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THE CABINET SECRETARY MINISTRY OF INTERIOR & COORDINATION OF NATIONAL
GOVERNMENT…………………………………........2ND RESPONDENT.
AFFIDAVIT OF DR. THOMAS FISHER OF PRIVACY INTERNATIONAL
I, DR. THOMAS FISHER of Privacy International, 62 Britton Street, London, EC1M 5UY, United
Kingdom, make oath and state as follows: I. INTRODUCTION
1. I am a Research Officer with Privacy International and am authorised to swear this affidavit
on behalf of Privacy International (PI) PI was established in 1990 as a non-profit, nongovernmental organisation based in London although its work is global. PI works at the
intersection of modern technologies and rights. It envisions a world in which the right to
privacy is protected, respected, and fulfilled. PI believes that privacy is essential to the
protection of autonomy and human dignity, serving as the foundation upon which other
human rights are built. In order for individuals to fully participate in the modern world,
developments in law and technologies must strengthen and not undermine the ability to
freely enjoy this right. Privacy International is committed to fighting for the right to privacy
for everyone, everywhere. We are building the global movement because people must have
access to privacy protection without regard to citizenship, race and ethnicity, economic
status, gender, age, or education.
2. Privacy International has been working on issues relating to identification systems since its
foundation. The organisation played a notable and influential role in scrutinizing the
proposed ID system in the UK from 2002 until 2010. The UK government scrapped the ID
system in 2010 after having spent over £257 million and issued 15,000 cards.1 Privacy
International also has a network of partner civil society organisations around the globe, in
Latin America, Africa and Asia. As a result, it forms a nexus for critically engaging with
identity systems around the world, and is a source of research, educational resources, and
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analysis. I am an expert in digital systems and privacy rights.
3. I have worked as a Research Officer at Privacy International since February 2016. I lead
Privacy International’s work on identity systems, working with an interdisciplinary team of
lawyers, technologists, and communication specialists at Privacy International on themes
surrounding national identity systems. As part of this, I have conducted research on identity
systems in Latin America, Asia, and Africa, and supported research conducted by our
partner organisations around the world. I am on the UK government’s Privacy and
Consumer Advisory Group. I have a PhD from the Centre of African Studies at the University
of Edinburgh.
4. Where the contents of this statement are within my knowledge, I confirm that they are
true; where they are not, I have identified the source of the relevant information, and I
confirm that they are true to the best of my knowledge, expertise and belief.
II. RIGHT TO PRIVACY
5. The right to privacy is a fundamental right enshrined in many constitutions around the
world, as well as in international human rights law, including in Article 12 of the Universal
Declaration of Human Rights and Article 17 of the International Covenant on Civil and
Political Rights.
6. The right to privacy is multi-faceted and enables other rights. A fundamental aspect of it,
increasingly relevant to people’s lives, is the protection of individuals’ data. As early as 1988,
the UN Human Rights Committee, recognised the need for data protection laws to
safeguard the fundamental right to privacy.2 In 2011, the U.N. Special Rapporteur on the
Promotion and Protection of the Right to Freedom of Opinion and Expression issued a
report similarly noting that “the protection of personal data represents a special form of
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respect for the right to privacy.”3
7. The use of any data by the State including the implementation of an ID system must be
done against this backdrop with respect for all fundamental human rights.
8. In understanding the use of data by the state, it is necessary to differentiate some terms.
Civil registration – including birth registration – is distinct from the concept of identity
systems. Civil Registration is defined by the United Nation’s Department of Economic and
Social Affairs:
“Civil registration is defined as the continuous, permanent, compulsory and universal
recording of the occurrence and characteristics of vital events pertaining to the
population, as provided through decree or regulation in accordance with the legal
requirements in each country.”4
9. As was made clear in the analysis by Privacy International on Sustainable Development Goal
16.9 – “By 2030, provide legal identity for all, including birth registration” – this is distinct
from a broader identity system that can include features such as unique identification
numbers, biometrics, and ID cards5.
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10. While the benefits of civil registration systems are broadly accepted, identity systems
remain a deeply contested domain. As outlined in this affidavit, features of identity systems
raise serious concerns for human rights.
II. CONCERNS AND SAFEGUARDS
11. This section highlights some of the concerns that Privacy International has seen emerging
from identity systems around the world. Some of these concerns can be partially mitigated
by legal, procedural and technological safeguards. As the World Bank’s ID4D initiative
states: “Identification systems must be underpinned by legal and regulatory frameworks
and strong policies that promote trust in the system, ensure data privacy and security,
mitigate abuse such as unauthorized surveillance in violation of due process, and ensure
provider accountability.”6
12. However, it is essential that these mitigations are implemented at the design stage, rather
than implemented later. As the ID4D says: "With the rollout of digital identification systems,
there is a unique opportunity to ensure that privacy is embedded at the onset into these
systems, as opposed to having it be an afterthought, as has been the case in many
developed countries."7
13. There would be no good reason that a system being implemented today should not learn
the lessons from systems around the world, as later implementation will mean that the
mitigations are significantly less effective.
14. However, mitigations cannot solve all problems with identity systems, and challenges
remain. This statement focusses on particular concerns with identity systems relating to the
6
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use of biometrics and unique identifiers (as described in Section C below); consequences
such as exclusion, data breaches, mission creep, access to and retention of data; and
safeguards/ mitigation like data protection.
A. Biometrics
15. Biometrics is the “measurement of unique and distinctive physical, biological and
behavioural characteristics used to confirm the identity of individuals”.8 Modalities can
include fingerprints, iris, facial photographs, vein patters, etc. Key features of the physical
body are extracted and stored as an electronic template9, that is then stored – usually in
either a centralised database, or in a smartcard. This template can be used to authenticate
the identity of an individual – this is a 1-1 match of the individual against the stored
template, to answer the question, “Is this x?”. Biometrics can also be used to identify an
individual – this is a 1-many match, to answer the question “Who is this?”10
16. The use of biometrics presents a unique set of concerns. In 2018, the United Nations High
Commissioner for Human Rights issued a Report on the right to privacy in the digital age11,
which highlights significant human rights concerns with the creation of mass databases of
biometric data:
“Such data is particularly sensitive, as it is by definition inseparably linked to a
particular person and that person’s life, and has the potential to be gravely abused.
For example, identity theft on the basis of biometrics is extremely difficult to remedy
and may seriously affect an individual’s rights. Moreover, biometric data may be
8

