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Introduction 3

and global data governance. After explaining these basic terms, the section sets
out the role‘an'd relevance of the Internet in enabling digitaf trade and cross-
border data flows.

Section III then focuses on the political economy of global data governance
in the context of digital trade by highlighting two conflicting narratives pertain-
ing to how governments think about cross-border data flows. On the one hand,
several open, liberal economies (usually advocating democratic values) have
historically supported the free flow of data across borders. It is perceived as a
foundation for both economic freedom and protection of basic human rights.
On the other hand, and espe In recent times, more countries are inclined
trol over data flows and the Interner infra-
he latter narrative is often framed as the data

While free
spectrum, m
considerati

the free flow of data may adopt restrictive measures to
sions with other digital powers.”
are at play in the increasing popularity of the data sover-
ragVe. First, the increasing digitalisation of the economy and the
vario% \oeconomic and geopolitical challenges that come with it, including
e on certain foreign digital powers, has led to increased calls for data
cignty, especially in fast-emerging digital economies. Second, awareness
ng governments that the Internet can be used as a tool of domestic control
for both right and wrong reasons) has led to more emphasis on state control
over the Internet and data flows. Interestingly, the data sovereignty narrative 1s
popular not only among authoritarian or fast-growing digital economies, but
also among developed, liberal countries across the world. This section investi-
gates how these conflicting values on data flows influence the digital economy.
Section III outlines the framework of the Data Free Flow with Trust (DFET)
initiative as a potential response to this clash. The DFFT was proposed by Japan
at the-.‘fGZO-;f;,ﬁx"e.éting;i'n 2019."° Since then, various policy bodies have explored
how it:"i_if:gif-";;l{iféfbﬁéfationalised to enable data flows.!!
>l }‘.:'N'm.‘.; ‘.

'See’, eg X Lu, ‘Is China Changing Its Thinking on Data Localization?’ (The Diplomat, 4 June 2020)
www.thediplomat.com/2020/06/is-china-changing-its-thinking-on-data-localization/.

’Seeii,es'D'Cgitibhnd N Cory, *“Clean Network™ Initiative Risks Undermining US Digital Trade’
(ITIF, 31 August 2020) www.ITIForg/publications/2020/08/31/clean-network-initiative-risks-
undermining-us-digital-trade/.

wMinis'@Yl-qufp;elgn Affairs Japan, ‘Speech by Prime Minister Abe at the World Economic
Forum Annual Meeting’ (23 January 2019) www.mofa.go.jp/ecm/ec/pagede_000973.heml.

1 Nakani;biandl-lori (n 3); UK Government, ‘G7 Roadmap for Cooperation on Data Free Flow
with Trust’ (2021); OECD, ‘Fostering Cross-Border Data Flows with Trust’ (2022) OECD Digital

Economy Papers No 343.
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Key Concepts 5

such as software) and social dara (behavioural patterns determined by using

personal data).!’ Aaronson and Leblond categorise data into personal, public,
confidential business, machine-to-machine, and metadata, although they do
not specifically define each of these terms, ' Usually, domestic laws safeguard

personal and confidential business data more stringently than other types of
anonymised or day-to-day business data.

Implementing measures that treat different categories of data differently
can be quite complex in practice as data categories often overlap. One such
example is the murky distincti tween personal data and other types of data
(eg non-personal data), es Big Data technologies can be used to identify
individuals in anonymi S, non-personal) datasets.'” Similarly, metadata
combined with geol n'technologies can provide details of an individual’s
life with reasongble ¥€Curacy.”® Further, personal data is often a component of
1 such a loyee records. Personal data generates busi-
! extensively via various digital services and is
tal economy. With the rapid innovations of Big
ng is less reliant on personal data, focusing rather
, in this book, I use the term ‘data’ as a broader refer-
f data, unless the description makes a specific reference to

ata.

a flows’ refers to the transfer of data packets from one point
iice’to another using the network of the Internet.”® Dara flows can

s forms. For instance, both the provision of the digital service itself
soded in bits and bytes) and the data generated while using a service, such
dusiness, personal and other kinds of user-generated data, constitute dara
5.2 For the purposes of this book, we are interested in the Interner as a
ransmission medium for data across the world. The Internet is a multilayered
medium, consisting of: a physical layer, which contains the physical infrastruc-
ture carrying data packets, including cables, satellites and ethernet; a network
or Internet layer, consisting of Internet Protocol (IP), which determines the
path of data packets; a transport layer, consisting of protocols that ensure the
AR s !

