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Abstract: The approach how we perceive the relationship between personal right and market mechanism is one of most
important difficult topics of modern private law. The theoretical framework of traditional moral philosophy separates entirely
personality and market thus implements supply and allocation of personality resources in an altruism system whereas so—
cial dilemma and crisis verify that corresponding institutional arrangements are inefficient. Relative to the ethics framework
the new framework based on modern political economy substitutes economic rationality for moral rationality and regards in—
alienability of personal right as the outcome of a specific study of social circumstances and practical factors hence finds a
better solution to the problem of short supply and unfair allocation of personality resources. The study based on political e—
conomy has shown that it may be more efficient to permit but reject market — alienability of personal right under practical re—
strained conditions while interest — group control is the real reason and principal incentive for legislative to choose strict
regulation but market mechanism which has great implications for the legislation of personality in China.
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