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Abstract: The traditional normative foundation of the right to information privacy is based on individ-
ualism, taking private and public as the dichotomy, centering on the dimensions of space, things, and
subjects, forming five theoretical explanations and six conceptual cores. The Lockian paradigm and Kant-
ian paradigm of privacy have recently converged into the control paradigm, which has become the core
principle of contemporary information privacy protection. The intelligent society, especially the big data
technology, dismantles the control paradigm’s technical assumptions, forming a comprehensive impact,
and challenging the normative foundation of information privacy. Technological developments have recon-
structed the social landscape, causing a profound dilemma of privacy protection in the dimensions of
space, time, and society. It is necessary to re-conceptualize privacy from the perspectives of information
theory as well as social theory, and to reconstruct the normative basis of information privacy rights: from
individual to social standards; from control paradigm to trust paradigm; from monopoly to communica-
tion; from dual confrontation to unity and pluralism; from the perspective of rights to the standpoint of
power; from conceptual arbitrariness to pragmatic negotiation. Finally, under the constitutional moment
‘s imminence, this article discusses a new system framework for the future development of China’s infor-

mation privacy law.

Key Words: Right to Informational Privacy; Normative Foundation; System Reconstruction;Big Data

Technology ; Constitutional Moment
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