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MINUTES OF THE WP 10/11 - MEETING

Date:


Friday, 23rd November 2007
Location:
Rooms of the postgraduate University Program in Information Law and Legal Information, University of Vienna
Agenda
9:45 – 10:00 
Welcome (IRI)
10:00 – 11:00
Presentation of WP 10 

· Data Protection framework (IRI)

· CDP (CRID)

· Ethical feedback (UH)

10:00 – 11:15
Coffee break

11:15 - 12:30
Presentation of WP 11 (Custodix)

· Technical and organizational measures

· CAT 
12:30 - 14:30  
Lunch break 
14:30 - 15:30  
Meeting with representatives of the Austrian data protection Commission

15:30 – 16:00
Coffee break
16:00 - 17:00  
Meeting with representatives of the ARGE-Daten and with representatives of the Ludwig Boltzmann Institut for Human Rights
17:00 – 18:00
Discussion

18:00

Social event / dinner 

Participants



CRID


Jean-Marc Van Gyseghem

Custodix

Brecht Claerhout
Philips


Pierre America
UH


Regine Kollek
USAAR

Alexander Hoppe
LUH


Nikolaus Forgó




Marian Arning




Tina Krügel

Minutes
The main goal to achieve during this meeting was to find out, whether the legal and the security ACGT data protection framework were still in line with each other.

Nikolaus and Brecht therefore were giving a presentation on the implementation of the pseudonymization procedure as it was understood from the legal point of view (Nikolaus) respectively is planed from the technical point of view (Brecht). 
During the discussion the following issues were stated:
· We will not make the use of CAT obligatory, but give hospitals the opportunity to use any other pseudonymization tool that guaranties an equally high standard.

· There will be no defined technical re-identification procedure. As such a case will approximately be very rare, the ACGT user wanting to re-identify a patient will contact the CDP directly. The CDP in cooperation with the TTP will initiate the procedure.

· From a technical point of view it will be complicated to implement the TTP as “keyholder” of the pseudonymization, but it still will be possible by using a vault-function.

In addition the following issues were agreed on:
· In year three WP10 and WP11 plan to introduce a joined deliverable on risk analysis.
· Brecht stated that it will be possible to give ACGT users access to the network according to a specific purpose. It was agreed that this would be an excellent means with regard to the principles of data reduction and data economy.

· It was agreed to aim in future for a solution, where the “ACGT-database”, at the moment located at the hospital, will be outsourced to an external provider, chosen by the hospital and agreed upon by the CDP.
· Concerning the CDP the application for / a participation with the European privacy seal that is issued amongst others by the ULD, Schleswig Holstein (Germany) was discussed. As it seems that the reviewers are selected and paid by the applicants, it was agreed that we will not apply.
· Nikolaus will send a letter to the EU-Commission concerning the CDP.
In the afternoon we had a meeting with the head of the Austrian Data Protection Commission, Dr. Waltraud Kotschy. The planned pseudonymization procedure was introduced to her and discussed. The main outcome was:
· Dr. Kotschy agreed that the genetic data within the ACGT network may be seen as de facto anonymous. In any case whether those data are de facto anonymous or not depends on the specific circumstances.
· The need of an European standardization for quality assurance of pseudonymization services was discussed.
· The Austrian Data Protection Authority would be interested in a cooperation if we decide that the CDP will provide an own data protection seal.

Finally we had another meeting with Dr. Hans G. Zeger of the ARGE-Daten and with Prof. Dr. Hannes Tretter (head) and with Kerstin Buchinger of the Ludwig Boltzmann Institut for Human Rights. Again the planed pseudonymization procedure was introduced and a fruitful discussion followed. Especially the implementation of an internal board consisting of external reviewers supervising legal and ethical compliance was discussed.[image: image1.png]
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