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Subject:  Clarification of Article 5 of the Artificial Intelligence Act regarding the
deployment of remote biometric identification systems in publicly accessible
spaces

1.  Can the Commission clarify the distinction between ‘publicly accessible spaces’ and
other spaces (e.g. around schools) in relation to the prohibition of real-time facial
recognition under the Artificial Intelligence (Al) Act, notably in cases where remote
biometric identification (RBI) systems are deployed outside school premises and
monitor individuals in public areas and those entering the premises of the school?

2. While referring to the national security exemption under the Al Act, how does the
Commission ensure that national security claims do not circumvent the Al Act
safeguards against mass biometric surveillance, particularly in spaces where minors are
present?

3. Can the Commission clarify whether deploying RBI around schools on the grounds of
national security, with the aim of detecting individuals who are behaving unusually or
suspiciously, would be proportionate, necessary and justifiable under the Al Act, given
the sensitive population (minors) involved and the strict conditions regarding
authorisation?
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