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Course Description 

 
As the world becomes increasingly digitized, privacy has become an issue of vital 

importance for lawyers, judges, scholars, and policymakers. Recent privacy controversies include 
the Facebook and Cambridge Analytica data privacy scandal, reports of government surveillance 
using (possibly faulty) facial recognition technologies, and DNA testing companies selling 
consumer genetic data to the pharmaceutical industry. 

This reading group will pursue advanced study of the changing right to privacy, exploring 
high-level privacy theories and cutting-edge, topical problems in privacy law. Materials and 
discussions will incorporate a diverse, interdisciplinary array of privacy perspectives and 
approaches, with a focus on how conceptions of privacy and identity have changed over time. The 
goal of this reading group is to encourage students to develop their own nuanced perspectives on 
privacy law and to provide an opportunity to engage in dialogue on the most pressing privacy issues 
of today and the future. 

This reading group will be offered for one unit of credit (C/F). According to YLS 
guidelines, members must attend 750 minutes (12.5 hours) to obtain the credit. The reading group 
will meet for ten sessions, of 110 minutes each, to allow each member to miss up to three meetings 
if needed. The last session will take place over an informal dinner, location TBA. 

To facilitate discussion, participants will be assigned the role of Respondent for one or more 
class sessions, depending on class size. Each session’s Respondent/s will prepare 2-3 points of 
contention in response to one or more of that session’s readings.  
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https://www.yalelawjournal.org/pdf/246_ftn7jo8w.pdf 
 
Optional: 
 
Graham Greenleaf, Privacy Laws in Asia – Context and History, Asian Data Privacy Laws – 
Trade and Human Rights Perspectives, Cambridge University Press (2014) (36 pgs.) 
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