Annexed hereto and marked as “TF-4” is “Privacy International (2013) Biometrics: Friend or Foe of Privacy?”

https://privacyinternational.org/sites/default/files/2017-11/Biometrics_Friend_or_foe.pdf: page 5
9

An electronic template is the storing of key, distinct features of a biometric sample. When the individual

presents themselves for authentication, their physical features are compared to this template.
10

Privacy International (2013) Biometrics: Friend or Foe of Privacy?

https://privacyinternational.org/sites/default/files/2017-11/Biometrics_Friend_or_foe.pdf
11

Annexed hereto and marked as “TF-5” is “United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights (2018) The

right to privacy in the digital age, report of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights, 3 August
2018, A/HRC/39/29, available at: https://undocs.org/A/HRC/39/29”

6

used for different purposes from those for which it was collected, including the
unlawful tracking and monitoring of individuals. Given those risks, particular
attention should be paid to questions of necessity and proportionality in the
collection of biometric data. Against that background, it is worrisome that some
States are embarking on vast biometric data-base projects without having adequate
legal and procedural safeguards in place.”12
17. Some individuals may have biometric features that make it challenging or impossible to
enrol or authenticate an individual, for example manual labourers can have worn
fingerprints13. In some occasions, it may be inappropriate or privacy invasive to collect facial
photographs, for example for those who wear headgear for religious reasons14, or are part
of communities who object to having their photograph taken15. Thus, for some, enrolling in
a biometric system can be physically impossible or privacy invasive. Risks with exclusion are
covered further in Section A below.
18. Another challenge is that biometrics can potentially be used to identify an individual for
their entire lifetime. This means that caution has to be shown in the face of changing
regimes or political contexts, and also the changes in technology. The technology
surrounding biometrics is continually evolving, which places new pressures and risks on
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biometric systems. For example, it is possible to clone a fingerprint from a photograph,
using commercially-available software16.
19. Unlike a password, an individual’s biometrics cannot be changed. The dissenting judgment
from Justice Chandrachud of the Supreme Court of India when ruling on the Aadhaar case
recognised that: “Once a biometric system is compromised, it is compromised forever….
Passwords and numbers can be changed, but how does one change the basic biological
features that compromise biometrics in the event that there is a theft?” 17
20. A further issue is that biometrics are essentially probabilistic. Other means of authenticating
the individual are deterministic: for example, when a PIN is entered, there is either a match
with the stored PIN or there is not. However, biometrics are different. As the UK’s National
Cyber Security Centre puts it, “However, no two captures of biometric data will produce
truly 'identical' results. So, a biometric system must make an estimation as to whether two
biometric samples come from the same individual.”18 Thus, a biometric system is not
making a definitive decision on whether an individual is who he or she claims to be, but
rather a probabilistic one. This means that some are going to be excluded from what they
are entitled to, or falsely accepted as somebody they are not, as a result.
21. The use of a centralised database for biometrics compounds concerns. In considering the
fundamental rights implications of storing biometric data in identity documents and
residents cards, the European Union Agency for Fundamental Rights (“FRA”) found, “The
creation of national dactyloscopic [fingerprint biometric] databases of all identity and
residence cards holders would constitute a grave interference with the right to respect for
private and family life (Article 7 of the Charter [European Union Charter of Fundamental
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Rights]) and with the right to protection of personal data (Article 8 of the Charter).”19
22. The FRA also found: “The establishment of a central national database would also increase
the risk of abuse for using the data for other purposes than those originally intended. Due
to its scale and the sensitive nature of the data which would be stored, the consequences
of any data breach could seriously harm a potentially very large number of individuals. If
such information ever falls into the wrong hands, the database could become a dangerous
tool against fundamental rights.”20
Mitigations
23. In recognition of the particular concerns raised by the use of biometrics, consideration
should be given to whether the stated purpose could be achieved by a less intrusive
approach and any use requires to be accompanied by legal, procedural and technical
safeguards.
24. The High Commissioner of Human Rights, recommends that States, inter alia “Ensure that
data-intensive systems, including those involving the collection and retention of biometric
data, are only deployed when States can demonstrate that they are necessary and
