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Homo Digitalis: At a glance
-Founded in March 2018
-Based in Athens, Greece
-National & European focus

-Only existing Digital Rights CSO in Greece 
-Working on a pro bono basis
-Network of 100+ volunteers

-Full Member of EDRi
-Collaboration with Council of Europe & UN 
-Collaboration with Academia, Civil Society 
Orgs, Research Institutions & Think Tanks



Part B: Facial Recognition 
& the proposed EU AI Act

About today’s presentation:

Part A: Use of FR Technologies in Greece -
Practical Examples



Part A: Use of FR Technologies in Greece - Practical Examples

March 2020: Homo Digitalis filed a complaint before the Hellenic Data Protection 
Authority (HDPA) against a 4 million € smart policing contract of the Hellenic 
Police enabling the use of FR and automated fingerprint identification tech in 
police stops. The HDPA has been investigating the case since August 2020. 

May 2021: Homo Digitalis together with Privacy International, noyb and the 
Hermes Center filed a series of legal complaints against Clearview AI, Inc - the 
facial recognition company that claims to have “the largest known database of 3+ 
billion facial images”, before the DPAs in Greece, UK, France and Italy, 
respectively. The Italian DPA fined Clearview for €20 million (March 2022), while 
the UK DPA issued a fine of £7,5 million against the company (May 2022). 

May 2021: Ηοmo Digitalis together with Reporters United and The Press Project 
filed a complaint before the HDPA claiming the misuse of camera equipment 
(drones, cameras on sticks etc.) by the Hellenic Police in 64 cases.  This is not a FR-
related case, since the Hellenic Police has not declared the use of FR. 
Nevertheless, it is still important because it showcases that cameras are already 
widely used in public spaces and the transition to the use of FR tech could be fast.



Part B: Facial Recognition & the proposed EU AI Act
1. A general key point about the risk-based approach 

❖ The proposed EU AI Act lays down a classification for AI 
systems with different requirements and obligations 
tailored on a 'risk-based approach’. 

❖ Homo Digitalis together with other 122 Civil Society 
organizations have criticized this model as “dysfunctional”. 

❖ Such an ex-ante designation of AI systems does not take 
into consideration that the deployment of AI systems can 
be of a dynamic nature, and thus, the risk category is not 
always possible to be determined in advance. 

❖ The “high-risk” category is open to future amendments. 
But this is not the case for the “unacceptable risk” and the 
“limited risk” categories. This aspect undermines the 
lasting relevance of the proposed provisions, and the AI 
Act’s capacity to respond to future developments and 
emerging risks for human rights. 

Source: European Commission, Regulatory framework proposal on artificial intelligence



Part B: Facial Recognition & the proposed EU AI Act
2. Regulating Facial Recognition Tech: A great example of a flawed approach 

❖ Problematic Facial Recognition technologies are listed in three different risk 
categories, i.e., “unacceptable-risk”, “high-risk” and “limited-risk”.

❖ According to Article 5, the use of 'real-time' remote biometric identification 
systems of natural persons in publicly accessible spaces for law enforcement 
purposes is “unacceptable”. However, there are three exceptions:

1) targeted search for potential victims of crime,  
2) prevention of a specific, substantial and imminent threat to the life 
or physical safety of a person or of a terrorist attack, 
3) detection, localisation, identification or prosecution of a 
perpetrator or individual suspected of a criminal offence 
referred to in the European Arrest Warrant Framework Decision.

❖ According to Article 6 and Annex III, any other real-time and 'post’ remote 
biometric identification systems should be classified as ' high-risk’, in 
compliance with mandatory requirements / ex-ante conformity assessments.

❖ Based on Article 52, biometric categorization systems are considered 
“limited-risk” & are subject to transparency measures (except in law 
enforcement sector?)



Part B: Facial Recognition & the proposed EU AI Act
3. Asking for a general ban on any use of AI for an automated recognition of 
human features in publicly accessible spaces in any context 



Thank you for your attention!

Feel free to reach out to 
e.chelioudakis@homodigitalis.gr

and find more info about our actions at
www.homodigitalis.gr

mailto:e.chelioudakis@homodigitalis.gr
http://www.homodigitalis.gr/

