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Abstract : Right should be the connection between person and the external world. The ethica value of
person had been excluded from the category of external world snce roman law till last century. Such a
concept as right of personality resultsfrom thefactsthat the range of person’ sethica vaue has expanded
and the requirement of domination over the value hasemerged in the modern time. Infact , China sactu-
al legidation and its relevant theory do not consder the right to personality as rea right. When Chinais
enacting its civil code, the concept of internal ethical value and the mode of separation the right of litiga
tion from the right of substantiality must be get rid of .

Key words: right to persondity ; protection of personaity ; legidation of personality

. 57 .



