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The report contains the Committee’s proceedings on the consideration of the Data Protection
Bill, 2019 which was read a first time on Thursday 4" July, 2019.

The Data protection Bill, 2019 a Bill for an Act of Parliament sponsored by Hon. Aden
Duale,MP was referred to the Departmental Committee on Communication, Information and
Innovation for consideration and thereafter the Committee is to report to the House pursuant
to National Assembly Standing Order No.127(1 ).

The Committee placed an advertisement in the local dailies on 11" July, 2019 and wrote to
key stakeholders inviting them to submit their views on the Bill on or before 16™ July, 2019.

Upon receipt of the memoranda, the Committee held a total of fifteen meetings with the
stakeholders and considered submissions received which submissions are incorporated in this
report. A total of sixteen memoranda were received from members of the public and
institutional stakeholders in the ICT sector.

The Committee held public County forum meetings with stakeholders from Kakamega,
Mombasa, Kilifi, Kisumu, Kericho and Nakuru Counties. It further held meetings with the
Commission on Administration of Justice, Google Kenya, Amnesty International Kenya,
Article 19, Bowmans La/Coulson Harney LLP, Lawyers Hub, Tespok, CODE-IP, Kenya
Private Sector Alliance (KEPSA) and the Ministry of Information, Communication and
Technology to deliberate on their memoranda.

Thereafter, the Committee proceeded for a report writing retreat which provided the
opportunity to consider the submissions of the public and stakeholders and to further draft,
consider and approve its Report.

On behalf of the Departmental Committee on Communication, Information and Innovation
and pursuant to the provisions of the Standing Order 199 (6), it is my pleasant privilege and
honour to present to this House the Report of the Committee on its consideration of the Data
Protection Bill, 2019.

The Committee is grateful to the Offices of the Speaker and the Clerk of the National
Assembly for the logistical and technical support accorded to it during its sittings. Finally I
wish to express my appreciation to the Honorable Members of the Committee who made
useful contributions towards the preparation and production of this report.

Hon William Kisang, MP
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The Data Protection Bill, 2019 a Bill for an Act of Parliament sponsored by Hon. Aden
Duale, was read a first time on 4™ July, 2019 and subsequently referred to the Departmental
Committee on Communications, Information and Innovation for consideration and thereafter
report to the House pursuant to Standing Order No.127(1).

From the memorandum of objects and reasons the principal object of the Bill is to give effect
to the right to privacy as provided for in Article 31 and (d) of the Constitution by setting out
the requirements for the protection of personal data processed by both public and private
entities. Further, the Bill outlines the key principles that shall govern the processing of
personal data by both public and private entities, while setting out the rights of data subjects
and the duties of data controllers and processors as they handle data.

The Bill further seeks to establish the Office of the Data Protection Commissioner, and sets
out the mandate of the office which shall include inter-alia to make provisions for the
regulation of the processing of personal data, and obligations of data controllers and
processors, and for connected purposes.

The rights of data subjects under this Bill include the right to be informed of the use to which
personal data is to be put, right to access their personal data in custody of a data controller or
data processor, right to object to the processing of all or part of their personal data, right to
correction of false or misleading data and the right to deletion of false or misleading data
about them.

on the
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CHAPTER ONE

PREFACE
1.1 Committee Mandate

1. The Departmental Committee on Communications, Information and Innovation is established
under Standing Order 216 whose mandate pursuant to the Standing Order 216 (5) is as
follows;

a. Investigate, inquire into, and report on all matters relating to the mandate,
management, activities, administration, operations and estimates of the assigned
Ministries and departments;

b. Study the programme and policy objectives of Ministries and departments and the
effectiveness of the implementation;

c¢. Study and review all legislation referred to it;

d. Study, assess and analyze the relative success of the Ministries and departments as
measured by the results obtained as compared with their stated objectives;

e. Investigate and inquire into all matters relating to the assigned Ministries and
departments as they may deem necessary, and as may be referred to them by the
House;

£  To vet and report on all appointments where the Constitution or any law requires the
National Assembly to approve, except those under Standing Order 204 (Committee on
Appointments);

(fa) examine treaties, agreements and conventions;

g. make reports and recommendations to the House as often as possible, including
recommendation of proposed legislation;

h. make reports and recommendations to the House as often as possible, including
recommendation of proposed legislation;

i consider reports of Commissions and Independent Offices submitted to the House
pursuant to the provisions of Article 254 of the Constitution; and

j.  Examine any questions raised by Members on a matter within its mandate.

2. In accordance with Second Schedule of the Standing Orders, the Committee is mandated to
oversee Communication, Information, media and broadcasting (except for broadcast of
parliamentary proceedings), Information Communications Technology (ICT) development
and advancement of technology and modernization of production strategies.

-
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12  Committee Membership

1 The Departmental Committee on Communication, Information and Innovation was
constituted by the House in December 2017 and comprises of the following Members-

Chairperson
Hon. Kisang William Kipkemoi, M.P
MP for Marakwet West Constituency

Jubilee Party

Vice-Chairperson
Hon. George Macharia Kariuki
MP for Ndia Constituency

Jubilee Party

Hon. Liza, Chelule Chepkorir, MP
M.P for Nakuru County

Jubilee Party

Hon. Alfah O. Miruka, MP
M_P for Bomachoge Chache Constituency
Kenya National Congress

Hon. Annie Wanjiku Kibeh, MP
MP for Gatundu North Constituency

Jubilee Party

Hon. Joshua Kimilu, Kivinda, MP
MP for Kaiti Constituency
Wiper Democratic Party

Hon. Marwa Kitayama Maisori, MP
MP for Kuria East Constituency

Jubilee Party

Hon. Mwambu Mabongah, MP
MP for Bumula Constituency

Independent

Hon. Maritim Sylvanus, MP
MP for Ainamoi Constituency

Jubilee Party

Hon. Mwangaza Kawira, MP
MP for Meru County

Independent

Hon. Jonah Mburu, MP
MP for Lari Constituency

Jubilee Party

Hon. Gertrude Mbeyu Mwanyanje, MP
MP for Kilifi County

Orange Democratic Party

Hon. Wamuchomba, Gathoni, MP
MP for Kiambu County

Jubilee Party

Hon. (Eng.) Mark Nyamita Ogola, MP
MP for Uriri Constituency
Orange Democratic Party

Hon. John Kiarie Waweru, MP
MP for Dagoretti South

Jubilee Party

Hon. Erastus Nzioka Kivasu, M.P.
MP for Mbooni
New Democrats Party

Hon. Innocent Momanyi Obiri, MP
Bobasi Constituency
People's Democratic Party

Hon. Godfrey Osotsi Atieno, MP
Nominated

African National Congress

Hon. Anthony, Tom Oluoch, MP
MP for Mathare Constituency
Orange Democratic Party
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1.3 Committee Secretariat
7 The Committee is facilitated by the following secretariat:-

Ms. Hellen Kina
Clerk Assistant I1
Lead Clerk

Mr. Gorod Abdirahaman

Ms. Marlene Ayiro
Fiscal Analyst 11

Senior Legal Counsel

Ms. Lorna Okatch

Ms. Ella Kendi
Research Officer I11

Clerk Assistant I1



CHAPTER TWO
INTRODUCTION

2.1 Background Information

The Data Protection Bill, 2019 sponsored by the Leader of the Majority Party, the Hon. Aden
Duale, MP, was read a first time on g" July, 2019 and subsequently referred to the
Departmental Committee on Communication, Information and Innovation for consideration
and report to the House.

The Bill seeks to give effect to Article 31(c) and (d) of the Constitution on the right to
privacy. The Bill further seeks to establish the office of the Data Protection Commissioner to
oversee the implementation of and be responsible for the enforcement of this law. The Bill
also seeks to provide obligations of data controllers and processors as well as provide for the
regulation of the processing of data by data processors and data controllers. The Bill also sets
out the rights of data subjects which rights include the right to be informed of the use to
which personal data is to be put, 10 access their personal data in custody of a data controller
or data processor, to object to the processing of all or part of their personal data, to correction
of false or misleading data and to deletion of false or misleading data about them.

2.2 Overview of the Bill
Part I of the Bill provides for preliminary provisions and sets out the objects and purposes of
the Bill.

a) This Bill is an Act of Parliament that seeks to give effect to Article 31(c) and (d)
of the Constitution; to establish the Office of the Data Protection Commissioners;
to make provision for the regulation of the processing of personal data; to provide
for the rights of data subjects and obligations of data controllers and processors.

b) This part provides for the interpretation section which contains definition of terms
that are to be used in the Bill. It introduces new terms such as;

“Anonymisation” which means removing personal identifiers from personal
data so that the data subject is no longer identifiable. This being read together
with “consent” which means any voluntary, specific and informed expression
of will of a data subject to process personal data. This implies some control
that a data subject may exercise with regard to data that pertains to them.
Data has been categorized into three; biometric data, health data and personal
data.
Personal data breach has been defined in an effort to curb cyber security.
¢) The object and purpose of this Bill have been highlighted as follows—
i.  regulation of the processing of personal data;
ii.  ensuring the lawful handling of personal data in accordance with
the principles of lawful processing;
iii.  establishing legal and institutional mechanisms to protect personal
data;
iv.  providing data subjects with rights and remedies in respect to the
protection of their personal data.
Part 11 establishes the office of the Data Commissioner and provides for the appointment,
qualifications, functions, powers, removal of the Data Commissioner.

a) This part provides for the Establishment of the Office of the Data Protection
Commissioner which is a body corporate with perpetual succession and a common
seal capable of suing and being sued;

/
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b) Itisa designated state office under Article 260(g) of the Constitution. (an office
established and designated as a State office by national legislation);

¢) The office shall comprise of the Data Protection Commissioner as its head and
accounting officer and other staff appointed by the Data Commissioner.

d) Clause 6 of the Bill provides for the appointment of the Data Commissioner. The
appointment of the Data Protection Commissioner is to be initiated by the Public
Service Commission who after receiving applications from the applicants shall
shortlist the qualified candidate in a transparent process and forward the names to
the Cabinet Secretary who shall within 14 days of receipt of names of the
nominated candidates appoint the Data Commissioner.

e) The data commissioner may establish such directorates as may be necessary for
the better carrying out of the function of the office.

f) Clause 7 of the Bill provides for the qualifications of the Data commissioner
which include inter-alia-

(i) holds a degree from a university recognized in Kenya in data science, law,
information technology or any other related field

(i) has knowledge and relevant experience of not less than ten years; and

(iii) meets the requirements of Chapter Six of the Constitution.

g) The Data Commissioner shall be appointed for a single term of six years and shall
not be eligible for re-appointment.

h) Some of the functions to be carried out by the office include—

1. Overseeing the implementation and enforcement of the Act;

2. Establish and maintain a register of data controllers and processors;

3. Conduct assessment of a public and private bodies or at the request of
a private body to ascertain whether information is processed according
to the provisions of the Act;

4. Educate the general public on the provisions of this Act;

5 Receive and investigate any complaints regarding infringements of the
Act;

6. Undertaking research to the further developments in data processing
and ensuring that there are no adverse effects of any developments on
the privacy of individuals.

i) In performing his duties, the Data Commissioner shall have the following
powers—

1. To conduct investigations on its own initiative or by virtue of a
complaint made;

7 To obtain relevant consultancy or advice from persons within the
public service outside it where it is appropriate;

3. To facilitate alternative dispute resolution on disputes arising from the
Act;

4. To summon witnesses for the purposes of investigation;

5. To impose fines for failure to comply with the Act.

j) Clause 11 of the Bill provides for instances when the office of the Data
Commissioner may become vacant. These include instances where the Data
Commissioner dies, resigns from office is convicted and sentenced to
imprisonment for a term exceeding six months, or is removed from officer on
various grounds.
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k) Clause 12 of the Bill provides for the procedure for removal of a Data
Commissioner from office. A complaint shall be submitted to the Public Service
Commission who shall inform the Data Protection Commissioner of the complaint
and investigate the matter.

I) Clause 13 of the Bill provides that the Data commissioner shall appoint such staff
as may be necessary for the proper discharge of the functions of the office.

7 Part Il provides for the registration of data controllers and data processors.

a) Clause 18 of the Bill provides that no person shall act as a data controller or
data processor unless registered with the Data Protection Commissioner.

b) It outlines the application procedure including necessary thresholds that will
be prescribed by the Data Protection Commissioner that must be met by a
person seeking to be registered.

c) A persona seeking to be registered as a data controller or data processor must
provide the following information to the Data. Protection Commissioner-

(i) a description of the personal data to be processed by the data controller
or data processor;

(ii) a description of the purpose for which the persona data is processed;

(iii) the category of data subjects to which the persona data relates;

(iv) contact details of the data controller or data processor;

(v) a general description of the risks, safeguards, security measures and
mechanisms to ensure the protection of personal data; and

(vi) any other details as may be prescribed by the Data Commissioner.

d) It provides for the issuance of a registration certificate upon successful
application which shall be valid for three years (Clause 20).

e) The Data Protection Commissioner is to keep a register of all the registered
data controllers and data processors (Clause 21).

f) The Data Protection Commissioner can cancel or vary the terms of the
certificate upon showing sufficient cause (Clause 22).

g) Clause 24 of the Bill provides for the appointment of Data Protection Officer
by the data controller or processor to advice the data controller and ensure that
they complied with the provisions of the Act.

8 Part IV of the Bill provides for principles and obligations of personal data protection-

a) Clause 25 of the Bill provides for eight principles for the processing of
personal data that every data controller is bound by to ensure that the data is
handled in a way that is lawful. Which principles include that the data
controller or processor shall ensure that personal data is-

(i) processed in accordance with the right to privacy of the data subject;

(i) processed lawfully, fairly and in a transparent manner in relation to any
data subject;

(iii) collected for explicit, specified and legitimate purposes and not further
processed in a manner incompatible with those purposes;

(iv) adequate, relevant, limited to what is necessary in relation to the
purposes for which it is processed;

(v) accurate and where necessary, kept up to date, with every reasonable
step being taken to ensure that any inaccurate personal data is erased or
rectified without delay;

(vi) kept in a form which identifies the data subjects for no longer than is
necessary for the purposes which it was collected;

Report of Departmental Committee on Communication, Information and Innovation on the
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b)

d)

g)

h)

)

(vii) released to a third party only with the consent of the data
subject; and
(viil) not transferred outside Kenya, unless there is proof of adequate
There are several rights that are conferred on a data subject under Clause 26 of
the Bill which rights include the right to be informed of the use of their
personal data, right to access of personal data and to have false data corrected
and right to have misleading data deleted.
Clause 27 of the Bill provides for exercise of rights of data subject in cases of
minors, or data subjects with physical or mental disability with the assistance
of guardians.
Clause 28 of the Bill provides that the data processor is to collect data from a
subject-
(i) directly from the subject; or
(ii) in indirectly where data is contained in a public record, the data subject
has deliberately made the data public, the data subject has consented to
the collection from another source where there is a guardian the
guardian has given consent among others.
(iii)The data processor is obliged to collect, store or use personal data for a
purpose that was explicitly defined.
Clause 29 of the Bill provides for the duty to notify where a data controller or
data processor shall before collecting personal data in so far is practicable
inform the data subject.
Clause 30 of the Bill is on lawful processing of personal data which envisages
that-
(i) the data subject consents to the processing; or
(i) the processing is necessary for- processing of a contract which the data
subject is party to, compliance with any legal obligation, in order to
protect the vital interest of the data subject, for the performance of a
task carried out in the public interest, performance of a task carried out
by a public authority and for the purpose of historical, statistical,
journalistic, literature and art or scientific research.
Clause 31 of the Bill provides for a data protection impact assessment in
instances where the operation is likely to result in high risk to the rights and
freedoms of a data subject by virtue of its nature, scope, context and purposes,
a data controller or data processor shall, prior to the processing, carry out a
data protection impact assessment.
Clause 32 of the Bill provides for conditions of consent. A data subject must
consent to having their personal data processed and the burden of proof lies on
the data processor to determine express consent of the data subject.
Clause 33 of the Bill provides for processing of personal data relating to a
child. The consent of the parent and/or guardian is required before processing
data relating to a child.
Clause 34 of the Bill provides for restrictions on processing of data by the data
subject where the accuracy of the personal data is contested by the data
subject, personal data is no longer required, processing is unlawful and the
data subject opposes the erasure of personal data, the data subject has objected
to the processing pending verification as to whether the legitimate interest of
the data controller or processor overrides that of the data subject.

Report of Departmental Committee on Communication, Information and Innovation on the
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k) Clause 36 of the Bill provides that the data subject can object to their
processing of their personal data, however if the data controller shows
compelling legitimate interest that overrides the data subjects interest, the
overriding interest will stand.

1) Clause 37 of the Bill provides for processing for direct marketing and data
controller or a data processor shall not provide, use, obtain, procure personal
data of a data subject for the purposes of direct marketing without prior
consent.

m) Clause 39 of the Bill provides Limitation to retention of personal data. A data
controller or processor shall retain persona information only as long as may be
necessary to satisfy the purpose for which it is processed.

n) Clause 40 of the Bill provides for the right of rectification and erasure. The
data subject has a right to request for rectification without undue delay of
personal data that is inaccurate, outdated, incomplete or misleading.

0) Clause 43 of the Bill provides that the data subject has the right to be notified
by the data controller where their personal data is subject to breach-
unauthorized access to their personal data.

9 Part V of the Bill outlines the grounds for processing of sensitive personal data including
further categorization of sensitive personal data.

a) The principles of data processing must apply when handling sensitive personal
data (Clause 44).

b) Clause 45 of the Bill provides for permitted grounds for processing sensitive
personal data is only processed where-

(a) the processing is carried out in the course of legitimate activities with
appropriate safeguards;
(b) the processing relates to personal data which is manifestly made public by
the data subject; or
(c) processing is necessary for-
(i) the establishment, exercise or defence of a legal claim;
(ii) the purpose of carrying out the obligations and exercising specific
rights of the controller or of the data subject; or
(iii)protecting the vital interest of the data subject or another person
where the data subject is physically or legally incapable of giving
consent.

¢) Clause 46 of the Bill provides for personal data relating to health. Personal data
regarding health is to be processed by healthcare professionals.

d) Clause 47 of the Bill provides that the Data Commissioner may prescribe further
categories of personal data which may be classified as sensitive personal data.

10 Part VI provides for the conditions for the transfer of personal data outside Kenya.

a) Clause 48 of the Bill provides for Conditions for transfer out of Kenya. Some of
the conditions for transfer out of Kenya include; consent by the data subject,
necessity and that the Data Commissioner has been given proof on appropriate
safeguards regarding protection of the data.

b) Clause 49 of the Bill provides for Safeguards prior to transfer of personal data out
of Kenya. The Data commissioner is empowered to suspend, prohibit or subject a
transfer to certain conditions in protection of the rights of the data subject.
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¢) Clause 50 of the Bill provides for processing through a data server or data center
in Kenya. This clause empowers the Cabinet Secretary to prescribe processing of
certain data in Kenya.

11 Part VII provides for the exemptions to processing of personal data.

a) Clause 51 of the Bill provides for general exemptions for data controllers or
data processors from complying with the provisions of this Act. Exemptions
maybe given when processing of data which is for journalism, literature and
Art, data for research, history and statistics.

b) Clause 52 of the Bill provides that the Data Commissioner is to develop a data
sharing code which aims to promote good practice in sharing data.

¢) Clause 54 of the Bill provides that the data commissioner is empowered to
prescribe instances where compliance with the Act may be exempted.

12 Part VIII sets out enforcement provisions of how the Data Commissioner may exercise the
powers granted to them under the act.

a) Clause 56 of the Bill makes provisions for complaints to the Data
Commissioner. The Data Commissioner may receive complaints on matters
regarding non-compliance of this Act.

b) Clause 57 of the Bill provides for investigation of complaints. The Data
Commissioner may conduct investigation and summon witnesses and issue
enforcement notices and penalty notices if necessary where there is failure to
comply with the provisions of the Act.

¢) Clause 58 of the Bill provides for enforcement notices that the Data
Commissioner may serve on a person requiring that person to take such steps
and within the period as may be specified in notice.

d) Clause 64 of the Bill provides for the Right of Appeal. The right to appeal to
the High Court is bestowed upon a person aggrieved by the decision of the
Data Commissioner.

e) Clause 65 of the Bill provides for the right to Compensation to a subject data.
The data subject may be compensated where they suffer damage as a result of
non-compliance with the Act.

13 Part IX provides for financial provisions, reporting mechanism, and management of funds by
the office of the Data Commissioner.

a) Clause 67 of the Bill provides for the source of funds for the office are
provided to include allocations from the National Assembly, grants and
donations and funds accruing to the office in the discharge of their functions.

b) Clause 68 of the Bill provides for annual estimates. The Office shall prepare
estimates of their expenditure to submit to the National Assembly before the
commencement of every financial year.

¢) That the Office is subject to having its annual accounts audited.

14 Part X contains the provisions on delegated powers. This part empowers the Cabinet
Secretary to make regulations that give effect to the implementation of this Act.

15 Part XI contains miscellaneous provisions and provides for offences including the unlawful
disclosure of personal data, general penalties, the development of codes and guidelines and
the consequential amendments.

16 The first schedule details the oath of office for the Data Commissioner upon appointment in
office.

17 The second schedule provides for the consequential amendments of various laws that would
need to be aligned to the data protection regime.
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CHAPTER THREE

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION

3.1 Introduction

Pursuant to Article 118(1) (b) of the Constitution and Standing Order No. 127(3) which
provides that the Parliament shall facilitate public participation, the Committee placed an
advert in the local dailies on 11" July, 2019 and wrote to the key stakeholders inviting them
to submit their views to the Clerk of the National Assembly on or before 16" July, 2019.

By the deadline for submission, the Committee had received seventeen (17) memoranda
from; Commission on administration of Justice (CAJ), Amnesty International Kenya,
Lawyers Hub, Google Kenya, Mozilla, TESPOK, Article 19, KEPSA, CODE-IP, Taskforce
that formulated the Bill, Bowman’s/Coulson and Haney LLP, Kenya Medical Association,
Branch International Limited, Digital Lenders Association of Kenya, Teachers Service
Commission Mr. Karanja Matindi and CIPIT. The memoranda are numbered as Annexures
four (4) to nineteen (20).

3.2 Committee Meetings

Upon receipt of the memoranda, the Committee held a total of fifteen sittings, three of which
were held to hear oral submissions from Google Kenya, Amnesty International Kenya,
Tespok, Code —IP-, CAJ, Lawyers Hub, Article 19, Bowmans law/ Coulson Harney LLP
Kenya Private Sector Alliance etc. The Committee also had meeting with the Senate
committee on ICT over the Senate Bill on Personal Data Protection Bill, 2018 as well as a
meeting with Hon Omar Mohamed Maalim, MP who had formulated a legislative proposal
on Data Protection and Privacy Bill, 2019.

33 Consideration of the Data Protection Bill, 2019
In considering the Data Protection Bill, 2019, the Committee took into account the
memoranda and oral submissions received from the public and its deliberations. The
following constitutes the views of the Committee on the issues arising with regard to each
Clause of the Bill—

Clause 2 Interpretation

Six memoranda received by the Committee contained submissions relating to this Clause.
KEPSA proposed an amendment to the definition of the term “sensitive personal data” as the
definition provided for in the Bill was ambiguous. The Committee disagreed with this view,
noting that the provisions under the Act and as proposed by the Bill was similar to what
KEPSA was proposing its memorandum.

Digital Lenders Association proposed that the term “Sensitive Personal Data” be defined to
include religious or political belief or affiliation to belief. The Committee disagreed with this
view as religious and political beliefs should not be categorized as sensitive data.

Mozilla proposed to expand the definition of sensitive personal data to include official or
national IDs, passwords, financial data, location information.

Article 19 recommended that the definition of "personal data" to be synchronized with the
one provided for in the Access to Information Act thus exempting information about public
activities and functions of public officials and those exercising public functions.

Content Development and Intellectual Property (CODE-IP) Trust proposed that the definition
of several other terms be include as follows-

Report of Departmental Committee on Communication, Information and Innovation on the
consideration of the Data Protection Bill, 2019 Page 16



el

28

29

30

31

32

33

34

“data collector” means a natural or legal person, public authority agency or
other body which alone or jointly with others, collects public data.
‘data owner” means the same as” data subject”
“metadata” means data about data, and for the purposes of this Act, qualifies
as data wherever consolidated metadata reveals private data or personally
identifiable information.
CIPIT proposed revision of the definition of the term ° sensitive personal data’ to include
membership of trade union, the commission or alleged commission of any offence, or any
proceedings for any offence committed or alleged to have been committed, the disposal of
such proceedings or the sentence of any court in such proceedings.
The Committee proposed the definition of the terms “data” and “persons” and elaborately
define the term “consent”
Clause 3- object and purpose of the Act
Two memoranda were received on this Clause.
CODE-IP Trust also recommended the inclusion of the purpose to establish a framework to
protect against the unnecessary collection of information to relating to one’s family or private
affairs.
CIPIT proposes incorporation of the internationally recognized data protection principles
including; Fairness and Transparency, Storage limitation and Accountability.
The Committee did not agree with the proposals to amend the provisions of Clause 3 as the
same were deemed to be in order.
Clause 4- Application
Four memoranda received by the Committee contained submissions relating to the clause.
Lawyers Hub recommended the expansion of application to include data controllers and
processors who though not resident in Kenya, process data of data subjects resident in Kenya.
Bowmans law/ Coulson Harney LLP proposed that for purposes of clarity, the underlined
words to be included; not established or ordinarily resident in Kenya, but processing personal
data of data subjects located in Kenya.
TESPOK proposed the exclusion of the processing of personal data outside Kenya from the
scope of the Bill. Alternatively, they stated that there is need to limit application to the data of
Kenyan residents in other jurisdictions, and that there was a need to limit the scope of data
(eg. Data collected for the purpose of engaging in commercial activity).
CIPIT observed that clause 4( b) provided limited protection for the personal data of people
in Kenya as the controller or processor established in Kenya can easily remove its processing
from the scope of the Act by conducting the processing outside Kenya.
CODE-IP Trust proposed the expansion of the scope of privacy protection to include foreign
entities collecting private data of Kenyans for inclusion in alien data systems. They suggested
the revision of clause 4(b) to read as follows-
“(b) by a data collector, data controller or data processor who-
(1) is established or ordinarily resident in Kenya; or
(11) not established or ordinarily resident Kenya but processing personal
data of data subjects in Kenya
The Committee was of the opinion that inserting the term “located” was good for clarity
purposes.
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Clause 5 establishment of the office of the data commissioner

Four memoranda received by the Committee contained submissions relating to the clause.
Lawyers Hub in recognizing that the Commissioner shall exercise some quasi-judicial
functions, opined that there is need to ensure independence and proper function of the
Commission. They recommended the expansion of the composition to a board chaired by the
Data Protection Commissioner.

The CAJ recommended that the clause should be amended so as to provide for the
establishment of an independent oversight institution with full powers to oversight and
implement the law, as well to receive and resolve complaints on implementation of data
protection by both public and private bodies. Determinations made in exercise of the
foregoing powers should also be subject to a right of appeal to the High court and not any
other institution.The CAJ further opined that the data protection function should be
undertaken by the proposed Office of the Data Commissioner so long as the independence of
the office could be guaranteed given that it was intended to be an oversight institution which
must ensure preservation of the rule of law and must not appear to be subservient to the
executive. They stated that if that caveat could not be sufficiently guaranteed, however,
Parliament should consider placing the function of the office within one of the existing
Article 59 Commissions since their independence is heavily safeguarded under Chapter 15 of
the Constitution.

KMA proposed inclusion of a data privacy Commission/Committee who will provide
diversity and technical expertise on health data protection due to the nature and sensitivity of
personal health data.

CIPIT recommended establishment of the Data Commissioner Office as a Constitutional
Commission under Chapter 15 of the Constitution.

Mr.Karanja Matindi was of the view that the Data Protection Commissioner recruitment and
removal process should be the same as for the constitutional commissions and independent
office holders such as Director of Public Prosecution given the importance and mandate of
the office.

As at the time of concluding its report, the Committee opined that the clauses as provided by
the Bill were sufficient and that the provisions on the office of the data commissioner were
adequate enough to accord the office the independence sought by the stakeholders in their
proposals. The Committee however proposed that the clause be amended to provide for
directorates of the office of the data Commissioner for ease of work.

Clause 6- Appointment of Data Commissioner

Four memoranda were received by the Committee which contained submissions relating to
this clause.

The process of appointment connotes that the Data Protection Commissioner reports to the
CS, which provision was said to be one that did not promote the independence of the Data
Protection Commissioner. The stakeholders therefore recommended as follows-

Amnesty International Kenya proposed that the President gazettes the vacancy in the office of
Commissioner and constitutes a selection panel for the purpose of appointment, that would be
comprised of a chair person selected by the President and one representative from each of the
following entities: Ministry for ICT, KNCHR, one data science professional of at least 15
years’ experience, one IT professional of at least 15 years’ experience, the Association of
Professional Societies of East Africa and the Law Society of Kenya. The selection panel to
hold proceedings in public and submit a report of the interview proceedings to the National
Assembly, which should include the scores of each candidate interviewed together with

-
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criteria for selection. The selection panel should then forward 3 names to the President for
nomination, the President then nominates one person for approval by the National Assembly.
Lawyers Hub proposed that appointment of the Data Commissioner to be done by the
President and approved by the National Assembly and that a reconciliation of this clause and
Clause 11 of the Bill should be done as clause 11 addressed the resignation process to the
President and not the CS.

Mozilla proposed that Parliament should set qualifications of the Data Commissioner and
nominate the Data Protection Commissioner, and that the appointment should be made by the
President.

TESPOK proposed that the appointing body should be the same as the one of resignation as is
addressed to clause 11 of the Bill.

Further Committee agreed with the stakeholders that the Data Protection Commissioner
should be appointed by the President and not the CS as has been proposed in the Bill.

Clause 7- Qualifications of the Data Commissioner

The Committee received two memoranda on this clause.

Digital Lenders Association proposed that the Data Commissioner should be appointed for a
term of three years which shall be subjected to renewal for a further final. The Committee
disagreed with the stakeholder as the provisions of Clause 7 that provided for a non-
renewable six years’ term were in order.

TESPOK submitted that it would be important for the Data Commissioner to demonstrate an
understanding of Information Technology systems and data handling processes both manual
and automated and have knowledge of sector specific data handling practices. This will
ensure the streamlining of data handling legislation for various sectors.

The Teachers Service Commission (TSC) proposed inclusion of Information Science/ Record
Management as one of the significant key requirements.

The Committee noted that the Data Protection Commissioner was going to be required to
handle very novel and technical docket and it therefore proposed that the holder of that office
should have at least a minimum of a master’s degree so that he can be fully equipped to

execute his mandate.

Clause 8- Function of the Office

Three memoranda received by the Committee contained submissions relating to the clause.
Lawyers Hub opined that the obligation of the Data Protection Commissioner to promote
self-regulation was unnecessary, as a statutory body established to regulate cannot then be
charged with the duty to promote self-regulation.

They also held the opinion that data processors should not be allowed to form self-regulating
organizations whose mandate and jurisdiction would be, for instance, toO conduct
investigations and administer fines for breach. This would lead to double jeopardy.

Mozilla recommended that additional powers and functions be assigned to the Data
Protection Commissioner including issuing of regulatory guidance, codes or practice to data
controllers and processors, investigatory, adjudicatory, levying penalties and punitive
measures as well as providing redress and compensation to users when their rights have been
violated. The Data Protection Commissioner to be empowered to promote public awareness
and engage in capacity development activities. The Committee did not agree with the

proposal as the same was already provided for under clause 74 of the Bill.

-
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TSC recommended that there was need to clarify linkages and relationship between the
Office of the proposed Data Commissioner and public entities with constitutional or statutory
mandate to generate public data e.g. teacher registration and Registrar of Persons.

Clause 9- Powers of the Office

CIPIT recommended that the process of sanction should apply to complaints investigated by
the independent data protection authority on its own initiative as it empowered to do so under
sub- clause 1 (a) The Committee agreed with the provisions of Clause 9.

Clause 10- Delegation by the Data Commissioner

The Committee agreed with the provisions of Clause 10. As at the time of concluding its
report, the Committee had not received any memoranda with submissions relating to the
Clause.

Clause 11- Vacancy in the Office of the Data Commissioner

The Committee agreed with the provisions of Clause 11. As at the time of concluding its
report, the Committee had not received any memoranda with submissions relating to the
Clause.

Clause 12- Removal of the Data Commissioner

Amnesty International Kenya was of the view that security of the office was key to the
independence of the office of the Commissioner. The office of the Commissioner is
established as a state office under Article 260 and therefore requires that the removal process
reflects the removal process of a state officer. They thus proposed the removal from office to
be done in accordance with Article 251 of the Constitution. Process of removal should
commence with a petition to the National Assembly, which if satisfied will send the petition
to the President for the formation of a tribunal to investigate the conduct of the Commissioner
and recommend action to the President.

The Committee did not agree with the proposal from the stakeholder as the office of the Data
Commissioner would enjoy independence pursuant to the provisions of the Bill.

Clause 13- Staff of the Office
The Committee noted that the Data Protection Commissioner had no singular capacity to
appoint the staff of the data protection office and therefore the Committee proposed that such

appointment should be done in consultation with the Public Service Commission a

constitutionally mandated office to handle matters of human resources 1n the public service.

Clause 14- Remuneration of the Data Commissioner and Staff

The Committee agreed with the provisions of Clause 14. As at the time of concluding its
report, the Committee had not received any memoranda with submissions relating to the
Clause.

Clause 15- Oath of office

The Committee agreed with the provisions of Clause 15. As at the time of concluding its
report, the Committee had not received any memoranda with submissions relating to the
Clause. However, the Committee noted that there was a typographical error that needed to be
corrected in the Bill

Clause 16 - Confidentiality agreement.
The Committee agreed with the provisions of Clause 16. As at the time of concluding its
report, the Committee had not received any memoranda with submissions relating to the

Clause.
on the
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Clause 17- Protection from personal liability

The Committee agreed with the provisions of Clause 17. As at the time of concluding its
report, the Committee had not received any memoranda with submissions relating to the
Clause.

Clause 18-Registration of data controllers and data processors

Ten memoranda were received with the provisions of Clause 18. The stakeholders were
opposed to and recommended the removal of the requirement for mandatory registration for
all data controllers and processors, or alternatively, a threshold for registration be established.

Google Kenya and CODE-IP Trust proposed that Clauses 18-24 be struck out entirely on the
grounds that data controlling and data processing are not business models in the strict sense,
they are incidental to the normal course of business. Therefore, requiring registration will
create an immense implementation burden.

Google and Mozilla opined that the requirement for registration places an undue burden on
SMEs and startups. They also stated that the requirement for fees would disproportionately
affect SMEs.

Bowmans law/ Coulson Harney LLP proposed that registration should not be mandatory on
all data controllers and processors and that a threshold to the registration requirement should
be introduced to the Bill. This can be linked to turnover, employees’ numbers or according to
the number of data subjects processed.

Lawyers Hub recommended the removal of mandatory registration and only require
registration from those who meet the threshold to be espoused by the commissioner.

Digital Lenders Association of Kenya suggested the removal of the registration requirement
since it will cause an implementation challenge.

KEPSA provided that the Bill required mandatory registration of data controllers and
processors and registration of Data Commissioners and requires the Data Commissioner to
set a threshold to exempt small companies. KEPSA proposed that the Clause should be
changes to be as follows: “ No person shall act as a Data officer or Data controller except
those expressly exempted from the Act unless one is registered and accredited by the data
Commissioner”

It further recommended that in prescribing the threshold for mandatory registration the Data
Commissioner should exempt the data controllers in the following circumstances from
registration. Data controllers who process personal data by non-automatic means as a part of
a filing system, lawyers, independent accountants and financial advisors. Natural or legal
persons having less than fifty employees per annum, the processing of personal data is
required for criminal investigations or for prevention of a criminal offense, if persona data
being processed is already publicized by the data subject, if processing of personal data is
required to protect the economic and financial interest of the state in relation to budget, tax
and financial matters.

TESPOK recommended that the requirement for registration be set within a set threshold for
controllers/processors dealing with sensitive/personal data an further proposes additional
clause that will list sensitive/personal data as information relating to sex, gender, pregnancy,
race, marital status, ethnic or social origin, colour, age physical/psychological/ mental health,
disability, religion, belief, culture, language, birth and death, identification and biometric
details, personal contact details and child criminal records.
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T.S.C were of the view that criteria for primary registration should be provided while the
secondary criteria should be left for the Regulations

The Committee maintained that the requirement of registration should be compulsory for
purposes of accountability and therefore the clause to stay as is.

Clause 19-Application for registration
CIPIT proposed the following amendments for clarification and to strengthen the right to
information and the right to access as provided for in Clause 26

a) sub-clause 2(a) to clearly state what personal data will be processed

b) sub-clause 2(b) to specify the purpose for which the personal data is collected

¢) sub-clause 5 the period to be prescribed
The Committee agreed with the provisions of Clause 19 and proposed an amendment to sub-
clause 4 of the Bill to give clarity to the provision that was ambiguous.

Clause 20- Duration of the registration certificate

The Committee agreed with the provisions of Clause 20. As at the time of concluding its
report, the Committee had not received any memoranda with submissions relating to the
Clause.

Clause 21- Register of data controllers and data processors

The Committee agreed with the provisions of Clause 71. As at the time of concluding its
report, the Committee had not received any memoranda with submissions relating to the
Clause.

Clause 22- Cancellation or variation of the certificate

The Committee agreed with the provisions of Clause 22 As at the time of concluding its
report, the Committee had not received any memoranda with submissions relating to the
Clause. However, the committee proposed an amendment to recast its wording.

Clause 23- compliance and audit
Three memoranda were received on the clause.

75. CIPIT proposed that the clause should provide clarity on the criteria the Data Commissioner

76.

s

78.

to use to decide on carrying out of the audit and who would be undertaking the audit The
Committee agreed with the provisions of Clause 23. Clause 24

Digital Lenders Association of Kenya proposed the amendment of clause 24 to provide for
registration and accreditation of data officers.

T.S.C recommended inclusion of qualifications to be considered for appointment as a data
protection officer

Clause 24-Designation of the Data Protection Officer.

CIPIT observed that the term ‘may’ in sub-clause 24(1) makes it unclear when the obligation
to designate a data protection officer applies and they proposed a tiered system through
subsequent regulations to delineate firms that will be required to employ/contract a data
protection officer.

The Committee held that the law as provided in the clause of the Bill was adequate.

Clause 25-Principles of data protection
The Committee received four memoranda on this Clause.

-
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Digital lenders Association of Kenya proposed that clause 25 (c) be reviewed to provide as
follows-

“every data controller and processors shall ensure that personal data is collected and
processed for explicit, specific or for any incidental purposed that may be reasonably inferred
having regard to the specific purposes and the context and circumstances in which the
personal data is collected including transfer to third parties with prior notification and
consent.

CODE-IP Trust proposed the addition of a new subsection after (d) to read as follows-

“(e) A valid explanation must be provided whenever information relating to family or private
affairs is necessary to be collected”.

Lawyers Hub recommended the use of the word “and” instead of “or”, for better protection of
data subjects. This essentially would require that all conditions are met prior to the processing
of the data. The committee held that the reasonability test and incidental test does not allow
for the consent of the data subject prior to the collection of data. Consent should be sought
prior to transfer of the data to the third parties and mere notification will not suffice.

CIPIT proposed inclusion of the following principles

a) Integrity and confidentiality — it listed in Clause 41 and 42 but must appear in this
clause for consistency

b) Accountability

CIPIT further recommended that sub-clause 25(g) be amended to ensure consent is not the
sole legal basis of sharing personal data with a third party and sub-clause 25 (h) be amended
to ensure that the transfer of data outside of Kenya is not processed unless there is adequate
data protection safeguards and consent.

The committee agreed with the submissions by CODE-IP noting that there was need to
ensure that the data subjects are duly informed of reasons for collection of data relating to
private and family affairs for them to make informed decisions before granting the consent.

Clause 26- Rights of data subject
The Committee received two memoranda on this clause.

On subsection 26 (d) and (e) T.S.C submitted that there was need for clarification on the
power granted by virtue of the provision. They argued that the right to alter or vary personal
data ought to be stringently regulated. They further submitted that there exists Government
directions that speak to the integrity and preservation of primary official data declared by a
public employee/ citizen eg place of birth

CIPIT proposed inclusion of the following rights; the right to an effective remedy, right to
compensation and liability, right to suppress or block which is provided for in clause 36, right
to data portability provided for in clause 38 and the rights in relation to profiling and
automated decision-making which is provided for in clause 35

The Committee agreed with the provisions of Clause 26.

Clause 27-Exercisse of rights by data subject

The Committee agreed with the provisions of Clause 27. As at the time of concluding its
report, the Committee had not received any memoranda with submissions relating to the
Clause.
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Clause 28-Collection of personal data
The Committee received four memoranda on this clause.

Lawyers Hub stated that the clause creates a wide discretion on data controllers and
processors to interpret what amounts to prejudice. This creates opportunity for abuse and
therefore should be deleted.

On subsection 2(c), Bowmans submitted that the narrow exceptions where personal data can
be collected indirectly should be finite and limited. By allowing for the indirect collection of
personal data where the data subject has consented to the collection from another source
limits and conflicts with the data subject rights under the Bill and conflicts with the definition
of ‘consent’

CIPIT submitted that the sub-clauses 28 (a, b,c,e,and f(ii) require amendments in order to
ensure that the right to information provided for under clause 26 (a) is upheld effectively.
Further the clause should be strengthened to require the firms to conduct a Data Protection
Impact Assessment to show that they understand the risks and effects of collecting
maintaining and dissemination of personal data

Digital Lenders Association of Kenya proposed the inclusion of: “A data subject has a right to
be notified of the use of their personal data. The Committee held that the clause should stay
as is because is the element of consent was already set out in the Bill. The amendment
implies that consent can be done away with as long as they are notified of their use of their
data after the fact.

The Committee was of the view that the Clause as provided for in the Bill was adequate
enough.

Clause 29- Duty to notify
CIPIT submitted the clause is open to abuse and that a specific period of time should be
provided. Further, they proposed inclusion of the following information to be provided

a) a description of the personal data;
b) the legal basis for the processing;

¢) the third parties whom the personal data has been or will be transferred, including
details of safeguards adopted;

d) the envisaged time limits for deletion of the different categories of data;

e) a description of the technical and organizational security measures taken to ensure the
integrity and confidentiality of the data.

The committee agreed with the stakeholder on the need to provide for a description of the
technical and organizational security measure taken to ensure the integrity and confidentiality
of the data.

Clause 30- Lawful processing of personal data
Two memoranda were received on the clause.

Bowmans law/Coulson Harney LLP were of the view that there should be strict limits on the
avoidance of the application of the Bill for national security reasons by any person in public
interest, national security or public order. The parties seeking protection under the
exemptions should be subject to a higher standard of proof and should indicate beyond
reasonable doubt why a data subjects rights should be protected.
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CIPIT was the view that there was need for clarity as what are the legal grounds for
processing personal data by defining the terms such as public interest and legitimate interests
to strengthen the protection of such data.

Clause 31-Data protection impact assessment
The Committee received two memoranda on this clause.

Digital Lenders Association which proposed that clause 31(3) be amended to provide for
Data Commissioners powers to provide for processes that are considered to be high risk thus
requiring this assessment. They further proposed that Clause 31(2) on consultation to be
deleted and finally that Clause 31(4) to be introduced to provide that Data Impact Assessment
Reports shall be submitted within 60 days from the date of publication as per clause 31(3).

CIPIT recommended that assessment should be an obligation prior to any processing
activities. In addition, the duty should be strengthened by specifying the means/forms in
which this right should be implemented.

The Committee did agree with the proposals and the importance of ensuring that timelines
were provided on when data impact assessment reports would be made available.

Clause 32-Conditions of consent
The Committee received two memoranda on this clause.

Mozilla stated that explicit con sent should be required for processing sensitive data and that
the Data Protection Commissioner to issue guidelines on how requirements for consent
should be interpreted.

Digital Lender Association proposed that the clause be amended to provide that as follows-
“Unless otherwise provided under this Act, a data subject shall have the right to withdraw
consent at any time and the data controller or processor shall notify the data subject of the
procedure of withdrawal of the consent prior to obtaining the consent to receiving personal
data. Provided further that withdrawal shall not be arbitrary and shall be subject to the
overriding legitimate grounds of the data controller or data processor as provided in clause

34(d).

The Committee held that a data subject should have the right to withdraw consent at any time
and any processing of the data subjects data after withdrawal of the consent is not lawful.
However, caution should be taken to ensure that the procedure given by the data controller
for withdrawal was not so stringent that it prevents the data subject from easily withdrawing
consent. The requirement for consent has been adequately provided for in the Bill in clauses
25, 26, 30, 32. Further that the definition of the word “consent” in the Bill captures the
explicitness of consent.

Clause 33-Processing of personal data
The Committee received four memoranda on this clause.

Code-IP proposed the addition of a new sub-section after sub-section (¢) to provide-

“all personal data relating to a child collected, processed and or achieved subject to
subsection (b) must be deleted upon the child becoming an adult”.

This in their view would prevent the overzealous law enforcement officers from labeling
children as criminals for life as a result of a child’s youthful indiscretions.
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98. Mozilla proposed the need for reconciliation of the provisions of this Bill with those of the
Children Act. The Bill should specify that data controllers and processors should not
knowingly market, track or profile children without the consent of their parent or guardian.
Mozilla also opined that the Parental consent raises practical questions regarding its
implementation, thus Data Commissioner be mandated to provide guidelines. They also
proposed deletion of the provision mandating the Data Protection Commissioner to appoint
data controllers and processors as guardians. The Committee in disagreeing with the
stakeholder stated that the provision in the Bill was adequate.

