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Abstract: In the past few decades Chinese scholars have conducted in—depth research on the
understanding and application of the Article 10 of the Constitution of People’ s Republic of China
but the existing research still focuses too much on one of the provisions which has the risk of splitting
the interpretation of the land system provisions of the constitution and can’ t fully and reasonably
reveal its normative significance as a whole. By clarifying the internal and external normative structure
of Article 10 by the systematic interpretation we can not only clarify the normative connotation and
normative significance of each paragraph in the article but also effectively test the theoretical quality
of various constitutional interpretation schemes formed around the Article 10. Ultimately we can pro—
vide a stable reliable and operable discretionary benchmark for the constitutionality review of rele—
vant land legislation or reform.

Key Words: Article 10 of the Constitution; Land System; Structure of Norms; Systematic In—

terpretation
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