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1. Could you please describe the reasons of your application for the post and why do you 

consider yourself suitable for it?  

I have a simple answer to the question of why I applied for the position of European Data 

Protection Supervisor and what my main motivation is: the protection of privacy. As a young 

lawyer, privacy law had a great impact on me, together with the possibilities inherent in data 

protection for improving people’s quality of life. I have dedicated my entire professional 

career to the protection of personal data, and I have been working on data protection law for 

almost 17 years on a daily basis. As the next EDPS, I would like to continue this work and will 

remain fully committed to ensuring a high level of protection of privacy data. As the EDPS, I 

also intend to make the protection of data a reality in their daily lives for everyone in the EU.  

My CV provides a good overview of my participation in European data protection matters. In 

this written answer I would like to highlight the following:  

- In 2006-2007 I served as a national expert in EDPS. This 18-month period has 

given me the opportunity to participate in the work of the EDPS and to gain a first-

hand insight into the work of the European Union’s data protection supervisory 

authority.  

- My role during Hungary’s Presidency of the Council of the European Union. During 

this period, I was Chair of the Working Party on Information Exchange and Data 

Protection (DAPIX) for the first semester of 2011. During my chairmanship, the 

Council adopted conclusions drawn up by the governments of the Member States in 

response to the European Commission’s communication on the data protection reform. 

This preceded the GDPR, but it already formed part of the long debates that, many 

years later, led to the creation of the new legal framework.  

- I am a regular participant in meetings of the European Data Protection Board. I have 

been Chair of the Cooperation Expert Group 1 within the Board since 2015 . The 

                                                 
1 Prior to 25 May 2018 it operated as part of the Article 29 Working Party.  
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Expert Group has drafted a number of documents relating to the cooperation of data 

protection supervisory authorities.  

It can be seen from the above that my professional experience is relevant in the context of the 

EDPS position. I consider myself to be an appropriate candidate to be appointed as an active 

member of the data protection authorities’ network. I have been working hard on the 

European Data Protection Board (EDPB) and the Article 29 Working Party for a long time, and 

this, together with my experience in a Member State authority, provides me with a firm basis 

to carry out the tasks of the EDPS according to the highest professional standards.  

The European Data Protection Supervisor reaches a broad audience in the European Union 

and also at global level. This is a challenge that I find exceptionally motivating. I will be 

very happy to assume the responsibility which this entails. I am sure that, together with the 

professional and committed staff of the EDPS Secretariat, we will be able to achieve these 

objectives. 

I am at the disposal of the European Union in order to serve its citizens.  

2. Could you please describe your vision for the future of the authority you would have to 

lead as EDPS, including potential challenges you anticipate and your priorities for this 

independent authority?  

The future of privacy must feature in any discussion of the future of the EDPS. I believe that 

the trend for technological changes to cause social changes will remain prevalent. The 

behaviour of users has a significant impact on the private lives of others and their social 

situation. All data protection authorities must perform their duties in this context. Completing 

the legislative process which has begun in recent years but has not yet been completely finished 

is an urgent task. In the coming years it is not a radical data protection reform but rather 

completing the work begun and ensuring consistent and effective enforcement of the existing 

rules which will be needed. Taking all this into account, we can identify the following 

priorities for the forthcoming period of the EDPS:  

- Monitoring technological and societal changes with the aim of effective 

enforcement 

- Analysis of the use of personal data as a commodity and a means of payment.  

- Facilitating cooperation between data protection, consumer protection and 

competition authorities to protect individuals.  

As with all data protection authorities, the EDPS also has the mission to protect privacy and 

personal data and improve the quality of life of citizens. I share the values of the strategy 

determined for the EDPS for the 2014-2019 period: integrity, transparency, impartiality and 

pragmatism. I would lead the EDPS on the basis of these values and would expect them to be 

upheld by all its staff. As part of the staff strategy I would involve as many colleagues as 

possible in the work of the EDPS, for example as national experts working for a Member 

State’s data protection authority. This sharing of experience and close cooperation will lead 

to a mutually beneficial outcome. 

The EDPS is obliged to deliver an opinion on legislative acts of the European Union. In this 

context, the EDPS must remain a reliable partner and be accessible at all stages of the 
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legislative process in order to be able to enter into discussions with the co-legislators. Good 

cooperation between the EDPB and the EDPS must be maintained in the field of legislation.  

