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META must protect political expression and guarantee effective remedy
during Brazil elections: UN experts

GENEVA (21 October 2026) — Reports of restrictions on legitimate political expression on
Meta platforms during Brazil’s elections raise concerns for freedom of expression,
association, political participation and equal treatment of political viewpoints, UN
experts* said today.

“Online platforms are key actors in democratic debate. Preventing people from speaking
or reaching audiences without explanation affects who is heard,” the experts said.

International election observers have raised concerns about Meta’s platforms. Incidents
include temporary interruptions of one candidate’s campaign account; differences in
audience engagement, user feeds, view counts and reach; restrictions on that
campaign’s Instagram posts; and differences between the main political parties in Al
image generation, WhatsApp channel search results, candidates’ Stories and the
distribution of political content potentially benefiting the opposing candidate’s
campaign.

“Monitoring reports show thousands of accounts and posts have faced suspensions,
reduced visibility and sharing limits, including journalists, human rights defenders, civil
society actors and content creators,” the experts said. “Information, including from
Meta employees, suggests that accounts linked to one side of the presidential race were
disproportionately curtailed.”

A Superior Electoral Court judge ordered Meta to apply the same rules to both
candidates until the runoff, prohibiting unequal restrictions on campaign reach,
recommendations and search results.

“Losing reach can mean losing a voice in public debate and the ability to mobilise
communities. Algorithms, Al systems and content-moderation decisions must not
become invisible arbiters of political discussion. Where political expression appears
disproportionately restricted, platforms must explain why, address unequal impacts and
ensure effective remedies.”

The experts warned that such restrictions can affect access to information, peaceful
assembly and association and undermine elections when fundamental freedoms are not
respected throughout the electoral process.



“The responsibility to respect human rights requires technology companies to identify,
prevent and address adverse impacts, in line with the UN Guiding Principles on Business
and Human Rights, including in platform governance and content moderation,” they
said. “During elections, delayed remedies may have irreversible consequences. Freedom
of expression and information integrity must therefore go hand in hand. Measures
against disinformation must not arbitrarily restrict legitimate political expression.”

The experts said an independent and impartial judiciary, including electoral tribunals, is
a cornerstone of democracy.

“Any restrictions on political expression, including on private platforms, must be subject
to due process and effective remedies. Electoral processes depend on open and dynamic
debate, requiring judges to exercise particular caution when considering such measures.
Even the perception of unequal treatment can erode public trust” they said.

The experts urged Meta to assess whether its moderation, recommendation and Al
systems disproportionately restricted one side of Brazil’s electoral debate. They called
on the company to provide adequate explanations and remedies, apply rules
consistently and without discrimination, engage transparently with civil society and
ensure complaints can be addressed during the electoral period.

“Digital platforms must not become unaccountable gatekeepers of political debate, nor
should their systems be susceptible to undue influence by political actors. Democracy
and free and fair elections depend on independent and consistent platforms and an
open, pluralistic environment where people can access information, scrutinise those
seeking power, exchange views and organise without arbitrary interference,” the
experts said.

ENDS

*The experts:

e Leopoldo Maldonado Gutiérrez, Special Rapporteur on the promotion and protection of
the right to freedom of opinion and expression;

e Margaret Satterthwaite, Special Rapporteur on the independence of judges and
lawyers;

e Gina Romero, Special Rapporteur on the rights to freedom of peaceful assembly and of
association;

e Andrea Bolafos Vargas, Special Rapporteur on the situation of human rights
defenders;

e Robert McCorquodale (Chairperson), Ms. Fernanda Hopenhaym (Vice-Chairperson),
Ms. Lyra Jakuleviciené, Ms. Pichamon Yeophantong, and Mr. Damilola Olawuyi,
Working Group on Business and Human Rights

Special Rapporteurs/Independent Experts/Working Groups are independent human rights
experts appointed by the United Nations Human Rights Council. Together, these experts are
referred to as the Special Procedures of the Human Rights Council. Special Procedures experts
work on a voluntary basis; they are not UN staff and do not receive a salary for their work. While
the UN Human Rights office acts as the secretariat for Special Procedures, the experts serve in
their individual capacity and are independent from any government or organisation, including




OHCHR and the UN. Any views or opinions presented are solely those of the author and do not
necessarily represent those of the UN or OHCHR.

