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On the Construction of New Data Property and its System Structure
Long Weiqiu

Abstract: With the emergence of big data and data economy data is increasingly becoming a new type of
property with great value. Meanwhile the relationship between personal information and data economy is becom—
ing more complex. The trend of data economy and data capitalization has facilitated the development of data
propertilization which leads to the establishment of a new property type. Traditional regulations cannot actually
meet the requirement of reasonably adjusting such relationship. The current legal construction regarding the re—
lationship between personal information and data under circumstances of data economy should consider the
structural essence of data economy especially its dual — direction dynamic character. However the relevant the—
ory still needs to be further developed. From the prospect of legal framework it is necessary to set up a two —
stage right based on the distinction between personal information and data assets. Firstly at the level of person—
al information or original data individuals should be entitled with personality right and property right. Second-
ly under circumstances of data capitalization data operators should be entitled to exercise their operating right
and property ( asset) right based on the requirement of data operation and profit — driven mechanism.

KeyWords: Data Economy and Data Capitalization; New Data Property Right; Personal Information Pro—
tection; Data Operating Right; Data Property Right
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