In the area of control and enforcement, I will develop a strategy which identifies priorities and 

highlights the instances of data processing which merit particular attention, based on the 

experience of previous years. In implementing the strategy, priority will be given to 

consultations which might facilitate the lawfulness of data processing which has not yet 

started. Coordination of checks on Member States’ authorities in the area of Justice and Home 

Affairs must continue in the future.  

Data protection ultimately aims to protect the individual. Data protection rules sometimes 

overlap with competition rules and consumer protection rules. The separation of responsibilities 

in matters of common interest will remain an important issue in the future, so that the initiative 

of the EDPS Digital Clearinghouse should be continued.  

The EDPS is a key player in strengthening the protection of privacy outside as well as inside 

the European Union. The EDPS has a global role and a global responsibility. Every player 

in the world is affected by the increasing significance of data protection. Each is looking for a 

partner to act as a kind of guide: a beacon to light the way. This is unavoidably the function of 

data protection authorities such as the EDPS, and the expectation can be fulfilled if there are 

sufficient staff and financial resources. This will be a challenge for the EDPS.   

I would launch a public debate on how the value of data in the economic process can be 

understood. Questions concerning a kind of privacy tax based on the use of that data also need 

to be examined. There is a need to consider the imposition of a tax on benefits gained from 

data in the field of privacy, particularly in the case of technology giants.  

3. How do you intend to fulfil the role that the EDPS has been legally attributed regarding 

the supervision of Justice and Home Affairs agencies and what are your views on 

exchanges of personal data by and to JHA agencies, specifically regarding supervision of 

personal data transfers to third countries?  

Attitudes towards the European Union are highly dependent on the success of justice and home 

affairs (JHA) policies and therefore deserve particular attention from all institutions. Some 

agencies in the area of justice and home affairs handle a large amount of personal data, 

especially EU-LISA. Finding the correct balance between security and privacy is at the 

heart of supervision. This is an area which is central to my enforcement policy.  

Europol supervision is a dedicated task of the EDPS, in the course of which I intend to use the 

following tools. In order to ensure effective cooperation between the EDPS and Europol, 

regular meetings need to be held at which all data protection issues relating to the planned 

data processing can be discussed. This also serves to enforce the principle of data protection 

by design.  

Regular monitoring of Europol’s activities is also an important tool in which experts from the 

Member States can usefully be involved. Remote monitoring can also be used, either on its 

own or as follow-up monitoring. Ex-ante monitoring is an opportunity to identify and manage 

risks in the event of planned and increased risk processing. This is also an important tool to 

ensure compliance with the rules.  
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The Secretariat of the Europol Cooperation Board, which sits twice a year, will be provided 

by the EDPS. This is a forum which enables the experience gained from monitoring to be 

exchanged among the authorities. Thanks to the Joint Parliamentary Scrutiny Group, the 

possibility of democratic scrutiny is built in to the system. The EDPS also has the task of 

supporting this.  

Monitoring the lawfulness of data processing by the agencies in the area of justice and home 

affairs requires cooperation between the EDPS and Member State authorities. While I 

anticipate that the monitoring of data relating to files handled in the central units will be 

undertaken with the tools described above, monitoring of data processing at Member State 

level, and thus the use of the data received from the central unit, will fall within the competence 

of the Member States’ data protection authorities. The exercise of these two competences 

must be harmonised in order to be effective. This is currently ensured by the Supervision 

Coordination Groups, whose secretariat is provided by the EDPS. In this role, coordination 

in the area of monitoring at Member State and EU level must also be reinforced.  

In my view, the exchange of data between the institutions of the European Union is a 

prerequisite for the effective performance of tasks, in order to ensure that the enforcement 

of freedom, security and justice is a daily reality for citizens. The free flow of data within the 

Union is therefore a self-evident phenomenon and, in addition to a high level of protection, all 

the conditions to enable this must be guaranteed.  

As far as non-EU countries are concerned, the level of data protection has been found to be 

in compliance with the Commission’s decisions in only a small part of the world. In such cases, 

other tools to ensure conformity play an important role. Given that in these cases the transfer 

of data begins in the European Union, the operation each time is subject to monitoring by the 

data protection authorities. Coordinated and regular monitoring in conjunction with the 

Member States’ data protection authorities must be carried out, a competence of the 

authorities which has also been highlighted by the Schrems judgment. The effectiveness of 

EU JHA policies will be increased if compliance is achieved by as many countries or 

international organisations as possible, and I see the promotion and support of this as an 

important task. However, the increase in data exchange with non-EU countries must not lead 

to lower levels of protection. 