Country-specific observations and recommendations by the UN human rights mechanisms,
including the special procedures, the treaty bodies and the Universal Periodic Review, can be
found on the Universal Human Rights Index https://uhri.ohchr.org/en/.

UN Human Rights, country page — Brazil.

For inquiries and media requests, please contact: hrc-sr-freedex@un.org.

For media inquiries related to other UN independent experts please contact Hannah Hinsche
(hannah.hinsche@un.org) or Dharisha Indraguptha (dharisha.indraguptha@un.org).

Follow news related to the UN’s independent human rights experts on X: @UN_SPExperts.
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META deve proteger a expressao politica e garantir recursos efetivos
durante as elei¢des no Brasil: especialistas da ONU

GENEBRA (21 de outubro de 2026) — Relatos de restricbes a expressao politica legitima
nas plataformas da Meta durante as eleicdes no Brasil suscitam preocupacdes em
relacdo a liberdade de expressdo, de associacao, a participagao politica e a igualdade de
tratamento entre diferentes posi¢des politicas, afirmaram hoje especialistas da ONU*.

“Plataformas online sdo atores fundamentais no debate democratico. Impedir que as
pessoas se expressem ou alcancem audiéncias sem explicacao afeta quem é ouvido”,
disseram os especialistas.

Observadores internacionais das eleicdes levantaram preocupacbes sobre as
plataformas da Meta. Entre os incidentes relatados estao interrupgcdes temporarias da
conta de campanha de um dos candidatos; diferencas no engajamento do publico, nos
feeds dos usudrios, na contagem de visualizacdes e no alcance; restricdes a publicacbes
desta campanha no Instagram; e diferencas entre os principais partidos politicos na
geracao de imagens por IA, nos resultados de busca de canais do WhatsApp, nos Stories
dos candidatos e na distribuicdo de conteudo politico, potencialmente favorecendo a
campanha do candidato oposto.

“Relatdrios de monitoramento mostram que milhares de contas e publicacdes
enfrentaram suspensdes, reducdo de visibilidade e limitagdes de compartilhamento,
incluindo jornalistas, defensores de direitos humanos, atores da sociedade civil e
criadores de conteudo”, disseram os especialistas. “Informacdes, inclusive de
funcionarios da Meta, sugerem que contas vinculadas a um dos lados da disputa
presidencial foram afetadas de forma desproporcional.”



Um juiz do Tribunal Superior Eleitoral determinou que Meta aplicasse as mesmas regras
a ambos os candidatos até o segundo turno, proibindo restri¢des desiguais quanto ao
alcance das campanhas, recomendagdes e resultados de pesquisa.

“Perder alcance pode significar perder voz no debate pulblico e a capacidade de
mobilizar comunidades. Algoritmos, sistemas de IA e decisbes de moderacao de
conteldo ndo devem se tornar arbitros invisiveis da discussdao politica. Quando a
expressao politica parecer estar sendo restringida de maneira desproporcional, as
plataformas devem explicar o motivo, corrigir impactos desiguais e garantir recursos
efetivos.”

Os especialistas alertaram que tais restricdes podem afetar o acesso a informacao, a
liberdade de reunido pacifica e de associacdo, além de comprometer as eleicdes quando
as liberdades fundamentais ndo sdo respeitadas durante todo o processo eleitoral.

“A responsabilidade de respeitar os direitos humanos exige que as empresas de
tecnologia identifiquem, previnam e enfrentem impactos adversos, em conformidade
com os Principios Orientadores das Nacdes Unidas sobre Empresas e Direitos Humanos,
inclusive na governanca das plataformas e na moderacdo de conteudo”, afirmaram.
“Durante as eleicdes, recursos tardios podem ter consequéncias irreversiveis. A
liberdade de expressdo e a integridade da informacdo devem, portanto, caminhar
juntas. Medidas contra a desinformagdo ndo devem restringir arbitrariamente a
expressao politica legitima.”

Os especialistas afirmaram que um Judicidrio independente e imparcial, incluindo os
tribunais eleitorais, é um pilar fundamental da democracia.

