
 

Report on the European Data Protection Authorities’ Conference 

26-27 May, 2016 – Budapest, Hungary 

The Hungarian National Authority for Data Protection and Freedom of Information (NAIH) 

hosted the European Data Protection „Spring Conference” in Budapest from 26-27 May 2016.  

On 25 May – as a preliminary event – a joint workshop of the WP29 Cooperation Subgroup 

and PHAEDRA II Project Consortium was organised on the following topics: „Criminal 

justice and police cooperation – national differences” and „The challenges of a consistent 

application. How level the playing field would be?”. 

The Conference brought together more than 100 data protection experts from all parts of 

Europe. As an invited guest the President of the Moroccan DPA, host of the 2016 

International Data Protection Conference was also present. 

 The agenda focused on three topics with the most actual European relevance:  

1. Since national security has become a very important factor in everyday life, the data 

protection perspective on the supervision of the national security bodies has become of 

crucial importance as well.  

2. The comprehensive reform of the European data protection legislation in 2016, the 

new directive and the new regulation prescribe new tasks and duties for all the DPAs 

(as well as for other actors) which we have to learn and comply with in the future.  

3. Modernisation of Convention No. 108 – the expectations of non-EU member states 

All presentations and discussions concentrated on these focal points. 

The Conference issued two resolutions: 

- on new frameworks of cooperation, 

- on the transborder flows of personal data. 

 

On the first day of the Spring Conference NAIH President Dr. Attila Péterfalvi delivered his 

opening speech. He recalled the 2006 Budapest Spring Conference, organised also by the 

Hungarian DPA but also reflected on the changes which took place in the last 10 years both 

on national as well as on European level. Dr. Péterfalvi highlighted the importance of joint 

efforts between the stakeholders of European data protection since the new privacy regime 

sets out stronger duties and obligations of data controllers and also fundamentally develops 

the relationship between the authorities and the rules of their cooperation. 

 



The second keynote speaker, Mr. Giuseppe Busia, Secretary General of the Italian DPA but 

also speaking on behalf of the WP 29 emphasised that the new EU data protection Regulation 

has two main characteristics: direct applicability and, partly for this reason, capability to 

create a truly uniform application of the law across Europe. Having regard to the former 

element, the new rules would be ready to be applicable – theoretically by May 2018. In fact, 

there are many provisions of the Regulation that require Member States and DPAs to make 

clarifications, adaptations, and additions before being implemented, and this is what DPAs are 

already doing and what they are required to do in the coming months.  He also formulated a 

question: is it possible to think of some kind of modernization of the Spring Conference in 

this modernized framework of legal instruments and technology? 

The last keynote speaker, Mr. Giovanni Buttarelli, European Data Protection Supervisor 

summed up the questions in connection with the regulatory reforms of data protection, and 

what effect will these reforms have when they are implemented in practice. Will the newly 

established European Data Protection Board be even more accessible, compared with the 

experience in the Article 29 Working Party in listening to external views in a selective way? 

“With more powers comes more responsibility…” – Mr. Buttarelli said. The biggest legal 

innovation of the GDPR is the notion of accountability, which will expand soon outside the 

EU as well. The most remarkable practical innovation is the introduction of high maximum 

amounts for administrative fines. More cooperation among the DPA’s would be crucial “as 

Europe is the centre gravity of data protection on Earth”. In the “Schrems-case”, the Court 

reaffirmed the independence of DPA’s under EU primary law. The Court built on three cases 

since 2010 concerning Germany, Austria and Hungary. These cases made clear the functional 

independence of DPA’s as an essential component of the right to data protection. 

Accountability in data protection matters is being promoted at EU institutions as well: 

improving data protection in European institutions like the European Central Bank, European 

Court of Auditors, European Court of Justice etc. is one of the ambitions of the EDPS.  

The first panel session, “Respect for data protection by the national security bodies” 

drew on some of the themes of data protection in relation to national security. In his 

presentation, Dr. Péterfalvi outlined the relationship of the Hungarian DPA and National 

Security Services, including the revolutionary new Data Protection Audit carried out by 

NAIH designed to evaluate and assess data processing operations in progress. 

Mr. Philipp Amann from the European Cybercrime Centre, Europol talked about Europol's 

Data Protection Regime, protective measures, challenges as well as opportunities regarding 

data protection.  

Two external speakers from Hungarian law enforcement agencies gave an additional practical 

approach by sharing their views and opinions on the privacy control of their activities: Ms. 

Hedvig Szabó, Director General of the Hungarian Special Service for National Security, 

whose main topic was the data protection audit from the perspective of the Special Service for 

National Security gave the Conference deep insight into the work and data processing of the 

National Security. Ms. Veronika Koncz from the Hungarian Passenger Information Unit 

Center introduced the audience to forms of data processing at the Unit and outlined a case in 

which terrorists were identified and successfully arrested as a result of the work of the Unit 

while respecting data protection law.  

