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The Value Basis and Concrete Expression of the Personality Right of the Civil Code
Zhu Xiaofeng
Abstract: Article 7 of “The Law of Personality Right ( Draft) ” acknowledges that “other personal—
ity interests” is a specific expression of general personality right and this is worthy of recognition. How—
ever it limits the value basis of the general personality right to human dignity. This does not have a le—
gal basis. This is inconsistent with the human dignity provisions stipulated in Article 38 of the Constitu—
tion and the related general legal thoughts. It is also inconsistent with the basic values of civil rights un—
der Article 109 of the General Principles of the Civil Law. In addition this way of defining the value ba—
sis of general personality right will limit the scope general personality right could cover. It can not meet
the needs of real life and is contrary to the experience acquired in legal practice regarding general per—
sonality right in the comparative law. In this regard if the law of personality right is independently com—
piled the “human dignity” in the draft should be deleted and just keep the concept of “other personali—
ty interests”. If the law of personality right is not independently compiled then the “personal freedom
human dignity” in the Article 109 of the “General Principles of the Civil Law” should be revised to
“human dignity freedom of personality. ”
Keywords: general personality right; other personality interests; human dignity; freedom of per—

sonality; freedom of person; value basis
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