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(B4t L : Catharina Glugla & Steve Wood, CJEU Rules That a Credit Score
Constitutes Automated Decision Making Under the GDPR, ALLEN & OVERY (Jan. 10,
2024), https://www.allenovery.com/en-gb/global/blogs/data-hub/cjeu-rules-that-a-
credit-score-constitutes-automated-decision-making-under-the-gdpr; Davinia Brennan
et al., CJEU Delivers Important Decision on Automated Decision-Making Under the
GDPR, MATHESON (Jan. 16, 2024), https://www.matheson.com/insights/detail/cjeu-
delivers-important-decision-on-automated-decision-making-under-the-gdpr. )

2023 £12 1 7 El » %% I (Court of Justice of the European Union, CJEU)

%ﬁﬁwi’»tﬁswgﬁaﬁsﬁﬂ“L%ﬁﬁwwﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁmemmd)é
EREN -3 - SVESS SRW - Oh-LF s - s Lbﬁfi-;am MR B A P 220
1 Schufa - H 2B A0 @ % & 42384 % ALt A 1 f (AI) FiEmas iz

#5 i 4% (Automated Decision Making ) 1+ ,rm}_# CRCRE -5
o

TR AR R B R B LR LR R
- ﬂﬁﬂ"n*nt%] LHARFER LR b AR TR AL Z BT B
TR P PHERE P HEURAFTIMIEE -

m-k’{_

! Case C-634/21, OQ v Land Hessen (Dec. 7, 2023) (Judgement of the Court).
2 Id. 9 20.
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3 Case C-634/21, OQ v Land Hessen (Oct. 15, 2021) (Request for a Preliminary Ruling), 9 2.

4 Regulation (EU) 2016/679 (General Data Protection Regulation), art. 15.1(h), 2016 O.J. (L 119) 1, 43
[hereinafter GDPR] (“The data subject shall have the right to obtain from the controller confirmation as
to whether or not personal data concerning him or her are being processed, and, where that is the case,
access to the personal data and the following information: . . . the existence of automated decision-
making, including profiling, referred to in Article 22(1) and (4) and, at least in those cases, meaningful
information about the logic involved, as well as the significance and the envisaged consequences of
such processing for the data subject.”).

5> Case C-634/21 (Request for a Preliminary Ruling), q 2.

6 Id.

7 Case C-634/21, 0Q v Land Hessen, Joined party: Schufa Holding AG (Mar. 16, 2023) (Opinion of
Advocate General Pikamaée), 912.

8 Id.

9 Case C-634/21 (Judgement of the Court), 9 19.

10 1d 927.

11 GDPR, art. 22.1, at 46 (“The data subject shall have the right not to be subject to a decision based
solely on automated processing, including profiling, which produces legal effects concerning him or
her or similarly significantly affects him or her.”).

12 Case C-634/21 (Judgement of the Court), § 16.
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13 1d. 4 73.

14 1d. 9 43.

15 1d. 99 44-50.

18 1d. q 46.

17 Id. 4 45 (“The broad scope of the concept of ‘decision’ is confirmed by recital 71 of the GDPR,
according to which a decision evaluating personal aspects relating to a person, to which that person
should have the right not to be subject, ‘may include a measure’ which either produces ‘legal effects
concerning him or her’, or, ‘similarly significantly affects him or her’.”).

18 I1d. 949.

19 1d. 4 73.

2 I1d. 961.

2 Id. 9 63.
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2 [d. 94 43-49.
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