, 2020, 44(2).:193-197
Journal of Zhejiang Sci-Tech University
DOI:10. 3969/5.issn.1673—3851(s).2020. 02.011

( . 310018)

H H 5 H H

: D924 : A : 1673-3851 (2020) 04-0193-07

Technical differentiation protection strategy for mandatory

disclosure of personal information by the government
XING Yijing, KANG Jianguang
(School of LLaw and Politics, Zhejiang Sci-Tech University, Hangzhou 310018, China)

Abstract: Article 15 of the Regulations on the Disclosure of Government Information of the People’s
Republic of China determines the legitimacy that the administrative organ can violate the will of the main
body of information and force the disclosure of personal information in consideration of the public interest.
The technical differentiation protection strategy has become an important way to balance government
information disclosure and personal privacy information protection. Based on the analysis of the legal basis,
connotation, value and consideration factor of technical differentiation protection, this paper puts forward
the technical differentiation protection strategy of personal information. First of all, the administrative
agency should classify the personal information held by the government into eleven categories according to
the content, and divide it into three levels: high, medium and light according to the degree of privacy of
personal information. Secondly, on this basis, privacy protection technologies such as distortion,
encryption, and anonymization are used to differentiate the mandatory disclosure of personal information.
Finally, after the personal information processed by the technology is forcibly disclosed, security measures
such as restriction of purpose and prohibition of re-identification should be taken to reduce the identified
risks and further protect the privacy rights of the information subject.

Key words: the government information publicity; personal information; privacy protection; technical

differentiation protection; mandatory disclosure; strategy
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