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Subject:  Preliminary findings against X on breaching the Digital Services Act and a secret
deal with other platforms

On 12 July 2024, the Commission released its preliminary findings under the Digital Services
Act (DSA), accusing X of breaching transparency requirements!. So far, X is the only
platform that has been accused of infringing the DSA. In reaction to this, Elon Musk claimed
that the Commission had offered an illegal secret deal to X, the essence of which was that, if
X secretly censored speech, the Commission would not fine the company. He also stated that,
while other platforms had accepted the deal, X did not?. This raises serious concerns about the
biased application of the DSA and the Commission’s push to have politically undesirable
content censored.

1. What were the terms of the secret deal offered by the Commission to social media
platforms regarding content moderation?

2. Does the Commission believe that threatening and punishing platforms for refusing to
censor certain political opinions is in line with EU values, such as the rule of law and
fundamental rights?

3. How does it ensure that the application of the DSA does not result in the censorship of
certain political opinions or in the restriction of freedom of speech?
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I https://ec.europa.cu/commission/presscorner/detail/en/IP_24 3761.

2 https://x.com/elonmusk/status/18117833208390083812t=QJwW-
K3D3rV1£21Jt67CWw&s=19&fbclid=IwZXh0bgNhZWOCMTAAAR2BtumVzSmagOz8NgkVCM;j5IRZnj
P8MyoosUYWh7AluDqwg6K-d9jAUiyl aem GDEJTeEN5SmHdBkuwQjxVVA.
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