99. CIPIT recommended the clause be reconciled with the protection provided for in the Children
Act which upholds the right to privacy under Article 19

100. KEPSA recommended that clearer guidance that protect children’s data should apply to
children under the age of 13 avoiding any suggestion that additional privacy-invasive
measures are needed for the purposes of age verification should be considered. In essence the
requirement for age of consent for children should be reduced to 13 years. The committee did
not agree with the proposals of the stakeholders and emphasized on the need to ensure that
the data of children beyond age of majority are protected.

101. Mr. Karanja Matindi, submitted that the provision could breach the rights of the children
since under the law of Kenya a child is anyone under 18years.He emphasized that
requirement for the Parental/guardian consent would be inappropriate for a child of between
13-17 years as they may want to acCess services that require them to give personal details.

The Committee resolved that the clause should be left as it was provided for in the Bill.

Clause 34-Restriction on processing

102. The Committee agreed with the provisions of Clause 34 As at the time of concluding its
report, the Committee had not received any memoranda with submissions relating to the
clause.

Clause 35- Automated individual decision making
The Committee received three memoranda on this Clause.

103. Digital Lenders Association of Kenya proposed that the clauses be deleted accordingly and
replaced with the following new clause- “the data controller should implement suitable
measures to safeguard the data subject’s rights and freedoms and legitimate interests, at least
the right to obtain human intervention on the part of the controller, to express his or her point

of view and to contest the decision.”

104. Branch International Limited proposed that clause 35(3) and (4) of the Bill be amended to
provide that the rights of a data subject do not apply to circumstances where the data subject
had given prior consent to decisions being made solely based on automated data processing.

105. CIPIT were of the view that the section should be strengthen by including the following
obligations and key considerations;

a) data controllers and processors who profile must be transparent about it and
individuals must be informed about its existence for the onset and not as soon as
practicable as per sub subsection 3(a);

b) for profiling, the data controllers and processors should also notify the data subjects
about the risks and their rights;
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¢) impose restrictions and safeguards on the ways in which data can be used to profile
and make decisions.

The committee was of the opinion that the provision should remain as was crafted in the Bill.
The initial consent should not be binding onto the data subject and there should be various
opportunities given to the data subject to review the consent given. The Committee however,
proposed an amendment to correct typographical error.

Clause 36-Objecting to processing
Two memoranda were received on the clause.

106. Digital Lenders Association of Kenya proposed the inclusion of a provision that a data
subject has a right to object to the processing of their personal data under clause 30(iv) and
37, unless the data controller or data processor demonstrates compelling legitimate interest
for the processing which overrides the data subject’s interests, or for the establishment,
exercise or defence of a legal claim.

107. CIPIT were of the view that the clarity must be provided on what the ‘compelling grounds’
are.

The Committee opined that a data subject must always have the right to object to the
processing of their personal data. Subjecting it to the included in the clauses may eliminate
any entitlement to consent that the data subject has.

Clause 37-Processing for direct marketing

108. The Committee agreed with the provisions of Clause 37 As at the time of concluding its
report, the Committee had not received any memoranda with submissions relating to the
clause, however it proposed that the clause be amended to provide for the processing of broad
commercial data as opposed to narrowing down to just direct marketing.

Clause 38-Right to data portability

109. The Committee agreed with the provisions of Clause 38 As at the time of concluding its
report, the Committee had not received any memoranda with submissions relating to the
clause.

Clause 39-Limitation to retention of personal data
The Committee received two memoranda on this Clause.

110. TSC recommended that management/ retention/ destruction of personal data ought to be
harmonized with existing regulatory frameworks.

111. CIPIT proposed that clarity must be provided for in terms on the applicability of this law to
other laws which imposed the data retention policies such as the KICA which regulates the
retention of electronic records and the Registration of subscribers Telecommunication
Services Regulations, 2015. Further they submitted that pseudonymised data is still personal

data and therefore subject to the protections of the law.

The Committee opined that the provision as provided for in the Bill was sufficient to cater for
the concerns raised by the stakeholder.

Clause 40-Right of rectification
The Committee received three memoranda on this clause.

112. Google Kenya proposed that a clarification be made to the effect that erasure rights are to be
associated with where processing is occurring, an on the basis of consent with no other legal
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ground. They noted that Article 17(b) of the GDPR uses equivalent language to the
recommendation,

113. TESPOK recommended that a provision providing to the effect that ‘where erasure is not
technically possible, controller/processor to restrict use”

114. CIPIT were of the view that the clause lacks clarity on the factors to be considered when
deciding on a data subject’s request to delete information

The Committee was of the view that the provision in the Bill was very clear.

Clause 41-Data protection by design or default

115. Mozilla cautioned against the over-reliance on pseudonymization as a security tool under
clause 41(4), as it may not be feasible in many cases. The Committee averred that the
provision in the law was adequate. The Committee proposed amendment of sub-clause 3 as
the cost of producing the data may be exponential and therefore should be accounted for.

Clause 42-Particulars of determining organizational measures

116. The Committee agreed with the provisions of Clause 42 As at the time of concluding its
report, the Committee had not received any memoranda with submissions relating to the
clause.

Clause 43-Notification and communication of breach
The Committee received six memoranda from stakeholders on this clause.

117. Digital Lenders Association of Kenya proposed that the Data Commissioner should issue
guidelines on the threshold for reporting because parties may report non material breaches.

118. Mozilla recommended clarifying clause 43(5) to require that attribution information to be
included “where available”, as it is always very difficult and time consuming to obtain such
information. This will ensure timely notification of breach.

119. CIPIT submitted that the terms ‘real risks of harm to the data subject’ is vague and can
constitute a loophole for data controllers. Further, subsection 3 to be clarified on what
justification for delaying notification meant in subsection 6 there is no guarantee that the
encrypted data won’t be accessible to the person who unlawfully obtained the data at that
point in time and that they should acquire means to decrypt the data.

120. Google Kenya and CODE-IP Trust proposed that the clause be revised to require
notifications only when breach is likely to result in a risk to the rights of the natural persons.
They noted that the GDPR contains an equivalent provision.

121. Lawyers Hub proposed that the duty to notify a data subject and should ensure security
measures especially for sensitive personal data. Alternatively, such breaches should be
logged and presented to the Commission in the annual audit.

122. The Committee held that establishment of a reporting threshold is agreeable to prevent
reporting of immaterial breaches. However, a very high threshold must be put in place to
protect data subject’s data from being compromised.

Clause 44-Processing of sensitive personal data
The Committee received two memoranda on this Clause.

123. Google Kenya opined that the exemptions provided for under clause 44-47 are very narrow
(e.g. religious and political institutions for their membership) and excludes processing even
when persons/institutions may have legitimate interests. The recommend that the Bill allows
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processing of sensitive data in the language and on similar grounds as GDPR provisions. The
committee held that the exemptions were properly provided for in the Bill.

124. TESPOK recommended that entities handling data for deceased will apply the principles of
data protection that deal with sensitive personal data as this will provide for sanity in
addressing succession issues 1o enable only registered kin to handle the information with
relevant entities.

125. The committee in disagreeing with the stakeholder was of the view that the exemptions are
properly provided for under the law.

Clause 45-Permitted grounds for processing sensitive data
The Committee received three memoranda on this clause.

126. Lawyers Hub and Digital Lenders Association of Kenya proposed that the clause should
expressly include the government and other public authorities who will collect sensitive
personal data and biometric data pursuant to the Registration of Persons Act. The Committee
did not agree with the stakeholder.

127. CIPIT disagreed with subsection (b) noting that the complexity of the data generation and
processing a data subject ‘manifestly’ making data public is not sufficient justification of
indirectly processing the data without involving the data subject.

Clause 46- Personal data relating to health

128. The Committee agreed with the provisions of Clause 46 As at the time of concluding its
report, the Committee had not received any memoranda with submissions relating to the
clause.
Clause 47-Further categories of sensitive personal data
The Committee received two memoranda on the clause.

129. CIPIT submitted that the threshold provided for in subsection 2(a) and (c) was too high and
should be revised to ensure the best interests and protection of the data subjects

130. The Committee agreed with the provisions of Clause 47 As at the time of concluding its
report, the Committee had not received any memoranda with submissions relating to the
clause.

Clause 48-Conditions for transfer out of Kenya

The Committee received four memoranda on this clause.

131. Bowmans law/Coulson Harney LLP proposed that the Data Commissioner should establish
at the outset what exactly appropriate safeguards entail. They also proposed that the
following underlined words to be included and on condition that enforceable data subject
rights and effective legal remedies for data subjects are available.

132. Digital Lenders Association of Kenya proposed the revision of clause 48(1)(a) to read; “ the
Data Controller or Data Processors has given proof to the Data Commissioner on the
appropriate safeguards with respect to the security and protection of personal data, and the
appropriate safeguards include jurisdictions with commensurate Data protection Laws and
approved by the Data Commissioner.

133. Lawyers Hub proposed clauses 48 and 49 be amended to allow a data subject to waive the
requirement of having adequate safeguards as long as the data subject has been adequately
informed.
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134. CIPIT submitted that the terms ‘proof” and ‘appropriate safeguards’ in subsection 1(a) be
clarified and how this oversight and authorization will work in practice. They further noted
that subsection c(iii) may be open for abuse due to the term ‘public interest’

The Committee agreed with some of the proposal of ensuring that processing of data in
jurisdictions with commensurate data protection laws was brought to the attention of the Data
commissioner by the data processors and controllers.

Clause 49-Safeguards prior to transfer of personal data out of Kenya
Two memoranda were received on this clause.

135. Digital Lenders Association of Kenya Clause proposed revision of clause 49(1) and (2) to
state that appropriate safeguards include jurisdictions with commensurate Data Protection
Laws and approved by the Data Commissioner. The committee in not agreeing with the
stakeholder stated that amending clause 49 would create a high likelihood of abuse thereby
jeopardizing the protection of data subjects.

136. TESPOK was in support of allowing cross border data transfer as long as there was proof of
adequate safeguards in place.

Clause 50-Processing through a data server or centre in Kenya

The Committee received five memoranda on this clause. Most stakeholders who made
comments on this clause were weary of the power given to the CS regarding processing
through a data server or data centre in Kenya.

137. Mozilla opined that the requirement for servers and data centers to be located in Kenya
creates a security risk, with a central point of attack or single point failure. It also undermines
efficiency and integrity and integrity of internet traffic.

138. CIPIT submitted that strategic interests of the state or on protection of revenue is too vague
and must be defined clearly and define ‘critical personal data’. They further noted that other
jurisdictions have imposed data localization as a way to facilitate unlawful surveillance and
limiting the capacity of individuals to protect the confidentiality of their communications.

139. Branch International Limited opined that there should be an amendment to introduce a
requirement that where data processing is restricted, the cost of processing data in Kenya as
well as the applicable capacity should be comparable to what is available cross border. They
also suggested that the affected data controller or data processor should be informed by way
of notice of the restriction. And that the affected data controllers/ processors should be heard
and be given an opportunity to take any measures to comply or mitigate any adverse effects
on its operations. Checks and balance should be introduced to ensure that the powers under
the clause are exercised reasonably.

140. Digital Lenders Association of Kenya proposed that the clause should be deleted. There
should not be a restriction to force data processors to hold data in their local servers. They
also proposed that the decision of the Cabinet Secretary should be subject to appeal at the
high court.

141. Bowmans law/ Coulson Harney LLP were of the opinion that Kenya cannot place territorial
limits on the processing of certain types of data at the discretion of the Cabinet Secretary
since international data controllers need to be assured of the level of technical and network
security integrity which Kenya may not be able to guarantee.
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142. The committee resolved that there was no need to effect an amendment on this clause as it
provided that the Cabinet Secretary “may” prescribe that certain data of strategic interest be
processed through Server or data center located in Kenya. This Clause did not mean that all
data must be processed in Kenya, besides the process of making regulations will require the

requisite public participation from all stakeholders who will be given an opportunity to raise
their concerns.

Clause 51- General exemptions

The Committee received five memoranda on this clause. Stakeholders who made submissions
under this clause were concerned that the wording of this clause regarding the exemptions for
purposes of national security or public order will be prone to abuse if left in the ambiguous
wording it currently is in.

143. CIPIT submitted that the exemptions provided in the clause were too broad and should be
revised to ensure that they are prescribed by law, respect individuals rights and freedoms.
Amnesty International Kenya was concerned that the extent of national security or public
order has not been defined in the clause. It must be clear the nature and extent of data that
may be collected for purposes of national security or public order. They propose that the state
agencies responsible for national security and public order be bound by the general rules of
data protection e.g. security of data, collection limitation, purpose limitation, etc.

144. Digital Lenders Association of Kenya proposed that the exemption should apply to both
personal data and sensitive data, not just personal data.

145. Article 19 proposed that the clause should require public bodies to apply for exparte orders
before processing data unless there is imminent danger to life/property

146. Regarding clause 51(2)(b), Bowmans law/ Coulson Harney LLP were of the view that there
should be strict limits on the avoidance of the application of the Bill for national security
reasons, by any person in the public interest, national security or public order. The parties
seeking protection under the exemptions should be subject to a higher standard of proof and
should indicate beyond reasonable doubt why a data subjects rights should not be protected.

147. The taskforce appointed to formulate the Bill and KEPSA also recommended an amendment
of clause 51 (2) (c) to delete the word “order” and substitute therefor the word * interest” as
public interest as opposed to public order was more encompassing.

148. The Committee held that this submission should be considered and the rights of a data
subject should be given high priority and must be protected from breach that may be excused
by flimsy reasons by any public body. It therefore resolved that an amendment requiring
public bodies to apply for ex parte orders when collecting data should be added to the clause.

Clause 52- Journalism, literature and art

149. TESPOK proposed the broadening of the journalistic exemption to “processing that 1S
intended for communicating information to the public, ideas or opinions of great interest,
including for journalistic purposes and the purposes of academic, artistic or literary
expression” The committee did not agree with the stakeholder and directed that the provision
in the Bill be retained as it was.

Clause 53- Research, history and statistics
150. The Committee agreed with the provisions of Clause 53 As at the time of concluding its
report, the Committee had not received any memoranda with submissions relating to the

clause.
Report of Departmental Committee on Communication, Information and Innovation on the
consideration of the Data Protection Bill, 2019 Page 31



Clause 54-Exemprtions by the Data Commissioner

151. Amnesty International Kenya recommended that the provisions of the Bill regarding
limitations to article 31 of the Constitution should meet the criteria set out in article 24 of the
Constitution. They thus proposed that clause 54 should instead set out the exemptions clearly
in the law and the Commissioner bound by the rules in Article 24in the exercise of this
function. The committee was of the opinion that the clause as provided for in the Bill was
adequate.

Clause 55- Data-sharing code

152. The Committee agreed with the provisions of Clause 55 As at the time of concluding its
report, the Committee had not received any memoranda with submissions relating to the
clause.

Clause 56-Complaints to the Data Commissioner

153. CIPIT submitted that subsection 56(b) fails to provide further details on what avenues would
be open to a data subject should the Data Commissioner be ‘unable to arrange within a
reasonable time for the amicable resolution by the parties concerned” The Committee was of
the view that the clause should be amended to provide clarity in how the office of the Data
Commissioner was going to handle complaints from Data Subjects.

Clause 57- Investigations of complaints

154. The Committee agreed with the provisions of Clause 57 As at the time of concluding its
report, the Committee had not received any memoranda with submissions relating to the
clause.

Clause 58-Enforcement notices.

155. Three memoranda were received on this Clause. Stakeholders who made submissions under
this clause had divergent views on the measure of fines and penalties under the Act. Some
held the opinion that the fines were t00 punitive, especially for the SMEs and start-ups while
others considered them too lenient.

156. Digital Lenders Association of Kenya opined that the fines are t0o punitive especially for
small players and should be reduced to five hundred thousand and removal of the jail term.

157. Amnesty International Kenya thought the penalties are lenient and may not serve the
deterrence purpose especially for big corporations.

158. Google Kenya opined that the fines were not clearly mapped to the likelihood or severity of
breach. They proposed that the penalties accorded for violations should be consummate to the
nature, gravity and extent of infringement, in line with GDPR Article 84.

The Committee was of the view that the penalty was in order so as to deter malpractices in
the area of data protection.

Clause 59-Power to seek assistance

159. The Committee agreed with the provisions of Clause 59 As at the time of concluding its
report, the Committee had not received any memoranda with submissions relating to the
clause.

Clause 60-Power of entry and search

160. The Committee agreed with the provisions of Clause 60 As at the time of concluding its
report, the Committee had not received any memoranda with submissions relating to the
clause.
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Clause 61-Obstrauction of the Data Commissioner

Three memoranda were received on this Clause. Stakeholders who made submissions under
this clause had divergent views on the measure of fines and penalties under the Act. Some
held the opinion that the fines were t00 punitive, especially for the SMEs and start-ups while
others considered them too lenient.

161. Digital Lenders Association of Kenya opined that the fines are t00 punitive especially for
small players and should be reduced to five hundred thousand and removal of the jail term.

162. Amnesty International Kenya thought the penalties are lenient and may not serve the
deterrence purpose especially for big corporations.

163. Google Kenya opined that the fines are not clearly mapped to the likelihood or severity of
breach. They proposed that the penalties accorded for violations should be consummate to the
nature, gravity and extent of infringement, in line with GDPR Article 84.

164. The committee was of the view that clause as provided for in the law was adequate.

Clause 62-Penalty notices

165. The Committee agreed with the provisions of Clause 62 As at the time of concluding its
report, the Committee had not received any memoranda with submissions relating to the
clause.

Clause 63- Administrative fines

166. Four memoranda were received on this Clause. Stakeholders who made submissions under
this clause had divergent views on the measure of fines and penalties under the Act. Some
held the opinion that the fines were t00 punitive, especially for the SMEs and start-ups while
others considered them too lenient.

167. Digital Lenders Association of Kenya opined that the fines are too punitive especially for
small players and should be reduced to five hundred thousand and removal of the jail term.

168. CIPIT recommended for a wider variety of sanctions beyond administrative sanctions in case
of no compliance or breach of the Bill eg criminal offences and direct liability for directors of
companies

169. Amnesty International Kenya thought the penalties are lenient and may not serve the
deterrence purpose especially for big corporations.

170. Google Kenya opined that the fines were not clearly mapped to the likelihood or severity of
breach. They proposed that the penalties accorded for violations should be consummate to the
nature, gravity and extent of infringement, in line with GDPR Article 84.

171. The committee was of the view that clause as provided for in the law was adequate.

Clause 64-Right of appeal
172. Digital Lenders Association of Kenya proposed the creation of the Data Protection Tribunal
to handle all appeals from the administrative action of the Data Commissioner.

This was not agreeable to the committee as the country was moving from the creation of
many bodies and tribunals and was of the opinion that the High Court would be better placed
to deal with appellate matters arising from the subject matter under this law.
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Clause 65-Compensation of data subject

173. The Committee agreed with the provisions of Clause 65 As at the time of concluding its
report, the Committee had not received any memoranda with submissions relating to the
clause.

Clause 66-Preservation Order

174. The Committee agreed with the provisions of Clause 66 As at the time of concluding its
report, the Committee had not received any memoranda with submissions relating to the
clause.

Clause 67- Funds of the Office

175. The Committee agreed with the provisions of Clause 67 As at the time of concluding its
report, the Committee had not received any memoranda with submissions relating to the
clause.

Clause 68-Annual estimates

176. Amnesty International Kenya and Lawyers Hub proposed that the Commissioner to report to
the National Assembly instead of the Cabinet Secretary. They suggested that clause 68 be
amended to provide that he Commissioner prepares and tables annual financial estimates to
the National Assembly.

177. The Committee opined that the provision in the Bill was in order and there was no need for
amending the clause of the Bill.

Clause 69-Accounts and Audit

178. The Committee agreed with the provisions of Clause 69 As at the time of concluding its
report, the Committee had not received any memoranda with submissions relating to the
clause.

Clause 70-Annual report

179. Amnesty International Kenya proposed the amendment of clause 70 to provide that the
Commissioner gazettes and forwards the annual reports to the Clerk of the National
Assembly for debate and adoption.

180. The Committee in disagreeing with the stakeholder opined that the office of the data
commissioner was to be held under the aegis of the Cabinet Secretary and therefore the
provisions were sufficient.

Clause 71-Regulations
181. CIPIT submitted that the delegated powers were too wide and in particular subsection 2(1)
that requires them to make any other regulations they see fit

Clause 72- Offences of unlawful disclosure of Personal Data

182. The Committee agreed with the provisions of Clause 72 As at the time of concluding its
report, the Committee had not received any memoranda with submissions relating to the
clause.

Clause 73- General penalty

183. Amnesty International Kenya were concerned that the penalties provided for under this
clause are lenient and may not serve the deterrence purpose especially for big corporations.
The Committee agreed with the stakeholder and enhanced the penalty from two years to ten
years.
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Clause 74-Codes, guidelines and certification

184. The Committee agreed with the provisions of Clause 74 As at the time of concluding its
report, the Committee had not received any memoranda with submissions relating to the
clause.

Clause 75-Consequential amendments

185. The Committee agreed with the provisions of Clause 75 As at the time of concluding its
report, the Committee had not received any memoranda with submissions relating to the
clause.

3.4 ADDITIONAL PROPOSALS

186. As had been indicated the Committee held public engagements in various counties, the
Committee received both oral and written submissions, and the following were the key
observation and recommendations from the various counties.

MOMBASA COUNTY
187. The term limit of a data commissioner to be clear such as 3 years and renewable once or a
one term of 6 years.

188. Emphasis on the rights of data subject(s) to issue consent before any data is collected or used
with clear provisions on the kind of penalties and fines provided in the bill in case of misuse
of personal information.

189. The right to consent be clear on the purpose of the data to be collected and consent obtained
in a manner that is consultative and not to be obtained forcefully. Information or data
collected should not be used to intimidate or deployed for malice by the person or entity
tasked with the same

190. The proposed law to include requirements such as values such as trustworthy,
professionalism, honesty and respect that will apply to data collectors or processors as well as
those in the office of the Data Commissioners.

191. Data collected should be used for only the purpose and objective for which it was collected
or sought and not any other.

192. Include a clause to cater for information already in the wrong hands/entities/
bodies/agencies.

193. Consent by children through guardian to be clear.

194. Government trusted offices such as the office of the chief to provide data on street families
or children without parents and guardian.

195. Data managers to ensure safe keeping and security of data including protecting such data by
means of data password with aim of protecting and safeguarding private information.

196. The proposed data commissioner’s office should be well resourced with highly qualified and
competent staff.

197. Research institutions should be exempted from this law.

198. Enhance provisions on penalties by including a penalty of Kshs 1 million or an
imprisonment for 1 year for practices such as unethical hacking.

199. The bill to provide for three (3) months timeframe within which disputes and cases before a
court relating to violations of this law be heard and concluded.
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200. There should be a specified timeline for data deletion and erasure as well as continuous
updating of information/data that may have changed due various circumstances.

201. The rights of the disabled should be considered and be clear in the proposed bill
202. The data commissioner to be independent

203. The office of the data commissioner should be fair and transparent in its dealings, and thus
to further inform principles provided in the bill.

204. There should be continuous civic education through the office of the data commissioner
205. The rights of a registered guardian should be protected.
206. Provisions and clauses on deter data leakage should be clear

707. Enhance definition of data to include all forms of data: numbers, text, video, messages,
images etc

208. The bill to provide for safety of people giving out data or information on account of their
position/mandate or given task or whistle-blowing. Safety of such people is currently
compromised.

KILIFI COUNTY

During the public forum sessions in Kilifi, members of the public submitted the following
views on the Bill;-

209. The Bill to provide for powers of the Data Commissioner to su¢
210. Data misuse to attract a fine not exceeding 2 million and a jail term of 2 — 5 years.

211. The Bill to address concerns on data privacy stored or preserved in various storage locations,
forms/ or platforms such as iClouds ,etc

212. Disclosure of sensitive private data including data on personal health should attract a penalty
of life imprisonment

213. There should be a clear protocol and engagement mechanism before disclosure by the data
subject. Need for systematic approach and policy coherence.

714. The Data Commissioner to ensure integrity of the data, maintenance of data while
safeguarding sensitive data particularly on data on health

215. The Data Commissioner’s office should be decentralised to enhance outreach and service
delivery

216. The creation of the Office of the data Commissioner to be considered further with a view to
reduce duplication among existing government offices and if possible the proposed office to
be domiciled in the State Department of Interior.

217. Transmission of data to be done within the shortest time possible for effective service
delivery and only for the purpose for which it has been obtained.

218. The office of the Data Commissioners should have and utilize adequate legal services ie. a
pool of lawyers to assist in legal issues.

219. Proposed penalties by the public such as life imprisonment to be looked at from the rights of
accused person and ensure proposed penalties are deterrent and not punitive.
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220. The proposed law to ensure protection of children including dissemination of their data to
foreigners.

721. The office of the data commissioner to ensure use of uniform questionnaires when collecting
data on a particular theme or same subject to avoid misuse or discrimination.

292 The Bill to be clear on cost of accessing data and to ensure that the cost is affordable.

223. The Data Commissioners office to be domiciled in the office of the Directorate of Criminal
Investigations.

KERICHO COUNTY
During the public forum sessions in Kericho, members of the public submitted the following

views on the Bill;-

224. The proposed Office of the Data Commissioner would create more institutions, and this will
lead to more government expenditure Therefore, use the existing institutions to address the
public expenditure pressure that would result from passing of the proposed law.

225, Provide for a penalty of Kshs. 1M and a jail term of 10 to 15 years on account of misuse of
data belonging to data subjects or use of such data that are under institutions like Kenya
Power and Safaricom for fraud and other criminal activities.

226. Fine to be introduced on third parties in case there is breach or mishandling of the data
without consent of the data subjects or where necessary , concurrence of by office of the
data commissioner

227, Section 25 of the Bill to be amended to include the following additional principles;
(a) Fairly and lawfully processed and online with existing rights
(b) Processed for limited purpose
(c) Adequate relevant and not excessive
(d) Not kept for longer than its necessary

(e) Secure and where necessary not transferred to other Countries without adequate
protection/ safeguards

(f) Not giving out information without consent
778. Data Commissioner office should be independent

229. Bill to ensure that the services of the office of Data Commissioner are decentralized with
offices across the Country such as Kericho town

230. Sections on regulations to contain provisions to mandating the data protection law to
consistently be updated with modern technologies, innovations and other developments in the
ICT sector to keep up with the evolving trends in the ICT sector and modern technologies.

231. The bill to provide timelines for data breach notification and to be set at 72 hours, and where
possible with penalties to punish for such breaches.

232. The Data Protection Bill to encourage innovation and use of big data including levying
businesses using such data for commercialization/business or other purposes.

233. The Bill to provide clause on applications that mine data either by registration or through
other means embedded in applications or accessing data through simple source code.
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234. Introduce penalties or offences to deter breach of consent
NAKURU COUNTY

During the public forum sessions in Nakuru, members of the public submitted the following
views on the Bill;-

235. Sharing of data and related information only be permitted in unavoidable circumstances such
as on national security, money laundering investigations by Government agencies, normal
criminal/electoral malpractices/ terror activities and drug trafficking investigations.

236. Issues on National security to be well spelt out and declared with clear criteria or
circumstances for purpose of ensuring clarity.

237. Criminalize release / sharing of individual information without consent with the following
penalties while taking into account deterrence aimed at decongesting prison facilities;

Fine of Ksh 1 Million and imprisonment of 1 year or both fine and jail in extreme cases.

238. Include provisions to grant compensation to Kenyans who suffered in any manner on
account of unlawful dissemination of their data in the last five years.

139. Conditions on consent to be clear in every instance or stage.

240. The bill to provide clarity including interpretation on personal data relating to State Officers
vis-a-vis provisions of Chapter 6 of the Constitution without curtailing public scrutiny on
state officers.

241. The bill to be clear on the number of commissioners, powers of the Commissioners as well
as functions of the commissioners as its not clear and comprehensive as currently proposed.

242. Under Clause 8 of the Bill on the functions of the office to include a provision to recognize,
reward and sustain intellectuals in the field of data processing and management.

243. The bill to provide for protection of whistle-blowers and witness that give information
relating to the provisions of the bill. Past experiences indicate unfair and dangerous treatment
of whistle blowers.

244. Data Commissioners to be given prosecutorial and High Court powers 10 further buttress his
functions and enforce consent and other provisions of the bill.

245. Under the Second schedule of the Bill the following proposals were cited by stakeholders for
inclusion in the schedule-

(a) Intellectual Property Act

(b) Trade Mark and Copyright Act

(c) Industrialization and Trade Act

(d) Prevention of organized Crimes Act
(e) Ethics and Anti corruption Act

(f) Central and Banking Act

(g) Land Act

246. The Data Commissioner Office to constantly enhance capacity to handle and manage data.
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247. Data commissioner should possess experience on data and ICT rather than having
qualification on data science.

748. In clause 30, exemptions in respect to journalistic use may be used for malice and
misinformation.

249. When appointing a Data Commissioner, the Public Service Commission to conduct the
recruitment process and nominate three persons for appointment by the Cabinet Secretary.

KAKAMEGA AND KISUMU COUNTIES

During the public forum sessions in Kakamega and Kisumu, members of the public submitted
the following views on the Bill;-

250. The bill to provide that any data collected should be accompanied by a signed declaration
form.

251. The following regime of penalties or fines to apply:
(a) A fine of kshs 10 million Penalty on data misuse
(b) an imprisonment of 7 years with respect to data leakage

(c) A fine of kshs 10 million for unauthorised access of personal data i.e snooping and other
forms/ways

252. Death sentence/penalty with respect to disclosure of sensitive data which can cause mass
harm

753. Criminalize indirect collection of data

254. Proposed law to compel entities or persons who have misuse data to disclose or reveal their
sources

255. The bill to provide that the vetting of the Data Commissioner to be done by the National
Assembly

256. The bill to provide that cyber owners to be vetted as data processors

257. The data subject to be informed of the lifetime or duration of use of his or her personal data
before issuing consent.

158, Ethical hacking should be protected by proposed law bill
259. Clear guidelines to be formulated to ensure full compliance of this bill once enacted into law

NAIROBI COUNTY

260. The Committee had a stakeholder forum in Nairobi and the stakeholders who had submitted
their memorandum appeared before the committee to reiterate the contents of their
memoranda.

761. The submissions and memoranda from various parties appearing before the Committee are
as attached.
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CHAPTER THREE

262. In light of the submissions in the Memoranda, the oral representations made before the
Committee and the Committee deliberations on the Bill, the Committee recommends—

CLAUSE 2
THAT, clause 2 of the Bill be amended by—
(a) inserting the following new definitions in their proper alphabetical sequence—
““data” means information which—
(a) is processed by means of equipment operating automatically in response to
instructions given for that purpose;
(b) is recorded with intention that is should be processed by means of such
equipment;
(c) is recorded as part of a relevant filing system;
(d) where it does not fall under paragraph (a) (b) or (¢), forms part of an
accessible record; or
(e) is recorded information which is held by a public entity and does not fall
within any of paragraphs (a) to (d);
“person” has the meaning assigned to it in to under Article 260 of the
Constitution.

(b) deleting definition of the term “consent” and substituting therefor the following
new definition—

“consent” means any manifestation of express, unequivocal, free, specific and
informed indication of the data subject’s wishes by the data subject by a statement
or by a clear affirmative action, signifies agreement to the processing of personal
data relating to the data subject”.

Justification:

1. To include the definitions of the terms data and person that have been repeatedly
used in the Bill;

7 To delete the definition of “consent” provided for in the bill and substitute with a
more elaborate definition that will properly define consent which is a pertinent
element of data protection and management

CLAUSE 4
THAT, clause 4 of the Bill be amended by inserting the word “located” immediately after
the words “data subjects” appearing in subparagraph (ii) of paragraph (b).

Justification:
The amendment seeks to provide for clarity of the kind of data that can be processed by a
data controller or processor who is not resident in the country.

CLAUSE 5

THAT, clause 5 of the Bill be amended by deleting subclause (5) and substituting
therefor the following new subclause—
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(5) The Data Commissioner shall in consultation with the Cabinet Secretary,
establish such directorates as may be necessary for the better carrying out of the
functions of the office.

Justification:

The amendment seeks to provide clarity of the provision by inserting a word that was
omitted in the sub-clause of the Act as well as to make provisions for directorates taht5
will support the office of the Data Commissioner in the execution of its mandate under
this Act.

CLAUSE 6
THAT, clause 6 of the Bill be amended—
(a) in sub-clause (3) by deleting the words “Cabinet Secretary” and substituting
therefor the word “President™;
(b) by deleting subclause (4) and substituting therefor the following new subclause—

“(4) The Data Commissioner shall be nominated by the President and, with the
approval of the National Assembly, appointed by the President”.

Justification:

To ensure that the Data Commissioner is recruited through a competitive process and
appointed by the President and not the Cabinet Secretary given the onerous mandate that
he or she will be required to execute.

CLAUSE 7

THAT, clause 7 of the Bill be amended by inserting the following new paragraph
immediately after paragraph c—

“(ca) holds a master’s degree.

Justification:

To introduce reasonable qualifications for appointment as Data Commissioner i.e. one
has to hold at least a masters’ degree to serve in this is a technical position that may
require some additional knowledge and expertise.

CLAUSE 13
THAT, the Bill be amended by deleting clause 13 and substituting therefor the following

Staff of the Office. 13. The Data Commissioner shall in
consultation with the Public Service Commission,
appoint such number of staff as may be necessary for
the proper and efficient discharge of the functions under
this Act or any other relevant law.
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Justification:
To allow the Data Protection Commissioner to consult with the Public Service
Commission when appointing his staff. Public Service Commission is a
constitutionally mandated Commission that handles matters of human resource in
the public service.

CLAUSE 15

THAT, clause 15 of the Bill be amended by deleting the word “the” appearing

immediately after the words “First Schedule on” in sub-clause (5).

Justification:
The amendment seeks to correct a typographical error in the Bill.

CLAUSE 19
THAT, clause 19 of the Bill be amended by—

(a) deleting subclause (4) and substituting therefor the following new subclause —
“(4) The Data Commissioner shall issue a certificate of registration where a data
controller or data processor meets the requirements for registration;

(b) inserting the word “this” immediately after the words “the provisions of”
appearing in sub-clause (7).

Justification:

The amendment seeks to clarify the provision on registration and clearly set out that a
certificate shall only be issued when the requirements of registration are met as well as to
correct a typographical error.

CLAUSE 25

THAT, clause 25 of the Bill be amended by inserting the following new paragraph
immediately after paragraph (d)—

“(e) collected only where a valid explanation is provided whenever information relating
to family or private affairs is required;”

Justification

The additional principle was aimed at ensuring that data subjects are duly informed of
reasons for collection of data relating to private and family affairs so that they can make
informed decisions before granting the consent.

CLAUSE 29
THAT, clause 29 of the Bill be amended by—
(a) deleting paragraph (d) and substituting therefor the following new paragraph —

“(d) the third parties whom personal data has been or will be transferred to,
including details of safeguards adopted;
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(b) inserting the following new paragraph immediately after paragraph (e)—
“(f) a description of the technical and organization security measures taken to
ensure the integrity and confidentiality of the data”.

Justification

The proposed amendment seeks to ensure that the rights of data subjects are protected
and that security measures are taken into account by data controllers and processors to
ensure the integrity of data collected.

CLAUSE 31
THAT, clause 31 of the Bill be amended by inserting the following new subclauses
immediately after sub-clause (4) —
“(5) The data impact assessment reports shall be submitted sixty days
prior to the processing of data;
“(6) The Data Commissioner shall set out guidelines for carrying out an
impact assessment under this section.
Justification:
1. There is need for the Data Protection Commissioner to set out the types of processing
operations that will require a data impact assessment.
2. Setting of timelines on when data impact assessment reports should be submitted will
ensure protection of the rights of data subjects when processing operations likely to
result in high risk to the rights of data subjects.

CLAUSE 35

THAT, clause 35 of the Bill be amended in subclause (3) (b) by deleting the word
“pefore” and substituting therefor the word “after”.

Justification:

The amendment seeks to correct a typographical error in the Bill.

CLAUSE 37
THAT, Bill be amended by deleting clause 37 and substituting therefor the following —
g(’lmmmi'dl use of 37. (1) A person shall not use, for commercial
ata.

purposes, personal data obtained pursuant to the
provisions of this Act unless the person-
(a) has sought and obtained express consent
from a data subject; or
(b) is authorised to do so under any written
law and the data subject has been
informed of such use when collecting the
data from the data subject.

(2) A data controller or data processor that uses
personal data for commercial purposes shall, where
possible, anonymise the data in such a manner as to
ensure that the data subject is no longer identifiable.

(3) The Cabinet Secretary in consultation with

e
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the Data Commissioner may prescribe  practice
guidelines for commercial use of personal data in
accordance with this Act.

Justification:

The current proposal was making reference to direct marketing while the new provision
is seeking to ensure that data used for commercial purposes which is much broader than
direct marketing ifs properly secured.

CLAUSE 41

THAT, clause 41 of the Bill be amended in subclause (3) by inserting the following new
paragraph immediately after paragraph (d)—

(e) the cost of processing data and the technologies and tools used.

Justification

It is imperative to have in mind the cost and technology that will be required in
processing data as sometimes the cost of producing the data may be exponential and
therefore should be accounted for.

CLAUSE 48
THAT, clause 48 of the Bill be amended by—

(a) deleting the item “(1)” appearing immediately before the words “a data
controller’”;
(b) deleting paragraph (b) and substituting therefor the following new paragraph—

“(b) the data controller or data processor has given proof to the Data
Commissioner of the appropriate safeguards with respect to the security and
protection of personal data, and the appropriate safeguards including jurisdictions
with commensurate data protection laws;”

Justification
The amendment is necessary to provide clarity in the bill as well as to set out jurisdiction
with commensurate data protection laws during transborder transfer of data

CLAUSE 51
THAT, clause 51 of the Bill be amended in sub-clause (2) by deleting the word “order”
appearing in paragraph (b) and substituting therefor the word “interest”.

Justification:

1. To substitute the words public order with public interest. Public interest is a
broader concept which encompasses an interest that is a common concern among
citizens in the management, local and national affairs.

2. To mandate public bodies seeking to retrieve data necessary for national security
and public interest to secure ex parte orders from the law courts before retrieving
such information to safeguard the rights of data subjects against fragrant abuse.

s
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CLAUSE 56
THAT., Bill be amended by deleting clause 56 and substituting therefor the following —

Complaints to the 56. (1) A data subject who is aggrieved by a
Data Commissioner . .
decision of any person under this Act may lodge a
complaint with the Data Commissioner in accordance
with this Act-

(2) A person who intends to lodge a complaint under
this Act shall do so orally or in writing.

(3) Where a complaint made under subclause (1) is
made orally, the Data Commissioner shall cause the
complaint to be recorded in writing and shall be dealt
with in accordance with such procedures as the Data
Commissioner may prescribe.

(4) A complaint lodged under subclause (1) shall
contain such particulars as the Data Commissioner may
prescribe.

(5) a complaint made to the data commissioner shall be
investigated and concluded within ninety days.

Justification:

This clause seeks to provide clarity with regards to complaints mechanism by data
subjects aggrieved by a decision of any person under this Act.

CLAUSE 73
THAT, clause 73 of the Bill be amended in subclause (1) by deleting the word “two”
appearing immediately after the word “year” and substituting therefor the word “ten”.

Justification:

To enhance the sentence of the general penalty in a bid to deter persons from committing
offences under this Act. The proposed two years’ imprisonment is too lenient and may
not serve the purpose of ensuring the protection of personal data.
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MIN.NO/NA/CI11/2019/188: PRELIMINARIES

The Chairperson called the meeting to order at thirty two minutes past nine o’clock followed
by a word of prayer.

MIN.NO/NA/CI11/2019/189: CONFIRMATION OF THE MINUTES

The agenda was deferred to the next meeting.

MIN.NO/NA/CI1/2019/190: ADOPTION OF THE REPORT ON THE
CONSIDERATION OF THE DATA PROTECTION BILL,
2019

The Committee considered and adopted the report with the following recommendations
having been proposed by Hon. Anthony Oluoch, MP and seconded by Hon. Marwa Maisori,
MP
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In light of the submissions in the Memoranda, the oral representations made before the
Committee and the Committee deliberations on the Bill, the Committee recommends—

CLAUSE 2
THAT, clause 2 of the Bill be amended by—
(a) inserting the following new definitions in their proper alphabetical sequence—
“data” means information which—
(a) 1s processed by means of equipment operating automatically in response to
instructions given for that purpose;
(b) is recorded with intention that is should be processed by means of such
equipment;
(c) is recorded as part of a relevant filing system;
(d) where it does not fall under paragraph (a) (b) or (c), forms part of an
accessible record; or
(e) is recorded information which is held by a public entity and does not fall
within any of paragraphs (a) to (d);
“person” has the meaning assigned to it in to under Article 260 of the
Constitution.

(b) deleting definition of the term “consent” and substituting therefor the following new
definition—
“consent” means any manifestation of express, unequivocal, free, specific and
informed indication of the data subject’s wishes by the data subject by a statement or
by a clear affirmative action, signifies agreement to the processing of personal data
relating to the data subject”.

Justification:
1. To include the definitions of the terms data and person that have been repeatedly used
in the Bill;

2. To delete the definition of “consent” provided for in the bill and substitute with a
more elaborate definition that will properly define consent which is a pertinent
element of data protection and management

CLAUSE 4
THAT, clause 4 of the Bill be amended by inserting the word “located” immediately after the
words “data subjects” appearing in subparagraph (ii) of paragraph (b).

Justification:
a. The amendment seeks to provide for clarity of the kind of data that can be processed
by a data controller or processor who is not resident in the country.

CLAUSE §

THAT, clause 5 of the Bill be amended by deleting subclause (5) and substituting therefor
the following new subclause—

(5) The Data Commissioner shall in consultation with the Cabinet Secretary, establish
such directorates as may be necessary for the better carrying out of the functions of
the office.
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Justification:

The amendment seeks to provide clarity of the provision by inserting a word that was omitted
in the sub-clause of the Act as well as to make provisions for directorates tahtS will support
the office of the Data Commissioner in the execution of its mandate under this Act.

CLAUSE 6
THAT, clause 6 of the Bill be amended—
(a) in sub-clause (3) by deleting the words “Cabinet Secretary” and substituting therefor
the word “President”;
(b) by deleting subclause (4) and substituting therefor the following new subclause—

“(4) The Data Commissioner shall be nominated by the President and, with the
approval of the National Assembly, appointed by the President”.

Justification:

To ensure that the Data Commissioner is recruited through a competitive process and
appointed by the President and not the Cabinet Secretary given the onerous mandate that he
or she will be required to execute.

CLAUSE 7

THAT, clause 7 of the Bill be amended by inserting the following new paragraph
immediately after paragraph c—

“(ca) holds a master’s degree.

Justification:

To introduce reasonable qualifications for appointment as Data Commissioner i.e. one has to
hold at least a masters’ degree to serve in this is a technical position that may require some
additional knowledge and expertise.

CLAUSE 13
THAT, the Bill be amended by deleting clause 13 and substituting therefor the following —
Staff of the Office. 13. The Data Commissioner shall in

consultation with the Public Service Commission,
appoint such number of staff as may be necessary for
the proper and efficient discharge of the functions under
this Act or any other relevant law.

Justification:

To allow the Data Protection Commissioner to consult with the Public Service
Commission when appointing his staff. Public Service Commission is a
constitutionally mandated Commission that handles matters of human resource in the
public service.

CLAUSE 15

THAT, clause 15 of the Bill be amended by deleting the word “the” appearing immediately

after the words “First Schedule on” in sub-clause (5).

Justification:
The amendment seeks to correct a typographical error in the Bill.

CLAUSE 19
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THAT, clause 19 of the Bill be amended by—
(a) deleting subclause (4) and substituting therefor the following new subclause —
“(4) The Data Commissioner shall issue a certificate of registration where a data
controller or data processor meets the requirements for registration;
(b) inserting the word “this” immediately after the words “the provisions of” appearing
in sub-clause (7).

Justification:

The amendment seeks to clarify the provision on registration and clearly set out that a
certificate shall only be issued when the requirements of registration are met as well as to
correct a typographical error.

CLAUSE 25

THAT, clause 25 of the Bill be amended by inserting the following new paragraph
immediately after paragraph (d)—

“(e) collected only where a valid explanation is provided whenever information relating to
family or private affairs is required;”

Justification

The additional principle was aimed at ensuring that data subjects are duly informed of
reasons for collection of data relating to private and family affairs so that they can make
informed decisions before granting the consent.

CLAUSE 29
THAT, clause 29 of the Bill be amended by—

(a) deleting paragraph (d) and substituting therefor the following new paragraph —
“(d) the third parties whom personal data has been or will be transferred to, including
details of safeguards adopted;

(b) inserting the following new paragraph immediately after paragraph (e)—
“(f) a description of the technical and organization security measures taken to ensure
the integrity and confidentiality of the data”.

Justification

The proposed amendment seeks to ensure that the rights of data subjects are protected and
that security measures are taken into account by data controllers and processors to ensure the
integrity of data collected.

