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In the Article modern standards and requirements to processing of personal data, which are proposed by the General
Data Protection Regulation, as well as nowadays Ukrainian legislation on personal data protection are analysed. At the
same time, in this Article examples, when thenfulfilment of obligations is mandatory for Ukrainian companies, are rep-
resented. The author proposed some changes into a range of Ukrainian legislative acts and defined further ways of Ukra-
inian legislation modernisation in order to reach European standards and effective use of right on personal data protection.
In addition, the author described steps, which Ukrainian companies need to make for compliance with requirements of
the Regulation and proper protection of data subjects rights.
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I. Introduction. Within the challenges which per-
sonal data and privacy protection faces today it comes
to be obvious the fact that national legislation all over
the world is not able to cope with them. It worth only to
remember the latest Facebook data scandal, where was
revealed that Cambridge Analytica collected and used
personal data of more than 50 million Facebook users
without their permission in Trump’s presidential cam-
paign [1]. On this background, it seems to be very urgent
the adoption and implementation of new laws in the
sphere of personal data and privacy protection field.

In the European Union the role of such a piece of
legislation is entrusted to Regulation (EU) 2016/679 of
the European Parliament and of the Council of 27 April
2016 on the protection of natural persons with regard to
the processing of personal data and on the free move-
ment of such data, which is nowadays is well-known as
the General Data Protection Regulation (here and after —
GDPR). Basically, it is necessary to highlight that the
GDPR became a legal basis for Article 8 of Charter of
Fundamental Rights of the European Union realization,
which declares: “Everyone has the right to the protection
of personal data concerning him or her” [2].

Under the Law of Ukraine on 01.07.2010 Ne 2411-
VI “On the Principles of Domestic and Foreign Policy”
basic principles of foreign policy of Ukraine as a Euro-
pean state are entrenched. Therefore, in the Article 11
(2) the provision of ensuring integration of the country
into the European political, economic, legal space for the

purpose of membership in the European Union is pro-
vided [3]. Thus, the task of harmonization of national
data protection legislation with new data protection rules
and standards described by the GDPR shall be one of the
vitally important goals for Ukrainian legislators.

At the same time, establishing of the GDPR rules is
extremely important for Ukrainian companies due to the
nature of application of Regulation. Therethrough, the
Regulation has an extra-territorial scope of application,
which means that it takes into account the location of the
individual, whose personal data is processing, as well
the location of the processing. At the same time, under
the GDPR companies can be brought to responsibility
for not establishing its standards and can be obliged to
pay fines respectively. However, it also brings elements
of unification of business activity process between
Ukrainian companies and their EU counteragents, and
what is more it makes Ukrainian market far more inte-
resting and safe for further investments from the Euro-
pean Union.

II. Topical GDPR outlines. As it was stated by
Steve Wood, ICO Deputy Commissioner: “GDPR is an
evolution in data protection, not a burdensome revolu-
tion” [4]. Basically, the new EU Regulation was adopted
on 27 April 2016 by European Parliament and Council
of the European Union, entered into force on 24 May
2016 and will apply from 25 May 2018. By this, it re-
pealed Directive 95/46/EC, which was the previous EU
legislative act on personal data and privacy protection.
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Paying attention to this fact, M. Goddard said: “One of
the major changes with the new framework is that, as a
Regulation, it is directly applicable, with limited scope
for Member States to impose their own rules” [5].

He also mentioned, that “GDPR goes beyond current
law in demanding higher standards for organisations
processing data — but these higher standards are philo-
sophically in line with best practice and ethical ap-
proaches that are practised by research practitioners”
[5]. T. Erridge shares such an opinion and says: “Being
a cyber-security advocate and practitioner, I think the
spirit of the GDPR 1is genuine and it should be seen as a
driver for better behaviour and best practice” [6].

At the same time, B.-J. Koops is arguing, that “the
current data protection reform is on the wrong track,
since it disregards the problems underlying the current
lack of actual data protection in practice” [7]. Further-
more, he points: “Too much is expected from informa-
tional self-determination, which is impossible in the 21st
century. Too much is expected from controllers, for
whom compliance is too complex even if they want to
follow the law. And too much is expected from regulat-
ing everything within a single framework of law in the
books” [7].

