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Abstract The issue of “ personality” is controversial n kgalscience and at hw and gives rise to the de-
bate over its significance scope and differencesw ith other relevant legal concepts such as“ Shoul such con-
ceptof personality be necessary at law ?” “Does itonly exist n private hw? ” “ W heher the connotation of
the conceptof personality is as san e as that of legal sub pctor legal capacity”. Beng a fundamental concept
n kgal science and at law, personality has its specificm eaning it isnot only as the comerstone of he for
m ation of legal subject in private law and also the basis for person’ s equality n public law. Itdenotes a w
nijue connotatbn quite different fran thatof legal sub ject and legal capacity and bebngs to its specl cate-

gory in legal science and at law.
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