CLAUSE 31
THAT, clause 31 of the Bill be amended by inserting the following new subclauses
immediately after sub-clause (4) —
“(5) The data impact assessment reports shall be submitted sixty days prior to
the processing of data;
“(6) The Data Commissioner shall set out guidelines for carrying out an
impact assessment under this section.
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Justification:
1. There is need for the Data Protection Commissioner to set out the types of processing
operations that will require a data impact assessment.
2. Setting of timelines on when data impact assessment reports should be submitted will
ensure protection of the rights of data subjects when processing operations likely to result
in high risk to the rights of data subjects.

CLAUSE 35

THAT, clause 35 of the Bill be amended in subclause (3) (b) by deleting the word “before”
and substituting therefor the word “after”.

Justification:

The amendment seeks to correct a typographical error in the Bill.

CLAUSE 37
THAT, Bill be amended by deleting clause 37 and substituting therefor the following —
Commercial use of 37. (1) A person shall not use, for commercial
data. purposes, personal data obtained pursuant to the
provisions of this Act unless the person-
(a) has sought and obtained express consent
from a data subject; or
(b) is authorised to do so under any written
law and the data subject has been
informed of such use when collecting the
data from the data subject.

(2) A data controller or data processor that uses
personal data for commercial purposes shall, where
possible, anonymise the data in such a manner as to
ensure that the data subject is no longer identifiable.

(3) The Cabinet Secretary in consultation with
the Data Commissioner may prescribe practice
guidelines for commercial use of personal data in
accordance with this Act.

Justification:

The current proposal was making reference to direct marketing while the new provision is
seeking to ensure that data used for commercial purposes which is much broader than direct
marketing ifs properly secured.

CLAUSE 41

THAT, clause 41 of the Bill be amended in subclause (3) by inserting the following new
paragraph immediately after paragraph (d)—

(e) the cost of processing data and the technologies and tools used.

Justification

[t is imperative to have in mind the cost and technology that will be required in processing
data as sometimes the cost of producing the data may be exponential and therefore should be
accounted for.

CLAUSE 48
THAT, clause 48 of the Bill be amended by—

5|Page



(a) deleting the item “(1)” appearing immediately before the words “a data controller”;
(b) deleting paragraph (b) and substituting therefor the following new paragraph—
“(b) the data controller or data processor has given proof to the Data Commissioner of
the appropriate safeguards with respect to the security and protection of personal data,
and the appropriate safeguards including jurisdictions with commensurate data
protection laws;”

Justification
The amendment is necessary to provide clarity in the bill as well as to set out jurisdiction
with commensurate data protection laws during transborder transfer of data

CLAUSE 51
THAT, clause 51 of the Bill be amended in sub-clause (2) by deleting the word “order”
appearing in paragraph (b) and substituting therefor the word “interest”.

Justification:

1. To substitute the words public order with public interest. Public interest is a broader
concept which encompasses an interest that is a common concern among citizens in
the management, local and national affairs.

2. To mandate public bodies seeking to retrieve data necessary for national security and
public interest to secure ex parte orders from the law courts before retrieving such
information to safeguard the rights of data subjects against fragrant abuse.

CLAUSE 56
THAT, Bill be amended by deleting clause 56 and substituting therefor the following —

Complaints to the 56. (1) A data subject who is aggrieved by a
Data Commissioner . .
decision of any person under this Act may lodge a
complaint with the Data Commissioner in accordance
with this Act-

(2) A person who intends to lodge a complaint under
this Act shall do so orally or in writing.

(3) Where a complaint made under subclause (1) is
made orally, the Data Commissioner shall cause the
complaint to be recorded in writing and shall be dealt
with in accordance with such procedures as the Data
Commissioner may prescribe.

(4) A complaint lodged under subclause (1) shall
contain such particulars as the Data Commissioner may
prescribe.

(5) a complaint made to the data commissioner shall be
investigated and concluded within ninety days.

Justification:

This clause seeks to provide clarity with regards to complaints mechanism by data subjects
aggrieved by a decision of any person under this Act.

CLAUSE 73
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THAT, clause 73 of the Bill be amended in subclause (1) by deleting the word “two”
appearing immediately after the word “year” and substituting therefor the word “ten”.

Justification:

To enhance the sentence of the general penalty in a bid to deter persons from committing
offences under this Act. The proposed two years’ imprisonment is too lenient and may not
serve the purpose of ensuring the protection of personal data.

MIN.NO/NA/CI1/2019/191: ADJOURNEMENT

There being no other business, the meeting was adjourned at forty nine minutes past ten
o’clock
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7|Page



WAILY NATIO\I 1 Wedne.sday, July 10, 2.019 19

KENYA INSTITUTE OF
\l PPLIES MAN, \( EME

Nationsl Bek of Kemya Seaff National
P!n-n Fund Regweresd Trusters Bank

| Dy e ——
.1 e "ok Oy S, it
f—-

Notice is hereby given that the Annual General Meeting of the National Bank of Kenya Limited Staff
Pension Fund Registered Trustees will be held ot TinTin Restaurant, KICC, Harambee Avenue on

s o Excusve of VAT) )

Saturday, 27th July 2019 at 11:30 A.M. to transact the following business {[ Theme | Dates | " Aboutthe Course cPD Member Non-member
' . | Venue / Hours MEary [Normal| Early | Normal
a) Ordinary Business ‘ No.of Days Bird | Bird
~ { [Procurement | 3-5, July | The warkshop oullines the role of procurement 20 [ 61,500 | 63,000 | 65,500 | 67,000
1. Introdugtion by the Chairperson of the Board of Trustees. | |Contract 3Days  |practitioners and users in contract implemenalion,
Implementation and | Kisumu | moniloring and reporting

2. The Chdirperson’s Report Moniloring
Surveying and 2326, July [Oblaining the fight suppliers slosuccess | 24 | 70,000 | 73,500 | 76,000 | 79,500 |
Developing Your 4Days |in the purchasing process. The workshop presents
Supply Market. Nakuru  |a guide for supplier menagement, and equips

4. Presentpotion on the Role of the Custodian by National Bank of Kenya Limited | i ihg pracm:urgg :M|h sallz?\l skills to ensgrepgood

supplier management praclices.

3. Presentption on the Fund Investments by GenAfrica Asset Managers & Sanlam Investments.

5. Presentption on the role of the administrator and financial planning tips by Zamara Actuaries,
Administrators & Consultants Ltd. |

his workshop has been structured to equip KES 185,600.00
nam ipants with knowledge and techniques for (Inclusive VAT)
managing procurement under the new (2016) World
Bank Procurement Policy, and for similardonor | {0 g e
I financed projects. The program has been developed USD 1,700.00
| by the World Bank and is delivered in partnership | (Inclusive VAT)
with Kenya Institute of Supplies Management 1

6. Presentpition on the Fund Audited Accounts for the year ended 31% December 2018 by Deloitte & |
Touche| |

7. Presentgtion by the Retirement Benefits Authority

8. Trustee§ Remuneration |

sily of inveniory holding remains a 24 | 67,500 [ 71,000 | 73,500 '" |
ed debale the world over Concepls such as
JIT, Lean and Agile supply chains have emerged
in ihe last flew decades as siralegies towards
zero slockholding. This workshop equips the |
| prachiioner wilh best practice in inveniory and siores J | ' |
L

management (hai lead to cost savings and efficiency
INTERNATIONAL FEDERATION OF PURCHASING AND SUPPLY | H'vm:';.;‘lh;(.y;ﬂ-'

| |Logistics, Inveniory | -
’& Warehousing Augt

Davs
10. Vote of Thanks | [Manzgement 4Days
| ‘ Kisumu

9. Questioh and Answer Session

b) To transagt any other business of the Annual General Meeting for which notice has been given in I
advance.

in the slores function

- |
=~ s of the gnnual reports and financial statements of the Scheme are available from the Human |

tesources Depgartment | 1

‘ 24 KES 72,000.00 | |

By order of the Board of Trustees | £ | ‘
i |

= -1 | Part ;:au,.wu)l be updwedrm trends and future }

As. Linnet Mirehane direcetion of procuremnt and supply management |

Thairperson, NBK Staff Pension Fund Registered Trustees ~m~\edge profess *q‘dl o aclce, ology, legal, . USD72000 |

ch findings | ‘ |

REPUBLIC OF KENYA |

dccur ents for their procu

|
: .
| [Procurement |14,
| | Train

| | Commi

THE NATIONAL ASSEMBLY [raicii
TWELFTHPARLIAMENT - THIRD SESSION

Inthe matters pf consideration by the Natmm! Assemb(y - |
1. The Crops (Amendment) Bill (National Assembly Bill No. 25 of 2019)
The Data Protection Bill (National Assembly Bill No. 44 of 2019)

SUBMISSION OF MEMORANDA

ment shall facilitate public participation ond involvement in
onal Assembly Standing Order 127(3)
public participation Jr‘d take
its report to the Hou

and Supply Chain
Management

Article N8(1)(b) of the Constitution provides that,
1 legislative afd other business of Parliament and its
vides that, “the Departmental Commitiee to wi
1account theyiews and recommendations of th

Pitfalls of Public
Procurement
ule to the Crops Act, 2013 to include Achiote as Lessons from
one of the schedpled crops. Achiote crop is !ocally known as *Mrangi’ because of its bright red fr and is grown largely |Review Board
at the coast butlits potential has not been fully utilized. According to the Agricuitural experts, the crop matures fully Cases
ithin four to five years and has an economic life span of 20 years but can be harvested even after one year in the farm. |
2 crop is world's second most important natural colourant and makes about 70 percent of the world's natural dyes

led by i
views Board. The workshop's |

upscale partict 2city |
S In procurement pr
of mind lo formulale, gt

|

S— - |
77,000 | 80,500 | |
|

|

t+he Crops (Amendment) Bill, 2019 seeks to amend the F

1e Data Prote¢tion Bill, 2019 seeks to give effect to the right to privacy as provided for in Article 31(c) and (d) of the
Constitution by setting out the requirement for the protection of personal data pr 4 by both public and private
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» above mentioned Bills have undergone First Reading pursuant to Standing Order 127(3) and stand committed to
Departmental Committee on Agriculture & Livestock and Departmental € ittee on C. ication
ormation & lnnovation respectively, for consideration and thereafter report to the House.,

Pursuant to the provisions of Article 118(1)(b) of the Constitution and Standing Order 127(3), the respective Commit- ‘ < highlighted .
25 invite members of the Public to submit representations they may have on the said Bills. The representations may Implementing the 17-20, | This workshop focuses on procurement reforms 24| 70,500 | 74,000 | 76,500| 80,000

forwarded to {he Clerk of the National Assembly, P.0. Box 41842-00100, Nairobi; hand-deliversd to the Office Pubiic Procurement | December |and enlightens praciiiioners on how besi to lake

the Clerk, Main Parliament Buildings, Nairobi; or emailed to clerk@parliament.go.ke; to be received on or he- andAsset Disposal | 4 Days |advanlage of the reforms lo improve procuremeni
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Big score for Ngilu as garment firm

delivers batch of uniforms for chiefs

This is the first batch
of uniforms for chiefs

and their assistants
across the country

3Y KITAVI MUTUA
aKitavim
(mutua@ke.nationmedia.com

"itui County yesterday

delivered the first batch

mof uniforms for chiefs and

heir assistants, a major milestone

‘or the facility that opened its
loors less than a year ago.

With a label bearing three
vordg “Made in Kitui”, the fabrics
nanufactured at the Kitui County
lextiles Centre (Kicotec) were

~ BACKGROUND

In April, President Kenyatta
directed that uniforms for
provincial administrators,
including thousands of
chiefs and their assistants,
be made at the Kitui County
Textiles Centre (Kicotec),

in line with his fourth pillar
of the Big Four Agenda —
manufacturing.

The 2,804 sets of uniform
were packed in boxes

at the factory based in
Syongila, loaded and
transported to Nairobi for
onward distribution to the
administrators.

A

transported to Nairobi for onward

-

Governor Charity

Kitui County Commissioner John
Ondego said the county had reached
a milestone in manufacturing and
called on leaders to unite for shared
growth,

“There is no point in using public
resources to support other econo-
mies by importing things we can
make here.

“Am very impressed by this textiles
factory that builds our own economy
and uplifts our people,” Mr Ondego
said.

He said the President was keen
to support Kitui County expand its
manufacturing, besides giving it
government business, in his rallying
call to Kenyans to build the country
by buying locally manufactured
products.

In October last year, Kitui County
scored a first in the country after it
established the garment factory to
manufacture school uniforms and
other fabrics for local and export
market.

According to Governor Ngilu, the
trickle-down effect of the factory can-
not just be measured by the number
of jobs it has directly created or the
revenues, but by the overall boost it

‘eceived by a team of government for members of the national gives to Kitui economy.
fficials led by Assistant Inspector government administration man-  distribution to the administrators.  Ngilu (left) She said the revenue generated
3eneral of Police Musa Kakawa.  and specifications, within a period  ufactured in Kitui was a stamp of While receiving the consign- and Assistant from the factory would boost the
Th >rms were the first of only three months. approval in her initiative — the ment, the Commandant of Critical Inspector General county’s domestic revenues and help
rder the national govern- “Today marks a big milestone first one by a county government. Infrastructure Police Unit Musa of Police Musa bridge development budget deficits.
nent to the county-owned factory  for Kitui County’s wealth creation This, she said, was in line with = Kakawa said he was happy to note Kakawa, admire “The county's manufacturing
bllovag adirective by President agenda. This is how the Asian the “manuf: pillar” of Pres-  that the chief’s uniforms met the a chief’s' uniform dream has come true. We invite
Jhury Kenyatta in April that gave  Tigers started, before growing to  ident Kenyatta's Big Four Agenda  quality expectations. made at the Kitui schools, hospitals, hotels and other
t its first major business. overtake Kenya and many other meant to accelerate growth of the “We are happy to receive the i organisations from across the coun-
Governor Charity Ngilusaid she ~ countries, as global manufacturing ~ country’s overall economy. 2,804 locally made uniform sets. County Textiles try to consider us for their clothing
vas happy to have delivered the giants,” Mrs Ngilu said. The 2,804 sets of uniforms, I can confirm the quality is above ~Centre, yesterday. needs’, said Governor Ngilu, adding
\ssignment of manufacturing gar- She thanked President Kenyatta including ceremonial gear, were our expectations and this is an KITAVIMUTUAL - that the final orders would be deliv-
nents for national administrators, for the support given, saying packed in boxes at the factory encouraging step for the county NATION  ered in a month.
vhich involved meticulous details his directive to have uniforms based in Syongila, loaded and and the country;’ said Mr Kakawa.
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Kimwarer dam not approved — Ouko

Auditor General says Cabinet only sanctioned the Sh27.7bn Arror dam in Elgeyo Marakwet

LWKE AwicH/ The Cabinet did not ap-
prove the controversial Sh22.5 bil-
lion Kimwarer dam project, Auditor
General Edward Ouko has said.

In his report, he said only the
Sh27.7 billion Arror dam project was
sanctioned by the Cabinet. Nation-
al Assembly Majority leader Aden
Duale on Tuesday tabled the 2017-18
report in the House.

National Treasury Cabinet Secre-
tary Henry Rotich and Principal Sec-
retary Kamau Thugge were forced to
step aside after they were charged
over the dams scandal.

Rotich and Thugge surrendered
on July 22 after Director of Criminal
Investigations Noordin Haji ordered
their arrest. They were taken to the
DCI headquarters.

o Valley Development Au-

7's managing director David
___..osop was sacked on May 30 over
the scandal. He was also charged.

Citing a Cabinet memorandum
of December 3, 2008, Ouko said
that only the Arror integrated mul-
tipurpose dam project was given the
greenlight. President Uhuru Ken-
yatta chaired the Cabinet meeting.

“There was no evidence to show

that Kimwarer multipurpose proj-
ect was approved by the Cabinet,”
Ouko said.

“Although, the management indi-
cates that the tendering process was
informed by the Cabinet approval,
the Cabinet memos available for au-
dit review indicate that only Arror
was approved.”

Ouko also faulted KVDA for ignor-
ing advice from the Attorney General
to establish the capacity of Italian
firm - CMC Di Ravena - to undertake
a project of that magnitude.

The company which was at one
time straining to get voluntary liq-
uidation in Italy, was awarded the
multi-billion shilling project with-
out draft technical designs which are
crucial documents required before
a contract is issued.

Ouko warned that taxpayers could
spend more due to a delay in secur-
ing land for the twin dam projects.

The government was to give an ad-
ditional Sh7.7 billion to meet local
costs of resettlement, compensation,
project management and any other
costs not covered by the donor.

The report indicates that
the Treasury has only released

<

Auditor General Edward Ouko during the launch of State Capture Inside Kenya's
Inability to Fight Corruption by Africog in Nairobi on May 23 /ENOS TECHE

Sh643,200,000 for the Arror project
out of which Sh8,634,135 had been
spent on public participation and
sensitisation.

The Treasury is yet to release a
shilling for the Kimwarer counter
funding. “Twenty-two months after
the contract agreement was signed,
KVDA is yet to complete the process
of acquiring project land from af-

fected residents and it is not known
when the process will be completed,”
read part of the report.

“Further, there is no evidence that
the total amount required for land
acquisition and compensation has
been factored in the 2018-19 budget
to enable the authority acquire land
for resettlement and compensate the
landowners.”

Thursday, August 8,2019

FACE CHARGES

Two fake census
enumerators
seized in Migori

MANUEL ODENY/Police in Migori are
holding two suspects for imperson-
ating census officials.

Migori police commander Joseph
Nthenge said suspects Polycarp
Mboya Ndege and Victor Onyango
Ochieng were arrested yesterday
afternoon during a training by the
Kenya National Bureau of Statistics.
The training started on Monday.

Nthenge said organisers were
scrutinising the list of participants
when they found the suspects’
names.

"“They are being held at Migori
police station and will be taken to
court on Thursday to face charges,"
he said. Ndege had told the police
that he was with his colleagues after
aninterview and he claimed they told
him that training will be on Monday.

Ochieng was impersonating his
cousin, Joseph Ogolla Ochieng, who
passed the interview but got another
Jjob.

“He took his cousin's national ID
and registered his name for two days.
But on Wednesday [yesterday] he
forget to write 'his name'. He wrote
his original name which gave him
away," Nthenge said.
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Malnourished Baringo kid
.. | gets help after Star photo

County commissioner visits her at children's home

In the matter of ideration by the National A i
The Data Protection Bill ] bly Bill No.44 of 2019)

NOTIFICATION FOR PUBLIC HEARINGS

Article 118(1)(b) of the Constitution provides that, “Parliament shall facilitate public participation and involvement

in the legislative and other business of Parliament and its Committees”. Further, the National Assembly Standing

Order 127(3) requires the Departmental Committee to which a Bill is committed to facilitate public participation

and take into account the views and recommendations of the public when the Committee makes its report
' House.

lata Protection Bill, 2019 main objective is to give effect to the right to privacy as provided for in Article
31(c) and (d) of the Constitution by setting out the requirement for the protection of personal data processed
by both public and private entities.

The Data Protection Bill, 2019 has undergone First Reading pursuant to Standing Oder 127(3) and is
now committed to the Departmental C on C e and for
consideration and thereafter report to the House.

Pursuant to Article 118(1)(b) of the Constitution and the Standing Order 127(3) members of the public are
hereby notified that the Committee will be conducting public hearings on the Data Protection Bill, 2019 in
the following Counties:-

| 0 o DA
!‘ 1. Mombasa Kenya School of Government Hall Thursday, 15th August, 2019
2 Kilifi Makio Kinamai Social Hall Friday, 16th August, 2019

4. Kisumu New Nyanza Regional Headquarters | Thursday, 22nd August, 2019 ’
15. Kakamega Salvation Army Social Hall Friday, 23rd August, 2019

6. Kericho Holy Trinity Academy Hall Thursday, 29th August, 2019

7. Nakuru Nakuru Old Town Hall Friday, 30th August, 2019

7. Laikipia Nanyuki Social Hall Friday, 13th September, 2019

8. Isiolo Silver Bells Hotel Saturday, 14th September, 2019

9. Nairobi County Hall, Parliament Buildings Tuesday, 17th September, 2019

The soft copy of the Bill is available on the website of the Parli of Kenya www. go.ke.

MICHAEL R. SIALAI, EBS

JOSEPH KANGOGO/Baringo county
commissioner Henry Wafula has
thanked a children’s home and the
media for saving the life of a one-
and-a-half-year malnourished child.

The Star published a photograph
of a starving Jeptoo Cherutich on
the front page of its Monday July 5
edition.

Many individuals were touched
and they offered to help. Wafula said
the child is in the safe hands of di-
rector Mary Sang who runs Kabarnet
Sunrise Children’s Home.

Wafula made an impromptu vis-
it to the home on Tuesday night at
around 8pm accompanied by Bar-
ingo Central subcounty assistant
commissioner Reuben Ratemo.

“Where are you? Can you come
quickly to help us locate where this
child is. I'm receiving a lot of pres-

sure from by bosses in Nairobi,”
Wafula told the Star.

Wafula said he together with
Rift Valley regional commissioner
George Natembeya were in Eldoret
dealing with other issues when he
got the call form his bosses.

At first, Wafula was not pleased
with the report about the child.

“I'm tired of you fellows in the me-
dia and the bad reports you write
everyday about our county. Some
are not true. Sometimes the things
you write can make someone die of
heart attack,” he said.

“Sometimes [ want to relax after
beefing up security owing to bandit
attacks but then other stupid things
like malnutrition arise.”

However, he later relaxed and
cooled down his temper after see-
ing the child at the home.
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About us

This submission is made by the National Coalition of Human Rights Defenders — Kenya (NCHRD-K),
the Centre for Intellectual Property and Information Technology (CIPIT), KELIN and Privacy
International (PI).

The Centre for Intellectual Property and Information Technology (CIPIT) an evidence-based
research and training think tank based at Strathmore University Law School, Nairobi, Kenya. Our
Mission is to study, create, and share knowledge on the development of intellectual property and
information technology, especially as they contribute to African Law and Human Rights. We take
pride in furthering non-partisan research thatisindependent and objective. CIPIT has in the past been
instrumental in helping to highlight some of the limitations facing data protection in Kenya most
recent of which includes a study on the privacy implications of adopting biometrics in the 2017
Kenyan elections. The report was discussed in one of the events of the 62" session of the African
Charter for Human and Peoples Rights to inform the inclusion of the right to privacy to that Banjul
Charter. In partnership with other stakeholders, CIPIT has also organized local forums and workshops
to identify and debate the pertinent issues on the current legislative proposals.

The National Coalition of Human Rights Defenders-Kenya (NCHRD-K) is a national organization
established in 2007 and incorporated in the Republic of Kenya as a Trust in 2012 whose mission is to
strengthen the capacity of Human Rights Defenders (HRDs) to work effectively in the country and to
reduce their vulnerability to the risk of persecution. The NCHRD-K has a track record in advocating
for a favourable legal and policy environment in Kenya, conducting preventive security management
trainings and offering support to HRDs at risk through legal, medical and psychosocial support.

KELIN is an independent Kenyan civil society organization working to protect and promote health
related human rights in Kenya. We do this by; Advocating for integration of human rights principles
in laws, policies and administrative frameworks; facilitating access to justice in respect to violations
of health-related rights; training professionals and communities on rights based approaches and
initiating and participating in strategic partnerships to realize the right to health nationally, regionally
and globally.

Privacy International was founded in 199o0. It is the leading charity promoting the right to privacy
across the world. Working internationally through an International Network of partners, Privacy
International works, within its range of programmes, investigates how our personal data is generated
and exploited and advocates for legal, policy and technological safeguards. It is frequently called
upon to give expert evidence to Parliamentary and Governmental committees around the world on
privacy issues and has advised, and reported to, among others, the Council of Europe, the European
Parliament, the Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development, and the United Nations.

To find out more about privacy and data protection in Kenya, please refer to 'The State of Privacy in
Kenya' (last updated in February 2019).
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Ailidh Callander Alexandrine Pirlot de Corbion

Legal Officer, Privacy International Programme Lead, Privacy International
ailidh@privacyinternational.org alex@privacyinternational.org

Dr. Isaac Rutenberg Dr. Robert Muthuri



Director, CIPIT

irutenberg@strathmore.edu
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Executive Director, NCHRD-K
dknquagi@hrdcoalition.org

Allan Maleche

Executive Director, KELIN
Amaleche@kelinkenya.org

Senior Research Fellow —IT, CIPIT
rmuthuri@strathmore.edu




Overview

Privacy is a fundamental human right. Protecting privacy in the modern era is essential to effective
and good democratic governance. This is why data protection laws exist in over 120 countries
worldwide including 25 African countries,* and instruments have been introduced by international
and regional institutions such as the African Union,* the OECD,? Council of Europe,* and ECOWAS.*

We welcome the effort by the Government of Kenya to give life to and specify the right to privacy,
already enshrined in Article 31(c) and (d) of the Constitution of Kenya by proposing a draft Data
Protection Act. We particularly appreciate the direct reference to this Constitutional right in the
purpose of the Act and the way it is referred to on several occasions in this proposed Bill.

Development of an effective and comprehensive Data Protection law in Kenya is a priority. In
particular, given that a number of strategies are currently being deployed in Kenya to promote digital
inclusion including: digital identities, micro-lending and Alternative Credit Scoring. While these
efforts have positive intentions, a number of concerns ought to be addressed and a strong data
protection framework would be a step in the right direction, for example:

a) Firms should deploy secure infrastructures to avoid data breaches, like those currently being
seen with the Aadhaar system in India.

b) Biometrics are used excessively in certain circumstances where less intrusive options such as
unique identifiers would be sufficient without the concomitant risk. This is particularly true in
the health sector where biometrics could expose certain at-risk populations.

c) Alternative Credit Scoring by Micro-Lending institutions use a vast range of data points such
as call detail records (CDR) and customer relationship management (CRM) details. These
firms are often acting without clear opt-in mechanisms or sufficient information being
provided to individuals.

However, the Data Protection Bill proposed by the Taskforce has a number of significant
shortcomings. We recommend that to effectively protect privacy and to meet international
standards in protecting personal data, that full consideration be given to the areas of concern and
improvements outlined below under each Part of the Bill, and include:

e Reviewing the definition of ‘sensitive personal data’ to ensure a comprehensive definition.

1 See Graham Greenleaf, Global Data Privacy Laws 2017: 120 National Data Privacy Laws, Including Indonesia and Turkey
(2017) 145 Privacy Laws & Business International Report, 10-13, UNSW Law Research Paper No. 45 available at:
https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract id=2993035

2 See the African Union Convention on Cyber security and Data Protection, 2014, available at
http://pages.au.int/infosoc/cybersecurity

3 3See the OECD Guidelines on the Protection of Privacy and Transborder Flows of Personal Data, updated in 2013,
available at
http://www.oecd.org/internet/ieconomy/oecdguidelinesontheprotectionofprivacyandtransborderflowsofpersonald
ata.htm

4 See the Convention for the Protection of Individuals with regard to Automatic Processing of Personal Data, ETS 108, 1981,
available at http://conventions.coe.int/Treaty/en/Treaties/html/108.htm

5 See the Supplementary Act on personal data protection within ECOWAS, February 2010, at
http://www.ecowas.int/publications/en/actes _add telecoms/SIGNED-Personal Data.pdf




Replacing the current proposal to establish the office of the data commissioner as a body
corporate with its establishment as a Constitutional Commission under Chapter 15 of the
Constitution.

Guaranteeing that all data protection principles are included and revised clearly to provide for
principles of integrity and confidentiality and accountability.

Guaranteeing that data subjects are consolidated in the law in a clear manner under the same
section, and the right to effective remedy, and the right to compensation and liability which are
currently missing must be added to the list of rights of data subjects.

Reviewing the current scope of the obligation to inform a data subject about the processing of
their personal data.

Providing clarity as to what the legal grounds for processing may be including by defining
concepts such as ‘public interest’ and ‘legitimate interest’, and in particular review the legal
grounds for processing ‘sensitive personal data’ to strengthen the protection of such data.
Ensuring that any exemptions relating to the different data protection principles and the rights
of data subjects must be provided for in the law in a form which is clear, precise and limited to
specific necessary and proportionate exceptions rather than broad blanket exemptions,
particularly for government authorities.

Reviewing the grounds for processing including ensuring that data processing of data which is
available to the public or deemed publicly available is not free for all to use without requiring
further involvement of the data subject.

Reviewing the clause on the storage of data in Kenya and recommending that focus should be
on ensuring the data is protected with the highest safeguards rather than demanding data
localisation which may not achieve the purpose of providing a higher level of protection as
intended.

Guaranteeing that a strong process is in place to regulate the transfer of personal data including
developing a process for assessing adequacy of protection in the receiving country, and not only
in terms of data protection but protection of human rights and rule of law.

Ensuring that the protection of the data subject and their data as well as their right of privacy is
balanced with freedom of expression under Article 33 of the Constitution for the media, artistic
or literary work.



Part | — Preliminary

Definitions (section 2)

The most fundamental and recurrent terms in the law must be clearly defined at the outset. In
particular we would like to outline the following comments with regards to the definitions provided
forin the Bill.

‘Sensitive personal data’

There are a couple of omissions from this definition including membership of a trade union, the
commission or alleged commission of any offence, or any proceedings for any offence committed or
alleged to have been committed, the disposal of such proceedings or the sentence of any court in
such proceedings. These should be included. Furthermore, clarity should be provided that by 'belief;
the law includes religious or philosophical beliefs or other beliefs of a similar nature.

Object and purpose (section 3)

Echoing concerns, we further flag down in this submission Section 3 (b) which fails to incorporate all
of the internationally recognised data protection principles within this section of the Bill, including:

- Fairness and transparency

- Storage limitation

- Accountability

Application (section 4)

The scope of the Act as set out in section 4(b) provides limited protection for the personal data of
people in Kenya as a controller or processor established in Kenya can easily remove its processing
from the scope of the Act by conducting the processing outside Kenya.

PART Il - ESTABLISHMENT OF THE OFFICE OF DATA PROTECTION
COMMISSIONER

Establishment of the Office and Appointment (section 5 & 6)

The establishment of the office of the data commissioner as a body corporate does not grant this
office with the necessary institutional and financial independence to execute its mandate effectively
under the new law. We continue to call for the establishment of a Constitutional Commission under
Chapter 15 of the Constitution.

Powers of the Data Commissioner (section 9)

Whilst we welcome the range of powers given to the Office of the Data Protection Commissioner we
would suggest clarifying that the process of sanction should also apply to complaints investigated by
the independent data protection authority on its own initiative as it empowered to do so under
Section g(1)(a).






PART Il -REGISTRATION OF DATA CONTROLLERS AND DATA
PROCESSORS

Application of Registration (section 19)

We welcome the additional details provided around the process for registration of data controllers
and processors but the following provisions require clarification to strengthen the right to
information and the right to access provided for under section 26:

- Section 19 (2) (a): It is not sufficient to merely provide a “description” of the personal data to
be processed. It should be clearly state what personal data will be processed.

- Section 19 (2) (b): It is not sufficient to merely provide a “description” of the purpose of
processing. In accordance with the principle of purpose limitation, the purposes for which
personal data are collected should be specified,

- Section 19(5): It is not clear what the “prescribed period” is. This must be clarified.

Compliance and audit (section 23)

It is unclear what the criteria would be for the Data Commissioner to decide to carry out an audit of
the systems of a data controller or data processor. We would like to request further clarity on the
decision-making process behind this section including who would be undertaking the audit. It is
important that the audit be independent and effective.

Designation of the Data Protection Officer (section 24)

The use of the term ‘may’ in Section 24 (1) makes it unclear when the obligation to designate a data
protection officer applies — it means that it appears optional as opposed to mandatory. We propose
a tiered system through subsequent regulations to delineate firms that will be required to
employ/contract a data protection officer.

What constitutes “regular and systematic monitoring of data subjects on a large scale” as noted in
Section 24(1)(b). Further clarity should be provided on this term, so data controller and data
processors know when they are obliged to designate a DPO.

This provision should be strengthened by including further details on the mandate and functions for
the DPO including that they be involved in a timely manner in issues related to data protection, that
they have the necessary resources to carry out their tasks, that they are sufficiently independent and
will not be dismissed or penalised for carrying out their tasks, and that they report to management
(i.e. Board).

PART IV-PRINCIPLES AND OBLIGATIONS OF PERSONAL DATA
PROTECTION

Principles of data protection (section 25)

Section 25 should be strengthened by providing clear and coherent principles. In particular, this
section would be strengthened if it included the following principles:



¢ Integrity and Confidentiality: This principle is provided for in Section 41 and 42 but it must
also be listed here in section 22 for consistency.

e Accountability: The Bill should also include a principle of accountability. An entity which
processes personal data, in their capacity as data controllers or processors, should be
accountable for complying with standards, and taking measure which give effect to the
provisions provided for in a data protection law. Those with responsibility for data
processing must be able to demonstrate how they comply with data protection legislation,
including the principles, their obligations, and the rights of individuals.

Section 25(g) must reviewed to ensure that consent is not the sole legal basis for sharing personal
data with a third party. And Section 25 (h) needs to be reviewed to ensure that the transfer of data
outside of Kenya is not processed unless there are adequate data protection safeguards and there is
consent from the data subject. Consent should not be the sole condition for transferring data outside
of Kenya.

Rights of a data subject (section 26)

A central component of any data protection law is the provision of the rights of data subjects. These
rights should appear early in the law, as they should be seen as applying throughout, underpinning
all provisions in the law. These rights impose positive obligations on data controllers and should be
enforceable before an independent data protection authority and courts.

We welcome the inclusion of the current rights under section 26. However, there are several rights
missing for the current Bill including, which we would urge be included:

The right to an effective remedy: The law must include the right of an individual to an effective
remedy against a data controller and/or data processor, where they consider that their rights have
been violated as a result of the processing of their personal data in non-compliance with the law. A
data subject must have the right to submit a complaint to the independent supervisory authority.
This reaffirms the need for the independent supervisory authority to have the power to receive
complaints from data subjects, investigate them, and sanction the violator within their own scope of
powers - or refer the case to a court. The law should also provide for the data subject to take action
against a supervisory authority where they have failed to deal with their complaint. As well as the
right to complain to a supervisory authority, individuals should also have access to an effective judicial
remedy via the courts. Individuals should be empowered to take action themselves, as well as
instructing others (including NGOs) to take action on their behalf.

Right to compensation and liability: A person whose rights are found to have been violated should
have a right to compensation for the damage suffered — material or non-material (e.g. distress). This
underlines the need for robust enforcement models to be in place to ensure that any violation can be
investigated and acted upon by a relevant authority, in this case the Office of the Data Protection
Commissioner.

Furthermore, whilst there are provided elsewhere in the law, the following rights must also be listed
under section 26:
- Theright to suppress or block: Whilst this right is provided for in Section 36, it must also be
listed in Section 26.
- The right to data portability: Whilst the right to data portability is provided for in Section
38, it must also be listed in Section 26.
- Therights in relation to profiling and automated decision-making: Whilst the right to not
be subject to automated decision making is provided for in Section 35 and includes right not
to be subject to profiling, these should also be listed in Section 26, ideally as separate rights.



Collection of personal data (section 28)

The principle behind Section 28(1) is in the right place (despite the fact that this often doesn't happen
in practice), however, it is undermined by the number of situations where it can be disapplied which
are outlined in Section 28(2). In particular we are concerned with the following parts of this section:

- Section 28 (a): Just because data is a matter of public record does not mean that it is available
for further processing, and its ‘public’ availability should not be construed as consent nor as
another legal basis for further processing.

- Section 28 (b): Acknowledging the complexity of the data generation and processing
ecosystem, a data subject “deliberately” making data publicis not a sufficient justification for
indirectly processing the data without involving the data subject.

- Section 28 (c): If consenting to collection from another source, they must be have been
informed that there will be further processing and by who.

- Section 28 (e): The requirement that the collection “would not prejudice the interests of the
data subject” is overly broad and could give rise to abuse.

- Section 28 (f) (iii): This provision is overly broad, in terms of what the protection of interests
of another person are. It raises questions as to the intended purpose is: is it to be the vital
interests of a natural person, or the commercial interests of a company or the political
interests of a political party. The current wording is open to abuse.

These amendments are necessary in order to ensure that the right to information provided for under
section 26 (a) is upheld effectively.

Furthermore, this section should be bolstered by a section that requires firms to conduct a Data
Protection Impact Assessment to show that they understand the risks and effects of collecting,
maintaining and disseminating personal data. It will also help to outline the appropriate policies to
mitigate such risks. Such an assessment will also gauge whether the controller/processor complies
with the legal and regulatory framework established under the bill.

Duty to notify (section 26)

The right of individuals to know what personal data that controllers hold on them is a fundamental
component to data protection law.

The UN Human Rights Committee, in interpreting the scope of obligations of states parties to the
International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, noted, back in 1989, that:

"In order to have the most effective protection of his private life, every individual should have the right
to ascertain in an intelligible form, whether, and if so, what personal data is stored in automatic data
files, and for what purposes. Every individual should also be able to ascertain which public authorities or
private individuals or bodies control or may control their files. If such files contain incorrect personal data
or have been collected or processed contrary to the provisions of the law, every individual should have
the right to request rectification or elimination.” (Human Rights Committee, General Comment No 16 on
Article 17 of ICCPR.)

More recently in its 2018 annual report on “The right to privacy in the digital age”, the Office High
Commissioner for Human Rights noted that “The individuals whose personal data are being



processed should be informed about the data processing, its circumstances, character and scope,
including through transparent data privacy policies.” (A/HRC/39/29, para 29)

The qualification of “reasonably practicable” in section 29 (1) is open to abuse. A specific time
period should be provided.

The information to be provided in section 29(1) should additionally include:

- adescription of the personal data;

- the legal basis for the processing

- the third-parties to whom the personal data has been or will be transferred, including details
of safequards adopted;

- the envisaged time limits for deletion of the different categories of data;

- a description of the technical and organisational security measures taken to ensure the
integrity and confidentiality of the data.

Lawful processing of personal data (Section 30)

We would like to seek clarity was to what constitutes “public interest” in Section 30 (1) (iv) and (vi).
The lack of definition, and clarity around what constitutes ‘public interest’ and its often-broad
interpretation, raises concern that it can act as a loophole. A public interest ground should be clearly
defined to avoid abuse. For example, it should be possible to list the specific public interest grounds
and ensure that such a list is clear and exhaustive.

Section 30 (2)(vii) is overly broad, in terms of what “the legitimate interests pursued by the data
controller or data processor by a third party”. It raises questions as to the intended purpose is of this
provision. The current wording is open to abuse. If this provision is included and there is any doubt in
the balancing exercise that there is prejudice to the individual, then the presumption should be that
the processing should not go ahead. This provision should not apply public authorities.

In order to avoid any abuse and wide interpretation of Section 30 (2)(viii), the following must be
considered:

- There is a need for clarity on what the statistical and scientific purposes are. Further detail
should be included within the law and/or guidance be developed to define this further.

- Such a ground must not exempt a data controller or processor from all of their obligations,
and they should provide for appropriate safeguards for the processing of personal data for
these purposes.

- Safeguards could include ensuring that the data will not be used to take decisions about the
individuals and that the processing is prohibited if it would cause harm.

- Adata subject should still have rights over their data including the right to be informed and
the right to object that their data be processed for these purposes.

Data Protection Impact Assessment (Section 31)

We welcome the inclusion of this obligation for data controller and processor to undertake a data
protection impact assessment. However, we believe the conditionality of the obligation as per
Section 31 (1) to only comply when processing is likely to result “in a high risk” to the rights and
freedoms of data subject is too high. Whilst it particularly important to do them in such instance, we

recommend that conducting an assessment should be an obligation prior to any processing activities.
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Furthermore, this duty should be strengthened by specifying the means/form in which this right
should be implemented. Consideration should be given to including requirements as to the form in
which this information/ notice is provided i.e. it should be provided in a concise, transparent,
intelligible and easily accessible form, using clear and plain language. Consideration must be given
to ensure that those who are illiterate are not excluded from being informed, and alternative
measures should be taken to communicate with them in a way that ensures they are adequately
informed.

Conditions for consent (Section 32)

We welcome the addition of conditions for Consent. These are an important start in making consent
meaningful in practice. However, it is still an issue which will require further consideration in terms of
implementation and in particular guidance on the situations where consent is appropriate.

Processing of personal data relating to a child (Section 33)

This section must clarify what constitutes a child for the purposes of this law, i.e. how old is a child?
This section should be reconciled with the protection provided for in the Children Act which upholds
the right to privacy under Article 19.

*\aNe question the use of the term “guardian” in Section 33 (1)(a) and the role of the Commissioner is
ppointing them. This leads to unnecessary conclusion.

Clarity is sought as to what constitutes “appropriate mechanisms for age verification” referred to in
Section 33 (2) as well as “appropriate mechanisms for parental consent”.

Safeguards should be provided against children’s data being used for research or statistical purposes,
and as noted elsewhere, the mere public availability of a child’s data does not mean that it should be
available for processing.

Automated individual decision making (section 35)

We welcome the inclusion of the right of a data subject not to be subject to automated decision
making. However, it is important to distinguish between automated decision-making and profiling.
The Bill should provide for effective protections and rights in relation to both. They do not need to be
dealt with together (indeed this can lead to unnecessary confusion) but it isimportant that in relation
to both there are requirements as to transparency, so that individuals are aware of the existence of
these forms of processing.

For profiling, it is important that individuals are aware when profiling will reveal sensitive personal
data and that there are safeguards in place. Individuals’ rights should also apply to the data that is
inferred, predicted and derived as a result of profiling.

In addition to treating profiling separately from automated decision making, Section 35 should be
strengthened by including the following obligations and key considerations:
- Adata controllers and processors who profile to be transparent about it and individuals must
be informed about its existence from the onset and not “as soon as reasonably practicable”
as per Section 35 (3)(a).
- Since misidentification, misclassification and misjudgement are an inevitable risk associated
to profiling, controllers should also notify the data subject about these risks and their rights,
including to access, rectification and deletion.
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- Thisright need to be applied to derived, inferred and predicted data, to the extent that they
qualify as personal data.

- This bill should impose restrictions and safeguards on the ways in which data can be used to
profile and make decisions.

The exemptions provided for in Section 35(2) must be limited, as well as and clearly and narrowly
defined. Even where exemptions allow for automated-decision making, an individual should have the
right to obtain human intervention, express their point of view and challenge the decision.

Objecting to processing (Section 36)

This section alludes to the obligation of the data controller or data processor to demonstrate
compelling legitimate grounds to overrule right to object of a data subject. However, we would like
to stress once again that that the onus must be on the data controller or data processor to provide
evidence for the need to continue processing the data of that individual, with reasons which override
the interests, rights, and freedoms of that individual. Clarity must be provided on what “compelling
legitimate grounds” are.

Limitation to retention of personal data (Section 39)

Exemptions for these purposes outlined in section 39 (1) should only be applied when strictly
necessary and proportionate, and not been seen as a blanket exemption. The activities subject an
exemption need to be clearly defined, for example, is research limited to academic research or does
it include commercial research? There should be sufficient safeguards in place to protect the rights
of data subjects.

Clarity must be provided for in terms of the applicability of the Data Protection Act in relations to
other laws which imposed data retention policies such as the Kenya Information and
Communications Act (2009) which regulates the retention of electronic records and of "information
in original form", and the Kenya Information and Communications (Registration of Subscribers of
Telecommunication Services) Regulations (2015).

Data protection standards should be applied as far as possible and detailed consideration should be
given to any limitation on the rights of data subjects and the relevant data controllers should consider
and mitigate any prejudice to the rights and freedoms of the data subjects. This is particular crucial
when retaining data about key populations who may be exposed to risks should their data be unlawful
processed and so measures should be taken to minimise the retention of their data, along with other
security measures, to mitigate the possible risk of a breach. A data subject should be given the right
to object that their data be processed for these purposes.

Furthermore, whilst rarely noted within this provision as an exemption, we would suggest that this
exemption apply under certain conditions to research carried out by independent non-governmental,
non-for-profit organisations.

In relation to section 39(2) it is important to note that pseudonymised data is still personal data and

therefore still subject to the protections of the law and not processed in this form longer than
necessary.

Right to rectification and erasure (Section 40)
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This section lacks clarity as to the factors to be considered when deciding on a data subject’s request
to delete information.

It is important that provision is made to ensure among other safeguards, that when processing the
request for deletion, the data controller considers the public interest of the data remaining available.
Itis essential that any such right clearly provides safeguards and in particular exemptions for freedom
of expression and freedom of information. The construction of this right and how it will play out in
the national context must be considered very carefully to ensure that it is not open to abuse.

Notification of breach of security on personal data (Section 43)

Breach notifications are essential to a data protection law and to ensure transparency on part of the
data controller. However, the threshold to only notify when there is “real risk of harm to the data
subject” is vague and no criteria of risk and likelihood is laid down in the section. The vagueness can
constitute a loopholes for data controllers who hide behind subjective determinations of risk.

Clarity is needed on section 43(3) and what this justification for delaying notification means.

It is imperative that for a breach notification to be meaningful for data subjects, the notification
should be in clear and plain language and includes advice and the tools to take measures to protect
from harm and to seek redress from harm suffered. Consideration must be given to ensure that those
who are illiterate are not excluded and that the data controller takes necessary measures to ensure
they are informed.

We are concerned by the exemption provided for in Section 43(6) which provides that the obligation
to notify does not apply if the data affected was encrypted. There is no guarantee that even if it was
encrypted that the data won't be accessible to the person who unlawful obtained the data at that
pointin time or at a later stage should they acquire the means to decrypt the data.

