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On Protection and Restriction of Freedom of Information
CHEN Gen -fa

Abstract: The coexisted protection and restriction of freedom of information are covered in many coun—
tries in their Freedom of Information Act or Disclose of Information Act. Such unified yet opposite measures
demonstrate people’ s common pursuit of freedom of information. Though with their respective features Eu-
rope America and Japan face new challenges in their legislations. From the perspective of administrative rules
and regulations China has integrated into international practice or even has created some rules though at leg—
islative level there are no similar laws as Freedom of Information Act or Disclose of Information Act. Definitely
China can seek for the same and keep different on protection and restriction of freedom of information with
more discussion and study on differences in order to narrow the gap with other countries.

Key words: freedom of information; disclose of information; right to know; protection of information
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