Nevertheless, as it was already mentioned that the
GDPR is applicable from 25 May 2018. Under Article
3(1) of the Regulation, it applies to “the processing of
personal data in the context of the activities of an estab-
lishment of a controller or a processor in the Union, re-
gardless of whether the processing takes place in the
Union or not” [8]. Moreover, the fact that has direct link
to the Ukrainian companies is that under Article 3(2) the
GDPR rules apply to the processing of personal data of
data subjects, who are in the Union, by a controller or
processor, which is not established in the Union in two
cases: 1) the offering of goods or services, irrespective
of whether a payment of the data subject is required, to
such data subjects in the Union; or 2) the monitoring of
their behaviour as far as their behaviour takes place
within the Union” [8]. Hopefully, the explanation of both
of these situations is partly provided in recitals 23 and
24 of the GDPR respectively. Thus, to determine where-
as the offering of goods or services to EU data subjects
exists “it should be ascertained whether it is apparent
that the controller or processor envisages offering ser-
vices to data subjects in one or more Member States in
the Union” [8]. It also adds: “Whereas the mere acces-
sibility of the controller’s, processor’s or an intermedi-
ary’s website in the Union, of an email address or of
other contact details, or the use of a language generally
used in the third country where the controller is estab-
lished, is insufficient to ascertain such intention...” [8].
At the same time, recital 24 establishes monitoring the
behaviour of data subjects as a process, when “natural
persons are tracked on the internet including potential

subsequent use of personal data processing techniques
which consist of profiling a natural person, particularly
in order to take decisions concerning her or him or for
analysing or predicting her or his personal preferences,
behaviours and attitudes” [8]. As an example, usage of
cookies or IP addresses to obtain information about be-
haviour of EU data subjects will be determined as a
monitoring. However, for Ukrainian companies is neces-
sary to understand that “behavior monitoring does not
have to be aimed at individuals in the EU, but the mon-
itored behavior must take place in the Union” [9].

I11. Ways to improve legislation. As it was already
mentioned in paragraph I of this article, national data
protection legislation harmonization to the GDPR stan-
dards should become the prior task of Ukrainian legisla-
tor. Thus, the Constitution of Ukraine on June 28, 1996
Ne 254%/96-BP (here and after — the Constitution of
Ukraine) and the Law of Ukraine on June 1, 2010
Ne 2297-VI1 “On Protection of Personal Data” (here and
after — the Law of Ukraine “On Protection of Personal
Data”) require further modernisation in the sphere of
data protection. Firstly, taking into account European
ambitions of Ukraine these changes shall be implement-
ed as quickly and precise, as it possible. Secondly, es-
tablishment of effective functioning of the GDPR rules
and standards on the level of national legislation will
definitely raise up overall impression of Ukrainian data
protection legislation among EU Member States and
attract new investments from EU zone. For these pur-
poses, it is necessary to pay attention to implementation
to national legislation next provisions: 1) fundamental
right on protection of personal data; 2) harmonization
‘personal data’ definition to the GDPR standard; 3) new
general principles relating to processing of personal
data; 4) establishing breach notifications.

1I1.1. Protection of personal data as a fundamental
right

To begin with, recital 1 of the GDPR declares: “The
protection of natural persons in relation to the processing
of personal data is a fundamental right. Article 8(1) of
the Charter of Fundamental Rights of the European
Union (the ‘Charter’) and Article 16(1) of the Treaty on
the Functioning of the European Union (TFEU) provide
that everyone has the right to the protection of personal
data concerning him or her” [8]. Further, in recital 4
mentioned that “the right to the protection of personal
data is not an absolute right; it must be considered in
relation to its function in society and be balanced against
other fundamental rights, in accordance with the prin-
ciple of proportionality” [8]. However, if to refer to
Chapter II of the Constitution of Ukraine, it will be im-
possible to define something similar to the right of pro-
tection of personal data. Thus, the Constitution guaran-
tees to each person privacy of mail, telephone conversa-
tions, telegraph and other communication;
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non-interference in personal and family life, etc. Consti-
tutional rights and freedoms are guaranteed and cannot
be abolished [10], so there is a pressing need for the right
of personal data protection to be established in the Con-
stitution of Ukraine among other fundamental rights and
freedoms. At the same time, it is necessary to underline,
that constitutional norms are the norms, which have di-
rect effect [10]. So, integrating the right of person for
protection of his or her personal data into the Constitu-
tion of Ukraine will have positive consequences which
lead to ensuring higher standards of data protection in
Ukraine, creating a legislative basis for implementing
best examples of European data protection practices, etc.

