checked misinformation can appeal the rating. We
review the post in question and remove the strike when the error is corrected. AFP does not
take down posts: it does not have the aim nor the ability to do so on the Meta platforms.

Meta, through its fact-checking tool, can also send fact-check partners further posts that
might be eligible for rating if its algorithm detects similarities with the reports we have
published. We review these suggestions and make the final decision to rate or not based on
what the posts are claiming.

This feature has been useful on certain occasions although we have not been relying on it
extensively for finding posts to rate in our coverage of misinformation in the Philippines. Our
fact-checkers, given their fluency in the language and their deep understanding of the local
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context, are able to find and sift through posts through strategic keyword searches that
surface multiple versions of the similar false claims.

As Third-Party Fact-Checkers, we do believe that the fact-checking programme as it is
designed by Meta has a crucial impact when it comes to fighting online deception of users
and promoting reliable information. In fact, this was claimed by Meta in the lead up to the
European Election last year: “Between July and December 2023, for example, over 68 million
pieces of content viewed in the EU on Facebook and Instagram had fact checking labels.
When a fact-checked label is placed on a post, 95% of people don'’t click through to view it.”

In January 2025, Facebook announced the end of its fact-checking partnership in the United
States. AFP maintains fact-checking operations there and continues to publish US-related
misinformation reports, as information integrity remains at the heart of its services.
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