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  “We take rights to be fundamental to everyday life. Rights are also controversial and hotly debated both in 

theory and practice. Where do rights come from? Are they invented or discovered? What sort of rights are 

there and who is entitled to them? In this comprehensive introduction, Tom Campbell introduces and 

critically examines the key philosophical debates about rights. 

 The first part of the book covers historical and contemporary theories of rights, including the origin and 

variety of rights and standard justifications of them. He considers challenges to rights from philosophers such 

as Bentham, Burke and Marx. He also examines different theories of rights, such as natural law, social 

contract, utilitarian and communitarian theories of rights and the philosophers and political theorists 

associated with them, such as John Stuart Mill, John Rawls, Robert Nozick and Michael Sandel. The second 

part of the book explores the role of rights-promoting institutions and critically assesses legal rights and 

international human rights, including the United Nations. The final part of the book examines how 

philosophies of rights can be applied to freedom of speech, issues of social welfare and the question of self-

determination for certain groups or peoples.” 
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2
  “The best analyses of the concept „rights‟ maintain that Hohfeldian claims, privileges, powers, immunities, 

liabilities, and clusters of these positions, all qualify as rights when they satisfy some further condition, such 

as serving their holder‟s interests, or fulfilling some alternative function. But duties, disabilities and no-rights 

can also satisfy this further condition. For example, many duties, disabilities and no-rights serve their holder‟s 

interests, and fulfil „right-like‟ functions. Why, then, do we disallow such duties, disabilities and no-rights 

from qualifying as rights?” 
3
  “This paper defends a social practice conception of moral rights possession against what many of its critics 

take to be a decisive objection, namely that such a conception prevents us from using moral rights for critical 

purposes.” 
4
  “Rights come in various types – human, moral, civil, political and legal – and claims about who has a right, 

and to what, are often contested. What are rights? Are they timeless and universal, or merely conventional? 

How are they related to other morally significant values, such as well-being, autonomy, and community? Can 

animals have rights? Or fetuses? Do we have a right to do as we please so long as we do not harm others? 

This is the only accessible and readable introduction to the history, logic, moral implications, and political 

tendencies of the idea of rights. It is organized chronologically and discusses important events, such as the 

French Revolution. As an undergraduate text it is well-suited to introductions to political philosophy, moral 

philosophy, and ethics. It could also be used in courses on political theory in departments of political science 

and government, and in courses on legal theory in law schools 

 Contents: Part I. The First Expansionary Era: 1. The prehistory of rights. 2. The rights of man: The 

Enlightenment. 3. „Mischievous nonsense‟? 4. The nineteenth century: Consolidation and retrenchment. 5. 

The conceptual neighborhood of rights: Wesley Newcomb Hohfeld. Part II. The Second Expansionary Era: 6. 

The universal declaration and a revolt against utilitarianism. 7. The nature of rights: „choice‟ theory and 

„interest‟ theory. 8. A right to do wrong? Two conceptions of moral rights. 9. The pressure of conse-

quentialism. 10. What is interference? 11. The future of rights. 12. Conclusion.” 
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5
  “It would seem that we in the West are suffering from an increasing glut of rights. To the sixty-odd human 

rights that the Universal Declaration and its Covenants have long given us, must now be added the particular 

rights claims of an increasing number of „oppressed‟ minorities, claims to compensation rights for just about 

every conceivable harm done and claims to ever more trivial things. This tendency is harmful insofar as it 

trivialises rights and devalues the coverage of rights. Human rights are fundamental and ought to be protected 

from these tendencies. Using an analysis of the foundations of human rights, and their function in maintaining 

autonomy in particular, this article analyses the content of rights – what must be fulfilled in order for a right to 

be protected – as a means of demonstrating the possibility of reducing the volume of rights without reducing 

rights coverage and of creating a defensible hierarchy.” 
6
  “Like most discussions within the tradition of rights-talk, this study is motivated by the desire to promote the 