“N Sen, ‘Understanding the Role of the WTO in International Data Flows: Taking the Liber-

;lzi;a;i{;)- g: the Regulatory Autonomy Path’ (2018) 21(2) Journal of International Economic Law
y DLITLR,

'SA Aaronson and P Leblond, ‘Another Digital Divide: The Rise of Data Realms and Its Implica-
tions for the WTO? (2018) 21(2) Journal of International Economsic Law 245, 249-350.

"S.'efef':gcnmlly*l’.(_)hm, ‘Broken Promises of Privacy: Responding to the Surprising Failure of
Anonymization’ (2010) 57 UCL Lat Review 1701.

N Aguilar, *You Might Be Giving Up Your Location When You Share Photos on Your
iPhone’ (CNET, 22 February 2023) www. CNET.com/tech/mobile/you-might-be-giving-up-vour
location-when-you-share-photos-on-your-iphone/.

195 Sacks and J Sherman, ‘Global Data Governance Concepts, Obstacles, and Prospects’
(New America, 2019) 7.

**N Mishra, ‘Building Bridges: International Trade Law, Internet Governance, and the Regulation
of Data Flows® (2019) 52(2) Vanderbilt Journal of Transnational Latw 463, 472.
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Key Concepts 7

routed thﬂmsh multiple servers to ensure data security” Further, even if data is
ﬂﬂﬂ"’ ‘W‘ﬂ One server, data transits th rr)ugh mUlﬂp'C SETVErS ACTrOSS countries
duﬂﬂgﬂmd“ Pm”in&” Consequently, a very small portion of data Aows are
pugelydomsﬂc- ifi nature. Thus, regulating data flows based on territorial bound-
aﬂa, such as requiring data to be stored and processed within one’s borders (as is
common in many domestic laws), is fundamentally opposed to the interconnected
nature of the Internet.”” New technological developments and data-driven busi-
ess models have further magnified the volume of cross-border data flows.™

C. Data-Restrictive Measies ) Q

This book highli eral laws, regulations, rules, policies, administra-
tive practices an ther goyernmental measures that directly or indirectly

restrict Cross- data fl Steh measures are broadly referred ro as “daca-
ratﬁéd%’&s. So ple examples of direct restrictions on Internet
-d‘a@'_*_w‘:' de dat sation laws requiring storage of data on domes-

icstrvers®d and meastired blocking digital services or specific digital content. ™
fec restrictions, on data flows usually require digital service suppliers
us conditions for transferring data across borders, for
stic data protection® and cybersecurity laws” or through

?i faw s¥and | Denman, ‘Sharding’ (TechTarget) www. Tech Target.com/searchoracle/defimition’
ardingr:~:text=Sharding%20is %20a %20type % 200f,small % 20part % 200f% 202 %20
heldon and N Rando, ‘Cloud Load Balancing’ (TechTarget) www. Tech Targer.comy

L
v
.

\ . :
» "
&<
\\P,{:(

Nl
-

¢ Py ‘ \ @ :’u. '£¢‘ S - . . J I -
ected a d ins REOUS nagr loudcomputing/definition/cloud-load-balancing.
ng the e between ~Q

- %8adl and Sherman (n 19) 10.

~ P Exper t Group on Data Free Flow with Trust, ‘Interim Report of the Expert Group on Data Free
low with Trust’ (METI, 28 February 2022) 3.

| : various examples in Cory and Dascoli (n 3), including Bangladesh’s Draft Data Protection
-.,‘&W,_,}ﬁﬁhdating data localisation and mirroring; Indian regulations requiring financial Srms
to store data within India; South Korea’s requirement to store public sector data physically in Korea;

an&Mé\t"nam’s ‘Decree 72, 2020, requiring telecom companies and digital platforms to have local

