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MoralRight in a Sad Plight—A Comparative Study of
CopyrightLegishtion in Civil Law and Comm on Law
YANG Yan-chao
(Pek ng Unwersity Beijng 100871, China)
Abstract Serbus problems related to moral right are presented w ith econam ic and technobgical development
The faiure ofmoral rght has becane a heated topic for theorists A study of the legislative pocesses and models con-
cernng moral rghtboth in c¢wil law and canmon law may give us sane nspiratbn The “ weak protection” in can-
mon law systen m ght be discarded w hile the ncentve of moral right n property should be heeded 0 A lsa the leg
islatve spirit in civil law taking moral right as sheer personality shoul be ignored while property features should be

atirbuted tomoral right Only through mewger and devebpment can problan s related to moral right be thoroughly
solved
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