proportionate to achieve a legitimate aim;21
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25. This is emphasised in the U.N. General Assembly Resolution on The Right to Privacy in the
Digital Age, “Noting the increase in the collection of sensitive biometric information from
individuals, and stressing that States must respect their human rights obligations and that
business enterprises should respect the right to privacy and other human rights when
collecting, processing, sharing and storing biometric information by, inter alia, considering
the adoption of data protection policies and safeguards,”22
26. Increasingly data protection laws recognise the need to afford extra protection to biometric
data. The following are examples of data protection instruments that recognise the
sensitivity of biometric data and require special protections. The Council of Europe
Modernised Convention for the Protection of Individuals with Regard to the Processing of
Personal Data (“Convention 108 +”). Article 6, provides that biometric data uniquely
identifying a person shall only be allowed where appropriate safeguards are enshrined in
law, complementing those of Convention 108 +. The European General Data Protection law
(“GDPR”). Article 9, prohibits the processing of biometric data for the purpose of uniquely
identifying a natural person subject to limited exceptions. The Brazilian General Data
Protection Law (“LGPD”), Federal Law no. 13,709/2018, Article 5 also provides special
protections for biometric data. These additional protections for biometric data are in
addition to other safeguards provided for in data protection law as set out below.
27. Another example, of a mitigation for the use of biometrics is to avoid storing the biometric
templates in a centralised database, to seek to mitigate the concerns highlighted in above.
This may avoid the risks of a system being used for identification, rather than just
authentication. It is possible to store biometric data locally – for example, on a smartcard in
an individual’s possession. As the London School of Economics report on the UK Identity
Card, stated, “There is an enormous difference in the implications for the human right to
privacy between this type of system, and one where a biometric is only stored locally in a
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smartcard “23. The use of a smartcard alternative to a centralised biometric database is
found, for example, in the UK’s biometric passport. A biometric facial image is stored on a
chip on the passport, and there is no centralised database. This meets the ICAO
requirements for a biometric travel document, which does not require a centralised
database24. Designing systems without a centralised database can also reduce the risk of a
major data breach of biometric data, discussed in Section D below.
B. Exclusion
28. One of the concerns of identity systems is that they lead to exclusion: individuals not being
able to access goods and services to which they are entitled, thus potentially impacting
upon other rights, including social and economic rights. This exclusion as a result of an
identification system can come in various forms.
29. Exclusion can impact individuals who are entitled to but not able to get an identification
card or number. Privacy International conducted research in Chile, where a single identity
number is used for a very broad range of purposes in the public and private spheres. It is
required to access state health care, to sign some contracts, and is used as a ‘loyalty card’ in
some shops. Privacy International conducted research, in particular with migrants who were
entitled to but not able to get a card, often – as they saw it – because of the pressure that
the bureaucracy was under. The research found that as a result these individuals
experienced difficulties in accessing state healthcare, change jobs, move house, or even
getting married.25
30. The exclusion connected to identity cards can take other forms. Even people enrolled onto a
biometric system can suffer exclusion. In India, the State of Aadhaar report found that
23
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Aadhaar-related issues prevented an estimated 2 million people receiving the food subsidy
they were entitled to due in three Indian states alone. This included biometric failure in the
authentication of individuals; failings in the seeding of Aadhaar numbers; and failings in the
connectivity or electricity supply of Point-of-Sale devices26.
C. Unique identifiers
31. One of the features of many identity systems is the problems emerging from the use of the
unique identifier. This is a unique number or code, for example an ID number. It is a feature
of an ID system that proves particularly problematic. The ‘seeding’ of this ID number, across
multiple government or private sector databases, provides the risk of providing a “360
degree view” of an individual. This proves a challenge in both the public and private
spheres.
32. The linking and seeding of databases with a single number gives the opportunity for all
information about an individual, across multiple databases, to be accessed. As a judge in a
UK case stated: "[I]f the information obtained by the police, the Inland Revenue, the social
security services, the health service and other agencies were to be gathered together in one
