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While Traditional Knowledge often 
encompasses the variety of ways that 
products may be produced using 
knowledge gathered through gener-
ations of individual in the same com-
munity, there is a categorization of 
knowledge and practices that do not 
often result in a product being pro-
duced, categorized as Traditional Cul-
tural Expressions (TCEs). Again, the 
modern interpretation of IP law are of-
ten at odds with the general ideas of 
TCEs, and are insufficient to cover and 
protect these items. Generally, TCEs 
can be much more varied and diverse 
than Traditional Knowledge (TK). This 
provides much more complication for 
those writing regulatory rules of TCEs 
as compared to TKs. In China, this is 

often given a status that allows for 
much more discretion in applying pro-
tections. Unlike the assumptions for 
TK, TCE is often well-known in terms 
of the broader community of who 
“owns” that entity. An entire culture 
may have a style of expression that is 
readily apparent to those with even a 
small amount of recognition for the 
culture, often outside of the culture 
entirely. While this may provide a sce-
nario in which it may be “easier” to at-
tribute ownership to, it certainly isn’t 
applicable if the TCE is more niche and 
specific to a subset of that broader cul-
ture. Regulators should instead focus 
on protecting the TCEs of indigenous 
peoples further, bringing that con-
sideration in line with a host of other 
regulatory carve-outs that protect and 
elevate the status of entities that arise 
from these nations.
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gLAWcal is an independent non-profit research organization (think tank) that aims at providing a new fo-
cus on issues related to economic law, globalization and development, namely the relationship between 
international economy and trade, with special attention to a number of non-trade-related values and con-
cerns.Through research and policy analysis, gLAWcal sheds a new light on issues such as good governance, 
human rights, right to water, rights to food, social, economic and cultural rights, labour rights, access to 
knowledge, public health, social welfare, consumer interests and animal welfare, climate change, energy, 
environmental protection and sustainable development, product safety, food safety and security.

To collaborate with Government, Civil society and 
business community to balance the excess of glo-
balization with Non Trade Concerns.

To influence policymakers, to raise awareness over 
Non Trade Concerns, to encourage stakeholder 
participation, and to disseminate gLAWcal’s publi-
cation results.
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