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Citizens



= Itis proposed the Acts
have a purpose
clause.



zeDefinition of “Government
~ Institution”

= Itis proposed that all
1ent government bodies or
agencies be
government
~_institutions unless
specifically exempted
by the Regulations.

utions need to
by the

10NS.



1 ;_._... n Of “Em ployeeu

1tly no = Its proposed that

X there be a definition
of “employee” that
includes contractors
and agents.



= A new section 1S
proposed similar to
that in The Health
Information Protection
Act (HIPA)



Ly to Protect

B A new section is

proposed similar to
that in HIPA.



tory Breach Notification

m This amendment
provides direction to
public bodies as to
when notice of a

. privacy breach is to be
reported to the
Commissioner and
the affected
individuals.



1sals to waive fees, any suspected privacy
ch, allegations that a duty imposed was not
formed by the Public Body or contravention
e Act.



ernment Institution
lesponse Time

d the Acts be amended to reduce
response time to access to
ts to 20 days from 30 days.

10



ill be Published

= Itis proposed the Acts
be amended to reduce
the time period for

publication to 20 days.

11



1ls made Available

that a government institution (local

eir manuals available online,

12



1. Open Government

© A new section is
proposed that would
help clarify what type
of government

- records should be
proactively released
outside of the formal
application process.

13



OIP
nave

found in HIPA
1g with
ation
ocement service
1ers.

‘ants and Contractors

= Itis proposed that a
new section be
introduced into FOIP
and LA FOIP partly

- modeled on section 18
of HIPA but drafted
so as to cover IT
providers and other
contractors.

14



ave

iird Party Personal
~ Information

= Itis proposed to add a
section providing an
exemption for third
party personal
information.

15



‘e, a Local Authority

= Itis proposed that
municipal policing
services be added as a

local authority under
- LA FOIP.

16



15, Cg“f]ﬂj or Deny Existence of
- Records

that FOIP be amended to limit
1s may be relied upon when
n7(4).

17



16. WCB Amendment

d that FOIP, HIPA and The Workers’
2013 be amended so that FOIP,
, 7 in full to records in the
ssion or control of the Workers’

)pensation Board.

18



/e Providinc _ Flectronic Access

5 1at Citizens have the option of
ed records electronically.

19



that FOIP be amended to reduce
confidences may be released

20



FOIP as presently one does not

21



z0rDelegation by the Head

include a provision that requires
of an access and privacy

natc y government institution
larify that the head may delegate to an
yee, not just an officer.

22



Al Amendments for Public
- Bodies

23



2], L,-p"\go lous or Vexatious
ACCess Requests

ed that Saskatchewan introduce a

OIP and LA FOIP similar to that
hat would enable the

horize a Public Body to

| e access to information

1ests if repetitious, frivolous or vexatious.

24



Recovery of Personal
- Information

1 that an amendment to grant the
ity for public bodies to take the
etrieve personal information
e wrong hands.

25



Captured

= Itis proposed that
FOIP and LA FOIP be
amended to provide
for any type of legal

- privilege including
litigation privilege
and a section be
introduced similar to
that in Alberta.

26



d here be clarification as to when
- be deemed abandoned.

27



icly Available

arify when a government
_obtain or use publicly available
ave proposed language to

28



29



1endments to Assist
e Commissioner

30



27. Grounds to Refuse to
Conduct a Review

 Public Body already responded adequately;
A Report has already been issued on the

Sl



of Documents

d that the Acts be amended to
Iblic Body to provide the
ith the requested documents

32



" Intention of Review

= Itis proposed to
delete the 30 day
notice and allow the
. review or
investigation to start
right away.

33



mnine Own Procedures

= Itis proposed to
include language
similar to that in the
federal Privacy Act.

34



Cross-jurisdictional
Investigations

d that the Acts have a section

a to enable information sharing
t bodies when an

more than one

35



nflict of Interest of
Commissioner

lict of interest of the
it is proposed that the Acts be
rize delegation to a staff

36



= Itis proposed that the
Acts be amended to
say the Commissioner

- “may” issue a Report.

0 n, where
ion could be
d to not 1ssue

37



se by the Head

nat government institutions or
espond to the Commissioner’s

38



| % Appeals

] that the Acts be amended to
nissioner to intervene and make
) the Court.

39



nces Under the Act

ent would allow the Commissioner

1 provide documents where
der the Act.

40



57 Offer e Provisions in FOIP
. and LA FOIP

anguage in the Acts should be

or that found in HIPA regarding
ooping and contain a
broposed amendment in
Information Protection

visi o similar
:_. 10’s Personal Hea
PHIPA).

41



jvacy Impact Assessment
(PIA)

hat ® Itis proposed the Acts
have a provision that
makes it clear when

~ this should occur.

42



30, IPC Authority to Disclose
to Contractors

clarified so that the
appoint and disclose
1 to contractors when

LOIC

lential informe

ry.

43



General

44



40, Stat 'n tes Subject to FOIP
~and LA FOIP

1 there be a careful review of the
emptions and, where an Act or a
pted, consideration be

e exemption.

45



Year Review

nsure that the Acts are reviewed
oroposed the Acts be amended to
every five years.

46



. Sas ' ': {e hewan’s Private
Sector Employees

1 that legislation be introduced to
ion to employees in the private
e protection employees have
1e public sectc

47



48



44, Expand Government
Reporting Requirements

at an amendment is made to
P that would require government
itutions to expand present reporting
rements in its Annual Report to include
umber of privacy breach complaints
ved by each government institution that
ear.

~ fisca

49



‘and Ministers.

50



@SaskIPC

l Office of the
Saskatchewan Information

’ and Privacy Commissioner

Questions
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