111.2. ‘Personal data’: how to define?

The definition of ‘personal data’ in national legisla-
tion can be found in the Law of Ukraine “On Protection
of Personal Data”. It is considered to be information or
a set of information about natural person that is identi-
fied or can be directly identified [11]. However, this
definition in comparison to the one established in the
GDPR is too narrow, so is not able to protect personal
data of citizens within the European standards and needs
urgent harmonization. Thus, under the GDPR personal
data definition covers “any information relating to an
identified or identifiable natural person (‘data subject’);
an identifiable natural person is one who can be identi-
fied, directly or indirectly, in particular by reference to
an identifier such as a name, an identification number,
location data, an online identifier or to one or more fac-
tors specific to the physical, physiological, genetic, men-
tal, economic, cultural or social identity of that natural
person” [8]. Further examples of what is considered to
be ‘personal data’ provided: a name and surname; a
home address; an email address such as name.surname(@
company.com; an identification card number; location
data (for example the location data function on a mobile
phone); an Internet Protocol (IP) address; a cookie ID;
the advertising identifier on data subject’s phone; data
held by a hospital or doctor, which could be a symbol
that uniquely identifies a person [12]. So, it is necessary
to agree with J. Krystlik on the fact that “the scope of
‘personal data’ has broadened considerably and now
includes any information relating to a person” [13].
Implementation of ‘personal data’ definition under the
GDPR into the Law of Ukraine “On Protection of Per-
sonal Data” is important to fulfill due to the fact that
modern one is not all the aspects, so a lot of information,
e.g. information, by which is possible indirectly identify
person, is not a ‘personal data’, which leads to the inef-
fective protection of data subjects and making them
vulnerable to nowadays cyber-threats.

111.3. Implementation of new principles

Under the Law of Ukraine “On Protection of Per-
sonal Data” such principles relating to processing of
personal data as ‘lawfulness, fairness and transparency’,

‘purpose limitation’, ‘accuracy’ and ‘storage limitation’
are already ensured [11]. However, in this case the
GDPR also represents a few new principles for Ukrai-
nian data protection legislation, which broaden legisla-
tion in this sphere and deepen protection respectively.
So, it is necessary to pay the attention to the principle of
‘integrity and confidentiality’ of data processing and the
general principle of ‘accountability’ implementation.

Firstly, Article 5 (1(f)) defines ‘integrity and confi-
dentiality’ as a data processing “in a manner that ensures
appropriate security of the personal data, including pro-
tection against unauthorised or unlawful processing and
against accidental loss, destruction or damage, using
appropriate technical or organisational measures” [§].
Basically, this principle represent one of the main ideas
of the GDPR, as it was formulated by ... “motivating
companies to secure their systems to avoid data breaches
where possible and effectively reporting on them when
mitigation has failed” [14]. So, on the background of
rapid technological changes this idea seems to be effec-
tive and appropriate to data processing. Of course, it
obliges data controllers and processors to specific rules
of processing, however, it is adequate measures for such
a sensitive information as personal data they are working
with.

Secondly, under Article 5 (2) “the controller shall be
responsible for, and be able to demonstrate compliance
with, paragraph 17 [8], what is also known as a principle
of ‘accountability’. Consequently, it leads to the obliga-
tion of data controllers to establish and represent compli-
ance programs and strategies. At the same time, this
principle is important for implementation, because it can
bring to Ukrainian legislation concept of privacy by
design and by default [8] and make to rethink the deep-
ness of the responsibility of companies for the safety of
personal data of data subjects in national legislation and
doctrine.

111.4. Breach notification

Article 33 of the GDPR represents personal data
breach notification requirement, which means that “in
the case of a personal data breach, the controller shall
without undue delay and, where feasible, not later than
72 hours after having become aware of it, notify the
personal data breach to the supervisory authority com-
petent in accordance with Article 55, unless the per-
sonal data breach is unlikely to result in a risk to the
rights and freedoms of natural persons” [8]. C. Tankard
highlights the fact that “prior to the GDPR, there has
been no uniform legislation regarding breach notifica-
tion... the GDPR introduces mandatory breach notifica-
tion unless the breach is unlikely to result in a risk to the
rights and freedoms of the data subjects concerned” [15].
It is impossible to miss such a serious concept, because
without establishing such rules Ukrainian legislation will
be not considered to be as the one, which “ensures an
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adequate level of protection” [8]. Thus, it will require
expenses from data controllers for the compliance, how-
ever, it provides better level of personal data and privacy
protection regarding to the fact the governmental bodies
will take part in prevention of possible breaches in short
terms and data subjects will not stay alone in such a
situation.