file, the freedom of the individual would be gravely at risk. The dossier of private
information is the badge of the totalitarian state."27
33. Dangers also exist in the use of these unique identifiers by the private sector. It can lead to
the exploitation of individuals and their data. As the London School of Economics explained
in their report of the UK identity scheme, “Furthermore, service providers and other parties
would be able to electronically profile individuals across multiple activities on the basis of
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the universal electronic identifiers that would inescapably be disclosed when individuals
interact with service providers.”28
34. In the ruling of the Indian Supreme Court on Aadhaar, the section of the Aadhaar Act that
allowed private companies to use Aadhaar authentication was declared unconstitutional.
The Court found, “Allowing private entities to use Aadhaar numbers will lead to commercial
exploitation of an individual’s personal data without his/her consent and could lead to
individual profiling.”29
35. There are also new opportunities for fraud presented by the presence of a single ID system.
As the report by the LSE states, in the case of someone making use of ID information
maliciously, an ID with a limited purpose also limits the harms that can be caused to the
individual. However, an ID with a broad purpose presents more opportunities for a
malicious actor to act fraudulently: “the damage that identity thieves can cause would no
longer be confined to narrow domains, nor would identity thieves be impaired any longer by
the inherent slowdowns of today’s non-electronic identification infrastructure.”30
Mitigations
36. An identity system does not have to have a unique, single, persistent identifier or ‘identity
number’ for the citizens enrolled. For example, the UK’s Verify.gov system enables a citizen
to verify their identity online, for example when accessing government services. This does
not involve a single, unique identity number for individuals to authenticate their identities31,
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but rather makes use of third-party identity providers that can gave varying levels of
assurance that an individual is who that they calim to be.
37. Similarly, in Germany, it is prohibited by law for there to be a unique identification number
of general application3233. While there are sector-specific identification numbers, the ban on
having a general identification number means that it is less likely that any of these will
become a de facto general identification number (as seen with social security numbers in
the US, see below).
38. Since it was launched in 2009, the Aadhaar system in India has had several important
features added. It has undergone design changes that have an impact on the privacy of
users of the system. These changes include Virtual ID and tokenisation. The importance of
the measures introduced has been emphasised by the Indian Ministry of Electronics and
Information Technology. They wrote in Circular 4 of 2018: "It may be noted that Virtual ID,
UID Token and Limited E-KYC are crucial for enhancing security and privacy of resident's
Aadhaar number and e-KYC data in the Aadhaar authentication eco-system." The World
Bank’s ID4D also discussed these as being an essential part of having ‘privacy by design’ in
the Aadhaar system34.
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39. Virtual ID was introduced in 2018. This is a temporary, revocable 16-digit number that an
individual can use instead of their Aadhaar number. An individual can generate a Virtual ID
on the UIDAI website, and it can be used in place of the individual's Aadhaar number to
access services. The Virtual ID is a tool that seeks to enable people to protect their privacy.
It means that the user does not have to give their Aadhaar number to each service provider
seeking to verify or authenticate their identity, but rather a temporary number that is
possible for the user to change.
40. Tokenisation is related to how an agency stores an individual's data. When an individual
uses Aadhaar (or their Virtual ID) for authentication, a unique 72-character token is
generated. This is unique to the agency and the Aadhaar number of the individual. This is
then stored by the agency, rather than the individual's Aadhaar number. This prevents the
linking of databases by different agencies or companies on the basis of the Aadhaar
number.
41. These technologies are examples of how Aadhaar has changed to introduce new measures
to seek to protect the privacy of the users of Aadhaar. However, the deadline for
implementation was pushed back a number of times35. Developers were required to make
changes to both their frontend clients and their backend applications to make use of the
new systems36. These challenges and additional costs would have been mitigated if the
system had implemented these measures from the start, as this would have possibly both
saved the implementation time and money as well as meaning that individual’s privacy was
more protected in this time.
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42. In Singapore, the data protection authority notes that the national ID number, the NRIC
number, is a “permanent and irreplaceable identifier which can potentially be used to
