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Abstract  Through examining the Judicial Interpretation for Civil Procedure Law and Tort
Liability Law, it can be confirmed that in the case of personal information revealing, information
owner has onus probandi of the causation of information-revealing action and damage. This onus
probandi on the information owner does not match with his/her proving ability, and would more
easily connive information-revealing action. In contrast, the onus probandi on the information
controller is more reasonable.
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