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We are speaking on behalf of DCU’s Institute for Future Media, Democracy and Society, a 
leading research centre focussing on the digital transformation of media, democracy, and 
society. 

Based on our work on media literacy, digital rights and platform regulation, we find that the 
substantial changes proposed by the Digital Omnibus Package represent a significant 
weakening of safeguards designed to protect the public, secure personal data and govern AI 
systems. 

The justification for the Digital Omnibus is to simplify complex rules and to increase 
European competitiveness. However, the Omnibus introduces complexity instead of the 
clarity and consistent enforcement for the disproportionately burdened SMEs that comply 
with existing EU rules. In fact, the key benefactors of the Digital Omnibus appear to be the 
major (mostly American) tech companies who have lobbied aggressively for deregulation. 

We are particularly concerned that the Omnibus Package proposals weaken the definition of 
personal data under GDPR, moving from an objective assessment to a controller-specific 
interpretation, and restrict the possibility for data subjects to exercise their right to gain 
access to their own data. These measures undermine legal certainty and weaken personal 
data protections for individuals. 

We find the Package dilutes existing mechanisms for external scrutiny and oversight of AI 
development systems. It allows developers to rely on “legitimate interest” rather than 
consent when processing personal data for AI training. It allows for special category data to 
remain within AI training datasets where companies consider removal to be too “difficult”, 
with little detail as to how such an assessment would be carried out. The Package also 
delays certain obligations for high-risk AI systems and removes the requirement for public 
registration of some of these systems. These changes reduce transparency and risk further 
normalising the broad use of personal data without sufficiently robust necessity and 
proportionality checks. 

By broadening the definition of research activities under the GDPR to include a wider range 
of industrial and commercial activities, the Omnibus blurs the boundary between commercial 
activity and scientific research that serves a clear public interest. 

Finally, the decision to downgrade AI literacy from a direct legal duty on AI providers and 
deployers to a matter of encouragement by the Commission and Member States risks 
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hollowing out existing expectations around meaningful explanation and accountability. 
Without clear legal obligations and given the distinct lack of financial support for bodies 
capable of promoting AI literacy at the national level, commitments to improving public 
understanding of AI systems risk remaining largely aspirational. 

While public demand for platform accountability is growing, the EU is pursuing a 
deregulation agenda with little evidence to support it. Notably, the Commission did not 
conduct a dedicated rights impact assessment for the Omnibus. This is surprising as the 
very point of GDPR and the ePrivacy framework is the protection of fundamental rights. 
Instead, such regulatory streamlining risks further restricting the possibilities of data subjects 
to exercise their rights. 
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