unlock large amounts of information relating to the individual”37. The risks include identity
fraud and theft. As a result, the authority prohibits the collection, use, or disclosure of NRIC
numbers by non-public sector organisations, except when required by law or when it is
necessary to identify individuals to a high level of fidelity38.
43. The design of the Estonian system involves a platform known as X-Road, that allows
institutions to exchange data39. However, this also enables a system called the Personal
Data Usage Monitor that enables citizens to monitor how their data has been used by
government departments. A log record is created whenever an individual’s data are
accessed, and the time-stamped logs enable the citizen to know what government
departments have accessed his or her data40.
D. Data breaches and security
44. To maintain the trust and integrity of a system, it must be kept secure. As illustrated here,
breaches associated with identity systems tend to be large in scale, with rectification of the
issue either being impossible or incurring a significant cost and affecting individuals in a
number of ways, whether identity theft or fraud, financial loss or other damage. The more
data and the more sensitive that data, the higher the risk.
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45. A data breach of the South Korean ID system, in October 2014, meant that the records of 27
million people - 80% of the population - had their ID details stolen41.
46. In 2015 the US Government's Office of Personnel Management, which maintains identity
and sensitive security clearance information on federal employees, was compromised, with
up to 21.5 million peoples' data breached42. This included the fingerprint biometric data of
5.6 million US government employees.43
47. In March 2016, the Philippines had a breach of over 55 million registered Filipino voters'
data following a breach on the Commission on Elections' (COMELEC's) database. The
security breach provided access to the COMELEC database that contained both personal and
sensitive information, and other information that may be used to enable identity fraud. The
personal data included in the compromised database contained fingerprint data, passport
information and tax identification numbers.44
48. In India there have been numerous reported examples of ways in which the data held by
the UIDAI (the authority that runs the Aadhaar scheme and database) and has leaked:
through faulty access-points by third parties, or by using patched enrolment software. Many
of these are linked to decisions made in the design of the system, including the design of
enrolment and the push to encourage its use across the public and private sectors.45
41
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49. In May 2017, India’s Centre for Internet and Society reported that the personal details,
including Aadhaar numbers, of potentially 130-135 million Indians were publicly available on
government websites, portals and dashboards46.
50. In January 2018, it was reported that access to the entire Aadhaar database – including the
names, addresses, phone numbers, and photographs, but not fingerprint or iris scan data –
was being sold for 500 rupees on a WhatsApp group47.
51. Security failings have also been reported in Estonia. The Estonia government is suing the
biometrics company Gemalto for 152 million Euros over alleged security failings in the ID
cards that they have supplied48.
E. Function creep
52. As with any processing and centralisation of data, the mere existence of the data in
particular in a centralised identification system could lead to the development of new
justifications for its use. This is known as ‘mission or function creep’.
53. In 2004, the European Asylum Dactyloscopy Database (“EURODAC”) was established to
facilitate the application of the Dublin Regulation, which determines the EU Member State
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responsible for examining an asylum application. In 2009, EU Member States proceeded to
decide that EURODAC should made accessible for law enforcement purposes in order to
fight terrorism, a purpose for which the data processed was never intended, as noted by the
European Data Protection Supervisor (“EDPS”) in its Opinion on the matter.49 The EDPS’s
opinion also raised that the use of EURODAC for law enforcement purposes, and specifically
for terrorism, means that a particular vulnerable group in society, namely applicants for
asylum, could be exposed to further risks of stigmatisation, even though they are “not
suspected of any crime” and “are in need of higher protection because they flee
from persecution.”50
54. Another example of function creep is the USA’s Social Security number (SSN). In the USA,
the SSN has expanded in purpose. Originally created in 1936 as a number for record keeping
within the social security system51, the use of the number has spread across the public and
private sectors, in fields including employment, healthcare, and the private sector. This has
led it to become a key concern in the fight against identity theft. As the President’s Identity
Theft Task Force found in 2007, “The SSN is especially valuable to identity thieves, because
often it is the key piece of information used in authenticating the identities of consumers.
An identity thief with a victim’s SSN and certain other information generally can open
