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Re-discussion on Personality Right Express in Civil Law
Zou Hailin

Abstract: The uncertainty of the personality right has produced continuous and material influences
on the express of personality right in civil law. In the code of civil law the personality right express in
the way of segments not an independent Book should be deemed as a scientific and effective method to
describe the personality right which lacks definitive contents and certain scope. The personality right
express in civil law is not to systemize the provisions of personality right and to transform the personality
right into civil rights but only to make the innate personal interests of natural person into “civil rights
and interests” to be protected by civil law. Innateness uniqueness and exclusiveness of personality right
should be explicitly expressed in civil law. As civil rights are provided by civil law the rights of name
and portrait without uniqueness as well as the personal non—property rights of legal person without
innateness should not be deemed as personality right. In addition the use of personality interests in
commerce is not definitely related to the personality right and the personality right express in civil law
should not get involved in all the matters arising from personality interests.

Keywords: personality right; express in civil law; personality interests; civil rights
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