.I~3.,¢5;§§§;4-.7¢'g'6"-McDermott and A Larsson, ‘The Quict Evolution of Victnam's Digical
Authoritarianism® (The Diplomat, 19 November 2022) www.thediplomat.com/2022/1 V/the-quice-
evolution-of-vietnams-digital-authoritarianism/; BBC, ‘TikTok and WeChat: US wo Ban App
Downloads in 48 hours’ (18 September 2020) www.bbc.com/news/technology-34205231; S Chabba,
‘Pakistan Passes Strict Social Media Regulations’ (DW, 24 February 2020) wwwdwconven'
pakistans-new-internet-laws-tighten-control-over-social-media/a-52375508.
'-'3"-‘rs°¢gj-;e_g‘f,]r.-Slibi'amanian, ‘Challenges in Cross Border Data Flows and Dara Localization
amidst New Regulations’ (SAP, 19 January 2022) hetps:/blogs.sap.com/2022/01/ 19 challenges-
In-cross-border-data-flows-and-data-localization-amidst-new-regulations..
”'seeiﬁcjﬁ}nfmg’tlcr and GTH Tran, ‘Update on the Implementation of Victnam's New Cyber
security Law and Status of Implementing Decrees’ (Tilleke & Gibbins, 24 December 2019)

}Vw‘“t“lﬁkQEQﬁﬂhSightsfupdatc-implcmcmation-victmms-mw-cybetsccurit_\'~hw-and-status~
imp g-decrees/; P Swire and D Kennedy-Mayo, ‘Hard Data Localization May Be Coming to

the BU%W&Q‘&Comcms‘ (IAPP, January 26 2021) wwwiapporg/news/ahand-dasa-localization-

may -the-eu-here-are-five-concerns/.
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~ Key Concepts 9

Data foallﬁflm is one of the most commonly used data-restrictive measures. ™
1t can bﬂ;\lﬂmmd as any measure ‘that specifically encumber(s) the trans-
fe{zo&dﬂl‘“ﬁ“ national borders’, thus including both de jure and de facto
mwmrew?rheﬁuropean Commission previously defined data localisation as

4&09 O‘l)ll/gall%n, Pthlbltlon, condition, limit or other requirement ... [contained
"‘ﬁi tfiéf 1&%, resulanom of administrative provisions of the Member States, which
0Ses tl'le ldCdthﬂ of data s @' or other processing requirements in the territory
0 @ers storage or other processing of data in any other

l%ﬁves some or all of these elements: requirement to

ta locally, route data through domestic servers; and
u

mpanies from offering certain data services
ventures with local partners.

ernance’ and ‘global data governance’ can be construed
SN . The World Bank defines data governance as norms, infra-
e po 1c1es, laws and regulations for data, related economic policies
tlons that can effectively enable the safe, trustworthy use of various
d ata.‘" It consists of four main tasks: strategic planning; developing
3 d»standards, developing mechanisms of compliance and enforcement;
lk‘ﬁ‘“l’ tmg the learning and evidence needed to gain insights and address
n g& h: lle:nges.48 This definition offers a very comprehensive account of
3 ﬁ’"‘%k, : Ce.”

0‘\’

"W;--

d*

1
nél(lnsey in 2022 stated that at least 75% of countries have implemented data

loc m tion meas re , See S Parckh et al, ‘Localization of Data Privacy Regulations Creates Competitive
| e, J : ::‘;m F"’ % (Mcl(msey & Co, 30 Junc 2022) www.mckinsex.com/capabilities/risk-and-resilience’
_'l__%h. . -flﬁl ocalization-of-data-privacy- regulat|ons-crcatcs-compctnmc-opponmuncs’cad-od\ct~
tear-Oth--~&: 4-3075025049&lmkld-203901147#/ See also various examples discussed in
D M “?’3 Wl"f’-"' \]‘Hepbum, ‘Don’t Fence Me In: Reforming Trade and Investment Law to Better
ac itate fh‘, .Border Data Transfer' (2017) 19 Yale Journal of Law and Technology 182, 185-94.
A Chander an QP Lé, ‘Data Nationalism® (2015) 64(3) Emory Law Journal 677, 680,
ssion, Proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the
mework for the Free Flow of Non-Personal Data in the European Union (COD
@)si 1.0
h‘*’F*'T?ﬁ.“f“ VP (9,@
oG % u’.’f’ n: nqe ltsclf can also be quite broad, and scholars have defined it as the ‘sum of the
nformal and formal values, norms, procedures and institutions that help states, intergovernmental
organis: N ll;oclety, transnational corporations identify, understand and address transbound-
encrally A Berman ¢t al (eds), Rethinking Participation in Global Governance

% '- ‘. Llni'\émty Press, 2022) 4, citing TG Weiss, Global Governance, Why? What? Whens
‘?Ptcss, 2013).
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Key Concepts 11

