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3. The second indent of Article 18(2) of Directive 95/46/EC of the
European Parliament and of the Council of 24 October 1995 on
the protection of individuals with regard to the processing of
personal data and on the free movement of such data must be
interpreted as not placing the personal data protection official
under an obligation to keep the register provided for by that
provision before an operation for the processing of personal
data, such as that resulting from Articles 42(8b) and 44a of
Regulation No 1290/2005, as amended by Regulation No
1437/2007, and from Regulation No 259/2008, is carried out.

4. Article 20 of Directive 95/46 must be interpreted as not
imposing an obligation on the Member States to make the publi-
cation of information resulting from Articles 42(8b) and 44a of
Regulation No 1290/2005, as amended by Regulation No
1437/2007, and from Regulation No 259/2008 subject to
the prior checks for which that Article 20 provides.
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Council Directive 92/61/EEC of 30 June 1992 relating to the type-
approval of two or three-wheel motor vehicles, and Directive
2002/24/EC of the European Parliament and of the Council of 18
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such legislation must comply with EU law, in particular Articles 34
TFEU and 36 TFEU.
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