accounts or obtain other benefits in the victim’s name. As long as SSNs continue to be used
for authentication purposes, it is important to prevent thieves from obtaining them.”52
Limiting the use of the SSN became a key recommendation of the President’s Identity Theft
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Task Force. The Social Security Administration in the US advises treating social security
number as confidential information, and to avoid giving it out unnecessarily53.
55. As illustrated by the case of Aadhaar in India which saw the Supreme Court rule to roll back
on the emerging new uses of Aadhaar beyond the original purpose of delivering of
subsidies. The Court has required for Aadhaar not be required for some services, including
for people applying to get a SIM card for their mobile phone, for opening a bank account,
for government grants, and schools, and has imposed limitation on the use by the private
sector.54
F. Collection, access to and retention of data in the identity system
56. The introduction of an identification system entails the mass collection, aggregation and
retention of people’s personal data and an interference with the right to privacy.
International human rights law thus requires consideration is required as to the legality,
necessity and proportionality of any such system and adequate safeguards put in place.
57. These requirements have been examined in a large body of case law, in particular from the
European Court of Human Rights55 and the European Court of Justice56, that places limits on
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the collection, interception, access and retention of data. In the case of S v. Marper, the
European Court of Human Rights found there had been a violation of the right to privacy by
the UK, as a result of the blanket and indiscriminate nature of the powers of retention of the
fingerprints, cellular samples and DNA profiles of persons suspected but not convicted of
offences which failed to strike a fair balance between the competing public and private
interests. The Court emphasised:
“…The need for such safeguards is all the greater where the protection of personal
data undergoing automatic processing is concerned, not least when such data are
used for police purposes. The domestic law should notably ensure that such data are
relevant and not excessive in relation to the purposes for which they are stored; and
preserved in a form which permits identification of the data subjects for no longer
than is required for the purpose for which those data are stored … The domestic law
must also afford adequate guarantees that retained personal data was efficiently
protected from misuse and abuse …The above considerations are especially valid as
regards the protection of special categories of more sensitive data …and more
particularly of DNA information, which contains the person's genetic make-up of
great importance to both the person concerned and his or her family”57
58. Of particular concern and linked to the concept of function creep above, is access by law
enforcement and intelligence services to identification system data. Some systems place
limitations on the access of the police or security services to the identification databases.
59. In India, Section 33(2) of the Aadhaar Act58 allowed, for the purpose of national security,
access to the Aadhaar database (including biometrics) if authorised by an intelligence officer
of Joint Secretary or above. This provision was struck down by the Aadhaar judgment59.
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60. The Philippines has similar restriction. It is not permitted for anyone to disclose, use, give
access to or give copies of the information in the database to any third party or entity,
including law enforcement entities, national security agencies, or units of the armed forces;
the exceptions are when an individual gives prior consent, or if there is a “compelling
interest of public health or safety” that is a “risk of significant harm to the public”. In that
case, an order is required from a competent court, and the individual shall be notified
within 72 hours60.
G. Data Protection law
61. As of January 2019, over 120 countries around the world have enacted comprehensive data
protection legislation61, and numerous countries are in the process of enacting such laws
and instruments and frameworks have been introduced by international and regional
institutions such as the African Union, the OECD and the Council of Europe. As set out
above, data protection is necessary to safeguard the fundamental right to privacy by
regulating the processing of personal data: providing individuals with rights over their data,
and setting up systems of accountability and clear obligations for those who control or
undertake the processing of the data.
62. The need for strong data protection legislation as a pre-requisite for an identification
system, is reflected in the Aadhaar judgment: “"We have also impressed upon the
respondents, as the discussion hereinafter would reveal, to bring out a robust data
WRIT PETITION (CIVIL) NO. 494 OF 2012, JUSTICE K.S. PUTTASWAMY (RETD.) AND ANOTHER versus UNION OF
INDIA AND OTHERS , para 241. Available from:
https://www.sci.gov.in/supremecourt/2012/35071/35071_2012_Judgement_26-Sep-2018.pdf
60