For the putposes of this book, the term ‘dars governance’ excludes
day-wdly management of dara' practices by corporations and other private
stakeholdcrim-w‘b as through internal corporate codes and industry best
pra_cticeo._s-’ Further, this book does not delve into specific questions regard-
ing the physical infrastructure, such as the development and management of
physical data infrastructure. Nonetheless, the control of data flows is intrinsi-
cally linked to who owns and manages the infrastructure hosting and carrying

the data.*®
AN

To date, no internati tréaty has specifically defined the term ‘digital

trade’, including mo nt trade agreements that contain a chapter specifi-
cally dedicated tg | trade./Nonetheless, trade treaties increasingly use
R ,

the term ‘digita @ de’.”? The{ Ovxganisation for Economic Cooperation and

sfisumers, firms, and governments’.*’ The United
de Commission defines digital trade as ‘US domestic
tional trade in which the Internet and Interner-based
particularly significant role in ordering, producing, or
ucts and services’.®!

~ Thef Work Programme on Electronic Commerce at the World Trade
Organ 123 tion (WTO) defined electronic commerce as ‘the production, distribu-
tic .,:f:».- ing, sale or delivery of goods and services by electronic means’.*
@5 eoﬁsnder this definition to be too narrow and not encompassing the

Ak i TS

1ade to rel (often leg '*ii‘z it role of digital and data flows in the economy todayx® In my pasc
‘uments. h most bmf? stk wai )

RN U5

¢, eg B Petzold ct al, ‘Designing Data Governance that Delivers Value® (McKinsey
i Jiine 2020) www.mckinsey.com/capabilities/mckinsey-digital/our-insights/designing-

atn,.gggg;g?gggg-th_at-delwcrs-value.
| % ‘;ltgl _’-fBurqpcan Digital Infrastructure and Data Sovereignty: A Policy Perspecrive’
, - www.eitdigital.eu/fileadmin/files/2020/publications/data-sovereignty/EI'T-Digital-Dara-
Sovereignty-Summary-Report.pdf.

”:M%Bigtﬂ%nnd-f'A-Chandcr, ‘What Are Digital Trade and Digital Trade Law?' (2023) 117 AJIL
Unbound 99, 100.

60@ ‘!ﬂ\ehnpact of Digitalisation on Trade’, www.oecd.ong/trade/topicydigital-trade #~texa=
W?Q@%Z%S%Mlgital%zmmdc%3F,consumcrs%ZC%ZOGrms%ZC%?.Onnd%.’.OgO\tmmcn&

‘J“Hﬁm\\’iﬂ} *US International Trade Commission’s Digital Trade Roundrable: Discussion
Sug\mﬂ'y‘ (2015) 4 Journal of International Commerce and Economics 1, 2.
- m,'mmmnlc Commerce’ (2017) www.wto,org/english/thewto_e/minist_emel l_oboets
ng_notes_c/bfecom_e.hem.

| MB‘“‘?‘ '_‘"Dﬁl'i_s'ning Future-Oriented Multilateral Rules for Digital Trade' in P Sauve and
MROX(OQQ) Mo‘arcb Handbook on Trade in Services (Cheltenham, Edward Elgar, 2016) 331;
M'sm@ﬁ% dapting to the Digital Trade Era: Challenges and Opportunities (WTO, 2021) 6.
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Key Concepts 13
selling physical goods affects not o]

E | . y the platform (a service), but also the
goods traded “""8 the service (eg shoes or watches), The sale of goods on an
Internet platform could be examined. £, Instance, under the General Agreement

on Tariff and Trade (GATT)," while the distribution services provided by the
Internet platform would be examined under GATS.® Similarly, measures related
to source code disclosure can also implicate ryles on trade secrets contained

in the Agreement on Trade-Related Aspecrs of Intellectual Property Rights
(TRIPS).*” While the book makes occasional references to different types of
disciplines in trade treaties, the fed®m

. inant focus remains on rules applying to
trade in digital services and ¢ ade contained in GATS and several PTAs
respectively.