IV. Recommendations for Ukrainian companies

In the part II of this article were already mentioned
situations, when Ukrainian companies can fall under the
scope of GDPR. For non-compliance with new rules or
for their infringement, they will be liable under Article
83 of the GDPR, which represents a system of adminis-
trative fines. However, in the nearest future all Ukrai-
nian companies, who are controlling or processing any
kind of personal data, shall adopt GDPR practices. And
it is not a question of possible fines, but of companies’
comfortable existence on the market. Thus, S. Hooson
states: “The GDPR aims to clarify the responsibilities
of organisations relating to the data they handle and
store, thus making it easier for both European and non-
European companies to comply and avoid penalties”
[16]. So, the GDPR goes by the way of unification rules,
by creating general standards, clarification rights and
obligations of data processing relations subjects and
establishing unified fines policy as well. Ukrainian com-
panies in this issue shall pay attention for compliance
with next requirements of the Regulation, which are the
most essential in nowadays data protection: 1) establi-
shing representative in the European Union; 2) creating
a Data Protection Officer; 3) composing a code of con-
duct.

IV 1. A representative in the EU

Article 27 of the GDPR directly poses the require-
ment of setting up representatives of controllers or pro-
cessors not established in the Union. Thus, Article 27(3)
requires: “The representative shall be established in one
of the Member States where the data subjects, whose
personal data are processed in relation to the offering of
goods or services to them, or whose behaviour is moni-
tored, are” [8]. However, the GDPR does not determine
in which for shall the representative exist, shall it be
natural person or legal entity. Article 27(1) only men-
tions that such a representative shall be designated in
writing. Basically, the best solutions for Ukrainian com-
panies is to join their forces to create legal entities,
which can professionally and highly qualified represent
them in the EU Member States. It can save the money
and efforts of companies, but at the same time the GDPR
requirements will be met.

1V.2. Data Protection Officer

Data Protection Officer (here and after — DPO) shall
be designated under section 5 of the GDPR. It is oblig-
atory in next situations: “(a) the processing is carried
out by a public authority or body, except for courts act-

ing in their judicial capacity; (b) the core activities of
the controller or the processor consist of processing
operations which, by virtue of their nature, their scope
and/or their purposes, require regular and systematic
monitoring of data subjects on a large scale; or (c) the
core activities of the controller or the processor consist
of processing on a large scale of special categories of
data pursuant to Article 9 and personal data relating to
criminal convictions and offences referred to in Article
10” [8]. Furthermore, it is suggested in Article 37(2) to
companies to designate one DPO from these companies,
if a DPO in this case will be “easily accessible from
each establishment” [8]. S. Hooson points that the DPO,
basically, “will act as an internal data protection compli-
ance auditor” [16]. At the same time, he adds, that now-
adays is an extremely important for businesses “to in-
vest in training up an individual to act as its DPO” [16].
It is necessary to agree with this fact, because the GDPR
requires from the DPO to be designated “on the basis of
professional qualities and, in particular, expert know-
ledge of data protection law and practices and the ability
to fulfil the tasks referred to in Article 39” [8]. Never-
theless, companies, which are data controllers or pro-
cessors, are free to decide whether the DPO will be their
staff member or it is better for them to make a service
contract for the DPO tasks provision [8]. In addition,
Article 39(1) requires from the DPO minimum of tasks,
which he or she shall be ready to cope with, however,
which can be extended be controller or processor com-
pany. This Article includes next obligatory tasks: “(a)
to inform and advise the controller or the processor and
the employees who carry out processing of their obliga-
tions pursuant to this Regulation and to other Union or
Member State data protection provisions; (b) to monitor
compliance with this Regulation, with other Union or
Member State data protection provisions and with the
policies of the controller or processor in relation to the
protection of personal data, including the assignment of
responsibilities, awareness-raising and training of staff
involved in processing operations, and the related au-
dits; (c) to provide advice where requested as regards
the data protection impact assessment and monitor its
performance pursuant to Article 35; (d) to cooperate
with the supervisory authority; (e) to act as the contact
point for the supervisory authority on issues relating to
processing, including the prior consultation referred to
in Article 36, and to consult, where appropriate, with
regard to any other matter” [8]. So, establishment the
position of the DPO in companies will take some efforts
and investment, however, for some companies, as it was
already mentioned above, it is obligatory steps, but
others can by such measures deepen security of own
system and provide better protection for theirs data
subjects, which is the best way of overall improvement
data protection in Ukraine.
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1V.3. Code of conduct