PART V - GROUNDS FOR PROCESSING OF SENSITIVE PERSONAL DATA

Processing of personal sensitive data (Section 44)

In relations to section 44(1) consideration must be given the concerns presented in this submission
with regards to the shortcomings of section 30 ‘Lawful processing of personal data’.

Permitted grounds for processing of personal sensitive data (Section 45)

It should be clear that one of these grounds must be satisfied in addition to a ground under section
30.

We reject the ground for processing sensitive personal data provided for in section 45(1)(b). Noting
the complexity of the data generation and processing ecosystem, a data subject “manifestly” making
data publicis not a sufficient justification for indirectly processing the data without involving the data
subject, particularly when it comes to sensitive personal data.

We challenge the ground for processing sensitive personal data provided for in section 45(1)(c)(ii)

which refers to “rights of the controller”. A data controller does not have rights, in the same way a
data subject has rights and if it is legal obligations that are being referred to this should be clear.
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In processing sensitive personal data, at minimum the following protections should be included:
- a prohibition on processing sensitive (or special category) personal data unless a specific
narrow exemption applies;
- limits on the use of sensitive personal data for automated-decision-making;
- safequards for international transfers; and record-keeping and data protection impact
assessment obligations.

The sensitivity of the data should also be considered in enforcement and redress mechanisms. If
these protections can be strengthened through sectoral regulation (for example in the financial of
health sector) then this is to be encouraged.

Further categories of sensitive personal data (section 47)

The threshold of risk provided for in Section 47(2)(a) and (c) is too high and must be revised to ensure
the best interests and protection of the data subjects.

PART VI - TRANSFER OF PERSONAL DATA OUTSIDE KENYA

Conditions for transfer out of Kenya (section 48)

Clarity should be provided as to what is meant by ‘proof’ and ‘appropriate safeguards’ in section
48(1)(a) and how this oversight and authorisation will work in practice.

As noted above, clarity should be provided on what is considered a matter of ‘publicinterestin section
48(2)(c)(iii), otherwise this provision is left open for abuse.

The provision under Section 48 (c)(v) is overly broad, in terms of what the protection of “vital
interests” of another person are. It raises questions as to the intended purpose is: is it to be the vital
interests of a natural person, or the commercial interests of a company or the political interests of a
political party. The current wording is open to abuse.

Consideration should be given to the removal of section 48(c)(vi), ‘compelling legitimate interest’ is
not a defined term and is open to abuse. The provision does not provide enough safeguards for
individuals.

Processing through a data server or data centre in Kenya (Section 50)

We are concerned by the obligation under section 5o regarding the storage of data on a server orin
a data centre located in Kenya. This sort of measures, often referred to as data localisation, does not
per se protect the safety of personal data. If other jurisdictions offer an adequate level of protection,
there is no justification based on safety of personal data for preventing their transfer or imposing the
storage of the personal data in a particular country. Further, we note that in other jurisdictions the
imposition of data localisation has been introduced as a way to facilitate unlawful surveillance and
limiting the capacity of individuals to protect the confidentiality of their communications.

Firstly, we are concerned by the discretion awarded to the Cabinet Secretary under section 50).
Secondly, “strategic interests of the state or on protection of revenue” is too vague and must be
clearly defined and limited. Thirdly, is unclear what “critical personal data” means/ This term is not
defined elsewhere in the bill. Clarity needs to be provided on what this term means.
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The prohibition of cross border processing of sensitive personal data will also be extremely complex
in practice and limit access to services and systems for people in Kenya. The Bill should instead focus
on building in safeqguards.

VIl — EXEMPTIONS

General exemptions (section 51)

The exemptions provided for in section 51 (2) are too broad and must be revised —in particular terms
such as “national security” and “public order “which are not defined. Blanket exemptions are never
justifiable. In the limited cases where an exemption is justifiable, it should only apply in limited
circumstance. Itis essential to ensure that any exemptions are:

1) clearly defined and prescribed by law;

2) respect individual’s fundamental rights and freedoms,

3) are necessary and proportionate measures in a democratic society, and

4) are only applicable, where failure to do so prejudice the legitimate aim pursued.

Research, history and statistics (section 53)

In order to avoid abuse and wide interpretation of this exemption:

There is a need for clarity on what the research, history and statistical purposes are. Further
detail should be included within the law and/or guidance be developed to define this further.
Such a ground must not exempt a data controller or processor from all of their obligations,
and they should provide for appropriate safequards for the processing of personal data for
these purposes.

- Safeguards could include ensuring that the data will not be used to take decisions about the
individuals and that the processing is prohibited if it would cause harm.

- Adata subject should still have rights over their data including the right to be informed and
the right to object that their data be processed for these purposes.

PART VIIl —-ENFORCEMENT PROVISIONS

Complaints to the Data Commissioner (section 56)

We are concerned that section (56)(b) fails to provide further details on what avenues would be open
to a data subject should the Data Commissioner be “unable to arrange, within a reasonable time, for
the amicable resolution by the parties concerned”.

As noted above, whilst we welcome the range of powers given to the Office of the Data Protection
Commissioner we note that the failure of the Act to provide the Office with the power to impose
appropriate civil penalties, including fines, enforcement notices and undertakings. This process of
sanction should not depend on submission of the complaint by a data subject but can be imposed
pro-actively by the independent data protection authority.

Furthermore, the law should also include provisions for collective redress. The information and power
imbalance between individuals and those controlling their personal data is growing and collective
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complaints would ensure corrective action by organisations processing personal information, which
would benefit all those affected. Provision should therefore be made in the process to allow
individuals to be represented by qualified representatives and for certain qualified bodies, such as
non-profit groups working in the field of data protection, to make complaints and seek remedies.

Administrative Fines (section 63)

We welcome that inclusion of fines if there is an infringement of a provision of this Act. However, we
would advocate for the Bill to provide for a wider variety of sanctions beyond administrative sanctions
in case of non-compliance or breach of the Bill. The types of sanctions/ penalties to considerincluding
are:

- Criminal offences (individual responsibility) for certain actions, for example knowingly or recklessly,
without the consent of the data controller, obtaining or disclosing personal data.

- Direct liability for directors of companies.

Part X — PROVISIONS ON DELEGATED POWERS

Regulations (section 71)

The delegated powers afforded to the Cabinet Secretary under this section are too wide. In particular
section 71(2)(I) which allows them to make regulations in any other matter as they see fit. As much
as possible the provision should be made on the face of the Bill and subject to effective Parliamentary
scrutiny.
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GENERAL COMMENTS ON THE BILL

It is important for the Bill to address the following emerging gaps:

1. Forms of Data
There is need for a clear distinction to be drawn between the different forms and
formats of personal data. For instance, the mechanism for protection of data may
vary depending on the form and format thereof.

2. Data for Public use
The Bill is silent on the personal data generated for public use by virtue of the
constitutional/statutory mandate donated to various public agencies. The questions
that arise in this regard are two fold;
a) Whether the data generated in this manner ought to be shared upon the
request of another public body or ought to be obtained at a fee;
b) The authorisations that may be necessary for accessibility to the data for
public use.

3. The Bill is silent on the strategies to secure and safeguard both the data and its
integrity.

4. Accessibility by external parties
The Bill appears to be silent on the personal data that may be generated or passed
to external parties on account of contractual relation/assignment. For example,
medical information of employees in an organization, information on learners in
an educational institution, voters, etc.

COMMENTS TO SPECIFIC PROVISIONS OF THE BILL

Comment/proposal
Include Information Science/Record Management
significant key requirements
There is need to clarity linkages and relationship between the office
of the proposed Data Commissioner and public entities with
constitutional or statutory mandate to generate public data e.g teacher
registration and Registrar of Persons
i, Itis good practice for the Act to provide for the primary
criteria for registration while the secondary criteria may be left
for the Regulations.
ii.  Will public institutions involved in personal data management
be required to register with the Data Commissioner the
institution and all its personnel involved in Data manag

as one of the

ement.




[f so will these supersede, in case of public institutions, their
constitutional and Statutory mandate to collect and manage
personal data?
Outline specific competencies/qualification to be considered for
appointment as a Data Protection Officer

i.  The power granted by virtue of this provision needs to be
regulated /clarified. the right to alter or vary personal data
ought to be stringently regulated. Perhaps the need for such
variation may be subjected to the jurisdiction of a court or
quasi-judicial entity.

There exists Government directions that speak to the integrity
and preservation of primary official data declared by a public
employee/citizen, for instance date or place of birth

Management/retention/dest
be harmonized with existin

ruction of personal data records ought to
g regulatory frameworks.
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accountability by protecting consumers and embodying responsible lending with our Code of Conduct.

DLAK further seeks to influence and engage regulators and policy makers on laws and policies that promote an
enabling environment to conduct digital lending business and to enhance Kenya’s competitiveness by reducing the

cost of doing business.

In this regard, kindly find attached herewith our submissions on the proposed Data Protection Bill, 2019 for your

kind consideration.

We are happy to meet and make oral presentations on the same.
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THE DATA PROTECTION BILL 2019

The Clause Current Clause Proposed Clause Justification
RECOMMENDATIONS

Definition of “Sensitive Personal | Data revealing a natural | Add “religious or political belief or affiliation “ | To provide for clarity on the meaning of belief.
Data” person's race, health status, | to “belief “as part of definition of sensitive data
ethnic social origin, conscience,
generic data, biometric data, sex
or the sexual orientation of the

data mcgmg

Clause 7 (2) The Data Commissioner shall be | The Data Commissioner shall be appointed | The term of 6 years is very long for such an office and
Term of the Data Commissioner appointed for a single term of 6 | for a term of three years which shall be | based on other terms of service for such positons in

years and shall not be eligible | subject to renewal for a further final term | the public service, a term of three years renewable is

for a re-appointment of three years. fair.
Clause 18,19,20,21,22 Propose deletion of Clause 18, 19,20,21,22 | This requirement for registration is not provided for in
Registration of Data Controllers | The Act requires mandatory | and replace with a Clause the GDPR or in the Indian Bill or the South African Act.
and Data Processors registration of Data Controllers GDPR approach is cooperation and enforcement.

and Processors and registration | “No person shall act as a Data Protection | This clause is not necessary as compliance can still be
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by the Data Commissioner and
requires the Data Commissioner
to set threshold to exempt small

companies

Officer

accredited by the Data Commissioner”

unless one is registered and

Amend Clause 24 to provide for
Registration and Accreditation of Data

Officers

achieved outside registration in addition it may be
cumbersome, ambiguous and difficult to enforce and
even then it will be problematic to set thresholds as
collection and processing differs per industry or per
process etc.

Best practice adopted in the GDPR is to do away with
mandatory registration but adopt the GDPR model of
cooperation, enforcement and data protection by
design.

We propose registration and accreditation of Data
Protection Officer as a mechanism for control by the

Data Commissioner

Clause 25 (c) and (g)

Principles of Data Protection

Every Data Controller and
Processors shall ensure that
personal data is:

a)

b)

c) Collected for explicit,

Data Controller and Processors should
ensure data is processed:

a)

b)

c) Collected and processed for explicit,

specific, legitimate or for any

1. On the purpose principle, we could adopt the
reasonability and incidental test included in
the India model where the purpose is
interpreted widely to allow for reasonable and
incidental collection of data. The clause will

adopt the reasonability test which departs
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data controllers and
processors;

c) Object to processing of
their data also
expounded in Section
36;

d) Correct false  or
misleading data;

e) Delete false or

misleading data

controllers and processors;

c) Object to processing of their data
also expounded in Section 36;

d) Correct false or misleading data;

e) Delete false or misleading data

be forgotten which have not been limited. The Indian
Act is comprehensive on Data Subject Rights and this
clause may borrow some of the comprehensive
clauses especially to balance the rights of the data
subject and the interest of the data processors to

process data, store and use.

Clause 31

Data Protection Impact Assessment

This clause provides for Data
Protection Impact Assessment
for  “high risk “operations.
However high risk is not defined
and for clarity , the section can
empower the Data
Commissioner to issue
guidelines on High Risk
operations  requiring  impact

assessment

Amend Section 31 (3) to provide for the Data
Commissioners power through guidelines
published in the Gazette Notice to provide
guidance on the processes that may be high
risk  requiring Data Protection Impact
Assessment.

Clause 31 (2) on consultation should be
deleted.

Introduce a new Clause 31 (4) providing that

Amendment to Clause 31 (3) is to provide clarity on
“high risk operations by the Data Commissioner”. This
is in line with the GDPR which requires the
supervisory authority to specify the high risk processes

that may require Data Protection Assessment.

Inclusion of a new Clause 31 (4) is to provide timelines
for submissions of Data Protection Impact Assessment

Reports
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Data Protection Impact Assessment Reports
shall be submitted within 60 days from the

date of publication as per clause 31 (3)

Clause 32 (2) Unless otherwise provided in | Unless otherwise provided in this Act, a Data
Withdrawal of Consent of the Data | this Act, a Data Subject shall | Subject shall have the right to withdraw | Withdrawal should not be arbitrary especially for
Subject have the right to withdraw | consent at any time and the Data Controller or | service providers that rely on consent for provision of
consent at any time Data Processor shall notify the Data Subject | service and further the Data Subject must be informed
of the procedure for withdrawal of the | of the process and grounds for withdrawal at the time
Consent prior to obtaining consent to receive | they are giving consent

personal  data. Provided further that
withdrawal shall not be arbitrary and shall be
subject to the overriding legitimate grounds of
the data controller or data processor as
provided in Clause 34 (d).

Clause 35 (3) and (4) Clause 35(3) and (4) provides | Delete Clause 35(3) and (4) and replace with | The GDPR does not create a duty of notification to the
Automated individual decision | for the duty to notify the data | the clause data subject once an automated decision is made as
making subject where an automated | “ the data controller shall implement suitable | this is a cumbersome process.

process leads to a decision | measures to safeguard the data subject’s
which has legal effects rights and freedoms and legitimate interests, | The Indian Act does not have provision for this right

at least the right to obtain human intervention | Remove Section 35 (3) the right to notification as it is
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personal data subject can be
identified, notify them within
The Data
processors is obligated to notify
within 48 hours (Section 43 (3)

and |

reasonable time.

both cases the Data
Processor and Controller must
take reasonable steps to put
security safeguards to stop the

breach.

Amend Clause 43 1 as follows:

“Where personal data has been accessed and
acquired by unauthorized person , and such
access or authorization meets the threshold
prescribed by the Data Commissioner... a

data controller shall”

Clause 45
Grounds for processing sensitive
data

This clause does not provide for
processing by a Government

Agency such as NIIMS System

Propose for inclusion of a clause as below
“ Collection or processing of sensitive
information by a Government Agency carrying

out a legitimate purpose “

Clause to be added to include the role of Governments

in collecting sensitive data

Clause 48 and 49

Transfer of Data Outside Kenya

Clause 48 and 49 provide for
grounds for transfer of data
outside Kenya. Transfer of
Personal Data make be done
subject to conditions provided
under Section 48 (1) including

proof of appropriate safeguards,

Amend Clause 48 (1) as follows

“The Data Controller or Data Processors has
given proof to the Data Commissioner on the
appropriate safequards with respect to the
security and protection of personal data and
the

jurisdictions

include
Data

appropriate
with

safequards

commensurate

The amendment is necessary to define “appropriate
safeguards” and remove ambiguities so it is clear how
a party can demonstrate appropriate safeguards and
further the Data Commissioner is empowered to

approve certain jurisdiction as safe for transfer
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consent of data subject and this
is also provided in Clause 49 (2)
where the Act makes reference
to appropriate security

safeguards to transfer sensitive

Protection Laws and approved by the Data

Commissioner”

Amend Clause 49 (1) and (2) and add where

the term appropriate safeguards appear

data. “appropriate safeguards include jurisdictions
with commensurate Data Protection Laws and
approved by the Data Commissioner”
Clause 50 This Clause empowers the | We propose deletion of this Clause- In this era of cloud services and technological
Processing through a Data Centre | Cabinet Secretary to prescribe advancement, there should not be restrictions or an
in Kenya processing of certain data in overriding power to force a data processor or controller
Kenya to hold their data in local servers. This restriction is not
in the GDPR and should be removed as it is subject to
abuse.
If the Clause is retained the same should be subject to
consultation with the Data Commissioner and Clause
40 and the Data Processor or Controller shall have a
right of appeal of the Cabinet Secretary Decision in the
High Court.
Clause 51 Clause provides for exemption

Include the exemption to apply for both

Need to provide for exemption in the case of sensitive
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FURTHER SUBMISSIONS OF MEMORANDA: THE DATA PROTECTION BILL 2019 (the “Bill")

Further to the public hearing and stakeholders meeting held before the Departmental Committee on
Communication Information and Innovation (the "Committee) on Tuesday 17 September 2019,
stakeholders were invited to provide further comment and clarification on certain of the oral submissions
presented before the Committee.

Our further submissions should be read together with our initial submissions submitted on 16 July 2019 (a
copy of which is enclosed with this letter) (refered to as the “Initial Submissions”).

No. Section Comments Proposal

Thresholds for data processors and controllers

1. Section 18 (1) | As presented in our Initial Submissions | The =~ Committee  may consider
and (2) and as discussed by various | including the following thresholds into

stakeholders, the current drafting of
the Bil may place unnecessary
obligations and administrative,
financial and bureaucratic burdens
on small and medium enterprises as
regards the registration requirements
placed on all data controllers and
data processors under Part Il of the
Bill.

In our view, registration should not be
mandatory on all data controllers and
processors. In making such a
determination our submission is that a
threshold to the registration
requirement or alternatively an
exemption to registration should be
introduced to the Bill. This can be
linked to turnover, employee numbers
or according to the number of data

the Bill which if met by the relevant
data controller or data processor,
would remove the obligation to
register with the Data Commissioner:

(i) The requirement to register should
not apply to enterprises or
organisations employing fewer
than two hundred and fifty (250)
employees; and/or

Where the data controller or
processor does not meet a certain
annual turnover requirement in
each relevant fiscal year. For
example, in Australia the annual
turnover requirement as provided
for under the Privacy Act 1988 is
circa KES 200 million; and/or

(if)

(i) In Nigeria, we understand that the

Partners RT St A Harney | JSP Coulson | JW Karanja | KC Michira | JN Syekei | AG Njage | CK Kigera | PV Shah | EN Monari | A Njogu | N Mukuha |
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subjects processed.

To reiterate, a requirement not to
register does not remove the
requirement to comply with the
provisions of the Bill and importantly
with  the Bill's data protection
principles.

basis for registration or notification
under the draft legislation is per
database and accordingly where
a data controller processes
personal data of more than 1,000
data subjects in a period of six
months or more than 2,000 data
subjects in 12 months, then the
registration requirement applies;
and/or

(iv)in the United Kingdom, prior to the
enactment of the Data Protection
Act 2018, the Data Protection Act
1998 provided for certain
exemptions to notification with the
Information Commissioner's Office
(the “ICO") which was based on
the type of activities carried out by
the organisation: where processing
related to staff administration,
account and records or where
data is processed solely for the
purposes of maintaining a public
register.

There were certain categories of
processing which were detailed in
the guidance issued by the ICO at
that time and where as a result of
such processing, registration was
an absolute requirement:  for
example, processing for the
purposes of canvassing political
support among the electorate,
advertising, accountancy,
pensions administration, health
administration, credit referencing
and childcare; and/or,

(v) The UK's Data Protection Act 1998
also included a two-tiered
structure to nofification with the
ICO that was based on whether
the organisation had a turnover of
over KES 3,350,000,000 or more
and whether the organisation had
250 or more members of staff.
One of the distinctions between a
Tier 1 organisation and Tier 2
organisation was the fee payable
for registration and renewal (which
was considerably less for Tier 1
organisations, circa KES 4,000 per
annum). Note that public
authorities were considered as Tier
2 organisations, regardless of the
size.

Alternatively, the Bill could introduce
the following exemptions to
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compliance with certain provisions of
the Bill:

(i) the obligation for data controllers
and data processors and their
representatives to maintain  a
record of all processing activities
under their responsibility not to
apply to enterprises or
organisations employing fewer
than two hundred and fifty (250)
employees. This exception should
not apply if the processing is likely
to result info a risk of rights and
freedoms, occasional, or includes
personal data relating to criminal
convictions and offences.  This
exclusion has been included in the
GDPR (Article 30).

Obtaining of the personal data from persons other than the data subject

2;

Section 28(2)(c)

The narrow  exceptions where
personal data can be collected
indirectly should be finite and limited.
By allowing for the indirect collection
of personal data where the data
subject has consented to the
collection from another source, limits
and conflicts with the data subject
rights under the Bill. In addition, it
conflicts with the definition of
“consent” as referred to in Section
28(2)(c) as follows:

“Despite sub-section (1), personal
data may be collected indirectly
where...the data subject has
consented fo the collection from
another source”

"Consent" under the Bill means “any
voluntary, specific and informed
expression of will of a data subject to
process personal data”.

In the context of any indirect
collection of personal data, the data
subject will not have given his/her
consent to such collection.
Moreover, the data subject will not
have any information or knowledge
about which data processor or data
confroller has obtained his/her
personal data through such indirect
means under the current provisions of
the Bill.

These concerns are even more

It is proposed that where personal
data is obtained from a person other
than the data subject, the data
subject is required to be provided
with:

(i) the identity and the contact
details of the controller or its
representative;

(i) the contact details of the data
protection officer, where
applicable;

(i) the purposes of the processing
for which the personal data are
intended as well as the legal
basis for the processing;

(iv) the categories of personal data
concerned;

(v) the recipients or catecories of
recipients of the personc dataq, if
any;

(vi) where the controller intends to
transfer personal data to a
recipient in third country or to an
international organisation, that
the adequate safeguards
applying to cross-border transfers
have been satisfied.

Where the origin of the personal data
cannot be provided because various
sources have been used, general

_3-
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heightened where in the time of
increased exposure of data subjects
to online applications and services,
these consents could be hidden
within lengthy terms and conditions or
privacy policies which users are often
obliged to accept and agree to
without any further thought.
Ultimately, it may result in the data
subject signing their personal data
away without complete knowledge
and control.

information should be provided.

These provisions are also contained in
the GDPR, Arficle 14(1) and the
Explanatory Notes in paragraph (61).

Cross-border data fransfer

3.

Section 50 and
71(2)(9)

The discretionary reservation of rights
to the Cabinet Secretary to prevent
the cross-border transfer of rights must
be revised.

Practically, if personal data is to be
processed in Kenya, the security and
integrity of the data may be at risk
and may not be able to be assured a
high level of technical and network
security integrity.

If Kenya is to be an international
player in the technology sector, it
cannot impose territorial limits on the
processing of certain types of data
and this cannot be at the discretion
of the Cabinet Secretary. This
concern has been raised on several
occasions during previous public
participation forums.

At the minimum, all derogations or
revisions to the Bill must be at all times
exercised in accordance with the
Constitution of Kenya 2010 and with
the data protection principles
contained in the Bill, regardless of
whether such requirement is
infroduced for the purposes of
national security, public interest or any
other strategic interests of the state,
protection of revenue and so on.

Moreover, any such proposed
exercise at rights must be afforded a
level of public and parliamentary
scrutiny.

Data

relating to deceased and elderly persons

This comment and query was raised
by the Hon. Gathoni Wamuchomba,
HSC regarding protection,
preservation and safeguarding of
data belonging to the deceased,
elderly or vulnerable.

Research into international data
protection legislation revealed the
following:

(i) While the GDPR expressly states
that it does not apply to data
relating to a deceased person, in
other jurisdictions such as France,
from the year 2016 individuals
could regulate the processing of
their personal data after their
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death.

(i) Individuals can give to data

controllers general  or  specific
indications about the retention,
erasure, and communication of
their personal data after their
decease.

(i) In July 2018, the German Federal

Court of
Justice (the Bundesgerichtshof,
BGH) jumped to similar conclusions
in a case involving Facebook.
According to the German judges,
heirs have the right to access the
Facebook accounts of their dead
relatives. A social media profile is
inheritable as physical goods.

Yours faithfully,

Coulson Harney LLP
M’ Per: John Syekei.

Encl: Letter dated 16™ July 2019 ( Initial Submissions)
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COULSON HARNEY LLP

Sth Floor, West Wing, ICEA Lion Centre
Riverside Park, Chiromo Road

PO Box 10643-00100, Nairobi, Kenya
+254 20 289 9000 | +254 709 966 000
+254 20 444 B614 | +254 734 993 739
PIN No PO51229962P | VAT No. 0191639L

INS/ATI Your Reference:
+254 20 289 9000 Date: 16.07.2019
john.syekei@bowmansiaw.com

The Clerk of the National Assembly
The Office of the Clerk

Main Parliament Buildings

Nairobi

Sent via email to: clerk@parliament.go ke

Dear Mr Michael Sialai, EBS

s A 1045
SUBMISSION OF MEMORANDA: THE DATA PROTECTION BILL 2019

In accordance with the provisions of Article 118(1)(b) of the Constitution and Standing Order 127(3), we
hereby submit our representations on the Data Protection Bill 2019 (“Bill") as published in the Kenya

Section

Gazette Supplement No. 93 (National Assembly Bills No.44) as follows:

Section 4(b) {ii)

Representations

Section 18(2)

To be clarified to include the following underlined words:

“(i) not established or ordinarily resident in Kenya, but processing
personal data of data subjects located in Kenya";

The Bill should not stifle small and medium enterprises.

In our view
certain provisions of this Bill may place unnecessary obligations and
administrative burdens on small

and medium enterprises. The
requirement to register with the Data Commissioner should not be

mandatory on all data controllers and data processors, and in making
such determination, the Data Commissioner should also consider the

number of employees employed by the data controller and data

processor (for example, the registration requirements should only apply

where an entity employs 100 or more persons) and/or should also meet

M Omandi
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a certain turnover threshold requirement.

This will create certainty
across all sectors.

Alternatively, whilst registration may be mandatory for all data
controllers and processors, a helpful example is that taken from the

GDPR which applies certain exemptions for small and medium sized
\ enterprises. The GDPR requires small and medium sized organisations

with fewer than 250 organisations to document processing activities in
\ specific limited circumstances.

In our view, certain exemptions to mandatory registration by data

confrollers and data processors should be taken into consideration to
protect small and medium sized enterprises.

28(2)(b) To be clarified to include the following underlined words;

"the data subject has deliberately gnd manifestly made the data
public”

28(2)(c)

This section should be deleted.

The narrow exceptions where personal data can be collected indirectly

should be finite and limited. By allowing for the indirect collection of
|

personal data where the data subject has consented to the collection
from another source, limits and conflicts with the data subjects rights
under Section 25(g). 26, 35, 36, 38, 39 and 40 of the Bill. The data subject
loses control of his/her personal data which should not be the intention

of the Bill and deprives the data subject of his or her remedies under the
i Bill.
|

48(a)

The Data Commissioner should establish at the outset what the
“appropriate safeguards” are to be applied in the context of any cross-
border transfer. There is no clarity as to whether or not this requires that
\ certain technical and security measures must be in place or what the
\ minimum threshold should be prior to transfer out of Kenya.

\ 48(a) To be amended to include the following underlined wording:
\

“the data controller or data processor has given proof to the Data
| Commissioner on the appropriate safeguards with respect to the

security and protection of the personal data and on condition that

nfor / f ject right. tive | | remedies for dat
\ jects are available"

| 7 7)
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50 and 71(2)(g)

This should be deleted.

If personal data is to be processed in Kenya, the security and integrity of
the data may be at risk and international data controllers may not be
able to be assured of the level of technical and network security

integrity. Kenya may not also be able to guarantee an international
standard of systems infrastructure.

If Kenya is to be an international player in the technology sector, it
cannot impose teritorial limits on the processing of certain types of data
which will be at the discretion of the Cabinet Secretary. This concern
has been raised on several occasions

during previous public
participation forums.

30(1)(v),  30(1)(vii)
51(2)(b)

There should be strict limits on the avoidance of the application of the

Bill for national security reasons, by any person in the public interest,
national security or public order.

Any attempt by any person or public body to circumvent the Bill should
be a necessary and proportionate measure to safeguard national
security, defence and public security and it should not be an exemption
that is flagrantly and easily breached. The rights of data subjects should
have priority as a first principle and any person or entity or public body
seeking to avoid the rights conferred on data subjects under the Bill
should be subject to a higher standard of proof and should be required

indicate beyond reasonable doubt why the right of the data subject
should not be protected.

63 The reference to “undertaking" in the context of an administrative fine
needs to be clarified.
It should be clarified to include the following underlined words:
“...in the case of an undertaking established in Kenya, up to two per
centum of its annual turnover..
Yourp faithf

Coulson Harney LLP
per. John Syekei.



tespoK

\ pleoms
Ref:001/02 w

23" September, 2019. ] =
o g\
The Clerk National Assembly, Q_bz)l ﬂ\ CY

P. O. Box 41842-00100, Nairobi.

Dear Sir,

Re: SUPPLEMENTARY MEMORANDUM.

The Technology Service Association of Kenya welcomes the Data Protection Bill as a step
towards the realization of right to privacy in Kenya. TESPOK has reviewed the proposed law

and submitted supplementary comments of the bill following our engagement with the National
Assembly Committee on ICT on 17" September 2019.

Kindly find the attached supplementary memorandum on the Data Protection Bill for your
consideration.

TESPOK is greatly encouraged by the development of this legislative and regulatory framework.
Yours Faithfully,

M 9: | IA| N Aﬁ
Fiona Asonga. ot

Chief Executive Officer. \ML&’Q 6{5)&/
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To be the Voice of Technology influencing
Policy, Direction and Development in the Industry
SUPPLEMENTARTY MEMORUNDUM
A. INTRODUCTION
This is a review of the Data Protection Bills currently under consideration by the National Assembly. The National Assembly Bill
published the Ministry of ICT’s version and read it a first time in the National Assembly. It now stands committed to the Departmental
Committee on Communication, Information and Innovation of the National Assembly which is conducting public participation on the Bill.
In this regard, the National Assembly through the Clerk has invited members of the public to make its submissions on the same vide a
Notice published on 10" July, 2019.
We have had an engagement with the committee on the 17" September 2019 where we agreed to provide further details on key cross-
cutting issues as follows:
B. OVERVIEW OF THE DATA PROTECTION BILL
NATIONAL ASSEMBLY BILL PROPOSAL JUSTIFICATION
Establishment/Designation of National Data
Protection Authority (DPA)
* Qualifications of Data Commissioner |
A person shall be qualified for appointment as It would be important for the Data
the Data Commissioner if that person — Commissioner be able to
a) Holds a degree from a University recognised | demonstrate:

1|Page



in Kenya in
i. Data Science
i. Law
iii. Information Technology; or
iv. Any other related field
b) Has knowledge and relevant experience of
not less that ten years and
c) Meets the requirements of Chapter Six of
the Constitution.

Established an independent office of the Data
Protection Commissioner as a state office. To
be recruited via competitive process by Public
Service Commission and appointed by the
Cabinet Secretary via Gazette Notice for a
single term of 6 years.

May resign from office by notice in writing to the
president. (S11b)

- Anunderstanding of
Information Technology
systems and data handling
processes both manual and
automated

- Knowledge of sector specific
data handling practises

Support having and Independent
office of the Data Protection
Commissioner as a state office.

We recommend streamlining of
appointment and resignation
authorities. Same authority to appoint
and receive resignation notice.

The data to be considered should
be both manual and automated
data

This will ensure the streamline of
data handling legislation for
various sectors.

To align with global best practise

Registration of Data Controllers and Processors

Data controllers/processors required to register.
(S18)

Option to appoint a data protection officer to
ensure compliance with Act (S 24)

*  We recommend the
requirement for registration be
set within a set threshold for
controllers/processors dealing
with sensitive/special personal
data.

*  We also recommend an
additional clause that will list
sensitive/special personal data
as information relating to

i. the race, gender,
sex, pregnancy,
marital status,
ethnic or social
origin, colour, age,
physical,

* The scope of those who
have to register will be
restricted to the level of
sensitivity of the data being
handled

* To Align with Access to
Information Act and
provide clarity on what
constitutes sensitive
personal data so that it is
handled appropriately

2|Page




psychological or
mental health,
disability, religion,
belief, culture,
language , birth and
death of an
individual.
Identification and
Biometric details
Personal contact
details

Child criminal
records

Grounds for processing of sensitive personal data

* Principles of data protection apply to processing
of sensitive personal data. (S44)

* Time frame for storing sensitive data

We recommend that as soon
as an individual is pronounced
dead entities handling their
data will apply the principles of
data protection that deal with
sensitive personal data.

To align to existing laws that
require data to be stored for
various periods for the different

sectors.

This provides for sanity in
addressing succession
issues to enable only
registered next of kin to
handle the information with
relevant entities

Transfer of personal data outside Kenya

* Cross border data transfers only allowed where
controller/processor has given DPA proof of
adequate safeguards, where data subject
consents or transfer is necessary for contract
performance, overriding public interest,
controller/processor is pursuing compelling
legitimate interest. (S48 &49). Burden of proof
is on controller/processor

In support of allowing cross
boarder data transfer so long as
there is proof of adequate
safeguards being in place. The
proof of the safeguards in place
lays in the contracts and service
level agreements the various
service providers have with their
respective customers.

The digital economy is
dependent on cross
boarder interactions that
require data to flow across
countries and regions.

3|Page
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SUPPLEMENTARTY MEMORUNDUM

A. INTRODUCTION
This is a review of the Data Protection Bills currently under consideration by the National Assembly. The National Assembly Bill
published the Ministry of ICT’s version and read it a first time in the National Assembly. It now stands committed to the Departmental
Committee on Communication, Information and Innovation of the National Assembly which is conducting public participation on the Bill.
In this regard, the National Assembly through the Clerk has invited members of the public to make its submissions on the same vide a
Notice published on 10" July, 2019.
We have had an engagement with the committee on the 17" September 2019 where we agreed to provide further details on key cross-
cutting issues as follows:

B. OVERVIEW OF THE DATA PROTECTION BILL

NATIONAL ASSEMBLY BILL PROPOSAL JUSTIFICATION
1. Establishment/Designation of National Data

Protection Authority (DPA)

* Qualifications of Data Commissioner
A person shall be qualified for appointment as
the Data Commissioner if that person —
a) Holds a degree from a University recognised

It would be important for the Data
Commissioner be able to
demonstrate:

1|Page



in Kenya in
i. Data Science
i. Law
iii. Information Technology; or
iv. Any other related field
b) Has knowledge and relevant experience of
not less that ten years and
c) Meets the requirements of Chapter Six of
the Constitution.

Established an independent office of the Data
Protection Commissioner as a state office. To
be recruited via competitive process by Public
Service Commission and appointed by the
Cabinet Secretary via Gazette Notice for a
single term of 6 years.

May resign from office by notice in writing to the
president. (S11b)

- An understanding of
Information Technology
systems and data handling
processes both manual and
automated

- Knowledge of sector specific
data handling practises

Support having and Independent
office of the Data Protection
Commissioner as a state office.

We recommend streamlining of
appointment and resignation
authorities. Same authority to appoint
and receive resignation notice.

The data to be considered should
be both manual and automated
data

This will ensure the streamline of
data handling legislation for
various sectors.

To align with global best practise

Registration of Data Controllers and Processors

Data controllers/processors required to register.
(S18)

Option to appoint a data protection officer to
ensure compliance with Act (S 24)

*  We recommend the
requirement for registration be
set within a set threshold for
controllers/processors dealing
with sensitive/special personal
data.

*  We also recommend an
additional clause that will list
sensitive/special personal data
as information relating to

i. the race, gender,
sex, pregnancy,
marital status,
ethnic or social
origin, colour, age,
physical,

* The scope of those who
have to register will be
restricted to the level of
sensitivity of the data being
handled

* To Align with Access to
Information Act and
provide clarity on what
constitutes sensitive
personal data so that it is
handled appropriately
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psychological or
mental health,
disability, religion,
belief, culture,
language , birth and
death of an
individual.

ii. Identification and
Biometric details

iii. Personal contact
details

iv. Child criminal
records

Grounds for processing of sensitive personal data

* Principles of data protection apply to processing
of sensitive personal data. (S44)

* Time frame for storing sensitive data

*  We recommend that as soon
as an individual is pronounced
dead entities handling their
data will apply the principles of
data protection that deal with
sensitive personal data.

* To align to existing laws that
require data to be stored for
various periods for the different
sectors.

This provides for sanity in
addressing succession
issues to enable only
registered next of kin to
handle the information with
relevant entities

Transfer of personal data outside Kenya

* Cross border data transfers only allowed where
controller/processor has given DPA proof of
adequate safeguards, where data subject
consents or transfer is necessary for contract
performance, overriding public interest,
controller/processor is pursuing compelling
legitimate interest. (S48 &49). Burden of proof
is on controller/processor

In support of allowing cross
boarder data transfer so long as
there is proof of adequate
safeguards being in place. The
proof of the safeguards in place
lays in the contracts and service
level agreements the various
service providers have with their
respective customers.

The digital economy is
dependent on cross
boarder interactions that
require data to flow across
countries and regions.
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KENYA PRIVATE SECTOR ALLIANCE \ C ,-/\\
W S
The Voice of Private Sector in Kenya \ |o 1\ i

< ) {
Ref: 173/07-PPD/2019 Q " \‘Q/\é{/\' é/e
july 15,2019

Hon. William Kisang, MP, QL
Chairperson, \\’W

Departmental Committee on Communication, Information and Innovation,
Kenya National Assembly,

Parliament Buildings, |
P.0. Box 41842-0010, \ﬁ\h lh
Nairobi, Kenya.

Through:

Mr. Michael Sialai, EBS,
The Clerk,

Kenya National Assembly,
Parliament Buildings,

P.0. Box 41842-0010, CLERK'S OFFICE
Nairobi, Kenya.

D/E@E”VE@ |

V|17 JUL 2019 ”

Dear Hon. Kisang,

RE: REQUEST FOR A MEETING WITH THE PARLIAMENTARY DEPARTMENTAL
COMMITTEE ON COMMUNICATION, INFORMATION AND INNOVATION

Receive warm greetings from The Kenya Private Sector Alliance (KEPSA).

P We wish to register our deep appreciation for the great support and partnership that the

National Assembly has continuously accorded KEPSA. We consider Parliament is a pace setter
in economic development, a role which it fulfils by coming up with laws that improve the
business environment and the economy whilst protecting and advancing devolution of
Government.

In furtherance of this ongoing legislative and policy partnership, we write to cordially request
for a meeting with the KEPSA ICT Sector Board Members and the Parliamentary Departmental
Committee of Communication, Information and Innovation to discuss the following:

1. Proposed Data Protection Bill 2019
2. Pending legislative issues including but not limited to Critical Infrastructure Protection
Bill, Amendments to the Computer and Cybercrimes legislation among others.

5th Floor, Shelter Afrique Building, Mamlaka Road | P. 0. Box 3556 - 00100, Nairobi, Kenya | Tel: +254 20 2730371|2|2727936 | Fax: +254 20 2730374
Cell: +254 720 340949/735 999979 | Email: info@kepsa.or.ke | Web: www.kepsa.or.ke

—




v

We propose that the meeting is held on Thursday, 25t July 2019, 10:00 am at Parliament
Buildings.

Kindly advise on your concurrence with the date and time or propose an alternative date that is
convenient for you.

We thank you for your continued support and cooperation.

Yours Sincerely,

Carole Kariuki, MBS, HSC
Chief E ive Offi

5th Floor, Shelter Afrique Building, Mamlaka Road | P. 0. Box 3556 - 00100, Nairobi, Kenya | Tel: +254 20 27303712|2727936 | Fax: +254 20 2730374
Cell: +254 720 340949/735 999979 | Email: info@kepsa.or.ke | Web: www_kepsa.or.ke
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DATA PROTECTION BILL 2019

Data has been considered the commodity driving the fourth industrial revolution and has
changed much of how we live and function. Due to more connectivity using Internet of
Things, increased use of social media and digitization of traditional businesses, big data
which involves the processing of large volumes of data has become more popular leading
to new field of data analytics. Reliance on these data to inform marketing and people’s
choices even in election has brought positive reports for companies and electoral
aspirants but negatively impact the rights and dignity of persons to whom these data
belongs to. Such example is use of personal Facebook posts by Cambridge Analytica
during 2013 and 2017 General Elections in Kenya to send emotive messages to

electorates and influence their choice and vote!.

To this end we welcome the Government initiative to enact a sound data Protection Act
via the Data Protection Bill 2019, whose main aim is to protect the right to privacy under
article 31 (c¢) and (d), establish office of the Data protection commission, regulate
processing of personal data and establish rights and obligations of citizens, data
controllers and data processors. The bill introduced in the National Assembly has made
substantial improvements as compared to the earlier 2018 Data Protection Bill by:
requiring informed consent to the processing of personal data, properly establishing the
data protection commission as an independent office, providing higher penalties in case
of breach, including the right to withdraw consent and right to data portability which is

able to promote financial inclusion.

Noting that Kenya has a large unbanked population, portability enables one to transfer
their credit history from one financial institution to another. An example is Safaricom a
Mobile Network Operator, providing mobile financial services through its M-pesa
platform and has developed its own credit score system to be used by other fintech
companies and improve access to credit. This is because currently data held by Safaricom
was under its control and the consumer was bound to sharing agreements entered into
by Safaricom. One fintech company reports use of this credit score has increased

accuracy of predicting payment. With the right of data portability, the consumer is able

https://www.theelephant.info/features/2019/08/09/cambridge-analytica-and-the-2017-elections-why-has-
the-kenyan-media-remained-silent/




to control their own data and leverage it to access more financial services2. To sum up the
2019 bill performs significantly well when compared against international standard and

other legislations such as GDPR and is bound to increase Kenya’s compliance to GDPR.

Though we largely commend these and much of the amendments and provisions
introduced by the 2019 Bill, we at the Lawyers Hub strongly propose further

recommendations that improve the proposed data protection laws.

Application of the Bill
Section 4 of the Bill states, This Act applies to the processing of personal Data

b) by a data processor or controller who
(1) is established or ordinarily resident in Kenya and process personal data while in Kenya

The Bill is not very clear whether application is for the processing of personal data for data
subject’s resident in Kenya only or whether it would still apply to personal data processed in
Kenya for a person not resident in Kenya. The bill needs to clarify this to avoid situations
where data processors and controller’s resident in Kenya would be exempt from the

application of the bill.

Office of the data protection commission

a) Independence
We greatly applaud efforts to constitute an independent office of the data protection

commissioner to oversee the implementation and enforcement of the Act. However,
section 6 (3) of the Act gives the cabinet secretary the power to appoint the data

protection commissioner. It states
The public service commission shall within twenty-one days of receipt of applications

(a) Consider the application the applications received to determine their compliance
within the act

(b) Shortlist qualified candidates

(c) Publish and publicize the names of applicants and shortlisted applicants

(d) Conduct interviews of shortlisted persons in an open and transparent process

? https://s3-eu-central-1.amazonaws.com/fsd-circle/wp-content/uploads/2018/07/12111727/Emerging-Data-
Sharing-Models-to-Promote-Financial-Service-Innovation-June-2018-Mazer.pdf




(e) Nominate three qualified applicants in order of merit for the position of data
Commissioner and
(f) Submit the names of persons nominated under paragraph (e) to the cabinet

secretary

6 (4) The cabinet secretary shall within fourteen days of receipt of the names of

nominated candidates appoint one of the data commissioner

Given the increased use of data and place of data protection in the growing age it is
paramount that we continue enhancing the independence of the commission by
having the appointment done by the president and approved by the National
Assembly. Moreover section 11 of the bill states that a vacancy shall arise in the office
of data protection commissioner if he resigns with a notice in writing addressed to
the president. Therefore, in order to reconcile these two provisions and enhance

independence the above recommendation should be enacted.

Subsequently under section 68, the data protection commissioner prepares the
annual budget estimates which are submitted to the national assembly by the cabinet
secretary. To promote independence of the commission the data commissioner ought
to table the budget estimates himself to the national assembly.
b} Constitution
Section 5 states the office of the data protection commission shall comprise of the data
protection officer as its head and accounting officer and other staff appointed by the data

protection commission.

As proposed by the Bill, the commission shall be comprised of only one commissioner
and staff. Recognizing the commission shall exercise a quasi-judicial function, the need to
ensure independence and proper function of the commission it’s our recommendation
that the composition be expanded to a board chaired by the data protection
commissioner the members who are designated by law and borrow from various

expertise in diverse fields.

Registration of data processors and data controllers
Section 18 states no person shall act as a data controllers and data processors unless

registered with the data commissioner. This implies a mandatory registration

requirement however section 18 (2) states the data commissioner shall prescribe the



threshold required for mandatory registration based on nature of the industry, volumes

of data processed, sensitivity of data being processed.

It's evident from the above provisions that the bill ought to do away with mandatory
registration for every data controller or processor and only require registration from

those who meet the criteria of registration espoused by the commissioner.

Realizing that if threshold is required other persons such as operators of cybercafé in
Kenya would be exempted. However, for the purpose of privacy we must recognize that
they still come across rich information from data subjects due to the unique nature of
their service and are already bound by the data protection bill and principles of data
processing. The same is said of individuals who obtain private information from other
persons and thus would still be bound by the constitution and the bill with the aim to

respect privacy although not registered.

Self-Regulation
The main object of the bill according to the long title is to establish the office of the Data

Protection Commissioner as an independent state office to oversee the implementation
of the act. The act further through use of the word shal// mandates the commission to
promote self-regulation among all data controllers and data processors. We recognize
this obligation is unnecessary as a statutory body established to regulate cannot then be
charged with the duty to promote self-regulation. To begin with, without a current
regulator, there is adequate room for self-regulation however, significant privacy
breaches ensue with little incentive to regulate against it. A study investigating Biometric
technology, elections and privacy found that, “there is need for an escrow institution
empowered to keep the industry accountable in their data management practices. It is evident that
public bodies, corporates, social media platforms have had the means but little incentive to self-

regulate.?”