“Quaisquer restricdes a expressao politica, inclusive em plataformas privadas, devem
estar sujeitas ao devido processo legal e a recursos efetivos. Os processos eleitorais
dependem de um debate aberto e dindmico, exigindo que os juizes exergcam cautela
especial ao considerar tais medidas. Até mesmo a percepcao de tratamento desigual
pode corroer a confianga publica”, disseram.

Os especialistas instaram a Meta a avaliar se seus sistemas de moderacao,
recomendacdo e inteligéncia artificial restringiram de forma desproporcional um dos
lados do debate eleitoral brasileiro. Também pediram que a empresa forneca
explicacdes e mecanismos de reparacao adequados, aplique as regras de forma
consistente e sem discriminacdo, mantenha um didlogo transparente com a sociedade
civil e garanta que reclamacgdes possam ser tratadas durante o periodo eleitoral.

“As plataformas digitais ndo devem se tornar guardids sem prestacdo de contas do
debate politico, nem seus sistemas devem ser suscetiveis a influéncia indevida de atores
politicos. A democracia e eleicdes livres e justas dependem de plataformas
independentes e consistentes, bem como de um ambiente aberto e pluralista, onde as
pessoas possam acessar informacoes, fiscalizar quem busca o poder, trocar opinides e
se organizar sem interferéncias arbitrdrias”, concluiram os especialistas.
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*Os especialistas:

Leopoldo Maldonado Gutiérrez, Relator Especial sobre a promogdo e protecdo do
direito a liberdade de opiniGo e de expressdo;

Margaret Satterthwaite, Relatora Especial sobre a independéncia dos juizes e dos
advogados;

Gina Romero, Relatora Especial sobre os direitos a liberdade de reunido pacifica e de
associacdo;

Andrea Bolaios Vargas, Relatora Especial sobre a situacdo dos defensores e
defensoras dos direitos humanos;

Robert McCorquodale (Presidente), Ms. Fernanda Hopenhaym (Vice-Presidenta), Ms.
Lyra Jakuleviciené, Ms. Pichamon Yeophantong, and Mr. Damilola Olawuyi, Grupo de
Trabalho sobre Empresas e Direitos Humanos;

Os Relatores Especiais, Especialistas Independentes e Grupos de Trabalho sGo especialistas
independentes em direitos humanos nomeados pelo Conselho de Direitos Humanos das Nagoes
Unidas. Em conjunto, estes especialistas constituem os Procedimentos Especiais do Conselho de
Direitos Humanos. Os especialistas dos Procedimentos Especiais exercem as suas fungées a titulo
voluntdrio; nGo sdo funciondrios das Nagcbes Unidas e ndo recebem remunera¢do pelo seu
trabalho. Embora o Escritério das Nagbes Unidas para os Direitos Humanos atue como
secretariado dos Procedimentos Especiais, os especialistas desempenham as suas fungbes a
titulo individual e sGo independentes de qualquer governo ou organizagdo, incluindo o ACNUDH
(OHCHR) e as Nacgbes Unidas. Quaisquer opinides ou pontos de vista apresentados sdo
exclusivamente dos autores e ndo refletem necessariamente as posi¢cées das Nagdes Unidas ou
do ACNUDH.

As observacgbes e recomendagles especificas por pais formuladas pelos mecanismos de direitos
humanos das Nagbes Unidas, incluindo os Procedimentos Especiais, os érgdos de tratados e o
Exame Periddico Universal, podem ser consultadas no Indice Universal dos Direitos Humanos:
https://uhri.ohchr.org/en/.

Direitos Humanos da ONU — Pdgina do Brasil.

Para questdes e pedidos de informagdo por parte dos meios de comunica¢do, contactar: hrc-sr-
freedex@un.org.

Para pedidos de informa¢do da comunicacdo social relacionados com outros especialistas
independentes das Nagbes Unidas, contactar Hannah Hinsche (hannah.hinsche@un.org) ou
Dharisha Indraguptha (dharisha.indraguptha@un.org).

Acompanhe as noticias relacionadas com os especialistas independentes em direitos humanos
das Nagdes Unidas na plataforma X: @UN_SPExperts.




