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ABSTRACT: 
The treatment of personal data has emerged as one of the main strategies in many 
countries for the prevention, control and monitoring of the COVID-19 pandemic. There 
are numerous applications that, with a variety of methods, collect data from citizens to be 
able to trace their contacts in case they become infected. The analysis through Big 
Data and models based on Artificial Intelligence also allow health authorities to obtain a 
deep understanding of the evolution and expansion of the virus. 
Animals, as has happened in other outbreaks, have become a suspected vector of 
transmission of the disease, particularly those called "wild" that are sold in open-air 
markets in some regions of China and other Asians countries. There is no scientific 
evidence of contagion chains with domestic animals, although some journalistic 
news begins to account for the first transmissions. At the moment, as a hypothesis, it is 
necessary to consider the possibility that for reasons of health security the data of animals 
that are in contact with or coexist with humans may be recorded. 
Information on animals, both " wild " and domestic, can be very useful for health 
authorities in fighting the pandemic. However, it is necessary to ask two fundamental 
questions that, despite being closely related, suppose a very diverse theoretical-
conceptual approach. First, from a human perspective, we must reflect on how the data 
processing of their animals impacts on the privacy of people. The treatment of those 
animal data (for example, the chip) that can identify their owners can be considered 
as personal data subject to data protection regulations (European Data Protection 
Regulation-GDPR and Organic Law on Protection of Data and Digital Rights Guarantee-
LOPDGDD) . However, can the data regarding the animal be understood as equivalent to 
the property of a thing? Should it be considered its close relationship with the right to 



privacy? Should it be understood as protected by the category of special / highly sensitive 
data? 
The second question is whether animals by themselves have the right to privacy and data 
protection. The answer regarding the RGPD and the LOPGDD hasn’t any doubt, the right 
to the protection of personal data does not apply to animals. However, it is admissible 
that the animal data are processed without any limitation, without any control, without 
warranty, when for reasons of health safety results from this treatment may affect l animal 
welfare, or even It can lead to fatal decisions like your own sacrifice. In short, the profound 
digital transformation that our society has undergone leads us to open a debate on the 
right to animal privacy. 
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