Secondly, noting that the law should be clear and objective, it would be wiser if the Bill
itself in a separate provision encouraged self-regulation as an internal function of data
controllers and data processors. However, the extent to which they are allowed to self-
regulate and matters to which they can deal with in the course of self- regulation should

also be clearly defined. Data processors and controllers cannot be allowed to form self-

3 https://blog.cipit.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/05/Biometrics-Privacy-Report-by-CIPIT.pdf




Regulating Organizations whose mandate and Jurisdiction for example to conduct
‘investigations of an alleged preach or impose administrative fines. This would expose a
person liable under the act to double penalty. There is thus need to for the bill to clearly

state on which matters self- regulation is permissible and to what extent

Transfer of data outside Kenya
Section 25 states no data shall be transferred outside Kenya unless there is proof of

adequate data protection safeguards orconsent from the data subject.

To ensure the safeguarding of data and to comply with data protection principles we
recommend the use if the word and in place of or. There is always need to ensure consent
is obtained in plain, readable and easily accessible language especially on any terms and
conditions to which transfer of data outside Kenya is subject. Moreover, to keep in line
with section 4 which expands application of these act to data controllers and processors
who though not resident In Kenya process data of data subject’s resident in Kenya.
Alternatively, pursuant to section 48 and 49 the data subject could waive the requirement
of having adequate data protection safeguard to transfer their data only where this has
been vividly communicated to them and they consequences thereto brought to their

attention.

Collection of data
Though the bill through section 28 requires the data controller and processor to collect

data from the data subject directly, they are exempted from this provision where the

collection from another source would not prejudice the interest of the data subject.

The provision gives an extremely wide discretion to data controllers and processors to
interpret what amounts to prejudice and what can be open to abuse and thus should be

deleted altogether.

Secondly data processors and controllers may obtain data from other sources instead of
the data subject where collection is necessary for the prevention, investigation,
prosecution and punishment of a crime. While we welcome this provision as necessary in
the preservation of law and order and dispensation of justice, we seek that these should
only be done within the confines of the law. This statement is demonstrated in Civil

Appeal 109 of 2016, DPP V Tom Ojienda t/a Prof Tom Ojienda & Associates advocates



»

[2019]* where the petitioner argued that the director of public prosecutions violated his
Tight to privacy and that of his clients by obtaining information of his advocate- client
account without his consent or any legal basis. The court however determined that the
issue of privacy in question belonged to the clients who were the data subjects and proper
plaintiffs of the suit. It is thus paramount that any collection of evidence still adheres to
the data protection principles and the determination of these appeal will further

influence the limit of this provision.

Notification of breach
Section 43 (6) states the communication of breach to a data subject may not be required

where the data controller or data processor had implemented appropriate security

safeguards which may include encryption of affected personal data.

The duty to notify a data subject of beach of their data should ensue despite having
appropriate security measures. In fact, the data subjects ought to be notified of the breach
in addition to the necessary security measures that have protected the data. The clause
may be relied on by data processors and controllers to avoid informing the data subject
of any security breach in order to avoid any liability. It is especially important where it
involves the processing of sensitive personal data. Data subjects similarly have a right to
be duly informed of any occurrence with their data as security measures can also be

overridden.

Alternatively, such breaches must be logged and presented to the data protection

commission in the annual audit report.

Processing of personal data
Section 45 ought to expressly include the government and other public authorities

which will collect biometric data pursuant to the Registration of Persons Act.

Liability for staff in case of data breach
We welcome section 65 that enables data subjects to claim compensation for damage

resulting from a contravention of the bill by data processors and data controllers. In light
of the case of Benedict Kabugi Ndungii v Safaricom PLC® for breach of privacy of 11.5
million subscribers by exposing their sport betting history and bio data. The

* http://kenyalaw.org/caselaw/cases/view/177071/
® https://calvinayre.com/2019/06/26/business/safaricom-sued-for-losing-private-data-loss-of-11-5-
million-gamblers/
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investigations led to the arrest of 2 Safaricom employees and the petitioner who brought
suit under article 22 of the constitution would like the subscribers to receive

compensation.

The deposit of personal data with a data controller or processor is likened to depositing
a valuable in a safety deposit box. If the employees orchestrate the theft of the valuable,
they would be criminally liable however the bank would still have to repay you for loss.
Therefore, a positive outcome of the above case would improve privacy safeguards within
institutions making them adopt more security design features of unauthorized access

even from their own employees.
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Hon. Michael Sialai, EBS.
Clerk of the National Assembly,

Twelve Parliament-Third Session

Main Parliament Building, a E @ E H\\// E
P.0 Box 41842-00100,

Nairobi, Kenya 16 JUL 2018

CLERK'S OFFICE

Via E-Mail: clerk@parliament.go.ke
Dear Hon. Michael Sialai, EBS.
Submission of Comments on the Kenya Privacy and Data Protection Bill, 2018

We thank you for the opportunity to provide comments on the Kenya Data Protection bill 2019. We
commend Kenya for ensuring strong protections for user privacy in this bill and believe that
Kenya's law can be a model for other African nations.

We have focused our comments on the areas where we feel protections are missing and where your
proposals and recommendations can be strengthened based on our experience and expertise
advocating for individual security and privacy all over the world.

We appreciate the bill’s aspiration to elaborate Article 31(c) and (d) of the Constitution of Kenya,
2010. We note that the Data Protection Bill sets out principles of data protection that are consistent
with international standards and commend the approach to place users’ rights at the center of the
digital economy.

Mozilla is a global community of technologists, thinkers, and builders working together to keep the
internet open, accessible, and secure. We are the creators of Firefox, an open source browser that
hundreds of millions of people around the world use as their window to the web, as well as other
products including Pocket, Rocket, and Focus. To fulfill the mission of keeping the web open and
accessible to all, we are constantly investing in the security of our products and the privacy of our
users.

Our commitment to user security and privacy can be seen both in the open source code of our
products as well as in our policies. Consider, for example, Mozilla’s Data Privacy Principles which
guide the development of our products and services:

While we take action to protect our users’ privacy and security every day, relying on these
principles and other policies for guidance, we also believe in the importance of data protection law
to ensure data controllers and processors are protecting the rights and interests of internet users.
As we will elaborate on in this submission, we believe a strong data protection law requires:
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1. The enshrinement of a robust framework of rights of individuals with meaningful user
consent at its core;

2. Strong obligations on data controllers reflecting the significant responsibilities associated
with collecting, storing, using, analyzing, and processing user data; and

3. Effective enforcement mechanisms including an empowered, independent, and well-
resourced Data Protection Authority (DPA).

We look forward to continuing to engage with you and other stakeholders in the Kenyan
government as work progresses to craft Kenya'’s historic first data protection law.

If you have any questions about our submission or if we can provide any additional information
that would be helpful, please do not hesitate to contact Mozilla Policy Advisor Alice Munyua
(amunyua@mozilla.com).

Executi mm

Kenya is among the continent’s most connected countries as well as a regional hub for digital start-
ups and entrepreneurship. Mobile network coverage penetration rate is at 88.7%, with more than
40 million mobile subscriptions. Over 99% of internet subscribers access the internet via mobile
phones. Kenya has also seen significant growth in online government services, and processing of
personal data by the government is needed in order to access most of these services. Indeed, the
Government of Kenya is likely the largest data controller in the country. Kenya has a significant data
economy spanning both public and private sector. All of these public and private services have
accelerated the collection and analysis of personal data.

While some of this collection and processing is a function of an advancing digital economy, the lack
of comprehensive personal data protection legislation exposes Kenyan citizens to risks of misuse of
their personal data.

We commend the government for setting out a clear framework based on international good
practice, and our comments are intended to support and improve this strong draft.

Independence and powers of the Data Protection Commissioner

To ensure effective enforcement mechanisms of the new Privacy and Data Protection legislation, we
strongly support the bill’s intention to have an independent Data Protection Commissioner (DPQ).
Unfortunately, several sections of the bill undermine this provision by subjugating the DPC to the
Cabinet Secretary, Ministry of Information and Communication Technology. We recommend that
authority to set the qualifications of and nominate the DPC should rest with parliament and
appointment should be made by the President. We propose additional powers and responsibilities
to be assigned to the DPC, which include issuing regulatory guidance, codes of practice to data
controllers and processors, investigatory, adjudicatory, levying penalties and punitive measures, as
well as providing redress and compensation to users when their rights have been violated. The DPC
should also be empowered to promote public awareness and engage in capacity development
activities.
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Missing protections on users’ rights and data controller/processor obligations

We applaud the comprehensive provisions of rights of access, correction, right to seek confirmation,
update, rectify, and object to processing, as well as data portability. We further welcome the
restrictions imposed on data controllers and processors around purpose limitation, collection
limitation, and data retention limitation.

We however, note that while the policy framework includes the principle of data minimization, the
bill does not contain this obligation. We believe this obligation should be added to the legislation
and that language should be added to clarify that where information is longer necessary for the
purposes for which it was collected, it should be deleted.

We appreciate the importance placed on obtaining user consent in this bill. However, consent must
be meaningful. We refer to guidance issued by Article 29 Working Party of the European Union Data
Protection Authorities on the elements of valid consent, which must be free, informed,
unambiguous, clear, specific, and capable of being withdrawn. This sets a high bar for data
controllers and processors seeking to process personal data on the basis of consent. “Explicit
consent” must be a requirement for processing of sensitive data. We recommend that the DPC
issues guidelines on how requirements around consent in this bill should be interpreted.

Principles and Obligations of Personal Data Protection

We support strong obligations placed on data controllers and processors reflecting the significant
responsibilities associated with collecting, storing, using, analyzing, and processing user data. We
also propose stiffer penalties that will provide better incentives to data controllers and processors
to abide by the provisions of this law. Strong penalties and a strong, independent regulator are
critical to the effectiveness of data protection law.

All public and private sector data controllers and processors must be bound by a general duty to
process data in a manner that respects the privacy of an individual and that provides security
against data breaches.

Data protection officers

We note that the bill requires all controllers and processors to register with the DPC and designate
a data protection officer. This obligation would place an undue burden on small and medium
enterprises (SMEs) and startups, which play an important role in the Kenya’s digital
transformation. While we recommend greater regulatory oversight for data controllers and
processors who process large volumes of data, particularly sensitive data, or otherwise pose an
elevated risk to the privacy rights of users, we do not believe mandatory registration of all data
controllers and processors is wise or worthwhile.

Security safeguards

Data controllers and processors should take appropriate and reasonable measures to safeguard the
data that they have been entrusted with. The bill appears to obligate controllers and processors to
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use pseudonymization as a security tool. We respectfully caution against over reliance on only this
technique as a safeguard as it may not be feasible in many use cases. We would instead recommend
that all data controllers and processors be obligated to take appropriate and reasonable measures
to safeguard the data that they have been entrusted with, whether via encryption,
pseudonymization, or other means. Additionally, we recommend an obligation that all data
controllers and processors encrypt sensitive personal data.

Data breaches

The bill proposes attribution of breaches that lead to the unauthorized disclosure of personal data,
however, this is often very difficult and time consuming, even for the most well-resourced data
controllers and processors. Furthermore, notification of an unauthorized disclosure to affected data
subjects should not wait for attribution. We propose clarifying this provision to require attribution
information to be included “where available.” This will go a long way to ensuring that notification
occurs in a timely manner and will provide greater legal clarity to data controllers and processors.

Protecting Children Personal Data

We are pleased to note that the bill contains a provision protecting the right to privacy of children
as provided under article 19 of the Children Act. We would encourage the Government of Kenya to
reconcile this bill with the Children Act, 2001 to ensure legal clarity on the data protection rights of
children and the obligations on data controllers and processors who process the personal data of
children. We recommend clarifying the language of this section to specify that data controllers and
processors should not knowingly market, track, or profile children without the consent of their
parental guardian.

The “parental consent” requirement in the bill raises practical questions regarding its
implementation. We propose further reflection on parental permission and recommend that the
DPC be mandated to provide guidelines on the impact of data protection law on children and
explore these proposed approaches, particularly those relating to age verification mechanisms.

We recommend deletion of the provision that mandates the DPC to appoint data controllers and
processors as guardians. This provision creates substantial legal confusion and places additional
primary and secondary liability on data controllers and processors who will be designated as
guardians.

Protecting Personal Sensitive Data

We note with concern the discrepancy between the definition of sensitive personal data in the
policy and in the text of the bill. While we believe the policy, language includes a progressive list of
what should be considered sensitive personal data, there are several critical omissions. The list
contained in the policy should replace the definition of sensitive personal data in the bill and should
be further amended to include: official or national IDs, passwords, financial data, and location
information. We also recommend that the DPC is empowered to assess and add to the definition
and categories of sensitive data in an open consultation process.
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Exemptions

We are concerned that some of the exemptions provided in the Bill do not appear to satisfy Article
24 of the Constitution, which provides for the right to privacy. While, we recognize that there may
be legitimate reasons for various parts of the government to share information with each other on a
“need to know basis,” this provision is quite broadly worded. Furthermore, while the obligation to
seek consent may not apply in these scenarios, public authorities should still always be bound by
the other principles of data protection including purpose limitation, collection limitation, security
safeguards, etc.

In addition, exemptions for the purposes of investigating crimes, or for any other purposes related
to maintaining public safety and national security must be understood as exemptions from seeking
user consent, not from all data protection requirements. Law Enforcement Agencies must also be
bound by requirements around data security, purpose limitation, collection limitation, the right to
rectify, the right to erasure, etc. Data processing for public safety, national security and law
enforcement must be “necessary and proportionate”, and authorized by law.

The provision to exempt for the purposes of history, research, and statistics could be subject to
abuse by data controllers and processors. We recommend clear definitions and limiting scope for
research purposes that is aimed at or culminate in commercial exploitation.

Data localization

We note with concern provisions contained in the bill obligating data controllers to “ensure the
storage, on a server or data center located in Kenya of at least one serving copy of personal data”
and other prohibitions on the transfer of sensitive data outside Kenya.

Requiring data to be localized not only creates a security risk, with a central point of attack or single
point of failure, but undermines efficiency and integrity of internet traffic. The requirement to store
data or a copy of data locally, introduces potentially higher costs and actual limitations on
technology innovation, development, and use, and introduces a conflict of laws situation for
multinational companies.

We acknowledge that certain categories of personal data may need to be mandatorily stored within
the country, with restricted data flows, due to the strategic and security interests at play. However,
the bill leaves the definition of critical personal data entirely open to Government discretion and
does not elucidate what such categories might be, nor any parameters to circumscribe this
discretion. Since mandating data storage in Kenya generally amplifies the concerns of routing
inefficiencies, increased costs, and security risks, this wide discretion is concerning.We recommend
that categories of critical personal data that are currently localized in Kenya for strategic or security
reasons be clearly stated. The open-ended mandate to the government to notify further categories
should be removed.

In addition, we recognize the needs and compelling interests of both private and public data
controllers and processors to process sensitive personal data outside of Kenya. For example,
financial institutions (whether banks or public authorities) transfer financial information to check
for fraud and terrorist financing, for example. This provision as currently written could be read to
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preclude Kenya’s participation in the SWIFT network, which would be gravely detrimental to
Kenya'’s financial sector and economic standing in the world.

We respectfully recommend that the Government of Kenya is concerned about law enforcement
access to data, a legal framework for surveillance with appropriate protections for users is
developed, providing a lawful basis for the government to access data necessary for legal
proceedings.

Reconciling the Data Protection Act with other laws

Kenya has statutes dating as far back as pre-independence. Some of these statues contain
provisions that override this proposed bill, thereby threatening the good intentions of this
framework. Such laws include: Preservation of Public Security Act, Official Secrets Act Cap 187,
National Intelligence Service Act, 2012 and The Prevention of Terrorism Act No 30 of 2012 just to
name a few. These laws have provisions authorizing the government to collect, process, and share
data without consent in circumstances that are not well defined and therefore subject to misuse.

In order to give full effect to the strong protections contained in this legislation, we respectfully
recommend a package of amendments be offered to revise the provisions in previous legislation.

Conclusion

In Kenya'’s new constitution 2010, the government took important action to recognize and protect
the right to privacy in Article 31. The data protection legislation under discussion today represents
an historic next step in the cause of protecting Kenyans, especially in the face of new technological
developments. We commend the Government of Kenya for the thoughtful and thorough framework,
which we believe with some amendments has the potential to be a model to all African nations.

We look forward to continuing to work with the Parliamentary Committee as you further develop
Kenya'’s first data protection bill.

Thank you for your consideration of our submission.

For any further questions please consult Mozilla Policy Advisor Alice Munyua
(amunyua@mozilla.com).

Respectfully submitted by:

Alice Munyua
Policy Advisor
Mozilla Corporation
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TESPOK07/014/19

July 15t, 2019

Mr. Michael Sialai, EBS

Clerk of the National Assembly,
Parliamentary Service Commission,
P.O Box 41842-00100,

NAIROBI

Dear Mr. Sialai, Oi
RE: SUBMISSIONS ON THE DATA PROTECTION BILL, 2019 % \0\\/1,\\

We the Telecommunications Service Providers association of Kenya (TESPOK) would
like to respond to your call for comments in the Daily Nation dated 10% July 2019.
Considering the short period provided we have attempted to reach to our 60+
membership of Mobile Network Operators, Internet Service Providers, Carriers, Data
Centre Operators and Technology Service Providers for input. We are still receiving
input and hope that we can be given a chance to share our consolidated position.

In this regard, please see attached our current submissions on the proposed Data
Protection Bill, 2019 for your kind consideration.

We are happy to meet and make oral presentations on the same.

Yours Sincerely,

g

Fiona Asonga
Chief Executive Officer

Cc:

Hon William Kisang, MP
Chairperson,
Departmental Committee on Communication, Information and Innovation,
Kenya National Assembly,

Parliament Buildings,

P.0.Box 41842-0010,

Nairobi, Kenya.

www.tespok.co.ke
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Scope/application

Under both Bills, the Data Protection Act would apply to data controllers/processors
established in Kenya, foreign data controllers/processors processing personal data of
a Kenyan resident and to automated processing. It applies to non-automated
processing forming part of a filing system.

The draft Bill seem to extend the reach of Kenyan law to foreign jurisdictions in a way
that create regulatory uncertainty for global data-intensive businesses. The
envisioned Data Protection Law would apply to organisations not established in
Kenya but which process personal data of data subjects resident in Kenya. Such a
broad application is unjustifiable in an open and democratic society as well as an
extreme departure from international norms.

Recommendation:

The exclusion of processing of personal data outside of Kenya from the scope of the
Data Protection law. However, should Parliament decide to include it, it is
recommended that the limitation of the scope of application to processing of the
personal data of Kenyan residents in other jurisdictions only in clear, specific and
limited circumstances so as to clarify the basis the provision of extra-territorial
jurisdiction. The clear, specific and limited circumstances could include processing
the data Kenya residents for the purpose of engaging in commercial transactions with
them. The broad provisions in the draft bills will make it difficult and is some cases
impossible for organisations to determine whether their processing is subject to
Kenya's privacy law.

Many businesses outside of Kenya, including small- and medium-sized enterprises
that are not focused on the Kenya market would have no reason to suspect that
Kenya's privacy law may apply to their data processing. At the very least, the
definition should be narrowed and clarified to enable appropriate compliance and
enforcement.

Registration of data controllers and processors

The Bill require the registration of data controllers and processors with the Data
Protection Authority (DPA).

Recommendation:

Deletion of this requirement: A similar registration framework promulgated under the
E.U. Privacy Directive, in force between 1995 and 2018, was dropped after the
concept proved unworkable. Such a comprehensive and broad requirement for
registration will unnecessarily burden all parties involved with no business or
consumer advantage. Currently, all businesses are required to register under the
various commercial laws and provide contact details where they can be reached by
the relevant Registrar and business customers. The requirement for registration of
data controllers and processors would present a further barrier to ease of doing
business in Kenya and discourage particularly the small- and medium-sized
enterprises, from engaging in the digital economy in Kenya. It may also cause
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corporations in multiple states to decrease their Kenyan economical activities and
investments due to uncertainty of enforcing such a framework.

Principles and Obligations of Personal Data Protection

The Bill prohibits cross- border data transfers and require that where such transfers
are to occur, the data controller/processor must satisfy the DPA that the laws of the
country to which data is being transferred offer adequate protection of data that is
comparable to that offered under Kenyan law. The Bill as drafted do not offer clarity
on how the DPA would perform its adequacy determination and, the DPA’s
interpretation of adequacy may decrease, stifle, interfere with or hinder competition in
the digital economy.

Recommendation:

The bills be aligned with international best practice by expressly acknowledging that
there are many alternative private frameworks that may provide adequate
safeguards, such as the self-regulatory frameworks.

Duty to notify data subject of intended recipients of their data before collection
of data

The Bill require data controllers and processors to inform data subjects about all
persons (natural/legal) who will receive the data subject’s data prior to collecting the
personal data. The draft bill fail to recognize the potential complexities of such notice
requirements. In most cases, it is not always practical for a controller/processor to
know all persons who may receive data collected. If implemented as is, this section
may limit the ability of companies to alter business relationships, suppliers, vendors
and partners.

Recommendation:

Re-drafting of the clauses sections to provide for notice of the categories/classes of
persons who would/may receive data.

Right to data portability

The Bill establishes a data subjects’ right to data portability such that they have “the
right to receive personal data concerning them, which the data subject has provided
to a data controller or data processor, in a structured, commonly used and machine-
readable format.” Data portability is expensive and difficult for certain organisations,
but many businesses are already seeking to provide this service in response to
consumer demand.

Recommendation:

It is proposed that Parliament refine this clause with industry input to adhere to what
is technically feasible.

The bill requires that portability requests be honoured within 7 days of receipt. Stating
a specific timeline for responding to requests for data portability may not adequately
provide for the realities on the ground at time of portability request.
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Right to deletion of personal data records

The Bill provides for the right of the data subject to request erasure or destruction of
personal data by the data controller or data processor often dubbed the ‘right to be
forgotten’. This right raises serious concerns regarding freedom of expression and is
inconsistent with the design and workings of the Internet. While individuals should be
able to withdraw their consent to data processing, within clear and reasonable limits,
implementation of a right to be ‘forgotten’ creates room for online content
censorship. Publicly available information is often available across multiple sites on
the Internet, making the proposed notification requirement very difficult and even
impossible to implement. Due to the international nature of the internet, such
provision also interferes with the preservation of data protected or required under
foreign law.

Recommendation:
We recommend modification of this right for information available on the internet.

Further only a court of competent jurisdiction (not a data subject/controller or
processor) should be determining what is/ has become ‘irrelevant/excessive or
illegally obtained’ data in need of deletion.

Development of further categories of sensitive/special data

The Bill authorizes the respective DPA to create additional categories for sensitive
/special personal data beyond those defined in Section 2. This approach recognizes
that as technology and society evolve, data protection framework would have to
evolve to meet arising needs.

Recommendation:

We recommend that the Bill defines a multi-stakeholder approach to
reforms/expansion of the scope of the Act via Guidelines or subsidiary legislation in
order to ensure all reforms continue to spur business growth for both local and
foreign companies active in the Kenyan market.

Cross-border data transfers

The Bill generally prohibits cross-border data transfers save for outlined exempted
circumstances. The National Assembly Bill further specifically provides that the
Cabinet Secretary can designate categories of critical personal data that can only be
processed in Kenya on grounds of “strategic interests of the state or on protection of
revenue.” Such a broad and ambiguous drafting significantly hinders growth of
businesses that need a predictable business environment for investment and growth.

Recommendation:
It is proposed that Parliament eliminate this requirement or, at the very least, to
provide clarifications about the “strategic interests and protection of revenue”

provision, to alleviate uncertainty for private sector investments and operation in
Kenya.
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Conditions for transfer outside Kenya

The bill outline conditions that must be met in order for cross-border data to be
permissible. Clause 48 Bill creates a challenge for industry and regulators, as proving
“appropriate safeguards” on a case by case basis is burdensome and legally
challenging. It is unclear what exactly “appropriate safeguards,” and “adequate
measures” means. The uncertainty of the interpretation of this 2 phrases presents
challenges to growth of the digital economy in Kenya without producing any clear or
substantial wins for privacy. It also limits companies’ use of contractual obligations or
internal processes which ensure appropriate levels of protection for data transferred
out of Kenya.

Recommendation:

It is encouraged that Parliament recognizes as an appropriate internationally
accepted safeguard certifications and codes of conduct for companies such as the
Asia Pacific Economic Cooperation Cross-Border Privacy Rules and Privacy
Recognition for Processors. These best practice standards need to be recognized as
they offer enforceable mechanisms for companies to demonstrate compliance with
privacy laws. This approach would ensure companies protect data subjects’ rights
throughout the lifecycle of the data when exported from Kenya while providing the
stability needed for the growth of the Kenyan digital economy.

Offences and Miscellaneous Provisions: General Penalty

Clause 58 of the Bill provides for fines, imprisonment, and other penalties associated
with violations of the privacy law. Imprisonment as a criminal penalty is a departure
from international norms and unjustifiable in an open and democratic society as it is
potentially disproportionate penalty for a violation of obligations. Most privacy
frameworks around the world depend on civil penalties to address violations, which
generally impact the business/organisation rather than the employees charged with
executing compliance obligations. Holding individuals criminally accountable for
violations that may be as a result of the direction of their employer may prevent
highly qualified and competent individuals from accepting employment in support of
the data protection practices of companies operating in Kenya.

Recommendation:
That Parliament limits penalties to fines and a demonstrated intention to cause harm.
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Dear Sirs Mp/ N;l/v / ﬁ,}w

PROPOSED DATA PROTECTION BILL-2019

Lﬁ (\« u;r“
Thank you for inviting feedback on the proposed Data Protection Bill, 2019 (the Bill).
We, Branch International Limited (Branch), identify strongly with the objectives of the Bil. We a .g

socially conscious financial services company that uses technology to enhance access to financial \\0\
services in emerging markets. Kenya is a key market for Branch and we have over one million customers
registered on our lending mobile phone application.

Technology has enabled us to offer credit to a large number of people who were previously locked out
of the formal financial credit system due to lack of traditional proof of income such as pay slips.
Through innovation, Branch has been able to use data given by our customers to assess their
creditworthiness and avail funds to them. We recognize the instrumental role that data plays in our
business and have always strived to adhere to global best practice in protecting our customer's data.
Indeed, data privacy is key to our business.

Through this letter we would like to share the benefit of our experience as we believe that through
working with yourselves and other stakeholders we can ensure that the proposed legislation achieves its
intended objectives.

Please find attached our comments on the Bill. We are available to meet with the Taskforce to discuss
the submissions.

Please do not hesitate to contact the undersigned should you require clarification or further
information.

Yours faithfully,

ma) S P Koy

Daniel SzZiapak Dan Karuga

Head of Global Operations General Manager
Branch International Branch International
dszlapak@branch.co dan.karuga@branch.co
0733-333302 0792-651384
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Section 50-
Safeguards prior to
cross boarder
transfer.

Provision

The Section allow the Cabinet Secretary to restrict certain data
processing to Kenya on the grounds of strategic interests of the state
or protection of revenue.

Concern

The Cabinet Secretary has been given unfettered rights to prohibit the
processing of data outside Kenya to protect revenue.

This creates an opportunity for improper exercise of discretion which is
further exacerbated by the lack of a mechanism in the Bill to
challenge a determination by the Cabinet Secretary.

Proposal

We propose that this Section should be amended to introduce a
requirement that where data processing is restricted to protect
revenue, the cost of processing data in Kenya as well as the
applicable capacity should be comparable to what is available
cross-order.

The Cabinet Secretary should also be required to issue a notice to any
affected data controller or data processor before exercising his
powers.

Further, any data controller or processor likely to be affected by the
exercise of the above powers should be given adequate opportunity
to be heard and to take any measures to comply or mitigate any
adverse effects on its operations.

The section should be amended to introduce checks and measures to
ensure that the powers are exercised reasonably and not abused.

Section 35(3) and (4)

Provision

The section provides that the data subject has the right to require that
the decision based on automated data processing be reconsidered
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Decision making or that a new decision that is not based solely on automated
based on avtomated processing be taken.

data processing
Proposal

We propose that this Section should be amended to provide that the
above rights of data subject does not apply to circumstances where
the data subject has given prior consent to decisions being made
solely based on automated data processing.
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Direct Line: +254 20 289 9000 Date: 16.07.2019
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The Clerk of the National Assembly
The Office of the Clerk
Main Parliament Buildings

Nairobi

Sent via email to: clerk@parliament.go.ke

Dear Mr Michael Sialai, EBS

john.syekei@bowmanslaw.com C CVU’///\L

e

CLERK'S OFFICE

SUBMISSION OF MEMORANDA: THE DATA PROTECTION BILL 2019

In accordance with the provisions of Article 118(1)(b) of the Constitution and Standing Order 127(3), we
hereby submit our representations on the Data Protection Bill 2019 (“Bill") as published in the Kenya
Gazette Supplement No. 93 (National Assembly Bills No.44) as follows:

Section

Representations

Section

4(b)(ii)

To be clarified to include the following underiined words:

“(ii) not established or ordinarily resident in Kenya, but processing
personal data of data subjects located in Kenya";

Section 18(2)

The Bill should not stifle small and medium enterprises. In our view
certain provisions of this Bill may place unnecessary obligations and
administrative burdens on small and medium enterprises.  The
requirement to register with the Data Commissioner should not be
mandatory on all data controllers and data processors, and in making
such determination, the Data Commissioner should also consider the
number of employees employed by the data controller and data
processor (for example, the registration requirements should only apply

where an entity employs 100 or more persons) and/or should also meet

Partners RT St A Harney | JSP Coulson | JW Karanja | KC Michira | JN Syekei | AG Njage | CK Kigera | PV Shah | EN Monari | A Njogu | N Mukuha |
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a certain turnover threshold requirement. This will create certainty

across all sectors.

Alternatively, whilst registration may be mandatory for all data
controllers and processors, a helpful example is that taken from the
GDPR which applies certain exemptions for small and medium sized
enterprises. The GDPR requires small and medium sized organisations
with fewer than 250 organisations to document processing activities in

specific limited circumstances.

In our view, certain exemptions to mandatory registration by data
controllers and data processors should be taken into consideration to

protect small and medium sized enterprises.

28(2)(b)

To be clarified to include the following underlined words;

“the data subject has deliberately and manifestly made the data
public”

28(2)(c)

This section should be deleted.

The narrow exceptions where personal data can be collected indirectly
should be finite and limited. By allowing for the indirect collection of
personal data where the data subject has consented to the collection
from another source, limits and conflicts with the data subjects rights
under Section 25(g), 26. 35, 36, 38, 39 and 40 of the Bill. The data subject
loses control of his/her personal data which should not be the intention
of the Bill and deprives the data subject of his or her remedies under the
Bill.

48(a)

The Data Commissioner should establish at the outset what the
“appropriate safeguards” are to be applied in the context of any cross-
border transfer. There is no clarity as to whether or not this requires that
certain technical and security measures must be in place or what the
minimum threshold should be prior to transfer out of Kenya.

48(q)

To be amended to include the following underlined wording:

“the data controller or data processor has given proof to the Data
Commissioner on the appropriate safeguards with respect to the
security and protection of the personal data and on condition that
enforceable data subject rights and effective legal remedies for data

VA
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50 and 71(2)(g)

This should be deleted.

If personal data is to be processed in Kenya, the security and integrity of
the data may be at risk and international data controllers may not be
able to be assured of the level of technical and network security
integrity. Kenya may not also be able to guarantee an international

standard of systems infrastructure.

If Kenya is to be an international player in the technology sector, it
cannot impose teritorial limits on the processing of certain types of data
which will be at the discretion of the Cabinet Secretary. This concern
has been raised on several occasions during previous public

participation forums.

30(1)(v).  30(1)(vi)  and
51(2)(b)

There should be strict limits on the avoidance of the application of the
Bill for national security reasons, by any person in the public interest,

national security or public order.

Any attempt by any person or public body to circumvent the Bill should
be a necessary and proportionate measure to safeguard national
security, defence and public security and it should not be an exemption
that is flagrantly and easily breached. The rights of data subjects should
have priority as a first principle and any person or entity or public body
seeking to avoid the rights conferred on data subjects under the Bill
should be subject to a higher standard of proof and should be required
indicate beyond reasonable doubt why the right of the data subject
should not be protected.

63

The reference to “undertaking" in the context of an administrative fine

needs to be clarified.
It should be clarified to include the following underlined words:

“__.in the case of an undertaking established in Kenya, up to two per

centum of its annual turnover..."”

Yourp faithf

Coulson Harney LLP
per: John Syekei.
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July 16, 2019

The Clerk of the National Assembly
P.O. Box 41842-00100

Nairobi

Dear Sir,

Re: Memorandum of views on the Data Protection Bill, 2019

| refer to the notice to members of the public to submit comments on the Data Protection
Bill, 2019, which was published in the local dailies on July 10, 2019.

First, | wish to thank the National Assembly for the opportunity to contribute to the
formulation of a legal framework for privacy and data protection in Kenya.

We have set out in this memorandum changes that we propose to certain segments of the
bill, the rationale and the comparative provisions from Europe’s General Data Protection

Regulations (GDPR) of 2018.

We would be pleased to provide any further clarifications that would be required.

Most sincerely,

Michael M. Murungi

Government Affairs & Public Policy Lead, East Africa
+254 722 366 900

michaelmurungi@google.com
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Issue 1. Registration of Data Controllers and Data Processors Part 18-24:

Issue 2:

Issue 3:

issue: The proposed legislation requires registration of data processors and controllers in
Kenya with the Data Protection Officer including the requirement to document and keep up
to date a record of processing activities. The bill contemplates the potential requirement of
fees for processors to register with the state and penalties for failure to register.
Recommendation: Strike out entirely requirement for data processors and controllers to
register with the Data Protection Office

Rationale: Data Processing and Data Controlling are not business models in the strict sense.
They are activities that entities may incidentally engage in during the course of business. The
requirement to have all processors and controllers would create an immense implementation
burden for the Data Protection Office that would threaten to bog down the office with
bureaucratic recordkeeping rather than allowing them to focus on the most serious
enforcement issues. Similarly, for processors and controllers, the requirement to update
external records of processing each time a change to processing occurs shifts the focus
from improving privacy in areas that present the most risk to a bureaucratic exercise. The
requirement for fees also raises issues as this would disproportionately affect smaller data
processors and controllers.

GDPR Equivalent Language: N/A no parallel requirement for registration in GDPR

Part IV - Principles and Obligations of Personal Data Protection - Erasure - Section 40

issue: Does not clarify that the right to erasure is based on areas where the processing is
based on consent and such consent has been revoked

Recommendation: Clarify that erasure rights are associated with where processing is
occurring on the basis of consent

Rationale: In cases where the processing is not based on consent the legitimate interest may
persist even after consent of the individual has been revoked if that interest persists and
continues to justify processing

GDPR Equivalent Language: Article 17 - Right to erasure (right to be forgotten’) The data
subject shall have the right to obtain from the controller the erasure of personal data
concerning him or her without undue delay and the controller shall have the obligation to
erase personal data without undue delay where one of the following grounds applies:

o (a) the personal data are no longer necessary in relation to the purposes for which
they were collected or otherwise processed;

o (b) the data subject withdraws consent on which the processing is based according
to point (a) of Article 6(1), or point (a) of Article 9(2), and where there is no other
legal ground for the processing;

o (c) the data subject objects to the processing pursuant to Article 21(1) and there are
no overriding legitimate grounds for the processing, or the data subject objects to
the processing pursuant to Article 21(2);

(d) the personal data have been unlawfully processed:
(e) the personal data have to be erased for compliance with a legal obligation in
Union or Member State law to which the controller is subject;

o (f) the personal data have been collected in relation to the offer of information

society services referred to in Article 8(1).

Part VI - Transfer of Personal Data Outside Kenya - sections 48-50
Issue: This part bars transfer of data to another country where there is no decision by the
Data Commissioner that adequate safeguards have been made for the protection of that
data (adequacy decision). The omission of the word ‘or' at the end of the conditions listed in
this part gives the interpretation that all of those conditions listed have to be met before



data can be transferred across borders. IT appears that this may not have been the intention
and that all the conditions listed are mutually exclusive.

e Recommendation:

o Permit transfers to third country where, accounting for the transfer, all of the other
requirements set forth in the legislation will continue to be met.

o Clarify that the conditions listed in part VI are mutually exclusive. Do this by using the
term "...may transfer personal data to another country where any of the following
conditions is fulfilled" or separate the conditions with the term ‘or".

e Rationale: Requirement for adequacy decision will have undesirable impact on restricting
free-flow of data. Concerns may be addressed through alternatives like binding corporate
rules, codes of conduct, and certifications.

e GDPR Equivalent: Article 49 - Derogations for specific situations 1. In the absence of an
adequacy decision pursuant to Article 45(3), or of appropriate safeguards pursuant to Article
46, including binding corporate rules, a transfer or a set of transfers of personal data to a
third country or an international organisation shall take place only on one of the following
conditions:

o (a) the data subject has explicitly consented to the proposed transfer, after having
been informed of the possible risks of such transfers for the data subject due to the
absence of an adequacy decision and appropriate safeguards;

o (b) the transfer is necessary for the performance of a contract between the data
subject and the controller or the implementation of pre-contractual measures taken
at the data subject's request;

o (c) the transfer is necessary for the conclusion or performance of a contract
concluded in the interest of the data subject between the controller and another
natural or legal person;

(d) the transfer is necessary for important reasons of public interest;
(e) the transfer is necessary for the establishment, exercise or defence of legal
claims;

o (f) the transfer is necessary in order to protect the vital interests of the data subject
or of other persons, where the data subject is physically or legally incapable of giving
consent;

o (g) the transfer is made from a register which according to Union or Member State
law is intended to provide information to the public and which is open to
consultation either by the public in general or by any person who can demonstrate a
legitimate interest, but only to the extent that the conditions laid down by Union or
Member State law for consultation are fulfilled in the particular case.

e Where a transfer could not be based on a provision in Article 45 or 46, including the
provisions on binding corporate rules, and none of the derogations for a specific situation
referred to in the first subparagraph of this paragraph is applicable, a transfer to a third
country or an international organisation may take place only if the transfer is not repetitive,
concerns only a limited number of data subjects, is necessary for the purposes of
compelling legitimate interests pursued by the controller which are not overridden by the
interests or rights and freedoms of the data subject, and the controller has assessed all the
circumstances surrounding the data transfer and has on the basis of that assessment
provided suitable safeguards with regard to the protection of personal data. The controller
shall inform the supervisory authority of the transfer. The controller shall, in addition to
providing the information referred to in Articles 13 and 14, inform the data subject of the
transfer and on the compelling legitimate interests pursued.

Issue 4: Notification of breach - section 43
e Issue: The proposed legislation requires notification to the Data Protection Officer for all



instances of breach and not just those that are likely to have an impact on the rights of the
data subject.

Recommendation: Revise to require notification only where breach is likely to result in a risk
to the rights and freedoms of natural persons

Rationale: As currently drafted this could risk inundating the Data Protection Office with
notices for risks that are trivial in terms of impact on rights of individuals. A more efficient
and effective means to enforcement would come from narrowing notification to those
breaches likely to have an impact on individual rights and freedoms

GDPR Equivalent: Article 33 - Notification of a personal data breach to the supervisory
authority: In the case of a personal data breach, the controller shall without undue delay and,
where feasible, not later than 72 hours after having become aware of it, notify the personal
data breach to the supervisory authority competent in accordance with Article 55, unless
the personal data breach is unlikely to result in a risk to the rights and freedoms of natural
persons. Where the notification to the supervisory authority is not made within 72 hours, it
shall be accompanied by reasons for the delay.

Issue 5: Penalties

Issue: The fines set forth in the proposed legislation are not clearly mapped to the likelihood
or severity of the breach.

Recommendation: Affirm that the penalties accorded for violations of data protection rules
should be consummate to the nature, gravity, and extent of the infringement
Recommendation: Lack of clarity on how fines will be applied creates significant ambiguity
for processors about how penalties will be assessed and could have a chiling effect
considering the steep penalties contemplated.

GDPR Equivalent: Article 84 - Penalties: Member States shall lay down the rules on other
penalties applicable to infringements of this Regulation in particular for infringements which
are not subject to administrative fines pursuant to Article 83, and shall take all measures
necessary to ensure that they are implemented. Such penalties shall be effective,
proportionate and dissuasive

Issue 6: Part V - Grounds for Processing of Sensitive Personal Data Sections 44-47

Issue: Special personal data may not be processed according to all legitimate bases and
exceptions provided are very narrow (e.g. religious and political institutions for their
membership) even where other parties may have legitimate interests

Recommendation: Allow processing according to all of the lawful/legitimate bases provided,
provided that the unique sensitivity of the data must be accounted for in assessing the
processing and necessary safeguards

Rationale: There may be strong legitimate interests in processing of sensitive data categories
that are not provided for by the close-ended list of exceptions. Where data controllers are
accounting for the nature of the data in assessing whether the interests are legitimate and in
determining what safeguards are required processing may still be considered lawful.

GDPR Equivalent Language: 1. Processing of personal data revealing racial or ethnic origin,
political opinions, religious or philosophical beliefs, or trade union membership, and the
processing of genetic data, biometric data for the purpose of uniquely identifying a natural
person, data concerning health or data concerning a natural person's sex life or sexual
orientation shall be prohibited.

2. Paragraph 1shall not apply if one of the following applies:

o (a) the data subject has given explicit consent to the processing of those personal
data for one or more specified purposes, except where Union or Member State law
provide that the prohibition referred to in paragraph 1 may not be lifted by the data
subject;
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(b) processing is necessary for the purposes of carrying out the obligations and
exercising specific rights of the controller or of the data subject in the field of
employment and social security and social protection law in so far as it is authorised
by Union or Member State law or a collective agreement pursuant to Member State
law providing for appropriate safeguards for the fundamental rights and the
interests of the data subject;

(c) processing is necessary to protect the vital interests of the data subject or of
another natural person where the data subject is physically or legally incapable of
giving consent;

(d) processing is carried out in the course of its legitimate activities with appropriate
safeguards by a foundation, association or any other not-for-profit body with a
political, philosophical, religious or trade union aim and on condition that the
processing relates solely to the members or to former members of the body or to
persons who have regular contact with it in connection with its purposes and that
the personal data are not disclosed outside that body without the consent of the
data subjects;

(e) processing relates to personal data which are manifestly made public by the data
subject;

(f) processing is necessary for the establishment, exercise or defence of legal claims
or whenever courts are acting in their judicial capacity;

(g) processing is necessary for reasons of substantial public interest, on the basis of
Union or Member State law which shall be proportionate to the aim pursued, respect
the essence of the right to data protection and provide for suitable and specific
measures to safeguard the fundamental rights and the interests of the data subject;

(h) processing is necessary for the purposes of preventive or occupational
medicine, for the assessment of the working capacity of the employee, medical
diagnosis, the provision of health or social care or treatment or the management of
health or social care systems and services on the basis of Union or Member State
law or pursuant to contract with a health professional and subject to the conditions
and safeguards referred to in paragraph 3;

(i) processing is necessary for reasons of public interest in the area of public health,
such as protecting against serious cross-border threats to health or ensuring high
standards of quality and safety of health care and of medicinal products or medical
devices, on the basis of Union or Member State law which provides for suitable and
specific measures to safeguard the rights and freedoms of the data subject, in
particular professional secrecy;

(j) processing is necessary for archiving purposes in the public interest, scientific or
historical research purposes or statistical purposes in accordance with Article 89(1)
based on Union or Member State law which shall be proportionate. to the aim
pursued, respect the essence of the right to data protection and provide for suitable
and specific measures to safeguard the fundamental rights and the interests of the
data subject.
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Ref: Your call for Submission of Memoranda regarding the Data Protection Bill, 2019

(National Assembly Bills No. 44.)

I refer to your recent public notice inviting members of the public to submit representations
they may have on the above bill. Please find below my representations.

Before

I give my representations, | should like to strongly object to the very short time

provided for members of the public to give their views to their matter.

Itis scandalous and, almost certainly unconstitutional, as well as against the National
Assembly's own guidance, to only give 3 working days (11th - 16th July 2019) for
contributions on what is, without any doubt, a very important piece of legislation that seeks to
give further effect to the constitutional right to privacy. It is further regrettable that, despite
request for additional time for public representatives, you have chosen to stick to the original
deadline.

Itis sincerely hoped that you will consider the issue for the future and allow enough time for
members of the public a chance to exercise their constitutional right of public participation.

Itis welcome that Parliament has finally decided to enact data protection legislation for

Kenya.

There has been a lacuna in our laws, especially since the adoption of the new

Constitution almost 10 years ago.

Having

had a chance to read through the bill, | have the following observations, points to be

clarified and suggestions to make. Kindly bring them to the attention of the relevant
departmental committee on my behalf.

1.

