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Abstract W estern Legal theowy clarifies he nature of the labor right alvays choice liberty or social right
W e can not transplant the w estemn theory smply to understand the mean ng of labor right n our Constituton
W e should use sanem ethods of constitutional nierpretatbn to clarify he nawure of labor right In the meaning
whilg to understand the real nature of hbor right i consti ton we shoull have conscious of history about our
constitutbn to analyss the change of function of labor right n different constimtional texts The labor right n

our constituton is a both protecting he civil rght of right— nom and nom of recognitobn which con tain the na-
tonal ethics n a socialist country
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