Implementing Rules and Regulations of Republic Act No. 1105 Otherwise known as the “Philippine

Identification System Act”.
https://psa.gov.ph/system/files/kmcd/IRR%20of%20the%20RA%2011055%20or%20PhilSys%20Law.pdf – Rule
5 Section 21
61

Greenleaf, Graham, Global Tables of Data Privacy Laws and Bills (5th Ed 2017) (January 31, 2017). (2017) 145

Privacy Laws & Business International Report, 14-26. Available at SSRN: https://ssrn.com/abstract=2992986,
with more added in 2018 and early 2019.

22

protection regime in the form of an enactment on the basis of Justice B.N. Srikrishna (Retd.)
Committee Report with necessary modifications thereto as may be deemed appropriate."62
63. A strong comprehensive data protection law will not cure the concerns raised in this
statement, but it is an essential safeguard in the introduction of any identification system. A
data protection law should provide set out principles and obligations which anyone
processing personal data must comply with, together with rights for individuals and clear
enforcement and redress.63
64. Core data protection principles found in multiple frameworks provide important safeguards
to the introduction of an identification system. For example, the principle of purpose
limitation in data protection requires that personal data is collected for a specific, explicit
and legitimate purpose – this means that it must be clear what data will be used for and
collected for one purpose must not be used for another.64 The principle of data
minimisation, for example, requires that data is limited to what is necessary to achieve that
stated purpose. Further principles include transparency, fairness, accuracy, and that the
data is held not longer than necessary. For example, these principles have been analysed by
the EDPS in the context of identity cards in the European Union.65 Furthermore, data
projection law can enshrine rights of individuals to information about how their data is
used, access their data, correct their data and more. Data protection law can also impose
specific requirements in terms of the security of the data, record-keeping, to build in data
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protection by design and default and to assess and mitigate the impact on individuals’
rights.
65. I now attach and mark the following documents that I refer to and rely on in my foregoing
expert evidence:
TF-1: United Nations (2014), Principles and Recommendations for a Vital
Statistics System, Revision 3
TF-2: Privacy International (2018) The Sustainable Development Goals,
Identity, and Privacy: Does their implementation risk human rights?
TF-3: ID4D, World Bank (2019) Privacy by Design: Current Practices in
Estonia, India and Austria
TF-4: Privacy International (2013) Biometrics: Friend or Foe of Privacy?
TF-5: United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights (2018) The
right to privacy in the digital age, report of the United Nations High
Commissioner for Human Rights, 3 August 2018, A/HRC/39/29
TF-7: European Union Agency for Fundamental Rights (2018)
Fundamental rights implications
of storing biometric data in identity documents and residence cards
TF-8: LSE (2005) The Identity Project: an assessment of the UK Identity
Cards Bill and its implications
TF-9: Privacy International (2018) Exclusion and identity: Life without ID
TF-10: IDInsight (2018) State of Aadhaar Report 2017-18
TF-11: Whitley, Edgar (2018) Trusted digital identity provision: GOV.UK
Verify’s federated approach
TF-12: European Data Protection Supervisor, Opinions, 2010/C, C92/1,
10 April 2010
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66. I make this affidavit truthfully to provide the foregoing expert evidence in relation to the
Petition by the Nubian Rights Forum and for no other or improper purpose.
Sworn at London by the said
Dr. Thomas Fisher
______________________
DEPONENT
This _______day of ____________________2019
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