The bill creates a new state office: the Data Protection Commission (DPC). Unlike
similar constitutional commissions, for example, the Commission on Administrative
Justice (CAJ) and the Kenya National Human Rights Commission (KNHRC) there is
no public vetting or any form of public participation in the appointment of the DPC.
Instead, this role is left to the Public Service Commission (PSC). Given the importance
that is being given to this new office (state office, security of tenure, under the
jurisdiction of the Salary and Remuneration Commission (SRC), Parliament should
consider adopting the same recruitment process for the DPC as currently applies to
constitutional commissions and independent office holders such as the Director of
Public Prosecution, the Auditor General and the members of the Commission on
Revenue Allocation. The same principle applies to the process of removal from office
of the DPC. Parliament should consider prescribing the removal process set out in
Article 251, Constitution of Kenya (CoK) 2010 to be applicable to the removal of the
DPC. This would be in keeping with the letter and the spirit of the CoK;

The bill allows nomination of three people, listed in the order of merit, to be forwarded
to the responsible Cabinet Secretary (CS) from which. the-GS5-toThoose one person.
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This provision allows for considerations other than merit to be used by the CS to make
the appointment. This cannot be right as it allows the CS to consider extraneous
factors, not provided for in the law or clearly known to either the candidates or the
general public, in making the appointment. Parliament should provide that only the
candidate who meets the recruitment criteria set by the PSC is recommended for and
appointed by the CS;

. While the bill provides a time-frame for the filing of any vacancy in the office of the
DPC, it does not provide how soon after such a vacancy arises that the recruitment
process should commence. This contrasts to how vacancies in most of the
independent commissions or offices are filled: within 14 days of a vacancy arising. To
safeguard the effectiveness of the office of the DPC, Parliament should explicitly
require the CS to notify the PSC of a vacancy in the office of the DPC within 14 days
of such a vacancy arising;

Parliament has a duty to be prudent about the use of public resources. In the respect,
it is not clear why role of the DPC cannot be fulfilled by CAJ. The CAJ if already up
and running, there are current moves to require it to have offices in each county. In
addition, the CAJ already has mandate to enforce the Access to Information Act, 2016,
including the rights under Art. 35(2), CoK, 2010. The money for setting up new DPC
would be better spent increasing capacity of an existing state agency that seems to be
making a difference in people’s lives. This would also address some of the governance
and structural weaknesses of the new DPC as set out above;

Is the definition of "personal data" in the bill the same as the one Parliament has given
to "personal information” in the Access to Information, Act, 2016, which implements
Art. 35, CoK, 20107

How will the bill, if enacted without changes, affect the ability of a deceased person’s
relatives/executors/administrators deal with the deceased person’s personal data in
the absence of an explicit and verifiable authorisation from the deceased before their
death?

The bill's provision regarding processing of personal data for children seems very
draconian and could well be in breach of the rights of children. Since, under the laws
of Kenya, a child is anyone under the age of 18 years, the requirement for
parental/guardian consent, which may be appropriate for, say a child of 5 years, would
be totally inappropriate for a child of say, 13 — 17 years. This needs to be reconsidered
to ensure that, while the right of children is protected, it is also recognised that they
may want to access services that require them the give their personal details in
instances they may not want to involve their parents and guardians. Related to this,
the duty of data processers and controllers to be able to verify the age of their users
needs to be thought through. As it currently stands, the bill may end up making it a
requirement of data processers to verify the age of all their users as the default
position. This would then defeat the whole object of the bill which is to control how
personal data is used, based on the principle of only requiring disclosure of the least
amount of information needed for a particular purpose;

. The removal of a duty of a data processor or controller to inform data subjects of theft
or unauthorised access of personal data where such data had been encrypted should
be revised and removed. People should be told when their data has been hacked,
even if the same is said to have been encrypted. They can then be on the look-out in




case such data is decrypted by the hackers or, if they so wish, make informed decisions
whether they still wish to deal with organisations who have suffered data breaches. In
addition, a duty to report data breaches, even when this was encrypted, will provide
additional reason for data processors and controllers to take their legal duty to protect
personal data seriously;

9. Itis inconceivable how Section 51(2)(b) of the bill can be constitutional as it effectively
repeals Art. 31(c)(d), CoK, 2010. Matters of national security and public order are
adequately covered by 51(2)(c). It is instructive that there was an attempt to insert a
similar provision in the draft CoK. The same constitutional bar may apply to the power
given to the DPC under Sec. 54. Same had been sneaked into draft CoK, 2010;

10. It seems to me the penalties provided for in the bill for breaches are totally inadequate.
Many of data processors and controllers who will be bound by the Act are international
corporations whose business model is based on their exploitation of personal
information — Facebook, UBER, Google, Amazon, Netflix, etc. For these organisations,
a maximum fine of Ksh 5M will not have any effect whatsoever to act either as a
deterrent or a punishment for failure to comply. The DPC should have the power to
levy unlimited fines for administrative breach, or at the very least, up to a maximum of
Ksh 20M. It is also not explicit the basis of the 2% fine on turn-over for breaching an
undertaking applies to a company'’s global annual turnover or just for their operations
in Kenya. It is imperative for Parliament to clarify this and close what seems to be a
loophole and, just like the European Union’s General Data Protection Regulations
(GDPR), the 2% is based on the organisation’s global turnover.

I would be most grateful if you could kindly confirm receipt of my submissions. Please further
advise me regarding the progress of the bill through the legislative process.

Yours sincerely,

Karanja Matindi
16/07/2019
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RE:  SUBMISSIONS ON DATA PROTECTION BILL 2019

Kindly receive warmest compliments from the Commission on
Administrative Justice (Office of the Ombudsman).

Further to our letter dated 239 September 2019 submitting the

Commission’s views on the Data Protection Bill, 2019.

Departmental Committee on Communication, Information and
Innovation during the meeting held on Monday, 234 September 2019.

- We hereby forward additional comments as directed by the

We thank you for your continued support and assure you of our highest
regards.

Yours sincerely,
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THE COMMISSION ON ADMINISTRATIVE JUSTICE

“Office of the Ombudsman”

REVIEW OF LEGISLATIVE PROPOSALS

THE DATA PROTECTION BILL, 2019 (NATIONAL ASSEMBLY BILLS NO. 44)

INTRODUCTION

The National Assembly invited the Commission on Administrative Justice
(hereinafter the “Commission”) to make oral submissions on the above bill fo the
Departmental Committee on Communication, Information and Innovation on
23d September, 2019 at Windsor Hotel, Nairobi.

The Commission tabled its memorandum and arising from the presentation, the
Committee directed the Commission to submit additional information on matters
canvassed during the meeting.

Therefore, the Commission further submits as hereunder:

1. Legislative Guarantee of Independent Oversight in the Implementation of a
Fundamental Right

The right to protection of personal data provided for under the proviso of
privacy stipulated in Article 31 of the Constitution is a fundamental right
recognized under the bill of rights in Chapter 4 of the Constitution. The fact
that this right is therefore sacrosanct and must be highly safeguarded
cannot be gainsaid.

In its earlier memorandum, the Commission guided by international best

practice had substantially enumerated why the oversight of the

implementation of this right ought to be given to anindependent institution.

In order to ensure that the Office of the Data Commissioner is independent,

impartial and most importantly not subservient to the Executive, the

Commission had gone further to emphasize that the institution tasked with
1




enforcement of this right must be independent institution established under
Article 59 of the Constitution.

Following extensive consultations and after assessment of the mandates of
the different constitutional commissions established under Article §9, the
defunct Commission on Implementation of the Constitution (CIC)
recommended that the most effective mechanism to oversee and ensure
effective realization of the right to privacy (Article 31) and the right to
access to information (Article 35) is the Commission on Administrative
Justice (CAJ). Attached is the CIC letter, audit report and proposed Data
Protection Bill of 2012 marked as Annexture 1, 2 and 3 respectively.

It therefore came as no surprise when CAJ, being the most suitable Article
59 Commission, was given the mandate of oversight and enforcement of
the right to information under the Access to Information Act, 2016. Since
then, the CAJ has been promoting access to information as fundamental
pillar to social, economic and democratic governance given that access
to information facilitates and aids transparency and accountability.

In the discharge of its mandate under the Access to Information (ATI) Act
2016, the CAJ has been handling issues relating to personal data in the
following ways:

i) The CAJ has had to deny requests for information to avoid
unwarranted invasion of privacy as stipulated under section 6 (1)(d)
of the Access to Information Act.

i) The CAJ while invoking Article 35(2) of the Constitution and section
13 of the ATl Act, has also been redressing concerns related to
wrongful capture of personal data through handling requests on the
correction of personal information such as information on national
identity cards, birth certificates etc.

In these ways, the CAJ has therefore been promoting the protection of
data as envisioned under the Constitution and section 21(1)(g) of the
Access to Information Act.

In light of the above and being that the right to data protection and access
to information are complementary rights related to information, the data
protection function should ideally be undertaken by the CAJ.

2




2. Leverage on Existing Implementation Framework

With the enactment of the Access to Information (ATI) Actin 2016 and the
subsequent appointment of the current commissioners in August 2018, the
Commissioners set out the structures towards the operationalization of the
ATl Act by:

Vi.

Vii.

designating one of its commissioners as an “Access to Information
Commissioner”. This Commissioner, as provided under section 20(3)
of the ATl Act is specifically responsible for performing the functions
assigned to the CAJ under the (ATI) Act.

designating officers to specifically handle requests on access to
information who have further been trained on the same.

Equipping regional offices and its officers to handle ATl requests,
reviews and redress such that Kenyans do not have to physically
come to the Commission’s head office in Nairobi.

The Commission in the proposed Strategic Plan (2019-2023) is
introducing a strategic objective on access to information which
was not there in the previous strategic plan and which creates
structures of implementing the ATl function from the national to the
grassroots level. With the launch of this new strategic plan, the CAJ
will approach the National Treasury for additional budgetary
allocation through the supplementary budget as advised by the
latter. In addition, the CAJ has been directed by the National
Assembly Justice and Legal Affairs Committee to strategize on the
actualization of the ATl Act.

As required under the ATl Act, the CAJ has ensured that all public
institutions at both levels of government have appointed Information
Access Officers and furnished CAJ with their contacts for ease of
coordination and collaboration. These Officers have been sensitized
and trained on their obligations under the ATl Act.

trained journalists on access to information and proactive disclosure
and how it aids in investigative journalism while focusing on their role
in ensuring the respect for the right to information and the protection
of personal data.

actively sensitizing and educating members of the public and its
other stakeholders on its social media platforms.

3



vii. developed and published information, communication and
education (IEC) materials to guide public officers on proactive
disclosure and aid in public education namely:

» Handbook on Best Practices on Implementation of
Access to Information in Kenya, 2018

> A Guide on Proactive Disclosure for Public Entities at
National and County Government Level in Kenya, 2018

> Simplified Version of the Access to information Act

In order to mainstream ATl within public institutions, CAJ championed for
the inclusion of an indicator on implementation of the Act under
Performance Contracting guidelines. As a result, Ministries, Departments
and Agencies (MDAs) submit quarterly reports to the Commission on their
compliance with the ATl Act. CAJ is then statutorily required to table an
annual report on the same to Parliament as well as the Cabinet Secretary
and has been doing so diligently.

To operationalize the ATl Act at the county level, the County Governments
Act, 2012 in section 96(3) requires county governments to domesticate the
ATl Act. The Commission therefore carried out a survey assessing public
institutions on the level of compliance with the requirements of the ATl Act.
The findings of the survey were wanting which prompted the CAJ to issue a
circular (CAJ Circular No. 1 of 2019 signed by CAJ Chairperson) to all public
entities listing the information that should be proactively disclosed as
identified by the ATl Act.

The need for regulations propelled the CAJ commissioners to spearhead
the development of regulations under section 25 of the ATl Act by
constituting a multi-agency taskforce chaired by the CAJ Access to
Information Commissioner and with representation from the Ministry of ICT,
Kenya Law Reform Commission, National Council of Persons Living with
Disability and other Commission staff. The Commission is planning to hold a
series of stakeholder engagement and public participation on the draft
regulations before the same is presented to parliament. Notably, the CAJ s
currently in consultation with the relevant parliamentary committees in a
bid to fast track the passage of these regulations.
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Given that the right to access to information is a facilitative right, the
Commission’s mandate on oversight and enforcement of the ATl Act is
crucial not only to the realization of the President’s “Big Four" Agenda and
Kenya's Vision 2030 but also implementation of Kenya's international
obligations under SDG 16 on peace, justice and strong institutions. In order
to ensure the country’s compliance with its international treaty obligations
relating to the right of access to information and protection of personal
data, the CAJ has established mutual cooperation and strategic
partnerships with local and international bodies. Notably, the Commission
is an accredited member of the International Conference of Information
Commissioners (ICIC). The Commissioner in charge of ATl at the Commission
is a Co-convener and a member of the OGP Steering Committee!.

It is worthy note that the Commission also has funds albeit minimal, some of
which has been separately allocated for the discharge of functions which
has enabled CAJ achieve the above highlighted achievements.

With these concrete and firm structures as highlighted above, CAJ has
made remarkable progress on implementation of access to information
and proactive disclosure by public entities in partficular. And indeed the
recommendation by CIC to anchor ATl within CAJ was well informed and
therefore the Commission proposes that the enforcement of data
protection be anchored within the CAJ. In light of this, the Commission
proposes the attached structure for the Office of the Data Commissioner,
herein marked as annexture 4.

Consequential Amendments to Existing Legislation

In the event Parliament in its wisdom, gives the data protection function to
the CAJ, some consequential amendments will follow as a matter of fact.

i. Thisis in respect to the quorum of the commissioners as well as the

quadlifications for appointment as a commissioner at CAJ in section ¢

and 10 of the CAJ Act, 2011 respectively. Section 9 of the CAJ Act

L Open Governance Partnership (OGP) is an initiative that brings together government reformers
and civil society leaders to create action plans that make governments more inclusive, responsive
and accountable.



should be amended to make provision for the Office of the Data
Commissioner by increasing the number of the commissioners which
must also not be even in number for ease in voting and decision
making.

Given that data protection is a technical function, section 10 on the
qualifications should be amended to make provision for knowledge
in data science and information technology as proposed under
clause 7 of the Data Protection Bill. A caveat must also be intfroduced
to the effect that the selection panel must ensure that one of the
commissioners is well versed and possesses expertise in data science
and information technology.

In addition, the selection panel responsible for the recruitment of CAJ
commissioners in section 11(2) needs to include representation of the
Ministry responsible for matters relating to ICT given that data
protection and Access to information have a close relationship with
the overall function of the Ministry.

| hereby submit.

HON. F

ENCE KAJUJU, MBS

CHAIRPERSON OF THE COMMISSION
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Commission for the Implementation
of the Constitution

Utekelezaji wa katiba, jukumu ia wote

PARICLANDS PLAZA, CHIROMO LANE,
WESTLANDS
P.O. BOX 48041 - 00100, NAIROBI

Tel. No: 0202462374, 0708326404,
Email: manager@cickenya.org, chairperson@cickenya.org, Website: www.cickenya.org

Ref No: CIC/3/32/Vol 1 20th September 2012

Mr. Otiende Amollo Reagi st :
Chairperson sl g e au > S
Commission on Administrative Justice o) '
Prime Minister’s Office Building
Harambee Avenue

NAIROBI
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Dear [ i,

RE: ROUNDTABLE MEETING ON THE FREEDOM OF INFORMATION BILL
2012 AND THE DATA PROTECTION BILL 2012

Reference is made to the above subject matter.

This is to forward copies of the above draft Bills on Articles 35 (on right to
access information) and 31 (right to privacy) for your consideration. The Bills
were forwarded to the Commission for the Implementation of the Coxstitution
(CIC) in July 2011 and have been processed in consultation with various
stakeholders including your office.

The bills were finally considered by the CIC at plenary held on September 4% -
5t 2012 which resolved to give the mandate of monitoring the provisiens of
these laws to the Commission on Administrative Justice. As you are aware, the
constitutional responsibility for monitoring the implementatiori of human
rights lies, in the long run on the Article 59 Commissions. We have considered
the state responsibility in respect of Article 35 and 31 and are persuaded that
the best institution to oversee these laws is the CAJ rather than a statutory
body as suggested by the Ministry of Information and Communicaticn.



We have scheduled a roundtable meeting with the Attorney General (AG), Kenya
Law Reform Commission (KLRC), the Ministry of Information and
Communication and your office to finalize on the bills, to be held on a Monday
1st - Tuesday 27 October 2012 at CIC boardroom from 9:00 am each day.

We would like to invite you to participate in the roundtable discussions where
you may wish to make your comments on the additional responsibilities added
to the CAJ.

Kindly confirm your attendance with Christine Njeru at cnjeru@cickenya.org
or 0721827674.

i

{ .
Yours L i

- Nl AN

{ S

! yd

o Ly
DA
Charles Nyachae P
CHAIRPERSON




AKNNEXTLRE

Commission for the Implementation
of the Constitution

Utekelezaji wa katiba, jukumu la wote

CIC AUDIT REPORT ON THE FREEDOM OF INFORMATION BILL 2012 AND
DATA PROTECTION BILL 2012.

The Commission on the Implementation of the Constitution (CIC) received the Freedom
of Information Bill and Data Protection Bill in July 2011. The Bills as received had been
consolidated prior to the promulgation of the Constitution and therefore required to be
realigned to the provisions of the Constitution of Kenya 2010. CIC appointed to focus on
the bills in tandem as the two bills are greatly dependant on each other and further opted
to prioritize the bills given their impact. This was undertaken bearing in mind that the
bills are among those scheduled for enactment within five years.

CIC held an internal audit of the bills before engaging the services of a consultant in
August 2011 to work with CIC in auditing the bills to ensure compliance with the letter
and spirit of the Constitution as well as the provisions of international instruments which
subject to article 2 of the Constitution form part of the laws of Kenya. CIC also held a
meeting with the Ministry of Information and Communication to discuss some of the

concerns arising from the initial audit.

CIC held a number of stakeholder consultations which brought together representatives
from Government Ministries and Departments, Non-Governmental Organizations and
academia to deliberate upon the provisions of the Bills. In one of the consultations the
stakeholders were advised that the Freedom of Information network had worked on a
separate Freedom of Information Bill and the meeting resolved that the two bills should
be consolidated, which was subsequently undertaken. In addition, the stakeholders noted
the need for further consultations on the Data Protection Bill due to the complexity of the
content, and as a resolve the Ministry of Information and Communication developed an

explanatory memo to guide stakeholders.

The stakeholder consultations were followed by a plenary held on 4™ and 5™ September
2012 to review the Bills to ensure compliance with the letter and spirit of the

Constitution.
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KEY ISSUES ARISING FROM THE FREEDOM OF INFORMATION AND
DATA PROTECTION BILLS:

1. Oversight Mechanism under the Freedom of Information and the Data
Protection Bills 2012:

Following extensive consultations as to the most effective mechanism to oversee and
ensure effective realization of the right to privacy (article 31) and the right of access to
information (article 35), CIC plenary resolved that that articles 31 and 35 relate to the
rights under the Bill of Rights whose oversight mechanism is as provided under article 59
of the Constitution. After assessment of the mandates of the different Constitutional
Commissions established under article 59 the plenary concluded that the Commission on
Administrative Justice (hereinafter ‘Commission’), being a constitutional commission,
was the most suitable entity to carry out these functions. The plenary noted that not only
is there a constitutional duty to enforce these rights, but also that the Commission on
Administrative Justice is also assured of funding and infrastructural accommodations to
easily and readily enforce the provisions of the two laws.

It was also noted that the membership of the Commission is subject to the most
penetrating scrutiny by the National Assembly. The Commission was also established for
among other reasons to guarantee the constitutional rights of citizens to fair
administrative action as provided in article 47 of the Constitution and equally, concerns
raised as to the oversight mechanism being a specialized entity can always be catered for
under the mandate of the Commission wherein the Commission has constitutional powers
to get this specialized expertise within its own internal mechanisms.

Moreover, under comparative and international practice, the constitution's supremacy in
article 2 (5) and (6) provides that "the general rules of international law" and "any treaty
or convention ratified by Kenya shall form part of the law of Kenya". As such,
international best practice relating to FOI oversight indicates that there are four main

types of oversight bodies:

(a) Office of the Information Commissioner (as in the UK, Ireland, Slovenia, Serbia and
Hungary). In Hungary, both the FOI and Data Protection functions are combined in one
office-Data Protection and Information commissioner

(b) Commission or Institute (Mexico, Portugal)

(c) Ombudsman is given the right of oversight (Sweden, Norway, Bosnia, New Zealand)
(d) Other body given the oversight of the right (South Africa, Turkey)

It is pertinent to note that international law does not oblige states to create an oversight
body for freedom of information but there are collateral obligations that implicitly
suggest the need for such a body.

(i) The Human Rights committee in General Comment no 34 on article 19 imposes
an affirmative obligation to enact the necessary procedures whereby one may gain

access to information.
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(ii) This obligation was further enunciated by the Inter American Court on Human
Rights in Claude Reyes et al vs. Chile where it was found that the obligation
"includes establishing an appropriate administrative procedure for processing and
deciding requests for information.

(iii)The Council of Europe in a 2002 recommendation on access to official
documents stated an applicant should have access to a review procedure before a
court of law or another independent and impartial body established by law.

(iv) Under the 2002 Declaration of Principles on Freedom of Expression in Africa,
a refusal to disclose information shall be subject to appeal to an independent body
and/or the Courts.

Further in providing for the Commission as the suitable mechanism to receive and redress
complaints in cases where the right is violated, the Bill further provides for appeal of the
decision of the Commission to the High Court of Kenya.

2. Enhancing Access to Information

The Freedom of Information Bill 2012 was duly redrafted to ensure that emphasis on the
bill is on the right of access to information as opposed to the oversight mechanism as was

initially drafted.

In addition the Bill was reviewed to ensure that access to information relates not only to
information held by public entities but also private individuals.

3. Limitation to the right to privacy and the duty to notify.

The Data Protection Bill 2012 further limits the right to privacy under article 31to
information that is in the public domain.

The Bill further emphasizes upon the need for an agency collecting personal information
to duly notify the data subject of among other issues the purpose of its collection and the

intendea recipients.

Concluding Remarks:

As mentioned above, in review of the bills, CIC ensured that the Bills complied with the
letter and spirit of the Constitution. In addition, CIC also ensured that the Bills were not
in conflict with other existing legislation including the recently enacted National
Intelligence Service Act 2012.
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The Data Protection Bill, 2012

ANNEXTWRE 3

ARRANGEMENT OF CLAUSES

Clause

PART I - PRELIMINARY

1— Short title.
2— Interpretation.

PART II - PERSONAL INFORMATION PROTECTION PRINCIPLES

3— Objects of this Act.
4— Principles of data protection.
5— Right to protection of privacy.
6— Limitation.
7—Data processing.
8—Collection of personal information.
9— Exemption.
10— Duty to notify.
11— Protection and security of personal information.
12— Access to information.
13—Correction of information.
14— Use of information.
15— Storage of information.
16— Misuse of information.
17— Commercial use of data
18— Use of unique identifiers.
19— Interference with personal information

PART III - CONFERMENT ON THE COMMISSION OF OVERSIGHT AND

ENFORCEMENT FUNCTIONS AND POWERS



The Data Protection Bill, 2012

20— Role of the Commission on Administrative Justice.
21— Functions of the Commission.

PART IV- COMPLAINTS, PROCEEDINGS AND SETTLEMENTS

22— Inquiry into complaints.
23— Proceedings on complaints
24— Settlement of complaints.

PART V- POWERS AND REMEDIES

25— Powers and Remedies of the Board on the complaint
26— Damages.

PART VI - MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS
27— Protection against certain actions.
28— Offences.
29— Regulations.



The Data Protection Bill, 2012

THE PERSONAL DATA PROTECTION BILL, 2012
A Bill for

AN ACT of Parliament to give effect to Article 31(c) and (d) of the Constitution;
to regulate the collection, retrieval, processing, storing, use and disclosure of
personal data and for connected purposes

PART I— PRELIMINARY

Short title. 1. This Act may be cited as the Personal Data Protection Act,
2012.
Interpretation. 2.(1) In this Act, unless the context otherwise requires —

“agency” includes public entities and private bodies;

"Cabinet Secretary" means the Cabinet Secretary responsible for
information and communications;

“Commission” means the Commission on Administrative
Justice  established by section 3 of the Commission on
Administrative Justice Act, 2011;

No....of 2012.

" Court" means the High Court or any other court with
jurisdiction under any law to adjudicate over matters relating to

data protection;
"data" means information which-—

(a) is being processed by means of equipment operating
automatically in response to instructions given for that

purpose;

(b) is recorded with the intention that it should be processed by
means of such equipment;

(c) is recorded as part of a relevant filing system or with the
intention that it should form part of a relevant filing system;

(d) where it does not fall under paragraph (a), (b) or (c), forms
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part of an accessible record;

(e) is recorded information held by public entity and does not
fall within any of paragraphs (a) to (d);

"data controller" means a person who, either alone or with
others, controls the contents and use of personal information;

"data equipment" means equipment for processing data;

"data processor" means a person who processes personal
information on behalf of a data controller but does not include an
employee of a data controller who processes such information in the
course of his or her employment;

"data subject" means an individual who is the subject of
personal information;

"disclosure", in relation to personal information, includes the
disclosure of information extracted from such data and the transfer
of such data but does not include a disclosure made directly or
indirectly by a data controller or a data processor to an employee or
agent of his for the purpose of enabling the employee or agent to
carry out his duties; and, where the identification of a data subject
depends partly on the data and partly on other information in the
possession of the data controller, the data shall not be regarded as
disclosed unless the other information is also disclosed;

“person” has the meaning assigned to it in Article 260 of the
Constitution;

“personal information” means information about a person,
including, but not limited to —

(a) information relating to the race, gender, sex, pregnancy,
marital status. national, ethnic or social origin, colour, age,
physical or mental health, well-being, disability, religion,
conscience, belief, culture, language and birth of the
individual,

(b) information relating to the education or the medical,
criminal or employment history of the individual or
information relating to financial transactions in which the
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No....of.....

individual has been involved;

(c) any identifying number, symbol or other particular assigned
to the individual;

(d) the fingerprints, blood type or contact details including
telephone numbers of the individual;

(e) correspondence sent by the individual that is implicitly or
explicitly of a private or confidential nature or further
correspondence that would reveal the contents of the
original correspondence to a third party;

(f) a person’s views or opinions about another person ; and

(2) any information given in support or relation to a grant,
award or prize proposed to be made to an individual;

"processing" means performing automatically logical or
arithmetical operations on data and includes—

(a) extracting any information constituting the data; and

(b) in relation to a data processor, the use by a data controller of
data equipment in the possession of the data processor and
any other services provided by him for a data controller, but
does not include an operation performed solely for the
purpose of preparing the text of documents;

“public entity” means— —

(a) any public office, as defined in Article 260 of the
Constitution; or

(b) any entity performing a function within a commission,
office, agency or other body established under the Constitution;

“record” in relation to an agency, means a document or any other
source of information compiled, recorded or stored in written form,
on film, by electronic process or in any other manner or a record
made or kept by a person acting under the authority of law or
exercising other official function;
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“secretary” has the meaning assigned to it by section 2 of the
Commission on Administrative Justice Act, 2011;

PART II - OBJECTS AND PERSONAL INFORMATION
PROTECTION PRINCIPLES

Objects of this Act. 3. The objects of this Act include to —

(a) give effect to the right of every person to privacy as provided
under Article 31 (c) and (d) of the Constitution;

(b) protect a person’s right to privacy for their personal data with
regard to their private and family life subject to this Act; and ‘

(c¢) safeguard personal data from use or disclosure which is not in
the interest of the data subject except in terms of this Act.

Principles of data 4.(1) The principles of data protection include that —
protection.

(a) information is collected or stored if it is necessary for or
directly related to a lawful, explicitly defined purpose
and does not intrude upon the privacy of the data
subject to an unreasonable extent;

(b) information is collected directly from and with the
consent of the data subject;

(c) data subject is informed of the purpose of any
collection of information and of the intended recipients
of the information, at the time of collection;

(d) information is not kept for any longer than is necessary
for achieving the purpose for which it was collected;

(e) information is not distributed in a way incompatible
with the purpose for which is was collected that is with
direct consent and subject to any notification that would
attract objection;

(b reasonable steps are taken to ensure that the information
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Right to protection of
privacy.

Limitation.

Data processing.

Collection of personal
information.

processed is accurate, up to date and complete;

(g) appropriate technical and organizational measures are
taken to safeguard the data subject against the risk of
loss, damage, destruction of or unauthorized access to
personal information; and

(h) data subjects are allowed a right of access to their
personal information and a right to demand correction if
such information turns out to be inaccurate.

S. Every person has a right to privacy with respect to their personal
data relating to their private and family life.

6. (1) The right to privacy may be limited in order to safeguard
overriding legitimate interests of another person and the limitation
must be carried out using the method that is least intrusive to the
data subject.

(2) The right to privacy is presumed to be lost due to the general
availability of the data being in the public domain

7. Where personal data concerning a data subject is destined for
automated or manual processing the data subject shall have the
right on request to the following— —
(1)  information on the person processing data
concerning him or her;

(i)  place of origin of the data;
(iii)  use of the data collected;

(iv)  any other person to whom the data is
transmitted;

(v)  rectification of incorrect data and the right to
erasure of illegally processed data.

8. (1) Personal information shall not be collected, stored or used
by a person—
(a) by unlawful means; or

(b) by means that, in the circumstances, intrude to an
unreasonable extent, upon the personal affairs of the
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Exemptions.

data subject except in terms of this Act or any other
written law.

(2) A data controller shall, with respect to personal
information kept by him or her, comply with the following
limitations —

(a) the information is collected for a lawful purpose
connected with a function or activity of the agency;
and

(b) the collection of the information is necessary for that
purpose.

(3) An agency which collects personal information may collect the
information directly or indirectly from the data subject concerned.

9. Notwithstanding the provisions of section 8 (2), , an agency
shall not be held to have collected the information unnecessarily
where it can demonstrate on reasonable grounds that —

(a) the information is publicly available information;

(b) the data subject authorised collection of the
information from someone else;

(¢c) non-compliance would not prejudice the interests of
the data subject;

(d) non-compliance is necessary —

(i) to avoid prejudice to the maintenance of law
and order by any public sector agency,

including  the  prevention,  detection,
investigation, prosecution, and punishment of
offences;

(i) or the enforcement of a law imposing a
pecuniary penalty;

(iii)  for the protection of the public revenue and
property;

(iv) for the conduct of proceedings before any
Court or the Commission, being proceedings
that have been commenced or are reasonably
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in contemplation; or

(v) for purposes of exemptions set out in the
Freedom of Information Act;

(¢) compliance would prejudice the purposes of the
collection;

() compliance is not reasonably practicable in the
circumstances of the particular case;

(g) the information —
(i) will not be used in a form in which the data
subject is identified; or

(i) will be used for statistical or research purposes
and will not be published in a form that could
reasonably be expected to identify the data
subject; or

(h) the collection of the information is in accordance with
an authority granted under this Act or any other
written law.

Duty to notify. 10. (1) Where an agency collects personal information directly
from a data subject, the agency shall take such steps as are in the
circumstances reasonable to ensure that the data subject is aware of

(a) the fact that the information is being collected;

(b) the purpose for which the information is being
collected;

(c) the intended recipients of the information;

(d) the name and address of the agency that is collecting
the information and the agency that will hold the
information and whether or not any other agency will
receive the information;
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(e) where the collection of the information is authorised
or required by or under law —

(1)  the particular law by or under which the
collection of the information is so authorised or
required; and

(i)  whether or not the supply of the information by
that data subject is voluntary or mandatory;
(ili)  protocols to comply with the law

(f) the consequences if any, for that data subject if all or
any part of the requested information is not provided;
and

(g) the rights of access to, and correction of, personal
information provided under this Act.

(2) The steps referred to in subsection (1) shall be taken before
the information is collected.

(3) Where—

(a) it is not practicable to comply with subsection (1) before
collection of information; or
(b) the whereabouts of the data subject are not known,

the person collecting information shall, as soon as practicable after
the information is collected, comply with subsection (1).

(4) An agency shall not be required to take the steps referred to
in subsection (1) if the agency has taken those steps on a recent
previous occasion when collecting the same information or
information of the same kind from that data subject:

Provided that the agency shall notify the data subject where
information is to be used for a different purpose from the one for
which the information was collected previously.

(5) An agency shall notify a data subject that a waiver of rights

under this Act will be construed as consent and authorisation
for collection of information.

10
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Protection and security 11.An agency that holds personal information shall ensure that
of personal
information.

(a) the information is protected, by such security
safeguards as are reasonable in the circumstances

against —
(i) loss;

(ii) access and use by an unauthorised person,
modification, or negligent disclosure or use,
except with the authority of the agency that
holds the information; and

(iii) negligence; and

(b) if it is necessary for the information to be given to a
person in connection with the provision of a service to
the agency, everything reasonably within the power of
the agency is done to prevent unauthorised use or
unauthorised disclosure of the information.

Access to information. 12. (1) Where an agency holds personal information or where an
individual believes that an agency is holding personal information
regarding him or her, in such a way that it can readily be retrieved,
the data subject shall be entitled —

(a) to obtain from the agency confirmation of whether or
not the agency holds such personal information; and

(b) to have access to that information.

(2) Subsection (1) does not apply to information that is exempted
from access under the Freedom of Information Act.

Act No. ... of ...
(3) The procedure for a request for access to information under
subsection (1) shall be as provided under the Freedom of
Act No....of... .
Information Act.
Correction of 13. (1) Pursuant to Article 35 (2) of the Constitution, where a
information. person holds personal information, the data subject shall be entitled
to request correction or deletion of untrue or misleading
information.
11
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Use of information.

Storage of
information.

Misuse of information.

2) A person who holds personal information shall, if so
requested by the data subject or on his or her own initiative, take
steps to correct, or delete untrue or misleading information.

(3) A denial of a request made under subsection (1) shall be
in writing disclosing the grounds for the denial of the
request.

(4) A request for correction may be denied on the basis that
the request does not amount to a correction.

5) Where an agency that holds personal information
denies a request by the data subject to correct, or delete untrue or
misleading, information, the agency shall, if so requested by the
data subject, attach to the information that it holds, in such a
manner that it will be read with the information that it holds, a
statement provided by the data subject making the request.

(6) Where the agency has taken steps under subsection
(5), the agency shall, if reasonably practicable, inform each person
or body or agency to whom the personal information has been
disclosed of those steps.

(7) Where an agency receives a request made pursuant to
subsection (1), the agency shall inform the data subject of the action
taken as a result of the request.

14. An agency that holds personal information shall not use the
information without taking reasonable steps to ensure that, having
regard to the purpose for which the information is proposed to be
used, the information is accurate, up to date, complete, relevant, and
not misleading.

15. An agency that holds personal information shall not keep the
information for longer than is required for the purposes for which
the information may lawfully be used.

16. An agency that holds personal information that was obtained
in connection with one purpose shall not use the information for any

other purpose.

12
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Commercial use of
data.

Use of unique

identifiers.

Chapter 470

Interference with

personal information.

Role of the
Commission.

17. A person shall not use for commercial purposes personal
information obtained pursuant to the provisions of this Act unless—

(a) given express consent by data subject; or

(b) authorised to do so under any other written law.

18. (1) An agency shall not assign a unique identifier to an
individual unless the assignment of that identifier is necessary to
enable the agency to carry out any one or more of its functions
efficiently.

(2) An agency shall not assign to an individual a unique
identifier that, to that agency's knowledge, has been assigned
to that individual by another agency, unless those two
agencies are associated persons within the meaning of the
Income Tax Act.

(3) An agency that assigns unique identifiers to individuals shall
take all reasonable steps to ensure that unique identifiers are
assigned only to individuals whose identity is clearly
established.

(4) An agency shall not require an individual to disclose any
unique identifier assigned to that individual unless the
disclosure is for one of the purposes in connection with
which that unique identifier was assigned or for a purpose
that is directly related to one of those

19. For the purposes of this Act, a person who interferes with
personal information of a data subject or practices breaches in
relation to personal information that relates to the data subject
commits an offence and is liable, on conviction, to a fine not
exceeding Kshs. 100,000 and to a term of imprisonment not
exceeding two years, or to both .

PART III - CONFERMENT ON THE COMMISSION OF
OVERSIGHT AND ENFORCEMENT FUNCTIONS AND
POWERS

20. (1) The Commission on Administrative Justice is hereby
granted the powers of oversight and enforcement of this Act.

(2) In the performance of its functions under this Act, the
Commission shall be guided by the national values and principles of

13
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the Constitution.

Functions of the 21. (1) The functions of the Commission include- —
Commission. ‘

(a) investigating any complaint relating to a
violation of any person’s rights under this Act;

(b) providing a framework or mechanisms for
effective conflict management or dispute
resolution on matters relating to this Act; and

(c) taking such further action as is contemplated
by this Part.

(2) The Commission shall, in performing its functions —

(a) have regard to all applicable international
information management and dissemination
standards relating to data protection; and

(b) ensure that public authorities provide adequate
safeguards for protection of personal
information.

(2) The Commission shall have all the powers necessary for the
performance of its functions under this Act.

PART IV- COMPLAINTS, PROCEEDINGS AND
SETTLEMENT

Inquiry into 22. (1) A data subject who is aggrieved by any decision of any

complaints. person under this Act may make a complaint to the Commission in
accordance with the procedure provided in the Freedom of
Information Act.

(2) A person wishing to lodge a complaint under this Act shall
do so orally or in writing addressed to the secretary or any other
person as may be duly authorised by the Commission for that

purpose.

14
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(3) The Commission shall develop mechanisms and procedures
to deal with oral complaints and recording of oral complaints.

(49) A complaint under subsection (1) shall contain such
particulars as the Commission may prescribe.

(5) The Commission may, notwithstanding subsection (1),
commence an investigation on its own initiative.

(6) Upon receipt of a complaint under subsection (1), the

Commission may —

(a) call for information or a report regarding such complaint
from the agency within such reasonable time as may be
specified by the Commission:

Provided that -

@

(i)

if the information or report is not received
within the time stipulated by the
Commission, the Commission may proceed
to inquire into the complaint without the
information or report;

if, on receipt of the information or report,
the Commission is satisfied either that no
further action is required or that the
required action has been initiated by the
agency, the Commission shall, in writing,
inform the complainant accordingly and
take no further action;

(b) without prejudice to paragraph (a), initiate such inquiry
as it considers necessary, having regard to the nature of
the complaint.

Proceedings on
complaints.

23. On the receipt of a complaint in terms of section 22, the
Commission may take no action or, as the case may require, take no

further action on any complaint if, in the opinion of the

Commission —

(a) the length of time that has elapsed between the date when
the subject-matter of the complaint arose and the date
when the complaint was made is such that an investigation
of the complaint is no longer practicable or desirable;

(b) the subject-matter of the complaint is trivial;

15
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(c) the complaint is frivolous or vexatious or is not made in
good faith;

(d) the individual alleged to be aggrieved does not desire that
action be taken or, as the case may be, continued;

(e) the complainant does not have sufficient personal interest
in the subject-matter of the complaint;

(f) where —
@) the complaint relates to a matter in respect of which
a code of practice issued under this Act is in force;

and

(i)  the code of practice makes provision for complaints
procedure and the complainant has failed to pursue,
or to pursue fully, an avenue of redress available
under that complaints procedure that it would be
reasonable for the complainant to pursue; or give the
person a place of referral; or

(g) there is in all the circumstances an adequate remedy, or
other right of appeal other than to the Commission, that it
would be reasonable for the individual alleged to be
aggrieved to exercise.

(2) Notwithstanding anything in subsection (1), the Commission
may in its discretion decide not to take any further action on a
complaint if, in the course of the investigation of the complaint, it
appears to the Commission that, having regard to all the
circumstances of the case, any further action is unnecessary.

(3) In any case where the Commission decides to take no action,

or no further action, on a complaint, the Commission shall inform
the complainant of that decision and the reasons for it

16
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Settlement of
complaints.

Powers and remedies
of the Commission on
the complaint.

24. Where it appears from a complaint, or any written response
made in relation to a complaint under section 23, that it may be
possible to secure a settlement between any of the parties concerned
and, if appropriate, a satisfactory assurance against the repetition of
any action that is the subject-matter of the complaint or the doing of
further actions of a similar kind by the person concerned, the
Commission may, without investigating the complaint or, as the
case may be, investigating the complaint further, to secure such a
settlement and assurance.

PART V - POWERS AND REMEDIES

25. (1) If in any proceedings under section 23 or section 24, the
Commission is satisfied on a balance of probabilities that any action
of the defendant is an interference with the data protection under
this Act, it may grant one or more of the following remedies- —

(a) a declaration that the action of the defendant is
an interference with the data protection in
relation to the individual;

(b) an order restraining the defendant from
continuing or repeating the interference, or from
engaging in, or causing or permitting others to
engage in, conduct of the same kind as that
constituting the interference, or conduct of any
similar kind specified in the order;

(c) an order that the defendant perform any acts
specified in the order with a view to remedying
the interference; or

(d) such other relief as the Commission thinks fit.

(2) In any proceedings under section 23 or 24, the Commission
may award such costs against the defendant as the Commission
thinks fit, whether or not the Commission makes any other order,
or may award costs against the plaintiff, or may decline to award
costs against either party.

(3) It shall not be a defence to proceedings under section 23 or 24

17
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that the interference was unintentional or without negligence on the
part of the defendant, but the Commission shall take the conduct of
the defendant into account in deciding what remedy to grant.

Damages. 26. In any proceedings under section 23 or 24 , the Commission
may advise the complainant to seek damages in Court against the
defendant for an interference with the data protection of a data
subject in respect of any one or more of the following— —

(a) pecuniary loss suffered as a result of, and expenses
reasonably incurred by the aggrieved individual for the
purpose of, the transaction or activity out of which the
interference arose;

(b) loss of any benefit, whether or not of a monetary kind,
which the aggrieved individual might reasonably have
been expected to obtain but for the interference;

(c) humiliation, loss of dignity, and injury to the feelings of
the aggrieved individual.

PART V — MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS

Protection against 27. (1) Where any personal information is made available
GErAIN BENGNE, in good faith pursuant to of this Act —

(a) no proceedings, civil or criminal, shall lie against the
agency in respect of the making available of that
information, or for any consequences that follow from
the making available of that information; and

(b) no proceedings, civil or criminal, in respect of any
publication involved in, or resulting from, the making
available of that information shall lie against the
author of the information or any other person by
reason of that author or other person having supplied
the information to an agency.

(2) The making available of, or the giving of access to, any
personal information in consequence of a request made
under section 12 shall not be taken, for the purposes of the
law relating to defamation or breach of confidence or
infringement of copyright, to constitute an authorisation or
approval of the publication of the document or of its
contents by the individual to whom the information is made

18
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available or the access is given.

Offences. 28. (1) A person who —

(a) without reasonable excuse, obstructs, hinders, or resists
the Commission or any other person in the exercise of
their powers under this Act;

(b) makes any statement or gives any information to the
Commission or any other person exercising powers under
this Act, knowing that the statement or information is
false or misleading;

(c) represents directly or indirectly that he or she holds any
authority under this Act when he or she does not hold that
authority;

commits an offence and is liable, on conviction, to a fine not
exceeding Kshs 100,000 and to a term of imprisonment not
exceeding two years, or to both.

29. (1) The Cabinet Secretary may, after consultation with the
Commission, make regulations prescribing anything required by
this Act to be prescribed or generally for the better carrying out of
the provisions of this Act.

Regulations.

(2) Without prejudice to the generality of subsection (1), the
regulations may provide for —

(a) the manner in which applications under this Act are to be
made;

(b) the form in which information requested under this Act
is to be supplied;

(c) the procedure for the service of notices and documents
under this Act: or

(d) providing for such matters as are contemplated by or

necessary for giving full effect to this Act and for its due
administration.
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MEMORANDUM OF OBJECTS AND REASONS

The Ministry of Information and Communications has formulated the Bill herein with a
view to protecting personal information that is collected by persons and processed
automatlcally The Bill recognizes that data protection in relation to personal information
is a corollary to”expectation of privacy, a human right that is in keeping with best
international practice. It also spells out the mechanisms for enhancing data protection.
The Bill is borne of the realization that data protection is crucial for the promotlon of e-
transactions in the global d1g1ta1 economy where a lot of information is processed
automatically.

Part I of the Bill contains preliminary provisions.

Part II contains provisions on principles of personal information protection. Clause 8
provides for collection of personal information, clause 8 provides for exemptions, Clause
10 provides for notice to persons on information collection, , Clause 11 provides that
information should be protected, Clauses 12 and 13 provides for access to information
and correction of information, Clause 14 provides for the parameters on use of
information, Clause 15 provides for -storage of information, Clause 16 provides for
protection against misuse of information, Clause 17 prohibits a person from using
personal data without the express consent of the data subject, Clause 18 provides for
protection against use and disclosure of unique identifiers and Clause 19 provides for
protection against interference with the personal information .

Part III contains provisions, under clauses 20 and 21, conferring on the Commission on
Administrative Justice oversight functions and powers.

Part IV contains provisions on data protection, clause 22 pertains to inquiry into
complaints, Clause 23 governs conduct of proceedings and Clause 24 is on settlement of

complaints.

Part V contains powers and remedies of the Commission in relation to violation of data
protection principles. It provides at Clause 26 for damages that may be awarded.

Part VI contains miscellaneous provisions

The enactment of this Bill will not occasion additional expenditure of public funds.

Datedthe .....oovvviiiiiiiiiii i, 2012.

SAMUEL POGHISIO,
Minister of Information and Communications.
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ENYA

AMNESTY

>4 INTERNATIONAL

MEMORANDUM ON DATA PROTECTION BILL PRESENTED TO THE NATIONAL ASSEMBLY
OF KENYA DEPARTMENTAL COMMITTEE ON COMMUNICATION, INFORMATION AND
INNOVATION.

17 September 2019

Amnesty International Kenya welcomes the Data Protection Bill as a step towards the right
direction in the realization of the right to privacy in Kenya. We appreciate that the principal
object of the Bill is to give effect to Article 31(c) and (d). We also acknowledge that the Bill
sets out requirements for the protection of personal data processed by both private and public
bodies.