Under Article 40 of the GDPR it is important to
encourage the drawing up of codes of conduct, due to
the fact that it ensures proper application of the Regula-
tion [8]. J. Krystlik supports this idea of proper applica-
tion and mentions that code of conduct shall uphold “the
collection of personal data and information communi-
cated to the public and concerned individuals” [13].
Moreover, the GDPR provides controllers and proces-
sors with a list of what is possible and adequate to in-
clude to theirs codes of conduct: “(a) fair and transparent
processing; (b) the legitimate interests pursued by con-
trollers in specific contexts; (c) the collection of per-
sonal data; (d) the pseudonymisation of personal data;
(e) the information provided to the public and to data
subjects; () the exercise of the rights of data subjects;
(g) the information provided to, and the protection of,
children, and the manner in which the consent of the
holders of parental responsibility over children is to be
obtained; (h) the measures and procedures referred to in
Articles 24 and 25 and the measures to ensure security
of processing referred to in Article 32; (i) the notification
of personal data breaches to supervisory authorities and
the communication of such personal data breaches to
data subjects; (j) the transfer of personal data to third
countries or international organisations; or (k) out-of-
court proceedings and other dispute resolution proce-
dures for resolving disputes between controllers and data
subjects with regard to processing, without prejudice to
the rights of data subjects pursuant to Articles 77 and
79” [8]. So, the list is quite long and covers the most
important spheres of data protection. However, it is ap-
propriate for companies, because it simply encourages
company to establish their policy in a clear manner,
which will be easy to follow. Moreover, the companies
will not stay along facing composing such a code, but
will be provided with help and advices by EU bodies,
due to the fact, that Member States are also interested in
deep realisation of GDPR principles.

V. Conclusion. The General Data Protection re-
gulation became one of the major changes in per-
sonal data and privacy protection nowadays. Created
to establish ‘privacy by design’ and ‘privacy by de-
fault’, it directly touches not only Ukrainian business,
but Ukrainian legislation as well. However, represent-
ing challenges for compliance with its rules and prin-
ciples, it represents new ways for Ukrainian society
development in the sphere of data protection. Thus,
there is a vital need of the implementation of such
general concept into the Constitution of Ukraine, as
‘right to protection of personal data’ as a fundamental
right, in order to guarantee proper data protection and
create a direction for further its improvement in na-
tional legislation. Nevertheless, Law of Ukraine “On
Protection of Personal Data” also needs improvement
of general provisions to be adequate to European
level of data protection. As it was mentioned in this
article, primarily the definition of ‘personal data’ and
principles of data processing shall be modernised and
reach to the GDPR standards. Furthermore, national
legislator shall pay an attention to the creation ‘breach
notification’ as a new institution of law, which is con-
sidered to become an effective way to avoid a breach
of rights and freedoms of data subjects and opens
ways for international cooperation and legal help, if
such a breach will take place. At the same time, some
Ukrainian companies shall be ready to represent com-
pliance with the GDPR requirements, which basically
includes designation of the representative in the EU
Member States, the Data Protection Officer and elab-
oration Codes of conduct. To conclude, integral and
deep modernisation of national data protection legis-
lation in above-mentioned directions with implemen-
tation latest standards, represented by the GDPR,
ensure the development of Ukraine as a safe and law-
bound state, proper protection of the rights and free-
doms of data subjects, as well as make a huge step for
further European integration.
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AHUCHUMOB K. I,
CTYAEHT 1-0T0 Kypca MarucTparypsl MexIyHapoIHO-IPaBOBOTO (aKyabTeTa
HannoHansHOTro IOpUAMYECKOr0 YHUBEPCUTETA YKpauHbl UMeHH Spocinasa Mynporo