More recently, sclﬁw started referring to rules dedicated to digital

trade or electroni rce as ‘digital trade law”.7® As discussed earlier, such
rules are typica tained in ith chapters dedicated specifically to elec-

tronic com ated tradéorSometimes as a part of the chapter on trade in
services). F r, DEAs cc rules specifically dedicated to trade and related

igital ecofio articularly in the context of DEAs, the term ‘digy-

bl* ore apt than international trade law: given that these
ally designed to avoid the trade-offs between negotiating
-border trade. However, this book uses the term ‘interna-
ore frequently than ‘digital trade law’ because the majority of
rely upon the traditional multilateral and plurilateral framework
ungernagonal trade agreements to conduct digital trade. However, with rapid
olidy developments, including the negotiation of digital-only agreements, “digi-
% ade law’ may become a more suitable characterisation of this specific field
- At first sight, the worlds of international trade law and data governance may
. :i'."nliject_ed and divergent from each other. Yet, as the brief discussion
bove indicates, with the widespread digitalisation of the economy, the regula-
! P‘éataﬂows is central to international trade law. This is despite regulatory
‘. rksfor trade and data governance being quite distinct from each other.
xpectedly, most ongoing trade policy discussions and negotiations focus on
crg?:;lfasﬁectsof global data governance, thus creating the need to understand
| o R
‘Jl‘;‘gﬁ‘ulh" b

| @GenemlAgmemcm on Tariffs and Trade (Marrakesh, April 1994) (GATT).

f‘,‘,;lt;:;ii-'.ounidea.the scope of this book to delve into the larger debate on the distinction between
00ds and services. See I Willemyns, Digital Services in Intermational Trade Law (Cambridge,
Cambridge University Press, 2021) 117-178.

9 Agreement on Trade-Related Aspects of Intellectual Property Rights, Annex 1C of Marrakesh
Agreement Establishing the World Trade Organization (Marrakesh, 15 April 1994) (TRIPS); See
generally K Irion, ‘Algorithms Off-limits? If Digital Trade Law Restricts Access to Source Code of
Software then Aécountability Will Suffer’ in FAceT" 22: Proceedings of the 2022 ACM Conm
on Fairness, Accountability, and Transparency (New York, Association for Computing Machinery,
2022) 15615 N Mishra, ‘International Trade Law Meets Data Ethics: A Brave New World® 2021)
33(2) International Latw and Politics 303, 345-65.

NSw,caBnmand Chander (n 39).
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stored, pfocm&d and transferred in and out of borders of the country Christakis
and Aaronson sp«iﬁcaﬂy relate data sovereignty to the application of domestic
laws, ugula'ﬁons and procedurcs to data originating within a coom"' .
geveral developing countries have equated data sovereignty to the ability of
ernments to decide who derives economic value from domestic dats.™® These
countries thus focus on implementing laws to allow hoarding and controlling of

data within the borders of the country, thereby gaining some form of compets

ive advantage.”” While some ries frame data sovereignty as a response to
the ruthless extraction of e benefits of data by Western powers,” others
focus on shifting ge digital platforms to governments to facilitate

tPol over data.”” Data sovereignty is also often seen as
se of the weaponisation of digital networks and data
king da national security)® resulting from the exces-
iow digital powers such as the USA and China.”

stronger governmen

- border transfers, this increases the scope for regulatory
% Sithilarly, as I argue later in the book, meaningful international
o ration on global data governance becomes harder to achieve

ries adopt stringent data sovereignty models. O'Hara and Hall argue
S dvariations in Internet regulatory models could lead to ‘four internets’
ng to the EU, USA, China and Russia).$? Others, however, argue that

WD
Ol 113 410

75T Christakis, ‘European Digital Sovereignty: Successfully Navigating between the “Brusscis
Effect” and Europe’s Quest for Strategic Autonomy’ (2020); SA Aaronson, “The Difficult Past and
Troubled Future of Digital Protectionism’ in I Borchert and LA Winters (eds), Addressing Impeds-
ments to Digital Trade (London, CEPR, 2021) 141.

76 See generally PG Sampath and F Tregenna, ‘Digital Sovereignty in Africa: An Introduction’
Sampath and Tregenna, Digital Sovereignty (n 71) 7.

77 A Basu, ‘Sovercignty in a “Datafied’ World” (ORF, 18 October 2021) www.staging.orfonline. ong
mr&[;@rﬁmty-ih-a.dauﬁcd-wodd/; Aaronson, ‘Data is Disruptive’ (n 51); See also P Hebbar,
Wone%WhoConmls Data, Will Be the World Leader, Says PM Modi at World Economic Forum’
(AIM, 24 January 2018) wwwanalyticsindiamag.com/modi—wcfdnm-dam-oum&ml-mhhi. In
this narrative, however, data sovereignty can also be scen as a rights narrative, ic developing coun-
tries have a right to manage their own data. Sce Hummel et al (n 72) 1-2. Similar ideas are retlecred
in the narrative of indigenous data sovereignty.