Lastly, Mr. Mario Oetheimer from the EU Agency for Fundamental Rights shared some 

thoughts about fundamental rights, safeguards and remedies related to surveillance carried out 



by intelligence services in the EU. Panel moderator was Mr. Peter Michael from the Council 

of the European Union. 

The second panel session, “GDPR – what next? Practical implications for national 

legislators, DPAs, data controllers” shared some thoughts about the new GDPR, which is 

about studying something new for all of us. NAIH vice-president Mr. Endre Szabó Győző 

spoke about the interplay between European Union legislation and national procedures in 

Hungary. Questions from the panelist were raised in connection with language of the DPA’s 

procedures, the types of procedures, the current approach differing across the EU towards 

admission of complaints, deadlines and judicial reviews.  

The panel also discussed the relation of the GDPR and the Nordic countries (Sweden, 

Finland, Norway and Iceland) presented by Mr. Reijo Aarnio, DPA from Finland.  

Assistant EDPS Mr. Wojciech Wiewiórowsky spoke about guidelines, recommendations and 

codes of best practices in encouraging consistent application of the new European legislation 

and raised a question in connection with status of guidance produced by the EDPB and at 

national level, as well as the risk of fragmentation created across the EU by the national courts 

during the implementation of the GDPR.  

Mr. Matthias Schmidl from the Austrian DPA presented the one-stop-shop mechanism of the 

new GDPR. Panel moderator was head of the Dutch DPA, Mr. Jacob Kohnstamm. 

The third panel session “Modernisation of Convention No. 108 – the expectations of non-

EU member states” looked at some of the key issues of the European legislation from a legal 

expert approach, presented by Dr. William Gilles, Doctor of Law from France. There should 

not be any competition between the EU Data Protection Regulation and Convention 108. 

DPAs should concentrate on the benefits and advantages of the Convention 108, like 

establishing a minimum level of data protection in non-EU member states as well.  

Ms. Nevena Ruzic Serbian DPA talked about their expectations regarding the GDPR: one is 

from the past about speeding up the process of modernizing the Convention, the other is for 

the future, as earlier not many non-EU member states were involved in the debate of shaping 

the text of the legislation, expecting more possibility for assistance, stronger competencies for 

the future, evaluation mechanisms should be strengthened.  

Macedonian DPA Ms. Tatjana Trajkovska presented the Macedonian DPA’s expectations 

from a non-EU member state point-of-view, also regarding the language issue while preparing 

the documents, confidentiality paper and joint inspection of DPA’s. Moderator was Swiss 

DPA Mr. Jean-Philippe Walter. 

On 27 May, at the fourth panel session we had a roundtable of departing commissioners, 

namely Dutch DPA Mr. Jacob Kohnstamm and Information Commissioner of the United 

Kingdom, Mr. Christopher Graham with moderator Mr. Wojciech Wiewiórowsky. Privacy 

Bridges project work, addressing challenges associated with new technologies, particularly 

big data and profiling, international enforcement cooperation beyond Europe’s borders, and 

resources and future financing of DPAs, were the main topics.  

The fifth panel session discussed the conference resolutions, reports and other 

organizational items. The Conference accepted the application for accreditation either as 

Member or sub-national Member submitted by the DPA’s of Armenia, Canton of Basel-Stadt 



in Switzerland, Monaco and Gibraltar. The Conference was able to make a positive decision 

in each application’s casebased on preparatory work done by the Conference Accreditation 

Committee, this year comprising of the Hungarian, Cypriot and British DPAs.  The reports of 

the analysis of each authority’s application were made available to conference participants 

before the Conference and these are archived on the CIRCABC website and the website of the 

Spring Conference 2016 for future reference.  

The Conference also decided to set up a Working Group to update the Conference Guidelines 

for Admission, which is open for any member DPA to join.  

The Budapest Spring Conference also issued two conference resolutions:  

- on the new frameworks of cooperation calling upon the European Data Protection 

Authorities for a closer, more proactive and effective cooperation and also encouraging them 

to negotiate with their national governments in order to ensure all the necessary human and 

financial resources they need regarding the new tasks and duties.    

 - on transborder flows of personal data  encouraging European Data Protection Authorities 

to raise data subjects’ awareness of their rights in relation to transborder data flows, such as 

the right of access and the possibilities available for remedies and sanctions and welcoming 

the significant improvements of Privacy Shield compared with the Safe Harbor, but also 

supporting the European Commission’s intention to work on further clarifications and 

improvement and committing to monitor closely further progress of the legislative procedure.  

In his official closing speech the President of NAIH evaluated the Spring Conference as a 

successful and effective event. The sand-glass symbolically started by Dr. Péterfalvi showed 

that the deadline for the GDPR to enter into force is rapidly approaching and the European 

DPAs are aware of their duties.  

We look forward to the next European Conference in Cyprus in 2017, which will be 

hosted by the Cypriot Office of the Commissioner for Personal Data Protection. 

 

Budapest, 31 May, 2016 