The 21+ century has been characterized as the digital age or information age that has seen our
social, economic and political activities dependent on the information and communication
technologies. With this widespread use of digital technologies, protection of data processed,
shared, stored and transmitted through these technologies is very important.

Amnesty International Kenya calls upon the Committee on Communication, Information and
Innovation to make the following changes: -

L Ensure that the Office of the Data Protection Commissioner is financially
and functionally independent.
Z: Ensure that the exemptions contemplated in the Bill are in accordance with

the limitations to the right to privacy contemplated under Article 24 of the
Constitution of Kenya.

3. Review the lenient penalties contemplated in the Bill and provide for more
deterrent penalties for breach of the Data Protection Act.
4, Ensure that all data collected, processed, shared or stored by operation of

any other Act of Parliament be in accordance with the Data Protection Act.

ESTABLISHMENT OF THE OFFICE OF DATA PROTECTION COMMISSIONER

Clause 5 of the Bill proposes the establishment of the Office of the Data Protection
Commissioner. Amnesty strongly supports the intentions of the Bill to have an independent
Data Protection Commissioner to ensure enforcement and implementation of the Act. Several
clauses of the Bill do not promote the independence of the Data Protection Commissioner such
as placing the Office directly under the Cabinet Secretary of Information and Communication
Technology.



Appointment of Data Protection Commissioner

Clause 6 elaborates on the process of appointment of a Data Protection Commissioner through
the Public Service Commission (PSC), it further provides that the PSC considers, shortlists,
interviews and nominates three qualified persons for appointment by the Cabinet Secretary.
This process of appointment connotes that the Data Protection Commissioner reports to the
Cabinet Secretary which negates the independence of the office. This subjugation to the
Cabinet Secretary is further evidenced under Part IX of the Bill, Clause 68 provides that the
Data Commissioner shall submit annual financial estimates to the Cabinet Secretary who then
tables in the National Assembly. Clause 70 similarly provides that the Data Commissioner shall
submit annual reports to the Cabinet Secretary who shall within three months submit the
annual report to the National Assembly.

Amnesty International proposes that the Data Commissioner reports to the National Assembly.
The Clause 6 on appointment of the Data Commissioner be amended to provide that the
President gazettes the vacancy in the office of the Data Commissioner and constitutes a
selection panel for the purposes of appointment. We propose that Clause 6 provides for a
selection panel that is comprised of a chairperson selected by the President and one
representative from each of the following; Ministry responsible for Information, Communication
and Technology; Kenya National Commission on Human Rights; one data science professional
of at least fifteen years’ experience; one information technology professional of at least fifteen
years’ experience; the Association of Professional Societies of East Africa; and the Law Society
of Kenya.

The selection panel shall hold its proceedings in public and submit a report to the National
Assembly a report of the interview proceedings, which should include the scores of each
candidate interviewed together with the criteria for selection. The selection panel should
forward three names to the President for nomination, the President then nominates one person
for National Assembly approval.

Commissioner should report to National Assembly instead of Cabinet Secretary

We further propose an amendment to Clause 68 to provide that the Data Protection
Commissioner prepares and tables before the National Assembly their annual financial
estimates. Further, Clause 70 be amended to provide that the Data protection Commissioner
to gazette and forward the annual report to the Clerk of the National Assembly for debate and
adoption. These proposals allow for financial and functional independence of the Data
Protection Commissioner.

Security of office is also key to the independence of the office; Clause 12 provides for the
removal of the Data Protection Commissioner through the Public Service Commission. We
propose that the removal of the Data Protection Commissioner be in accordance with Article
251 of the Constitution. The office established as a state office under Article 260, requires
that the removal process reflects the removal process of a state officer. We propose that the
removal of the Data Protection Commissioner be commenced through a petition to the National
Assembly, which if satisfied will send the petition to the President for the formation of a



tribunal to investigate the conduct of the Commissioner and recommend to the President
action.

*Amnesty International reiterates that the independence of the Data Protection Commissioner
is pivotal to the implementation and enforcement of the Act.

Exemptions to Data Protection Requirements

Amnesty International is also concerned with the exemption clauses contained in the Bill. We
acknowledge that it is international practice for a law to contemplate exemptions to the data
protection laws, however, these limitations must meet the criteria laid down under Article 24
of the Constitution of Kenya. Article 24 provides for the limitation of rights and fundamental
freedoms in Kenya. Article 24 of the Constitution requires that any limitation to fundamental
rights and freedoms must be reasonable and justifiable in an open and democratic society
based on human dignity, equality and freedom, taking into account all relevant factors. Article
31 is expressly limited for persons serving in the Kenya Defence Forces or the National Police
Service. This therefore connotes that for the right to privacy to be limited, it must satisfy the
criteria laid down in the Constitution.

The exemption for the purposes of national security or public order from the provisions of the
Bill is of serious concern to us due to over broad nature of national security and public order.
The blanket exemption from data protection will be prone to abuse by the State if left in the
ambiguous wording it has currently. This ambiguity does not satisfy the principle of legality.
The courts have severally determined that laws, especially those that limit fundamental rights
and freedoms, must be clear enough to be understood and must be precise enough to cover
only the activities connected to the law’s purpose. Moreover, the extent of national security or
public order is not well defined, as such risks invalidity as the Bill does not specifically express
the intention to limit Article 31 as required by Article 24 of the Constitution.

We propose that State agencies responsible for national security and public order be bound by
the general rules of data protection such as security of data, collection limitation, purpose
limitation among other rules. It must be clearly provided in law the nature and extent of data
that may be collected for the purposes of national security and public order. We propose the
only allowable exemption be limited to seeking consent of data subject’s access, analyze,
process and store data. We hence propose an amendment to Clause 51(2)(b). We also propose
an amendment to Clause 51(2)(c) that gives a blanket exemption to all disclosures required by
law and orders of the court. This Clause provides an opportunity for the State to circumvent
the Data Protection Act by enacting laws that allow for disclosures. This Clause equally does
not meet the criteria set under Article 24.

Clause 54 provides that the Data Protection Commissioner may provide instances where certain
provisions of the Act may be exempted. In our view, these exemptions should be set out clearly
in the law and the Commissioner in the exercise of this function should be bound by the rules
of limitations laid down under Article 24 namely, that any limitation to a fundamental right
must be clearly and concisely provided in law; must be necessary and proportionate in an open
and democratic society; and, must pursue a legitimate aim.




Penalties

Clause 58 provides for enforcement notices where non-compliance attracts upon conviction a
fine not exceeding five million shillings or to imprisonment for a term not exceeding two years
or both. Clause 61 provides for the offence of obstruction of the Data Protection Commissioner
where upon conviction, a fine not exceeding five million shillings or to imprisonment for a term
not exceeding two years or both.

Clause 63 also provides for administrative fines for infringement of the Act by setting out the
maximum sentence of up to five million shillings or two per centum of the annual turnover,
whichever is higher. Further, Clause 73 provides for the general penalty set to a maximum of
three million shillings or to an imprisonment term not exceeding two years or both.

Amnesty International Kenya is concerned that these penalties proposed are lenient to the
extent that they may not serve the deterrence effect they are intended to have — especially
where big corporations with high financial muscle are concerned. Penalties should be designed
to make non-compliance costly for persons or companies that infringe. The European Union
General Data Protection Rules (GDPR) provides for penalties that make large and small
corporations weigh cost of compliance against business costs.

Data Protection Bill and other laws

While the Bill provides for consequential amendments in the Second Schedule, the pieces of
legislation listed are not exhaustive as there are other Acts of Parliament that have provisions
that negate the data protection provisions of the Bill. The existence of other laws allowing the
government agencies to collect, process, share and store data without regard to any data
protection safeguards is a point of concern.

We propose the inclusion of a clause to provide that all data collected, processed, stored or
shared in Kenya shall be subject to the provisions of the Data Protection Act.

END
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1. INTRODUCTION

The Kenya Medical Association (KMA) is a membership organization representing medical
and dental practitioners registered to practice in Kenya with a twin mission of championing
the welfare of doctors and advocating for the provision of quality healthcare for all. Kenya
Medical Association.

(KMA) is a voluntary membership organization open to all medical and dental practitioners
registered in the Republic of Kenya.

Despite short notice on submission of memoranda, the Kenya Medical association has gone
through the draft bill and noted a gap which we propose for amendment.
Given more time, the Kenya Medical Association would like to engage the committee on
communication, information and innovation on matters regarding this bill.

2. PROPOSED AMMENDMENT

CLAUSE 1: Establishment of the Office.

LEADERSHIP/COMPOSITION OF DATA PRIVACY COMMISSION.

KMA proposes that the act be amended to include a data privacy commission /committee
who will provide diversity and technical expertise on health data protection.

JUSTIFICATION

“health data” means data related to the state of physical or mental health of the data subject
and includes records regarding the past, present or future state of the health, data collected in
the course of registration for, or provision of health services, or data which associates the data
subject to the provision of specific health services;

The establishment of office has direct impact on the execution of the mandate of article 46 of
the proposed bill.

Due to the nature and sensitivity of personal data and specifically health data, the proposal of
the Kenya Medical association is to have a Data privacy committee with representation from
the legal and medical professional societies giving guidance on the unique nature of medical
data both personal and aggregate data
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Executive Summary

The Data Protection Bill currently being considered by the National Assembly of Kenya needs
significant revisions to ensure that its protections are in harmony with those of fundamental rights of
freedom of expression and the right to information as recognized by the Constitution of Kenya and in
international law.

The current draft has only limited provisions on the processing of personal data by the media which are
not adequate to protect freedom of expression and no provisions on ensuring that the law is consistent
with the Access to Information Act and the Constitution.

Recommendations:

1.

Article 52 of the Data Protection Bill should be revised to broaden the journalistic exemption to
processing that is intended to communicating information to the public, ideas, or opinions of
general interest including for journalistic purposes and the purposes of academic, artistic or
literary expression.

The exemptions for freedom of expression, literature, and artistic purposes should be separated
from other exemptions in Article 8. The Draft Law should ensure that provisions protecting
freedom of expression apply to all sections of the law, not just relating to principles of
processing personal data.

The journalistic exemption should also apply to the section on transborder data flows to ensure
that materials created for the purpose of journalism, including radio and television and other
media published on the internet or otherwise transferred across borders are not restricted.

The definition of personal information in Article 2 should be synchronized with the Access to
Information Act and should specifically exempt information about the public activities and
functions of public officials and those exercising public functions;

Public registers and other information not of a personal nature about activities of government
including procurement, services and subsidies, should remain public.

The Data Protection Bill should specifically recognise the public interest provisions in the
Access to Information Act held by public bodies and ensure that the public interest is
considered in any request which relates to personal information.

ARTICLE 19 EASTERN AFRICA. ACS Plaza. 2nd floor. Lenana Road — www.article19.org — +254727 862230
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About the Article 19 Transparency Programme

The ARTICLE 19 Transparency Programme advocates for the development of progressive standards on
access to information at the international and regional levels, and their implementation in domestic
legal systems. The Transparency Programme has produced a number of standard-setting publications,
which outline international and comparative law and best practice in areas such as national security
and privacy.

On the basis of these publications and ARTICLE 19's overall legal expertise, the Transparency
Programme publishes a number of legal analyses, guides, and other materials each year, commenting
on legislative proposals, as well as existing laws that affect the right to information, whistleblowing and
related rights. This analytical work frequently leads to substantial improvements in proposed or existing
domestic legislation. All of our materials are available online at http://www.article19.org/

If you would like to discuss this analysis further, please contact the Kenya Office at
kenya@articlel9.org or +254727 862230.

ARTICLE 19 EASTERN AFRICA. ACS Plaza. 2nd floor. Lenana Road — www.article19.org — +254727 862230
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|. Introduction

The rights of privacy and data protection and freedom of expression and information are co-equal
human rights. ARTICLE 19 believes that privacy and freedom of expression and information are
complimentary rights designed to empower the citizen to protect their rights and to improve the
transparency of public and private bodies that hold and wield power in society. ARTICLE 19 supports
the adoption of well-designed data protection acts, which protect individuals’ rights to personal privacy
while ensuring government transparency and freedom of expression.

The right of data protection has been growing rapidly in Africa over the last few years. To date, twenty
four countries in Africa have adopted comprehensive laws protecting personal data while 14 countries
are currently undertaking initiatives to adopt data protection legislation. In 2014, the African Union
adopted the Convention on Cyber Security and Personal Data Protection, which sets standards on
protecting personal data.

African countries are also increasingly participating in initiatives from outside the continent, most
notably the Council of Europe's Convention 108 for the Protection of Individuals with regard to
Automatic Processing of Personal Data. The Convention is the world's only legally binding treaty on
privacy and data protection. Mauritius, Senegal and Tunisia are party to Convention while Burkina Faso,
Cabo Verde and Morocco are in undertaking the process for accession. Accession has considerable
advantages for acceding countries and also provides strong assistance to countries wishing to obtain an
EU adequacy finding under the General Data Protection Regulation (GDPR). In 2017, the European
Commission stated “the Commission encourages accession by third countries to Council of Europe
Convention 108 and its additional Protocol”, because this will “contribute to the convergence towards
a set of high data protection standards”.

The rules on international transfers under the GDPR set high requirements for third countries to be
deemed as offering sufficient protection of personal data, so that companies and public bodies in those
countries will be able to receive such data from EU entities. The free flow of data between European
and African countries will therefore be conditional upon development of good practices in the latter,
oriented towards the offering of an “adequate level” of data protection that is a level equivalent to the
one set by GDPR.

In this analysis, ARTICLE 19 sets out its concerns about the Data Protection Bill and its compatibility
with Kenya's international obligations under international human rights law to protect freedom of
expression and information. It also analyses various other aspects of the Data Protection Bill and
proposes changes to make it stronger and more consistent with international standards.

ARTICLE 19 EASTERN AFRICA. ACS Plaza. 2nd floor. Lenana Road — www.article19.org — +254727 862230
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Il. Analysis of the Draft Law

A. Freedom of Expression Problems
1. Media and Journalism

International law requires that freedom of expression concerns need to be harmonized with privacy
protections. The key international data protection instruments include specific exemptions for
journalistic, academic, artistic, literary and other cultural purposes which allows for the rules limiting
processing to be waived for those purposes. These exemptions have been widely adopted in national
data protection laws.

At a minimum, there must be exemptions from the application of, and/or limitations embedded in, data
protection laws for the protection of journalistic, literary, academic, and artistic purposes and for the
discharge of any legal obligation to make information publicly available, such as the maintenance of
archives for historical or other public interest purposes, or under right to information laws. Moreover,
such exemptions or limitations must be interpreted broadly so as to give meaningful effect to the rights
to freedom of expression and to information.

The Data Protection Bill fails to take these concerns into account fully and raises additional problems
around the publication of information.

International law

Most of the key international instruments on data protection have specifically included provisions
requiring that freedom of expression and data protection be reconciled through exemptions for
journalism, literary purposes and other reasons. Nearly all countries around the world that have adopted
data protection acts have specifically included a clear exemption for journalistic, artistic, literary, and
other cultural purposes which allows for the rules limiting processing to be waived for those purposes.

The African Union Convention on Cyber Security and Personal Data Protection also provides that
processing for journalism and other FOE purposes should be exempt from limits on processing. Article
14 states:

Personal data processing for journalistic purposes or for the purpose of research or artistic or literary
expression shall be acceptable where the processing is solely for literary and artistic expression or for
professional exercise of journalistic or research activity, in accordance with the code of conduct of these
professions.

In the updated Council of Europe Convention 108, Article 11 requires that signatories ensure that the
rights are balanced in practice for freedom of expression:

No exception to the provisions set out in this Chapter shall be allowed except to the provisions of Article
5, paragraph 4, Article 7, paragraph 2, Article 8, paragraph 1, and Article 9, when such an exception is
provided for by law, respects the essence of the fundamental rights and freedoms and constitutes a
necessary and proportionate measure in a democratic society for... (b) the protection of the data subject
or the rights and fundamental freedoms of others, notably freedom of expression.

The Explanatory Memorandum to the Convention clearly sets out the needs to protect journalism:

96. Littera b. concerns the rights and fundamental freedoms of private parties, such as those of the data
subject himself or herself (for example when a data subject’s vital interests are threatened because he or
she is missing) or of third parties, such as freedom of expression, including freedom of journalistic,
academic, artistic or literary expression, and the right to receive and impart information, confidentiality of
correspondence and communications, or business or commercial secrecy and other legally protected

ARTICLE 19 EASTERN AFRICA. ACS Plaza. 2nd floor. Lenana Road — www.article19.org - +254727 862230
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secrets. This should apply in particular to processing of personal data in the audio-visual field and in news
archives and press libraries. In order to take account of the importance of the right to freedom of
expression in every democratic society, it is necessary to interpret notions relating to that freedom, such
as journalism, broadly.

Under the previous European Union Directive on Data Protection 95/46, Article 9 on “Processing of
personal data and freedom of expression”, required that all EU Member States adopt exemptions to
data protection rules in cases of all persons who are engaged in journalistic, literary or creative
pursuits. The European Court of Justice in evaluating this provision ruled that states must develop a
“fair balance” between the two rights based on the principle of proportionality. '

The breadth of protected freedom of expression-related activities has been extended in the revised data
protection framework of the European Union. Under the new EU GDPR, Recital 153 states:

Member States law should reconcile the rules governing freedom of expression and information,
including journalistic, academic, artistic and or literary expression with the right to the
protection of personal data pursuant to this Regulation. The processing of personal data solely
for journalistic purposes, or for the purposes of academic, artistic or literary expression should
be subject to derogations or exemptions from certain provisions of this Regulation if necessary
to reconcile the right to the protection of personal data with the right to freedom of expression
and information, as enshrined in Article 11 of the Charter. This should apply in particular to
the processing of personal data in the audiovisual field and in news archives and press
libraries. Therefore, Member States should adopt legislative measures which lay down the
exemptions and derogations necessary for the purpose of balancing those fundamental rights.
Member States should adopt such exemptions and derogations on general principles, the rights
of the data subject, the controller and the processor, the transfer of personal data to third
countries or international organisations, the independent supervisory authorities, cooperation
and consistency, and specific data-processing situations. Where such exemptions or
derogations differ from one Member State to another, the law of the Member State to which the
controller is subject should apply. In order to take account of the importance of the right to
freedom of expression in every democratic society, it is necessary to interpret notions relating
to that freedom, such as journalism, broadly.

Data Protection Bill provisions

The Data Protection Bill does not adequately reconcile the two fundamental rights. In the Bill, there are
two applicable provisions, neither of which fully address the issue, and in fact, further restrict freedom
of expression in violation of the Kenyan Constitution and international law.

Article 30 states the processing of personal data without consent is allowed in several circumstances.
Among them, the processing for the purpose of historical, statistical, journalistic, literature and art or
scientific purpose in included. Article 52 further holds that an exemption for journalistic, literary and
artistic purposes applies whenever “the data controller reasonably believes that publication would be in
the public interest”.

The provisions in Article 52 are overly narrow to fully protect freedom of expression. ARTICLE 19
believes that this exemption should be expanded to reflect a broader recognition of freedom of
expression interests. The provision should encompass the processing done for any “journalistic
purposes”, not just an ill-defined “public interest”.

Article 52 also only exempts journalistic purposes from the principles of processing personal data in
Section IV of the bill. Consequently, all other sections apply when personal data are processed for
journalistic purposes, including the requirements of registration of data processing, the processing of

! Case C-101/01, Bodil Lindqvist, 6 November 2003, p. 87-90.
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sensitive data, the limits on the transfer of personal data outside Kenya and the application of criminal
offences.

The failure to include the other substantive and administrative provisions in the exemption has serious
consequences. The journalistic exemption would not apply when the processing involves sensitive
personal data such as for example financial information, which relates to corruption and abuse of
power, or health information particularly when this data is related the grave illness of a leader.

Further, by not being exempted from the registration requirements, journalists and media will have the
obligation to inform the Data Commissioner about, among other things, the personal data being
processed, for which purpose and the category of data subjects. Such obligation poses serious risks of
informing targets when journalists are conducting investigations.

Lastly, the application of criminal offences when data are processed for journalistic purpose can have a
serious chilling effect on freedom of expression, as the disclosure of personal data in an article
published in good faith and later found not to be in the public interest might bring the journalist and
the media under proceedings. Penalties under the Data Protection Bill include a fine not exceeding
three million shillings and/or imprisonment for up to two years. The imposition of all of these other
obligations would seriously undermine the right of freedom of expression as protected under the
Constitution and international law.

Other regional data protection laws have much more clearly and effectively ensured that freedom of
expression is protected. In comparison, the South African Protection of Personal Information Act,
states:

This Act does not apply to the processing of personal information solely for the purpose of
journalistic, literary or artistic expression to the extent that such an exclusion
is necessary to reconcile, as a matter of public interest, the right to privacy with the right
to freedom of expression.?

Recommendations

e Article 52 of the Data Protection Bill should be revised to broaden the journalistic exemption to
processing that is intended to communicating information to the public, ideas, or opinions of
general interest including for journalistic purposes and the purposes of academic, artistic or
literary expression.

* The exemptions for freedom of expression, literature, and art purposes should be separated
from other exemptions in Article 8. The Draft Law should ensure that provisions protecting
these activities apply to all sections of the law, not just relating to principles of processing
personal data in Section IV

2. Transborder Data Flows

The meaningful exercise of the right to freedom of expression requires that the right to privacy and
personal data protection be strongly protected, including in legal agreements for data flows. In order to
ensure a consistent level of protection of personal data, the Data Protection Bill also applies to personal
data transferred outside Kenya.

In data transfer agreements, States should ensure that the applicable law is the one providing the
highest protection for personal data. The level of data protection applicable to an individual's personal
data must not be lowered because of the data being transferred.

2 Act No. 4 of 2013, Protection of Personal Information Act, 2013, §7
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Article 48 of the Data Protection Act provides that a data controller or processor may transfer personal
data to another country only where the data controller or processor has given proof of respect to the
Data Commissioner on the appropriate safeguards with respect to the security and protection of the
personal data, the data subject has given consent or the transfer is necessary for any matter of public
interest.

Again, because Article 52 only applies the exemption to a limited section of the Bill, journalists could
be violating the provisions on transborder data flows when they publish any materials, including
articles, audio, video, or images on the Internet or through other networks, and could be subject to civil
and criminal penalties, even if the publication was legal in the country. The Data Protection Bill must
apply the journalistic exemption to transborder data flows.

Recommendation

e The journalistic exemption should also apply to the section on transborder data flows to ensure
that materials created for the purpose of journalism, including radio and television and other
media published on the internet or otherwise transferred across borders are not restricted.

B. Conflicts with the Right of Access to Information

The right of access to information and data protection often play complementary roles. They both are
focused on ensuing accountability of powerful institutions to individuals in information age. It is also a
fundamental human right recognised under international law and under the African Charter on Human
Rights.

In 2016, Kenya adopted the Access to Information Act. The law was intended to implement Article 35
of the Constitution guaranteeing the right to information.

Unfortunately, the Data Protection Bill threatens to seriously undermine this achievement and reduce
the availability of information. In fact, it appears to be a step backwards and undermines the rights
given to all persons under the Access to Information Act and protected by the Constitution.

International law obligations

International law clearly requires that the right of access to information is reconciled with the right of
privacy. The Declaration of Principles on Freedom of Expression in Africa states that “Privacy laws shall
not inhibit the dissemination of information of public interest.”

Public bodies, as well as private bodies carrying out public functions, delivering public services,
managing public resources or utilising public funds are required to apply the principle of maximum
disclosure when dealing with right to information requests or proactively publishing information about
their activities. The scope of exceptions to the right to information, including the right to privacy and
protection of personal data, must be limited and subject to strict “harm” and “public interest” tests.

Public bodies must also proactively disclose government data, including through the use of accessible
formats and anonymised datasets (“open data”), subject to safeguards for the protection of the right to
privacy, of the right to personal data protection, and of confidential sources.

The Council of Europe stated in a 1986 Resolution that the right to information and privacy are “not
mutually distinct but form part of the overall information policy in society.”* The revised Council of
Europe Convention 108, includes a specific reference to public access to information in its recitals:

Considering that this Convention permits account to be taken, in the implementation of the rules laid
down therein, of the principle of the right of access to official documents;

3 Council of Europe Recommendation 1037 On Data Protection and FreOedom of Information (1986).
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The explanatory note to the revised convention states

Furthermore, the Convention confirms that the exercise of the right to data protection, which is not
absolute, should notably not be used as a general means to prevent public access to official documents.

The EU GDPR further extends this recognition. Article 86 states:

Personal data in official documents held by a public authority or a public body or a private body for the
performance of a task carried out in the public interest may be disclosed by the authority or body in
accordance with Union or Member State law to which the public authority or body is subject in order to
reconcile public access to official documents with the right to the protection of personal data pursuant to
this Regulation.

Definition of personal data

Article 2 of the Bill sets out a broad definition of personal data to apply to “any information relating to
an identified or identifiable natural person”. However, the Access to Information Act provides in Article
3 a more detailed definition by including and therefore, mentioning

(a) information relating to the race, gender, sex, pregnancy, marital status, national, ethnic or
social origin, colour, age, physical, psychological or mental health, well-being, disability,
religion, conscience, belief, culture, language and birth of the individual;

(b) information relating to the education or the medical, criminal or employment history of the
individual or information relating to financial transactions in which the individual has been
involved;

(c) any identifying number, symbol or other particular assigned to the individual;
(d) the fingerprints, blood type, address, telephone or other contact details of the individual;
(e) a person's opinion or views over another person;

(f) correspondence sent by the individual that is implicitly or explicitly of a private or confidential
nature or further correspondence that would reveal the contents of the original correspondence;

(g) any information given in support or in relation to an award or grant proposed to be given to
another person;

(h) contact details of an individual.

Further, the Data Protection Bill includes some of the information mentioned in the Access to
Information Act in the definition of “sensitive personal data”.

The two definitions should be synchronized to make sure that the same categories of data follow the
same regime and guarantees as established under the Data Protection Bill in relation to sensitive
personal data.

We further recommend that the Bill be amended to include an explicit exemption for personal
information relating to public activities of public officials or others acting under public authority or
spending public money. This exemption is currently found in the 2016 Access to information Act in
Article 6 and should be expanded to reflect the constitution right of information and the public interest
in obtaining information about the official activities of public officials.

This approach has been adopted in both data protection and right to information laws around the world.
By way of example, in South Africa the Promotion of Access to Information Act requires that disclosure

ARTICLE 19 EASTERN AFRICA. ACS Plaza. 2nd floor. Lenana Road — www.article19.org — +254727 862230
Page 10 of 12



Kenya: The Data Protection Bill, 2019 July 2019

of information must be declined if it “would involve the unreasonable disclosure of personal
information about a third party, including a deceased individual.” However, the information can be
disclosed if it is:

about an individual who is or was an official of a public body and which relates to the
position or functions of the individual, including, but not limited to—

(i) the fact that the individual is or was an official of that public body;

(ii) the title, work address, work phone number and other similar particulars of the
individual;

(iii) the classification, salary scale or remuneration and responsibilities of the
position held or services performed by the individual; and

(iv)the name of the individual on a record prepared by the individual in the course
of employment.*

Public Records and Databases

Governments also hold a considerable information which contains personal data about private citizens.
While it is an obvious point that some of this information is sensitive and should not be made public,
such as that relating to health conditions, there is a considerable amount of information which should
be public. These records can be quite crucial to ensuing accountability, including information about
public procurement, public registers of company owners and boards, information on company officials
meeting with public officials to influence their decisions, recipients of subsidies, and more.

It is important to ensure that public registers and other information relating to the operation of
government or in the public interest also remain public, and are not unnecessarily restricted in the
name of data protection.

These registers can be public under the Bill when they meet the principles under Article 4 but it should
be revised to ensure that this point is clear.

For information that is not in public registers, is also necessary that the Data Protection Bill fully
recognise the public interest test in Access to Information Act as a legal condition for release of
personal information and ensure that there is a consideration of the public interest when there is a
request to access records which contain personal information of any kind about private individuals.

The Access to Information Act allows for the withholding of information relating to privacy or personal
data when it would harm the person’s interest. The exemptions are not considered absolute as “a
public entity or private body may be required to disclose information where the public interest in
disclosure outweighs the harm to protected interests as shall be determined by a Court.”

The exemption also includes a public interest test which allows for the release of personal information
which would otherwise be exempt when relating:

(a) promote accountability of public entities to the public;

(b) ensure that the expenditure of public funds is subject to effective
oversight;

(c) promote informed debate on issues of public interest;

(d) keep the public adequately informed about the existence of any
danger to public health or safety or to the environment; and

* Promotion of Access to Information Act , §34.
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(e) ensure that any statutory authority with regulatory responsibilities is
adequately discharging its functions.

Recommendations

¢ The definition of personal information in Article 2 should be synchronized with the Access to
Information Act and should specifically exempt information about the public activities and
functions of public officials and those exercising public functions;

e Public registers and other information not of a personal nature about activities of government
including procurement, services and subsidies, should be public.

e The Data Protection Bill should specifically recognise the public interest provisions in the
Access to Information Act held by public bodies and ensure that the public interest is
considered in any request.

V. Conclusion

The existing Data Protection Bill is in clear need of improvements to ensure that Kenya is compliant
with its international obligations on data protection and privacy, as well as to ensure compliance with
the GDPR and other laws to facilitate the transborder flow of personal information.

However, the Data Protection Bill is insufficient to provide those protections, and further endangering
free expression and right of access to information under the Kenyan constitution.

ARTICLE 19 EASTERN AFRICA. ACS Plaza. 2nd floor. Lenana Road — www.article19.org — +254727 862230
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Content Development & Intellectual Property (CODE-IP) Trust
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Nairobi
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The National Assembly, Twelve Parliament of Kenya,
Nairobi

16 July, 2019
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Reference is made to above Notice inviting members of the public to submit representations on the Data Protection Bill,2019. We
thank the Departmental Committee on Communication Information and Innovation for inviting privacy and data protection
Technology Rights Defenders to provide input. We appreciate being consulted on the current law before the House.

Article 31 (c) and (d) of the Constitution requires the unwarranted intrusion into privacy with minimal requirement for information
relating to family or private affairs unnecessarily or it disclosure which this Bill sets out to effect. Generally, it our considered
view that this Sections 8-10 establish Data Protection Commissioners to whom largely confers the constitutional mandate. The
Commissioner is thereafter legally empowered to singly and independently define the rules and application of this Act. This may
later be problematic on Delegated Legislation disputes. Further, applying the old test of fullest application of the law against
ownself — if owned a small online enterprise collecting personal data raises deep concerns.

Therefore, whereas envisaged to be a person of high integrity and well-intended, and if permitted — analogous to establishing a
‘Morality Commissioner’ — guaranteeing unpredictable enforcement consequences. Besides plausible arbitrariness, the additional
bureaucratic registration, certification, license fees requirements, and fines hamper ease of doing business in Kenya when “Ease of
Doing Business” is a stated government commitment.

Hereby submit our Memorandum of Views for your consideration and pray that it deserves your due attention and consideration.

Respectfully submitted,

Alex Gakuru
Executive Director ,
CODE-IP Trust
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Add definition of “data” at the beginning as:-

“data” means the factual input processed into
information by means of equipment operating
automatically in response to instructions given for
that purpose, recorded with the intention that it
should be processed by means of such equipment,
or is recorded as part of a relevant filing system or
with the intention that it should form part of a
relevant filing system. It need not be held on a
computer.

Fundamental definition to guide subsequent interpretations
and to expand the scope of data protection to include data
on manual records as well as in digital systems, processing
and control.

Add definition of “metadata” at the beginning as:-

“metadata” means data about data and for the
purposes of this Act qualifies as data wherever
consolidated metadata reveals private data or
personally identifiable information

Cure indiscriminate metadata collection, retention,
processing and disclosure to third parties

See video ‘Metadata Explained | Privacy International’
https://www.youtube. / 2v=x D

Part I — Preliminary

2 Interpretation
2 Interpretation
2 Interpretation

Add definition of “Data Collector” after “Data
Commissioner as:-

“Data Collector” means a natural or legal person,
public authority, agency or other body which alone
or jointly with others, collects public data.

1. To expand the scope of privacy protection to include
foreign entities collecting private data of Kenyans for
inclusion in alien data systems.

2. This category of data handlers is otherwise exempted
from provisions of this Bill.

3. Effect Article 31(c) information relating to their family
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or private affairs unnecessarily required or revealed;

2 Interpretation Add definition of “Data Owner” after “Data Balancing out normative contextual interpretations over
Subject” as ;- private data ‘owner’ vs. private data ‘subject’

“Data Owner” means the same as “Data Subject”

2 Interpretation Change definition of “profiling” to read as;- Effect Article 31(c) ‘information relating to their family or
“Profiling” means any form of automated private affairs unnecessarily required or revealed;’
processing of personal data consisting of the use of
personal data evaluate certain personal aspects
relating to a natural person, in particular to analyse
or predict aspects, such as, concerning that natural
person’s race, sex, pregnancy, marital status, health
status, ethnic social origin, colour, age, disability,
religion , conscience, belief, culture, dress,
language or birth, personal preferences, interests,
behaviour, location of movement, family or private
affairs, among others;”

3(b) Object and Purpose of | Consider adding the purpose;- 1. Whereas “.....minimisation of collection....” is a stated

this ACT purpose, nowhere on the Act is the unnecessarily collected
“(e) to establish a framework to protect against the | personal data given force of law and complies with
unnecessary collection of information relating to Sections 25 (c) and (d).
their family or private affairs’”
2. Effect Article 31(c) ‘information relating to their family
or private affairs unnecessarily required or revealed;’
4 (b) Application Change to read;- To expand the scope of privacy protection to include

“(b) by a data collector, data controller or data
processor who —

foreign entities collecting private data of Kenyans for
inclusion in alien data systems.
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(i) is established or ordinarily resident in Kenya
and processes personal data while in Kenya; or

but processing personal data of data subjects in
Kenya.

(ii) not established or ordinarily resident in Kenya,

Part III — Registration of Data Controllers and Data Processors

Part III - Registration with DPO | Delete requirement for data processors and The proposed legislation requires registration of data
sections controllers to register with the Data Protection
18-24

Office

processors and controllers in Kenya with the Data
Protection Officer including the requirement to document
and keep up to date a record of processing activities. The
bill contemplates the potential requirement of fees for

processors to register with the state and penalties for failure
to register.

Data Processing and Data Controlling are not business
models in the strict sense. They are activities that entities
may incidentally engage in during the course of business.

The requirement to have all processors and controllers
would create an immense implementation burden for the
Data Protection Office that would threaten to bog down the
office with bureaucratic recordkeeping rather than allowing
them to focus on the most serious enforcement issues.

Similarly, for processors and controllers, the requirement to
update external records of processing each time a change to
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processing occurs shifts the focus from improving privacy
in areas that present the most risk to a bureaucratic exercise.
The requirement for fees also raises issues as this would
disproportionately affect smaller data processors and
controllers.

Even the GDPR does not contain any parallel requirement
for registration

Section 25 | Principles of Data Add new Sub-section after (d) and before (e):- Article 31(c) information relating to their family or private
Protection affairs unnecessarily required or revealed;
“(d.1) A valid explanation must be provided
whenever information relating to family or private
affairs is necessarily to be collected”
Section 33 | Processing of Personal | Add new Sub-section after (c);- This will prevent overzealous law enforcement officers
Data relating to a child labeling children criminals for life (see Annex I -DCI
“(c) all personal data relating to a child collected, | Criminal Child Data Archiving Notice) .
processed and or archived subject to subsection (b)
must be deleted upon the child becoming an adult.” | And also criminalise archived profiles of child’s youthful
indiscretions.
Section 43 | Notification of data Revise to require notification only where breach is | The proposed legislation requires notification to the Data

Breach

likely to result in a risk to the rights and freedoms

of natural persons

Protection Officer for all instances of breach and not just
those that are likely to have an impact on the rights of the
data subject.
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As currently drafted could have risk of inundating Data
Protection Office with notices for risks that are trivial in
terms of impact on rights of individuals. A more efficient
and effective means to enforcement would come from
narrowing notification to those breaches likely to have an
impact on individual rights and freedoms

Sections
48-50

Cross-Border

Transfer of Data

Permit transfers to third country where, accounting
for the transfer, all of the other requirements set
forth in the legislation will continue to be met.

Clarify that the conditions listed in part VI are
mutually exclusive. Do this by using the term
"...may transfer personal data to another country
where any of the following conditions is
fulfilled" or separate the conditions with the term

Vit

or.

The proposed legislation bars transfer of data to a third
country where there is no decision by the Data
Commissioner that adequate safeguards have been made for
the protection of that data (adequacy decision).

The omission of the word 'or" at the end of the conditions
listed in this part gives the interpretation that all of those
conditions listed have to be met before data can be
transferred across borders. I'T appears that this may not
have been the intention and that all the conditions listed are
mutually exclusive.

Requirement for adequacy decision will have undesirable
impact on restricting free-flow of data. Concerns may be
addressed through alternatives like binding corporate rules,
codes of conduct, and certifications.
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l Annex I DCI Criminal Child Data Archiving Notice

DIRECTORATE OF
CRIMINAL
INVESTIGATIONS .
CAUTIONTOALL STUDENTS!

This Is To Wam Every Student From Primary School,

NAL INVE STIGATIONS

E OF CRIMI







P ™ Sesaéj ey 2R B N7 | e o) L
> T Sr4F20Q  p 2> eIy QNQ v.\v:\w& L
_ o g T NN ‘ =
T ST Tl T | ST | P ot
7Pl ESagat[ PO (BLyMInaN  Clpgg] ALAO Lsrad) pay .
e T | 7 [l H \\w\\,\wgr 7G5 T4y s Mw«&x%: vy ﬁw{ i
oo v ko] 2cewvnigid | () 13030 U AN
A w0 WS GUhetLa] o o] | YT h39ih RN -3
a7 v ) ' ’ d ; 4 z
b ormeira = T TTOCTLA AV 1AW L9955 VIR Y (|
AALNNN
NDIS TIVINA | ANOHJATAL | NOLLVZINVOYO | AONANLILSNOD | YAIINAN dI dANVN | ON
b 1T \ e \ﬂ re ‘ALvda AT TN A Kﬁ ALNNOD
aww _ﬁrm _m..m.\,...ﬂ\.,ﬂ.ﬂmmh NO NOILVJIDILYVd O11dNd
, =5 No AALLINNOD TVININLYVdId AHL
6107 ‘NOISSAS AATHL — INTINVITIVd HLITIML
ATIIWASSY TVYNOILLVN dHL
=
VAN 40 DI'1dNdTd



= /\ 2 g ?w 5l ,,.,._. / TleLr
D TV o, v
Ay n ik o Y

91

)J).l /

5 >5>3 /..o//, J()/f

. 0 ‘<1
¥ W R
- & ﬂ( Y dvx
=12 /cus/( S h4!
. Y Y AQ
Ad _ \\M/\, &350 ¢ - _,“,,wﬁ\u
el
a $R7 | .\C
wi AN s ety A W

Tl

(E s N RN

i -

2 47<. ‘./,

= SENARN A

~ -
YT

I

11

X772

I

7

01




. N 437 il sabralec | =)W VRO
w‘/\ A\~ i\ung_zu,‘% L HTELE | Yot IS gy Jase o | - ey FUA il ¥4
: ),)/J,_..J\\\x.,f
; ] -5 AR

=T 7 T2 7
[\ V .\w\u P u\}m\,\w\ ,..,\.\vg\,\"s\ 2)
§ ~

2§ 0&$7Y] Q

, P EENEE e@ ,@P S Nakg _

4
LTI

‘\\ “N \M,.\).\.\w\.r\w\vr\“w\ﬂ |
— | 524e ]

‘1C
2
B ,\Na)? rod
- 2535 ML _\‘N@s ~
Q& balnta J§ "
[ /) "
s
n N p Moy
) e | v U | FLLYI9IE
w2 v § ) 4 Lm0 [ i , « .
~, Jw%/w\» A ,.3.( N =TT f { / . @—
i ) ~ , y —7 7 TS
Ty - . \ . B AT ,
¥ 7/ ] r/f S i \, . %..v
] Vots ) ~ 4& ! /
h 2l ,; 7 { = \ w ‘ 4 _\ wﬁ
w v ] eCAT | b.A,.A ,. ) BN T
R Y TR R AT o ey Do |7
e . | ~ 1loJevy _ i\
P e ALY }o v |




7 | 38ed

747614l

=T 20 A1

tbhihali

a0 7

1S 51ZhSZ (O
b .JN\M._A»,. A
A 193%
w\\ I mJ\ LV)‘r\\\V\ﬁ\;wa). Y 3,.T\)PTL Y |7 — ) C 1D LT 4\
- ;.(v\,\ N N R SR .;/\
I~ Fls v ‘91
o Isle!
R0AE25HH 9 eNrad : |
~az1tLs |

Iy

wao)) W\ﬁ.ﬁm S

NIV

capail

SEFINTTIN

| IS LA P71
sy VeHLTIARL

4!

)

b b\

= b %@«@ >4 95 b 0 AR ; .
é %u_...q)u/..\m \,\Q,AG/Q e — g \v MM\W \JM < d /
- : X/\»\w‘ $w~
) ) 258090 ) W ‘ el
Fﬁ&%@ “) JrzmH@ -+Q > \.N\V.C( h§ Q | ~ _uw ; \Ug@.dm/
| %q*\, 197007 |\ . M@\WM .
) %.w«. p | N\ YN NGNS . =
) okl f  TWIN TUE o . -
et} Lol VS N Py | 919 s¢tl) AA B e
\u%ﬁﬁNM\LU\,Q (O Y — !
- 5 A id\f\ \V\W\\M\Tﬁvw\.\ =iy &N(%
celSLe
- C:“U oL V.U \m.\.. k.u.,\«Nv.M_Arhﬁ
S E I NS R S WA VATV S PTEE I T T —
VVCAYLTI Y {AY .‘.r“ A / NJN.\,\,.,_ ¢ A \‘v.m,. AYRR. \\\/Z C(Ex\\q\ -

I warer {m (] ;
7 T




v | @3ed

—

[757510L 0

[Gusd™

Q\Wo

9

| ; , I Sh IS LW\ €€
; Fud W CAAMMY)
@ 10 MO poueg~esh | V| poatsaa T v
| g4
serssyST L0 | WwWe2s<ag) | 1 Grurga ) | 29e5heg) ML
Y R S , WSES | ¢
£ i N3N N
@ EWM\%&\Q \r\r\ﬁ\gb W~ 1] 2554967 ciasveriT o
VoA v (VA2 A \/_
) _ / Zh.C ‘
\N% e CGpumaa D | N 99’67 Sfp= 30
R Y “S\”NN_ (2 : 727, sk 7 e [l
oy 391 B
P ryalSS IvIvY |
| B oth99t 0 L ey \QWRANT e )atm | quoly D4

8¢

o

=i

" ,Ju.jﬁer\” “_u\@
IS LAl WUJ

~2) Y917

ooy e N/
o) /\J.\. % J,\ \/ﬁ

.._ ﬁgﬁf VY ) /A

MY w.Q \J

B |

=4 AR S
\\lmm“.di C\,..v.ﬂ._ Thia\y

AN

<<
by @ 2]

7 -

s

~~

,.
1 \ ~ ‘
Lo wo\:.,:,j horg)

\owengd v \m W

e
1G ™ RAY)

I\

Vionsh ﬁ%_\,.,ﬁ AV Py g

9¢




G | @8ed




. byl ) ._. :
=k v%g;_%a Shuidrel@] gomLN IGO0 | WORSIOT_ Pl qawhe g s
~A S ARt 1727 [Py T nA ]| TeRERE 2 0 A7
- 4l
—] e a%;%x:saﬁ:x:x Mn\J S LR o ruar(y fFuwenun || STI3LA0 Ry D9 ﬁo.\\:“..._;;_. aa
: 9
T R877901 0 | L1 Gwne? 1@y a7 | L CLoTYT| VA7 T
VUSTIRUWYT [h g heHi0ET | WD) Fio o) Ay | TO5THY STAT 1INNY -
I
r~ (> v
1 i I -~ & W ] ~Y2 PN i S ﬁlmJAJ PN i) “ A hd
ey BN STEQ | e sl | TR N
BFINL LA QD) A2 _\\ Y L. =4 Hr ARIIZUO IR ARV PR |
/ gl Y ~ T
= = > N _ ~ > ] =) 4 ,..A\(/R. )
G pdovmemg] PR |y e o] | st | Wy WO
HAIINNN
NDIS TIVINH | ANOHJATAL | NOILVZINVOYO | ADNANLILSNOD | HI4INNN dI HINVN | "ON
6107 qdm

]

- I::nﬂdn JHL NO NOILLVdIDILLAVd OI'1dNd
~a) j»>2199d 259

NO HALLININOD TVINHINLIVdId HHL

6107 ‘NOISSAS UTHL — INTFIVITIVd HLATIML
ATAINASSY TVNOILVN dHL

VANT 40 OI'1dNddd




o ot vy bLiTEsn) o0 UAAFIN | LEWTE 0 | poy(ssby ST AR WA |-

T ae) }
2 WIFES |, (o509 b Lo | 0T

e «&éf \m:i<d34 _um\@b_v JESNERN czr..«&
91
#109Y |4 . .
Ly | ymapippy | LOCPLTLE | SR 1B TIT | g0 2\
bBIDEL WY NN
RN | ANGeT 1EC Lo RN

190 ) L 5.8 ho LOJRA L0112 0 IV B L U0 LN OLTE A OB Y I

-9 )‘n ﬂCﬁ¢N\/m aa Ot RS

42NN 9£S07b 1624 SEENZIFA | (_QwNMl | 2bbl, 9T L2
el
<7 | O ) ey |o7tebsT W .,EQE
= | PPEGpEN et $.e T2 =B /Np;* VIRV R IS
Awrndamc HrEEEES : ssanzZd | 1A it aNAdISZC |
x> /:UT;UIS g
e\ l\:_ﬁo\HﬂJJ: XIQZK.:& A7
4% X\
fpsert LT NS g O [FRIFENE iy - s
(uz<m~aw\ﬂ TQLJ‘C{T:
TR ' W
w ﬂ}% I g 7 : W<y | 10 ﬁ@?\,\ g}, J) TRzt O\
N o /J 1 LN
H7s £ et ﬂbd\rdwhu\y@fé 01
Yﬂqﬂ_\ﬂv Tﬁ\.w %@% S7L=TEaH N 3\:: [FRVIT] wwnn:ug_ q?ﬁgw \..i_uxq
. y




=) SALATEITH] TN T AVART | 73RN SRS
| ! ( 75 1Ny [SC
Q| O e £Q) gy | BTN ey e | ww e
. 1H9 1)
ﬁu‘ 7& ) Lo:JU\mN\ Q) J?jf&(.u/,//ww\ ,@,231/@ wJ\H JADJ MDJQ% 0@){,(,,\3@@
200V |
Loer\ £99590)0,Q|  yma~nmtS L w0 ¢S
s e ’ % 5N B
SLeTSLE \Q_\o\_.\u_p
_ T
—2P bars Lzl . ( : N
la/.Q NI TI (YW dgnT J9~ < sh il %_JWte&N
z %) Z -
Y] A Q 24 iy S 47 v
07
69 \TES T vy R
trgla| URTUBLNY SO0 | Ssergg | JMRLY Dy
Woo) =
ia F. TS
o Lo 78 es o PRV
VL @:o 51 - TOT | LS9l p?11A 3Ta 4 g
| -




o . S are 22\ Y0 . - " o S TR0
C & TOVH | 2oRLaC )\ O oS LSO Y U N ST s
15 | £\y)
&\_\.\,ﬁ.\m IZN /.vv.&(.wwz\/ ,/\J,QF\N\ AL)/\V&A\,
\»\O// ' A & \P..D(«/\A/
2y
X K43
< QU WY
>’ R g e
Y @WY e oA ) N
LAl ZTJ
e
aoPN :
DA ~
i u.swu ) | g 0enoTY HRTS
ANV,
232004 |
0 \ o - ~ o » § ,m., ‘.
> Cy 1~ 14 s G2t ‘ anvdd
.,ﬂm ) /&.w..?_:.. NSNS, et
— a 6C
,\\l\ﬁ\\\uuj ,....Jj,/?rr/.) \J\U/m &u,m. \vwn\g «\QD\Q //.J\,.Jm W ,/Mv\/.\//.r Jﬂ) w/“ ~ ,*\TW IN;_\J\:M) v _w\ﬁ\\u\fuv\\w (J.C.),:
e bs 2D ™M B < w7 WA [
. . _\. A L av R \U .”
—-|-g7
aQ AN
oV N A o 0
A\ éJPX? anc K b
_N. Q(@\ . /\M) W ant -
_ SO0 wQ
U 3@)@ wpl N |
@ 25081 0hILo| #* 1 19 J moﬂ\b Q¥ om,\.)h.@o %i@xq_
9T




gt

oY (o P2 yg

g4
: o C
[HFIhsTLQ YIVSE ) G oy | LEMATE oy w21 T A
1€
o S ) SCAXYA A = i ) NG
ANESNE 2OV | g hasa NAN 0 s
T\ TV( 0¢
oossist O MRAUY Y | LBAWT) Yogpoppe| (WA 2
B 12705
<rd iu,ﬂy\qvu ;LU \ il 5 —..Q,v(..\wu.\‘i % _ﬂvﬂm = QﬁM j vad -\WI/‘
FEIETTLO »bo)nia . By
T st
)/ PN WM
= , 0xQ AT o4 , | i
§ thasy 1 QWi Doy,
LC
o (srsbsreQl P2 v B g
NN o «éﬁ@@.? 3 : (@W9YT] |bol$S32)
i : * .