OBIIUMN PEIJIAMEHT IO 3AIIUTE JIAHHBIX: IEPCIIEKTUBHBIE ITYTH PA3BUTUA
JJISA YKPAMHCKOI'O 3BAKOHOZATEJIBCTBA U BU3HECA

B crarbe npoaHaIu3upOBaHbl COBPEMEHHbBIE CTaHAAPThl 00pPA00TKU MEPCOHAIBHBIX JaHHBIX U TPEOOBAHUS K HUM,
KOTOpbIE Tpeiokerbl OONIMM perIaMeHTOM TIPO 3allUTy JaHHBIX U BBEJICHBI B jaeiicTBue B EBporeiickom Corose, a
TaK)Ke COBPEMEHHOE COCTOSHHE 3aKOHO/IATENIbCTBA YKPAUHbBI OTHOCHUTEIIHHO 3alUThI IEPCOHAIBHBIX JaHHBIX. B TO xe
BpeMsi, IPUBE/ICHBI IPUMEPbI, KOIJIa UCTIOIHeHUE TpeOoBaHui PertaMenTa sBisieTcs 00s3aTeIbHBIM [UIsl YKPAUHCKHX
KOMITaHHH. ABTOPOM CTaThH MPEIJIOKEHBI U3MEHEHHS B Psijil HOPMATHBHO-IIPABOBBIX aKTOB YKPAWHbI M HAMEUEHBI [Ty TH
JaNTbHeNIIeil MOJIEpHU3AIIMK 3aKOHOATENILCTBA C LENBIO JOCTUKEHHS €BPONEHCKUX CTAaHIAPTOB U 3(P(HEKTUBHOTO UC-
MOJIb30BaHMSI IPABA HA 3AIIUTY JaHHBIX Jua. OnpeelieHb Iard, KOTOPbIe HEOOXOMMO OCYIIECTBUTh ISl IOCTHIKSHUS
KOMILJIaeHca ¢ TpeOoBaHMsIMH PersiaMenTa 1 Ha UIeKallei 3aiuThl CyObeKTOB MEPCOHAIbHBIX JAHHBIX.

KiioueBble ciioBa: niepcoHasbHbIC JIaHHBIC, 3aAIMTA JIAHHBIX, 00pa0b0TKa MEPCOHAIBHBIX JaHHBIX, KOMILUIACHC OU3-
neca, OP3]].

AHICIMOB K. T,
CTyzieHT 1-0ro Kypcy marictparypu MixHapoHO-TIpaBoBOro (akyipreTy HalliloHaIbHOTO FOPUIMYHOTO
yHiBepcHuTeTy iMeHi SIpocnaBa Myaporo

3ATAJIbHUM PETJIAMEHT I3 3AXUCTY JJAHUX: IEPCIEKTHUBHI LIJISIXA PO3BUTKY
JIJISA YKPATHCBKOI'O 3AKOHOJIABCTBA TA BI3BHECY

IMocTanoBka mpo6aemu. HabpaHHS YMHHOCTI 3aralbHUM PETIAMEHTOM i3 3aXUCTY JAaHUX BIUIMBA€ HE JIUIIC HA
Kpainu-uienu €sporneiicbkoro Coro3y Ta IXHe 3aKOHOAABCTBO, a i Ha Ykpainy. Ha Ti1i eBpoiHTerpamiiHuX npoLeciB cTae
HEOOXITHUM 3aIrpOoBaKCHHS HOBITHIX €BPONEHCHKUX CTAHIAPTIB 3aXHCTy NEPCOHATBHUX JaHUX, 3aIPOBAKCHHS 1O~
JTATKOBHX BUMOT JI0 iX 0OpOOKH Ta IMepeoCMUCICHHS MiCIsS BOJIOIUIBIIIB 1 pO3MOPSITHUKIB MEPCOHATBHIX JaHUX 100
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CYYACHI ITPABOBI JOCJILIKEHHSI

000B’SI3KiB 3 MPUBO/IY HAJIEKHOTO 3aXHCTY MpaB Cy0’€KTiB IIEPCOHANBHUX JIAHUX.

