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Romanian Public Authorities and Data Protection:
Learning to Cope

On the eve of the EU reform package on data protection rules
coming into force, the wide disparities between the ways differens
public bodies process and manage citizens’ personal data have be

come apparent at the national and local levels.

In line with EU rules, the Rom
nian legislative framework on das
protection regulates the fair
legal processing of personal d
by public authorities. However.
recent years, the conduct of R
manian authorities in this respe
has become not only a matter

public debate but also the object

judgments by the European C

of Justice and the Romanian Supreme Court, as well as of the R
manian Data Protection Authority’s sanctions. Below is a high-le

overview of the status quo.

Data Transfers Between Autharities

In a case that led to a prelim
ruling by the European Court

Justice (Case C-201/14), daw

garding a citizen’s income

transferred by the Romanian
Authority to the Romanian Nat
al Health Insurance Fund to ens
the latter to collect health insur

contributions. The citizen
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plained her data was tra
and used for purposes other than those for which it had bees
lected, without her prior explicit consent, and in the absence
prior notice regarding such processing.

The European Court of Justice found that Artcles 10, 11,

of Directive 95/46/EC on the protection of individuals

gard to the processing of personal data and on the free moves

of such data must be interpreted as to preclude natior
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Data Disclosures by Tax Authorities
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Data Protection by Courts of Law

mselves have made headlines for failing to ob-
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Some Progress

Orther bodies such as the Trade Registry ar the Competition Coun
cil seem to have integrated dam protection into their institutional

culture and develo the preservan

ed adequate systems

healthy balance between the need for administrative transparen

and the protection of personal data, Others simply use pers

:ction as grounds to refuse access to information the

al dara g

disclosure of which is requested as a matter of public interest. In

similar cases, the Romanian Supreme Court decided, how

that refusals are unjustified as long as the personal data can be as

onymizex.
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