9¢




((Fu.v =

~\<.

,.

| D

~

NO AZLLININOD TVINIWLIVdAd FHL

S T [ ESE 55 S W PdINED v vt RN AN S FAUASIONE S PYA B I
L s sSo o 20 a1 | ws o | AR TER] TS )Fmes
pafOe 72 NG T~ 5 N\

AN S FO L 4PTTL R Wig—17 | Amel V52l 0)he99h7 LAGHE 1 dd
G245 d ) 19
5(&@%@@ CTestzb12h0 =21 | A WSy [2aX, Q9% e Hd2Sa b :
17— _ , ;
o el B e R e =T REGTe
M ) : ) v

P et +w{$) 17075 sEal A |hemmrott - 121 N ewsd awnsiy |biwnsz STT | el 7 frag i

bwer e NS ‘ . i . €

AwSmbrprBoab| o) Bl o M 0L WY oA [y 30 awrn | SSTivLlS | vk 3 Vo 5 7

2~ IADY| A% (A=RI2KY <o B s D e g\ T (| AL o210 l,oﬂ |
ATAIINAN
NDIS TIVINA | ANOHdATAL | NOLLVZINVOYUO ADNANLILSNOD | YAFINNN dI AINVN | 'ON
FTHC ﬁ go ] e avd AVITAS TS AINDOD
\ 3
6107 “TTId I..‘.u!i\.ﬁﬂ.ﬂ AHL NO NOILLVdIDILYVd OI'TdNd
Al 1D 3 (2T

6107 ‘NOISSAS QUTHL — ININVITIVd HLITIML
ATIINASSY TVYNOILVN HHL

VANDI 40 D1'1dNnddd



Z | °8ed

T A7 ( 5 oYY \ﬂL,.)WI;/ i
AR T TEEO] haigis gl ve s g o) VOr [ LA ([ A4vA
Qoo™ F vty Y it
j/\;ﬂ WA | e9bare R
~IA k' Q) o1 ) kO U3dS A NS ) N | . S\ ATET
ey [ e e o INONSOT |y
. ) {0 ¥ .:/Z\f \
]JJ Y¥). g?‘uumj/ Qw J&M.\.\N \mwuwt‘./ ™A n///h\p IS ; _b hb :V
Q , LR > M _///:\’ & A= Z\N g
WA NS NN \ S1
e 2NOAY-
~R09) $Swtsho | macTF | D ones™ AT OV By ~Tzia T
—=F") LRl ,..O.E
— JaR! ) v 1FONWVG
\ L/ DL : ) I AC 1y Ml,\vm‘._;m»w.‘ﬂd m ~ 20
\wv ﬂl::;ﬁ »;hjx.:Jﬂ: nm_wv_upmNMfNU N\\.J‘Q\_IN L 0 €l
‘ — N wox Q
\m.(\& o @ BTG SY L@ Al /24420 foT3Tage @B M |
:EBNQ..QLVQ)“ < N~
T L o3 | FIVRED \8EHETE| FHT) W
% ‘ e PasH] V\SQ:\N -
- ; = = wéa&cb Zrc
/ 14 1 - -~ i
ﬂi: w0 -y az 97! 419 (B3 amnSTT I ssgioadl i
01
— EDiéCL T GL35 0[O EUEESN [oda) UEE__X el LTLFHOZ [ N|DM (ptio-] .
A\ ' i <m\x -\OwOr\ﬁJ/)i\j




a o
wie) [NONDL | ) e GRS WS |0QRS NTT| Qo NENWYL
.\@Ecé.,ojsj&\ ‘ mmuﬂ\n.w oL W M- QTN W70 mﬁ ~ ., ) SC
, . A2
o =S e DY A0
AT D2 ,.,.:ﬂ.dw ~A) ) « N A \T\N\/utNNIN\J dm \W.vb”@ ,@Q
I WS A I OZ) |
| rad > | o), \ 21 g AVHE Py wWp LUWGS QY
Ay ) 2] PR HHeg UL
L\ % I~ ~ NV FA.MV}, v).)u/:/)
M.,mk:ao?:l €T
ﬂ%&uo NF2IVSKLLI - Aw | pvosSY | 285D oS 9&@5 .\,,Muwyéo
=2 N @V‘.N Iat (Ba) { -
BPRRNeNE s A — OV 77
howuy  sa3
0 woo = AWNS | BSLTE0SE| P o
ARG frbgsochecsy | nrbys1o40 wawId (VNI AN v -
\/ P - > ; Yt i
m‘_@\ Lo 21O ) 9afsEohtO TERYO= TRILNTD DWNS A hhh 1959 | QAWHAY p2 ML ‘0z
W 2]
o N\ Y /L»m,.?u - e T dins
oy | IR | DGR dordt Abinsid|  MLather | e fokiw 61
0 (e vE @A \
ESNES S e o ANTLTL S ool Lpgisiviniay IR ~NAnY)] [396d ) ot RYTEIL |41




v | ased

Ro FSLLALTELQ

VEIRI=,

B

D WS

)
-

QA3

N1 m//,»di

€e

[N

£ v).

| AL T

S2oh+h L1110

vaa 1

B A L _.wQ.v\\aﬂ

B S VAVIGRVEVN
v N

g4

g S A ﬂm

®Na7
Mo
N k- 3

L NSO

Hradud

K iogn)y

o Zwnlal D

wpoy|

(s

Q) s | ok Ar, ,\O

AL O\

T A

PGk
SVl O

0€

M1yt

c
[ D15

f ,
> 84 ) \fi\

Yy

6L

=D

o

R '
' L

/
| PNy

30 .\.\.n \.J 7

P20

8¢

~—— ¢

s

AT A7 x.\\:?
sy e/ |
Va4

v/ \ n\ 7/ m.u

.\J LS / /

/7

o \fﬁ\_\ g
& ,\,\ :

Aol

)
oAy 2)

ooy ()|

3z »...v\r,. mvu
At S A

9C




S | @8ed

WhbLsE2L O

2+3T13

W2 D W STA

XK 9455hxl

IONAD DY




T | @8ed

~ N
Y) [ortan g9 aTE L0 e iy o IET ) © TS [[SB ) e [Ten 2o g
Grmﬂ b6 SSLTHLQ [ i »quntN ?Lc&q nwos b18¢S g 26039 N mwmoto.
, .
R LCS8ARRTLG [Fp1 3 V2V \N [ PAPT) M DS 8L IS e B |30V M0\ N o
AN
. NP LA X AN Q) | v , : ;3;0
> [ PEREE, TS e ™ vt sl oA O |
) WOJ D | Sl LN LO 1OV | 10 WISH | LEeigues [ MWK PYWIG,|
\ XL )\2)lo 74
T Rl D NAIVINYG AN % < neron] ek ~ )
Rrgrs) Shevyrrhona) PTCRLE0L0 | g W\,,.\m,._,? AON YUINVAN | 1382080 v 19080 | ¢
EUao) AWWE (95 L0 L. 6o La| Neluwdadl FILHRII AROSYA| SC S| €T
%@fmvj.ﬂuf 20 ygLSNIW 4@& VOXGE e 'z
=< ﬁg..,‘”_:%:w); N GG eCiLL, NOTLYORELNY S S NS . T
~rechypge Av SHECERIbEG do Lglsin FYBNOOR | pkokeee| WODLEG ooy I
HIIINNN ,
NOIS TIVINA | ANOHdATAL | NOLLVZINVOYUO | ADNANLILSNOD | HHdINN dI HINVN | 'ON
x , :ALNNOD

o

> \¢ = :ALVA

AT ST

/|

............... AHL NO NOLLVJIDILYVd D1 1dNd

T NO HALLININOD TVINIWLAVdAd HH.L

6107 ‘NOISSAS (ATHL — INTFWVITIVd HLITIML
ATAIWISSY TVNOILLVN dH.L

VAN 40 O1'1dNd T




7 | ased

L1
91
Sl
4!
€l
7 - NW W ; e .v\aX..M . 3 o .\\w\‘u\\\ /N
\ .S.qz.nu €2 A LIS 1R / | Prum o 13 Schy L Cl

d/ 7 ¥ 937 Y ar YK N piropess 1 1H I -

~AdD.

~§5 [|eSon SL9ssesaL, TS | ugieas WH| ha9hhIg [ablidical
~1eA Q7 Lep eSSk e IS Rd3ssC wHioAQ
11
N BTITS 94L MY PO jeof
QO - Q N Geea | Y/ WA
.ﬂ,u@nw,_a@%%% 2 W Wi oA biortiog]  yaw eBany T

3} 0

-~ A
01

ﬂ\ﬂ” ~ 3 | Yew G D A w ) o<ol (S v

\ .rJN‘ cabiges Jﬂ}j Mﬂ)& \l—\lcl&.u\ﬂ.m\v (CM4~ m..lJ\.ﬂ.lefN\ /‘lﬁ\/f{\xo Q\(I(ﬂdd{.m ‘6




- DLAM ARRY | ) OL N K b2 mpua(;
'S
Sk éaé@ N
PYX 0O
wmnNITRG) >
. . ‘ SN )
IysvN| O YNHIN SN X )
TIPTS5 lagitd (A 5l SUl T
. AT 4 2 P 7TV 2
\#J\M\,-.J..«‘v .v JVRJV“ 9, .//\
ol ,. i ieyn ) .»_;.s:..q‘ ..w ,
TANLVNOIS LOVINOD (7104 ND NOLLVNOISAd NOILLVZINVOYO TVN
"ON

6107 ‘LSNOAYV ;,0€ NO ALNNOD NANMVN NI 6107 “TTId NOILOALOYUd VLVA NO SONIIVAH O17dNd

ATNAAHOS SSANLIM

NOILVAONNI ANV NOILVIARIOANI ‘NOILVOINNIWINOD NO HALLININOD TVININLIVIId



€1
4 Adoa 0Lt
\Nm FLOUSSELO peansag | fsud P i ST .
—~-H ) ~ .
A B
) = s 9751
P\% TH9/5Y 1 g, 4V | - — — NS S o s28®
01
—ofpy| EED ’ : yorelh  yAes
) M )3T L0 . . 6
<IN | (asbs g9 0
=y W I ~ Ve TP |8
AT \ NA\MH{: /4 N.N\ W ) — o — S———— _\W\%\I\\N ,\ N\~ vy \
e / « , \ ~ L
TG PR TS G0 - BRI AL AP
ey | A & N N A
\/\)\W\«D\! LD Y 2 2 —_— T TIAN wr\\: \Q\K,




YNNG

OG-

1¢

.m\\gw, ™

Y P73 vz | VI FETL
')
61
51 hp.sEITED s 2 YN ot mao g
1 31
i\ S5ITYb ATt i 2 CSYE W N NANT DD o @
L1
)| el T3 AN iy BT
01
/ S Y ) ! Sr= , 3 ! =
I.\%»/)\Mjwu/m xu(wilv@j.,.ﬂwa - .\. V\\\A\N U u\ Z /.w\: AP NN ,);.Ur\A\
Sl
pEthholkd | | M@ sl LsrE AN ing1d) 192 )
_ b
B L B FISIEN =T




(TL\ogzT LG

2 “qiﬂ\ 10\\3“32\§§ Rea =3 e e <
.0 W@&% Ita IQ\\u@meg\( 09T D o o d 5 ZVM&??KQ |0 _i
b4
7 X V8244 \ !
. Lwﬁ Wy ez SCg ™ S0y o /e S ?w@\w\$ e \\
€
. YN i
% 5Y99.5%¢C L< 725t D DN 136D =0) w\\\,ﬂwﬂ 7
L
J Z 202430 Z=2/4 N
2 VXC2A 2 NS el b rl S IV W G " - GV
1
TANLVNOIS LOVINOD (TT1nd ND NOLLVNOISAd NOILVZINVODYO AINVN
‘'ON

6107 ‘LSNONV ;,6T NO ALNNOD OHOTIAM NI 6107 ‘“T1I9 NOLLDALOYd VLVA NO SONIIVAH JI'Tdd

ATNATHOS SSANLIM

NOILLVAONNI ANV NOLLVINYOANI ‘NOLLVOINNWIWOD NO AALLININOD TVINTNLIVIIA




FSFLSTSEEQ

TETI

e Y

CC,\U« (G c_\_W\

1oL £5610

Si@i

v A

yc@v%ki \QQ:EQH

4

129'99 \Q Lo

RS WT>S

R A= /O DS 2NN

Prdsueaaye wekel

1

&+ 0k) 9T

k)

por \s\c&zbﬂ

hoaso] é&%
N m\\/N o

0l

X .~ - AN DA | ¢ A WA
240~ 1958 7x 11 L O VWS Ny A M SO T XA A KRS B
- ,L 4 \ 157506 ‘ ! ,\.W ~1 ; ,.//. 4 F\\ \ 25 ),u \,A\/ ,A..J. ,\‘...N /
/ /) |
6
N - O—f /) -, 27 ~ <3 / L~ 2 277 e 471 ) ,mv B = P O o
l\\.r\u\ SN &aTrer] O 7 G . YT Ay ‘g \\

‘: { _,.,;; <,

OyM ﬂ ‘_. J

A Yo bAnD ./
A

[ DM {ampa ,A.Q\H_

/

A

ve .w v \ J A

DA AL . ~ N
— &y S A R R £
\ 2w (Y

77 oS

SR AR IR Y

J./,))

—.«

Q\\vn%‘mv% :o\iﬂ

M/QLBjDQ \M\Ig\i §




¢

o 2 L+ \ 0 ,,..,
61
|

31

Y, / CJZ | J
B | L1

RS 4 , A N
Ll ‘ !

Ly8bscatls 1| | 23mz30maeey | NOFT LA el
- S

$28 S4aQof 2T | Sowusstr| AL IN LD




TINDETTLAO | Q

\ )vq/A AN \/\K\

b1 AT

o MRS IR

'S
A0
r\ .Q ¢ \ lFBN\N\b(\x ~‘d\.\
] el ok Ml
Bl e 3yl D | w4 LISY | gy et BD) | DTN SR ]
Il == IN D)
& | YT ISSILd L& a5y s
D \\\\\wlr..\\ ¢/ M x\h\m\m\w(RM HU 210 \N
,_ | . £ s
P 9) ~
n ) e ] . = ~ h\.v.i P A > V/(.‘ — ™~ .
\w\)\/)ﬂnyb\/;\ \MMV P =/ a \\«.\.\\\Q\i - \\N E\ iy _M,u@ \,&Vr\\ \ Q 7 A i P \?_
) /
n/\\ / - -z
\ 3 R ) ] =
axL{d s \\w/b\ Jw\w; QKQ \ARS;\ s QFQ.Q i
HANLVNDIS LOVINOD (17104 ND NOILVNOISAd NOILVZINVODYO HINVN
‘'ON

6107 ‘1LSNONV ;;0€ NO ALNNOD MANMVN NI 610 “TTI9 NOILDALOUd VLVA NO SONIIVHH OI'1d1d

ATNAAHOS SSUNLIM

NOLLVAONNI ANV NOLLVINYOJNI ‘NOLLVOINNAIWOD NO TFALLIANNOD TVINIWLAVIAd




el

«NNW&WQ% N.Nm.ﬁw

YoM 2l A

Cl

P ]

| M NP

]
TS

AN

ZS3ALUL—1TL9

[}~ 514
(g O AR R-7p%%

L0 Y ANHENTD RISV E
LN uw e ey

:,v{)ojq\@ =T A0 i

AN v | OV

ERNZNC B <\\ RORTE" R A [P ey - M&/Ekh "

IS IERAaN dnorly AL TIR QAo PSS
_) 4 ‘8

LIS ﬁm Q ey L ey e o BRI AP TS
, ¥ L

L e ww\vw\ Lo oY 3/ o g,/:/_ ..’t dovb NN a __,u,.wiv\ _SLUw.WM
9

T1-37 %)

o)) Y )

A YD Q/J\J W/x

N

A VORI

o

7R




Liaq \k»\Sv 2

1iNRA S A AR | A~/ NN DI __)%Q.
Z (Moo ) 2 33T AN Y Al A |V < 61
al®
| — Jp P e \u h= 1 (> U
US40 A = h > )Y
’ S . , 181
Ty gy @ \ - anf /@ VY 40 1380 e d@ by Jg
L1
D 2 el s - ~na S A Jalvall | 3 S s
pREINhRE A M Q | @Z ) 0. / # @ﬁu .
VNN Doy a by
| ;
SEROL D [ RN ST NoA =3\ —h RSN
| e RS AESINAN
S1
AR ANQ PURRAS TG | M \ .~
\ W wy Yo wW DOUIT)
1

Tt oS5l LR

ANSA RONAA

LAPSy
e "N




¢4/ NIT LA

153

YN A o\ NPT
—

0¢
\ | | Lok
—N 89958 Tt e Y ELN oy Py ] ) LNEA 62
<A L5 Mwm\\\ ) u\ m\m\ s.m_\/?\i ) \\dm\ 77/, \\H\
AR | 8
j_ . . 16 ¥ o ity A e 1z
Y orefonety o ~~ o Ué\d NG 9,\@&
Yy /m Vu\w \wdd\VWN\& Q\b\m\\rﬁbﬂ\a\ vﬁ\&\\\u D\\gv\ig)/)m .
et X:L T\Q&é\&.m\un@ 9¢
——" LY N7 D ST
2eetY DS @ , sy v
Dasd AN YN | BT G I So7
\ . i , =" T
FSobreQ | 729 W S| TR ;%/\ <5 N\VN
) . |
| 220790 MM
SNGAIAAVES - ;:;2 R T
AR I IE T IR A07) oAl 3P




.
24 1) by e

NG

NP IRNE DY

v B
- ah . QY Hy Y
4 @%Af,ﬁ ey s . 200 o3y G «A CswA
EEODYNRN N vydunE) ’
"TOED
~3 u- o I W
SR .\h;u‘.wuﬁ..»r.;u 7 aut Ny ds 7 )Q N/\D\Q\i_,ﬂ\_)\\dm‘HZ v
@\3\09..;+J.7 (e dl uL %P.WMZ\S\/\ mQMQZ lN%OL_.\UN\./ b
Py g Ra A Ve 3 A 7 ¥ Oy TV LT
(ks G Gl AT LT \\Wu\ AL S A Y 7L \\\“\\ 7NE7F, .
~ . , ‘
»Sﬁm\ < plon o D2t/ ¢ AnDA
,‘.bgaﬁcb Y25\ \ru,ﬂ.&djdf@ 27120960 FON NN R NI
( . S XAy
AD | irreh D nansobl LU 201100307 1sop) IV =2900 AnuD X3y y
"]
F HIANLVNDIS LOVINOD (17104 ND NOILVNOISAd NOILVZINVOIO VN
‘'ON

6107 YAIINILIIS nitl AVASENL NO 6107 “TTI9 NOLLDALOYd VIVA NO SONRIVAH DITdNd

NOLLVAONNI ANV NOLLVINMOANI

dTNATHDS SSANLIM

‘NOLLVDINNININOD NO JALLININOD TVININLAVIAQ



227" N0 =M mﬁnﬁ
) ed " 3\1 2 vy 24T ! ./\l{\,,& NQMO.IVQZ i /
\J&\W}Co/aqui)ap; m. htmﬁr Wond = ~Q \_, Hv rdil
AT foed 0 N 50483 L PRNG NwN G
")
%0 (S 2+ P WIS i
) 3
- \ % )7 / Vi \
= B M | Wy WA RUWNYY % (Sé
%w b\ G 3%&68 ) Tj/;ﬂ A MR TN .
|
172} A5 NG ﬁ
e - oWl &\V\ ‘ Hu: .TN.DCQ N CDE 204 ﬂ»ﬁ
h @ q BﬁF. 2 :.Ssmw .
70 NOBD A 6
[74
¥ 240
27 @)
Mad m\mhl ~ QO ,\._w\
;QM& adsaq ®70d57] | 3miLaoIxm 2T 0 Y HooSy ~ .
Z.2E Shdelh Jm”)
. A/o\/> .d 74X \/ ?d/) . S
~ \‘A G 2 e S ,\f eu/z «\:l))ﬂJ - J)\/)..J))/ﬁ\} \/)..Q/\A ¢ LD /2
29 A L ey ~ %\ * ‘/
\, 7 Y M PN viaAle ﬁ ﬁ,\: ?\7&/{ zf.f_)duJ.
\\% T oSt Zid q N 2ONEC SIRGY) SN R O3 SYWSS| ANTIBY .
NOY 7 NNDOSO




3 ~
10N D . PV RSO
[SFA RIS SURVAVIRVY e IIAVANNYi ydf,i AWNY AW VAORRNYKW WY O |
Ql INA, 7
DY
) | SEINY
A N2AVARNY
, W Q| vl 1 wﬁvﬁ i )o‘@ Q,TJWFU\\.M/.D\A /k .M\v \meﬂ\ W\k‘ / f\d
fehoaoaoay 4 ™) k=3 AN s . o
y (Y arT¥ \ Ea ~N O > I
Pl o “wou=z2 vy = Y AV DT N Q = -z
DY .,mt\:x_u,.@,m_sg @ QJ@\, U%:/z
by - ou AP oy | m-‘_ | |- e
v/ = AT Saadiley iUy DU |
TANLVNDOIIS LOVINOO (1104 ND NOILVNDISId NOILVZINVOYUO HINVN
‘ON

6107 YAANALIIS ;LT AVASANL NO 6107

NOILVAONNI ANV NOILLVINJOJNI ‘NOLLVOINNIWINOD NO dA.LLI

ATNATHOS SSANLIM

‘TTI€9 NOLLDALOYd VLVA NO SONIIVAH or1dand

WINOD TVINANLAVJAd




e

wl)d y:\@cu F\N&UGE\\
:uv NCr:\v e_\ \JSL

b e R

“

r_ §_ @\\v vds@_/m

YO TFLsY v

Cl

A Ay

n

N )]
- \ 1 / J
{ -
hatc Qi b v fo | ot A ...‘\,,,v
s s~ T4 @ O D)
L3O s A osst®

1S D

~ 1 M
v

/ -
, ,.Q\tr\ U Q:z. /,\/.( L\w

LN

N RN S PARRVARS E

ENAN a2

ADHLR

PA -AnvSK9 ﬂ)ﬁs
@o 1S MO

(

5703 »oaL
% S) U\ J\CB\,J_Q

“aNaT

O A

QU SAAM N

\
.\‘ 4+ ALY \J\ ~ .J.) J,Q/&?.?VJ,
T )

AN ,.fu/[ v .J). ,4.,).,j
L . 1

(%2

ot A [
< @.\ | Nm
-~ {

\ a.~.\iw.aw~b)~.qq‘vmf. MU

u/mr, RBOPE o s V] o

(4 NS ) o2 T Tha Attt AMY)

¥ s/

h €D

el LIS

=l akiar MBI 'S

—




¢

61

81

L1

91

[ G

i

Q
e ot

o ¢ QP\T\M\% 0

<
W )
-

R LT

Ly 2t/

s S,
By B i .
- (VF L)

el




I

%ﬁi@ECéi
|

7 A | L

y N [reraw JWT TR ON ey vy | g

VL g gl g PO
ey e vow o VTN g
— \\S\W f I S5 > J)/ﬂy f,,u/,\wO./wJ ,/a ffclsu/n»,\;*wv,/// - /w,u/”,,w\ ,/ C/Jw)f Am
G [wiiers [7m eowwacnl) THF Ty | O 17PY A

|
|

|

G@NQ»WNN.N-O

] ¢
WiV o)y [AOMpNeh Ay

\dma&w

JUNLYNDOIS |

YIGANN |
31190

(1In4 (11n4
Ni) ININLYY4IA  Ni) NOILVNDIS3A

-
(11n4 N1) IWVN | 'ON

BSEQUION -3MIN3A

BIOZ snBny yig)  :31v0
RI0Z ‘Ing uonaaindy eieq ayj :epuaby

1517 3DNVANILLY SSINLIM/ 22uepuanieul

NOISS3S QYIHL — INJWVITYVd H14TIML

A1GINFSSY TYNOILVN




\,.hua.&ﬂ\ Zshree cBle - ) Ny {,\aom«w&i \?4.,1\ »«3.\.{“ !

\ | _ i \ | | _
TETEILELY Fey 30 VW PR SSREESE geva] P

| | | | 9
2N TOONY | VIVAOY| [ob 9ot e wawe|7  duoydalg
m , 5

mwmu:voe_% xama\m\\/ SR ST Wb e

‘ 1STL3S ¥od ijm\\/ | YV IVNIAT ISYR P SRS TSN TZYY |

w w j E

m T Z A, 752Th] =20 < A

| | - | |

— TANLYNOIS ANV TIVINA | ANOHJATAL _rZC~F<N_Z<U~_O ﬁ ADNANLILSNOD "ON dlI AWVN | "ON
TETSETEaET ALV L SFEEAE AR (ALNAOD

6107 “1119 NOILDALOUd VIVA AHL NO NOILLVJIDILIVd D11dNd
S o3 M| I
o e A ol | wo e qd..x.mh..ﬁqd@: NO AALLININOD TVINTIWLAVAAA dHL
6107 ‘NOISSAS QUIHL - INJWYITIVd HLATamL
ATGWASSY TYNOILVN JHL

VANIN G DTN

1




Z | @8eg

T PR WIS [ LA RSeS| ey
| A.F

i C
wmbi &%mwoymﬁg 4aP13 A Y omwmg% EhorA STARY IMo )
na@wu\ Jﬁmawmﬁ\o 13p)2-N o N W &mm_%ivo, Oug4 s NN B
P ;Uiu/qﬂ\\..r:ﬂro —oa 2 —A UYL | Q21RGvengi NN
EE— S— O—
L | 33aLES DO poguz|—A YO | LehehSHh o3y - STIRIN
i sl
m\)@» “ ILLELCEQ, a2 @ wevm(N e NN | LSTILES P LA cC@tMMX\,
| I . 7 B X Ll
LSO oW JA] vty RLEEEIH AT BMAS]
N iﬂ\iuNM._;!&-w w7 fi;m?\\._.‘i.ﬂ,,;_ﬂww‘m\&&w‘ Coruyng) g i § [
\N\W L9UL [ 5ETLO 7/ A | \& b1
NG fea 8160 g | | vy et ey [V 3 ST ATY
_ | i L | ) Jid
2P LGascChEl Y\ ®2/ 4 vl | A URTTY X
B : _ ol P el
R LS| g/ R o Ted Sfm&\ M
N N | !
w@u?zw ¥e) a@quﬁé/éw,@@mmw% EEIVENARAIAS. mgomvﬂwﬂ%naq,i 2//,®W
oAb A eI SSS Bk L0 ” IMUE D mmsse@ VATHITA ﬁ%u\s,
| M L | | 01
w7 a8 GToowohob & G35 bibbyto WUnSIV 4 5 g2 10OVSIY | Vomaus
| a ko w« ‘wﬁ% T tu%mw@ NWAC ynvd8Y
27 . ‘ %w\dl R T O A R AT
7 u@.:«‘@\m}@\c sa:m@g »ém_‘ﬁ»o E%wSQS_ Bv,. }NNAR\M \&5\:\@ \W:»&Q

CHANLAVNDIS ANV IIVINE - ANOHJITAL  NOLLYZINVIDUO - ADNUALLLSNOD CON AL AWV




e

. i1
ﬂbﬂd\ qI0060-92kT WIITF oA VLA | 9T e ETTYEIVIET (|

Ty | o 1€
TR ﬁwﬁ TERBHIE T maag ] | € \,.i\ ¢ RN B I R S

. *log
KL <0292 (D | = oS U AW LoLsiy (s Yy

\)\.\5 ‘ _m \N H.om
79028 L0 Amagm/ \ Blidpl  EE2 TTe e bhslontpm |y

C oA '8¢

4 S

= LipsblLg  1zo'y YLIOWN [ 5105209) 92w v vz v o

O & 4 & P o 139 . P R Y LT
Ty LodEocLe ¥ EEFFARENCARTIAS Y B IECEE N A BN O Y

| | 9z
b Tt T OV e

0 ) i -

! | _ |
- TPROIZCL | SEVEZ L | THOCNpZ) PRI T 7
= | &Q" - | Mm | \.E
| . P@W #mm@mmm:mgv Y3613 (N Cowllaw T EEseS

AANLYNOIS ANV TIVINE | ANOHIHTAL - NOLLVZINYDNO L AONANLLLSNOD | ONar HJINVN




=X
fw,mw7gnu uu/»ﬁ/\

/ r{@ E%n@.m.% Sﬁi CJ:E VIZIAW oh g2 YWNC ?&wﬁ: :
Y N |
| X = i\@ ﬁoﬁ%ﬂ&o ool s SRS | LN dsSal hvalelst ol
w& e A =) 2NN [ssson? PISUA IIRG |
r..@.ﬁufmu/@ ,mgf(ur//fﬂ QITHASTLQ s}uﬁk xcéUr e ,u(/u.//uk TRIEFREE | PeSST | TG BN
= P [ B
f)n.)&r.L)@ Shney vJ\uQ NN,N_QN% \PNNKH\\Lﬁ N&QS \> vﬂ\\\\\/ S\N MQQME\ <FD%§\ m\®q .
T T A5 AT A o, : LA ZTRGR = D  0 OF )
PN A R BT e A B
. | I J | 4o 2 [Ny
S | I B el
JRANLVNDIS ANV TIVINY “ ANOHAHTIAL | NOILVZINVDUO | ADNANLILSNOD "ON (1 AINVN | "ON
BTESCTgO S ALY OTEETEOTAL ALNI0D

vma R~ )nU(Z\;
AN ~ Q13T >?_U,\ - G:OU ?jrhEOU NO A LLIWINOOD TVINTNWLAVJAd JHL

6107 “1718 NOILLDILOUd YLV AHL NO NOILLVIIDILAVd D1'19nd

6107 ‘NOISSAS QUIHL — INJWVITIYd HLATIALL
ATIINASSY TYNOLLYN 11,

CANAM A0 O1TdNdHN




7 | 98eg4

(44

‘1<

0¢

6l

i 81

- . Ll

| ‘ ) - - ‘91

i1

Pl

NN ESITHOHD PANZT[ A VIR RS T
S Qe Ar?s\@vs“)i B ysnaetO T D Mo XN T I Gt 2 SA\J\SQ@‘.O_
?a . ,% §;frz FLIN S ey

,
f

MUNLYNDIS ANY HYINT _ ANOHIATAL | NC /51,\ NYOUO L ADNHAALIISNOD - CONUiE AINYN ! ON




2919S 9NN @A Guriamodma

o}

75 e ls WYLl () 22077 \ \\ [ 57 M)\f & [~ ' NEAY N \%m\e\ No .

. ;ﬁﬂ?yafﬂf o=V | Ry | A 1Y
) T 8

g N 1955822722 YN A0 -\ =N A [ ws vH ==
bz 27 ,

\ \
— Als YL TT L/ RSN VDL T N eg VAN, N Y

TR e ==\ SEL| W [P0 [ =)
‘9

wwnl CRERRTTLLS pmEg [ [01eeSTT | MY |ETIT Y XS
'S

— $10CI2 om\b u=2473 . N L SLSSHS PN &v\b d Yruaay
v

A e sisao¥h LTLO| ~e=aT3 | M ,mw%@ S ¥ w& —] QwevT) Moz
.,@ AW % 74 12 g

.Mh“\n\..,\w A } N 1 L =
Gﬁl »ﬂg NN U_.NMN\\OMNPQ \N\\Z\QJ,MN\\/ .w,N‘\\:JQMU - h\\.\N\\x\\\b\L .\\\AVA;H\\\\W .N

LY Sy MON bz e | PO NS ITEA | 55 2h o9 | s, Waiela O, W 1P Wy
T

6T0Z ‘1SNONV ,, ST TVILN3QIS3Y -NON

JYNLYNOIS /IVILN3QIS3¥ | "ON 31180W NOILVZINVOYO "ON/Ql | ¥3aN3ID JNVN | 'ON

6102 ‘1SNONV ,,,S1
610Z 7119 NOILD310¥d V1vd IHL NO ONINVIH 2178Nd 33LLININOD AUV.ININWVITIVL

AFLSIOTY NOISSINAY




VIS IO ._.,o Yo vaamad

et

, 297, otsesi4o TRTS/N | CISC/ITC | W | YW IS
- K44
4| pey oL Rl g RTE/A et | WY el I
2 P / ;0 : / ¢
Sﬁ)@ge Fo 47 SYPM T I DY %70 7> \_ >R AV A T M [T A ;\.m::z.\:ﬁv;
_ 0z
w/nbl@% o o RN |t ol HiekQ a0 T3 — AN QZ16QsQ =] VY SN IA JEYEN]
61
\M\V)%W QLW N (L el 20T A (), S5ILES 4 |2eneA W vOSETY
‘8T
NN olvarvl  l9go0tfs s1to JAPP2 N Lheh T = Wwiws NN
a1} KA"
S 39 NTLA hoh SRR @ ¥3G w\\u\.\/ 213l g ?,Décd&. T WG Qlt
) A . _ ‘91
Wor| LUI(LW  |gohs709249 Jap &\3 Ds6S9r0| | vborA  STWPYoyum
/ 'St
B ITHW DIctzST 40 23974 \ Al agsLatoy] 4 Qv LYW nand
, vl
—~ i O.LTMJWTP\Q M.\n.w%\l\wd @D > =2 G 727 - .Nrn_.ouw 7 S IR AR
2 Jﬁ,@ . \ \ 2 7 7 l\.\ 5 v T
€T
\N\e,\) IV | G9Ghih beed| TS o s 00usN | SEbo9I9bk W YWUNC YN a9y
] c VoURY  wimel .
NV va(\ ) oot =AY \ /N \ A ™~ NIV A4
J\V ! 0 o - M T
~ b ea LI N o< . ...N\..\D /c\.iu d7= / . \HN,.Mfm\).e@, \ ) 3 A
e )b%% CENTL Aty A 7N uk N - IV 2 »\5
‘0T
610z ‘1snonv st | TVILN3QIS3d -NON
JUNLYNDIS /IVILN3QISI¥ |  "ON 318SOW NOILVZINVOYO ON/al| ¥3aN3D JNVN | "ON




W3S J:J\,A.,® U3 OVIAT

TINTCY N 4

®BAcp-97+ 0 &m@im;\r t.Q72.G1 Q) LN Winys Y, enly
LE
— e yly EE-S00¢2 (Y Zoww Lk (R ¢ - QBT Yo ialiy
- \ 0E
| YRR2ANA 1RER2TL0 224 A . MZ2z vl o9 4 [lrOBS Prs UM 4|
‘SE
2 | so9by 91 0 MWow) | bbbl g W p v ewW b aw g/
.2 / T, | Ve
NANN b (4 ~32Q V2 A bateshE S P77 IR AN,
= , . k33
WALt R A [ BLEE8E] b [QkNRMIQ daasah
A . ._ . . 1 e
M,_Oﬂ,,D,__\ TLIHLE 010 YN @[T W | ap?1. Q <T0vH9
Ll . . i3
QMY AbHITSETHD 2202 NI 95772, — SIGY NLag
‘0¢
T gdeSleekol TTEUES | 30RIveR] N Wy TR
N . i AEnod — 67
INOENU R (BT LE W ISV V| bleodds| 3 | TeORN PNTETT
f g TZTI =K v ¢ ? O<T Yy S=2> v R
T o B A N e A R R et
W.\ww \Q\“q\\un\\\\\a\ .‘.\ﬂ‘\y\\\x\ﬂ,\mo A\\“\ﬂ\\\llm \\( Gum\N.m\Mh\».“\\ \\/\ ,L\nwt\\\\\\\,\\\. \Q\h\\wm\% Lz
a '9¢
oo YW BEL 5SS/ /L Q Z2aviZ \ N QTST O I N Y, Y IFTNT GOy
TSy | ETEROVA e Y INTT /N EIRET U SR TBNTEY
/7 - ) . / ; N vz
R Iy (ST NN T | T T STWoHy
i€
6102 .&run«.amﬁ TVILN3QIS3Y¥ -NON N
JYNLYNOIS /IVILN3QIS3Y | "ON 3TI80W NOILVZINVDYO 'ON/Ql | ¥3AN3D

JNVN

'ON




Aiy&“ﬁ by Tlo AN [0S IT LD )T oy @ 9 LLSL S Mﬁ f(;k\xﬁ N :\,?4.
—% NOWIT| BTS20 DT o5som_l| VRN N cHa T
~ ALWOHLOY DI B b : A P

A [ Aong s steebetQ PPR] 0] el ISS |92lSeSTE | A, Wt | SIS windos
‘0S

O WIRWS|TLLLLeTh O | DY E)G / NO[PhRsLLL W PR 2 LU

¢ A 2859 2P| L7t %Ca\ A 0083s(e| T | STl VST

IR PSEISSIED| AT 222 A |17 EN 22 T AT Xz
) f 4 - _ Ly

., 3%&_\ PRGN AV 7N | AAGTS | o T TN
] s - — - | 4
SN oo RIS TNV [ TelbE®| | ST PY ¥50adS

o /_L SECTORAS| 35 © [N BR[| JVaEIl YTES
AT [T O | A | S0eesey| TSN ey
/\w.@ﬁcfc TEOTTED[  GOD | (| HIeEINA] § | NS «DFS&M | =
/mﬁcég&k ESTIRNIEES L0} > A SCLBSCG = NTSSTH @IS =
TS (GEETE IS (T A | SO0LSS[ W | et K]

PP SOUARIS | T E N NTTRTES I~ GBJ\ eswdyﬂ
‘6€

l.nummr SONILVI~N (1L L s68)L0 VY < h1osZ2@9] . A2Z ) W qN:\N
610z 1snonv st | 1VILN3QISTY -NON %
JUYNLVYNDIS /IVILN3QIS3Y 'ON 31180 NOILVZINYDYO "ON/al Y3aN3o JINVN | 'ON




2NN

-

IMONA mazym.s 3 OV

JdLvn3a

L9

99

'S9

V9

‘€9

79

19

‘09

‘65

‘85

=D

A SN A T I

@2et ST €0

A

022 09%2h

THT T O O g Sy

LS

/%

by wo

555 13F 1110

SN ell

Fea7)leg

BAIRIY, PROIN

9s

E

N J

ﬂ\diﬂl.ﬁ_ A

GL§YSe s

s AL ﬁd&\h@

'SS

v

Ry

a® th@(/

oGy \gj

UL Ly

., W/.«ddb\ 5;_};/2

VS

fLﬂg

VHNDTHN

ha.cT-TEEQ

QMhW

It4takhsSh

MW N W

‘€S

610Z ‘1SNONV , ST
JYNLIVNDIS

TVILN3QIS3d -NON

/1VILN3AIS3Y

‘ON 371190

NOILVZINVDHO

"ON/ai

43AN3D

JNVN

‘'ON




N
3 .
231 2y 63 3 OWIAIN I I -
TAAIS 1 Q.:.vamx?@ TAvJdinmt 3

...................................... LRI L 0L Y, | e s s s s s e 05 INTRUSIG S JODIYH0 UOISSIWIPY

‘T

‘ott

611

‘811

LTT

El]

'ST1

141

610z ‘1snonv st | TVILN3QISIY -NON
JYNLYNOIS /1V11N3QIS3Y "ON 371190 NOLLVZINVOYO 'ON/Ql | ¥3ON3D JWNVN | 'ON




_ _

FO 355 187 TILC RITGRIY §51 TG DI I BRI BRI

| |

} — - . _ |
| VIR | DD | INF=Y LN
 ¥38WNN M3 (14 ]
JWNLYNDIS | IUSOW  NI) ININL¥VAIG NI) NOLLYNDISID (114 NI) INYN | "ON
ESEQUON -3MINIA BIOZ 3snbny g 31v0

BIDZ 'I1'g uonaajo.y ejeq ay| epuaby
1S17 IDNVANILLY SSINLIM/ 3duepusiiey;

NOISS3S YIHL —~ INJAVITEVE H11dML

ATIWISSY TYNOILYN




REPUBLIC OF KENYA

PARLIAMENT

NATIONAL ASSEMBLY LEGISLATIVE PROPOSALS

(Legislative Proposal No......... of 2019)

THE CHILDREN LEGISLATIVE PROPOSAL, 2019

(This Legislative Proposal, if approved under S.O 114(8) of the National Assembly Standing Orders,
will be published in the Kenya Gazette as a Bill)



The Children Bill, 2019

THE CHILDREN BILL, 2019
ARRANGEMENT OF CLAUSES
Clause

PART I - PRELIMINARY
1. Short title
2. Interpretation

3. Overriding objectives of the Act

PART II - SAFEGUARDS FOR THE RIGHTS AND BEST INTERESTS OF THE CHILD
4. Realisation of the rights of the child
5. Survival and development of the child
6. Name and nationality
7. Best interests of the child
8. Non-discrimination
9. Differential treatment not discriminatory
10. Right to parental care
11. Right to social security
12. Right to education
13. Right to leisure, recreation and play
14. Right to religious education
15. Right to healthcare
16. Right to inheritance
17. Protection from child labour
18. Protection from armed conflicts
19. Rights of children with disabilities
20. Protection from abuse, etc.
21. Protection from harmful cultural rites, etc.
22. Protection from illicit drugs and substance abuse
23. Right to freedom from torture, etc.
24. Detention of children in conflict with the law
25. Privacy
26. Right to assemble, demonstrate, picket, petition and participate in public life

27. Enforcement of rights under this Part
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