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The Conflict of the Right to Privacy and the Right to Know
WENG Guo-min'  WANG Cheng-hong®
Department of Law  Zhejiang University Hangzhou 310028 China

Abstract Disputes between different rights are a universal phenomenon in the modern society. The legislation of the right
to know is becoming ever more urgent as China joins the WTO. Balance between the right to privacy and the right to
know requires first of all the distinction of and consequent solutions for the disputes in diverse situations solutions that fol-
low the public interests priority principle and the principle of the balance of interests tolerance and harmony.
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