78 Aaronson, ‘Data is Disruptive’ (n 51); Mwangi (n71) 72.
7 Aaronson, ‘Data is Disruptive’ (n 51) 20.
0See generally Y Nugraha et al, “Towards Data Sovereignty in Cyberspace” (3nd International

Conference on Information and Communication Technology, Nusa Dua, Bali, Indoncsia, 2013}

465-71. T
81 H Farrell and AL Newman, ‘Weaponized Interdependence: How Global Economic Networks

Shape State Coercion® (2019) 44(1) | nternational Security 42, |

82GS¢e generally R Matthan, ‘A World Fragmented by Divergences in Data Regulanion’ (Mane,

1 March 2022) leivcmint.con\/(»pilxion/columnsla-wodd-fngmcntul-by-di\ugcmcs-in-\hu'

l’t%llaﬂon-umlﬁlwz.htmk WEF (n 3) 3-6. |
BK O'Hara and W Hall, Four Internets: Data, Geopolitics a

(New York, Oxford University Press, 2021).
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interlinkﬁd'-‘."i‘h-z-!m_iO"a' security.™ Ultimately, irrespective of how different
governments frame dialf>gucs On sovereignty in the digital world (and whether
this term is used pejoratively or not),” the usual outcome has beest guarded and
stringent gegulacion of cross-border data fow S

In contrast to the above narrative, free flow of data has often been portrayed
as a value aligned with the vision of a globally interconnected world.™ Experts
offer several reasons for facilitating the free flow of data: reducing digital trade
barriers, promoting economic freedom and efficiency, and checking illegal
government surveillance.” Thenidea of free flow of data is particularly associ-

ated with the liberalisatio economy. Farrell and Newman argue that the
a perceptible shift, wherein the free flow of data

digital domain is und
able Internet are no longer seen as useful economic

and an open and i
and political devi owever, several initiatives from both within and outside
indicateotherwise.

trade

gh international trade law.” For instance, several
llowing the example of the Comprehensive and
iic Partnership Agreement (CPTPP),'™ have incorpo-
quiring parties to allow cross-border data flows for digital

QVis son cross-border data flows; similarly, 25 PTAs contain binding provi-
is'prohibiting data localisation.

L Cher cf:‘ al, ‘The Digital Economy for Economic Development: Free Flow of Data and
Supporting Policies’ (T20 Japan, 29 March 2019) www.20japan.org/policy-bricf-digital-cconomy-
economic-development/.

*H Farrell ar p?ALNewman, “The Janus Face of the Liberal International Information Ondes: When
G,l, I Institutions Are Self-Undermining (2021) 75(2) International Organisation 333, 334; See also
D Ciuriak, ‘Unfree Flow with No Trust: The Implications of Geoeconomics and Geopolitics for Data
and Digital Trade’ (CIGI, 14 February 2022) www.cigionline.org/articles/unfree-How-with-no-truse-
the-imp s-of-geoeconomics-and-geopolitics-for-data-and-digital-trade/ (arguing thac daa

informed by the geocconomics and geopolitics of the modern digital age).
S Azmeh et al, ‘The International Trade Regime and the Quest for Free Digital Trade'
_ ernational Studies Review 671. ‘ |
n ng(:and Progressive Agreement for Trans-Pacific Pgrmc‘rsh'np (Santiago, 2018).
\ages t‘tll‘gog;pﬁpuhr perception, the first P.I;‘?I‘ t;) (cont:!in ?;?ng';% d;s:lillu;s on ?u‘?::}:n:
ata localisation was the xico-Panama FTA (not the . See M Burri, ‘Creats
ta loca i“ n was the 2014 Me A Chanderand H Sun (eds), Data Soversignsy

Rll',@! t.htq forthcoming) (copy on file with the author).

I i3 bl { ? '_4"'Pftpfercntial Trade Agreements’ in

along the D W al . xford University Press, the au

G nivens Red n Data-related Trade Provisions , www,
g-dircctor-internationalisation/

e Digital Silk
e University of Lucerne, “TAPED ~ A New Datasct on Dal
““““-Ch’ﬁﬂl. I_.Culﬁcs/faculty-Of-law/profcssurshlps/managm

research/taped/,