MeTor0 JOCIIKEHHS € TEOPETHYHE ONpalfoBaHHs 3akoHonaBcTBa €C 11070 00poOKK MepCcoHANBHUX JaHUX, 30-
KpeMa, eTanbHuit po3niisia 3P3/] y KOHTEKCTi Horo BIIMBY Ha yKpaTHChKE 3aKOHOJIABCTBO Ta YKPaiHChKI KOMITaHii-BOJIO-
JUIBLI Ta KOMIIaHII-pO3MOPSIHUKY MEPCOHANBHUX JIAaHUX, Ta BUPOOJICHHS NPAKTHYHHUX MOpaJ 1 PEeKOMEHaIil 1010
IMIUIEMEHTAIli] HOBUX CTaH/apTiB B YKpaiHChKE 3aKOHOJIABCTBO, MPOMO3HUIIIH /10 YKpaiHCHKMX KOMIIaHii 3a/y1s1 3a0e3me-
YeHHsI KoMITIaeHcy i3 Hopmamu 3P3/].

AHaJTi3 0CcTaHHIX 10CTi/IZKeHb. Y CTaTTI NpoaHaIi30BaHi Npalli €BPONEHChKIX BUCHUX-FOPHCTIB, @ TAKOXK PaBHUKIB-
MIPAKTHKIB, 10 CTOCYIOThCS aHaJi3y nosioxkeHb 3P3/] Ta iXHbOTro BIJIMBY Ha 3aKOHOJABCTBO. Tak, OysM mpoaHalizoBaHi
pobotu Goddard M., Tankard C., Hooson S., Krystlik J., Koops B.-J. Ta inmmux.

Buxiag ocnoBHoro marepiady. [IpoananizoBano 3aranbHy crpykrypy 3P3/] Ta 3BepHeHa yBara Ha HOBEJIH, 1110 OYyITH
3anpornoHoBaHi y Pertamenti. Bukiageno neranbHuil aHas i3 HOBOBBEAEHB IMIOJ0 MPHUHIMIIIB 00pOOKH MEpCOHAIBHUX
JIAaHUX, 3aKPITUICHHS IHCTUTYTY ‘TIOBIJIOMJICHB PO TOPYIICHHs Ta HAaBEJCHI MOXKIIMBOCTI 1X MOAANIBIIOT IMIUIEMEHTAIli
Y 3aKOHOJIABCTBO YKpaiHH. 3alporOHOBAHO TapMOHI3aIliF0 HALlIOHAIBHOT TEPMIHOJOTII 3 €BPOICHCHKOI0, 30KpeMa, Iijl-
KpeciieHa HeoOXiHICTh MOJICPHI3allii BU3HAUCHHS TIEPCOHATIBHUX MaHuX. [laii, aBTOpOM IpoaHai30BaHi MUISIXU JTOCST-
HCHHsI KOMIUTA€HCY YKPaiHChKUX KoMMaHiii 10 BuMor 3P3/] Ta okpeciieHi KOHKPETHi [ii, Kl MOBHHHI OyTH BUKOHAHI, SIK
HarpuKia crBopeHHs nocaan Odinepa i3 3aXUCTy JaHUX, 3a0e3MeueHHs pecTaBHUITBa Kommnanii y €C Toro.

BucHoBKH. YKpaiHCbKe 3aKOHO/IABCTBO Ta Oi3HEC MAIOTh PYXaTHCS y IOJAIBIIOMY HANPSIMKY €BPONEHCHKOT iHTe-
rpaiii Ta 3a0e3neuyBaTH HOBITHI CTaHAAPTH OOPOOKHU MEPCOHATBHUX JAHUX. 3 €0 METOI0 HEOOXITHUMH € peTelibHa
rapMOHI3allisl TEePMIHOJIOTIT Ta 3araJlbHUX MPUHIINIIIB, YTBEPIDKEHHS Ha TEpUTOPii YKpaiHU IpaBa Ha 3aXUCT TIEPCOHAIb-
HUX JJaHUX SIK (PyHAaMEHTAILHOTO TIpaBa JIFOJMHH, IMITIEMEHTAIlis TIPOrPECUBHUX MTPABOBUX 1HCTUTYTIB, IO 3a0e3eqy-
I0Th HAJIS)KHUN 3aXUCT Cy0’€KTIB MEPCOHATBHUX JaHUX.

KirouoBi ci1oBa: nepcoHalibHI 1aHi, 3aXUCT JaHUX, 00p0oOKa IMePCOHANBHUX JaHUX, KOMIUTaeHC Oi3Hecy, 3P3/1.
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