idea that rights are moral assets that people should acquire in the course of their membership within social 

and political frameworks. However, while most participants in rights-talk concentrate on the safety and 

protection constraints required for a successful exercising of rights, the present study inquires into the 

circumstances under which people's rights lose their validity. The author believes that if we want to prevent 

the erosion of the role of rights within society and to encourage their obligatory status, we should prevent 

their misuse, or their unjustified or excessive use. Those who have interests in rights, and are concerned about 

their withdrawal or denial, will find a unique and inventive way of dealing both with the use, as well as the 

abuse of rights. 

 Contents: Acknowledgements. Introduction. 1: The Concept of Rights. 1.1. Some agreements about rights. 

1.2. The moral status of rights. 1.3. The meaning of having rights. 1.4. Conditions of absence of rights. 1.5. 

Summary. 2: The Identity of Right-Holders. 2.1. Some acknowledged characteristics of right-holders. 2.2. A 

few remarks on the concepts of possible right-holders. 2.3. Alan Gewirth‟s theory of rights. 2.4. The priority 

of a system of rules. 2.5. Melden's theory of rights. 2.6. The integrated conception of a moral agent. 2.7. 

Summary. 3: The Withdrawal of Rights. 3.1. Some related positions regarding the withdrawal of rights. 3.2. 

Towards a new conception of the withdrawal of rights. 3.3. Who has the authority to withdraw rights. 3.4. The 

justifying ground for the withdrawal of rights. 3.5. Some clarifying remarks. 3.6. Summary. 4: Punishment. 

4.1. General introduction and preliminary remarks. 4.2. The forward-looking approach to punishment. 4.3. 

The backward-looking approach to punishment. 4.4. An integrated justification for punishment. 4.5. The 

“fair-play retributivist” or “rights-retributivist” approach toward punishment. 4.6. Capital punishment. 4.7. 

Summary. 4.8. Appendix: Non-legal withdrawal of rights. 5: Rights of Partial Members of the Moral 

Community. 5.1. Children's rights. 5.2. Fetuses‟ rights: the morality of abortion. 5.3. Abortion as a conflict 

between rights. 5.4. Does abortion strike at the sanctity or value of life? 5.5. Rights of mentally retarded 

persons. 5.6. Summary. Conclusions. References. Index. Notes.” 
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Philosophical History of Rights, Gary B. Herbert traces the historical evolution of the concept and the 

transformation of the problems through which the concept is defined. 

 The volume examines the early history of rights as they existed in ancient Greece, and locates the first 

philosophical inquiry into the nature of rights in Platonic and Aristotelian accounts. He traces Roman 

jurisprudence to the advent of Christianity, to the divine right of kings. Herbert follows the historical 

evolution of modern subjective rights, the attempts by Locke, Rousseau, Kant, Fichte, and Hegel to mediate 

rights, to make them sociable. He then turns to nineteenth-century condemnation of rights in the theories of 

the historical school of law, Benthamite utilitarianism, and Marxist socialism. Following World War II, a 

newly revived language of rights had to be constructed, to express universal moral outrage over what came to 

be called crimes against humanity. The contemporary Western concern for rights is today a concern for the 

individual and a recognition of the limits beyond which a society must not go in sacrificing the individual‟s 

welfare for its own conception of the common good. In his conclusion, Herbert addresses the postmodern 

critique of rights as a form of moral imperialism legitimizing relations of dominance and subjection. 

 In addition to his historical analysis of the evolution of theories of rights, Herbert exposes the philosophical 

confusions that arise when we exchange one concept of rights for another and continue to cite historical 

antecedents for contemporary attitudes that are in fact their philosophical antithesis. A Philosophical History 

of Rights will be of interest to philosophers, historians, and political scientists.” 
8
  “Rights are central to modern social and political life, and yet there is deep disagreement amongst citizens 

and philosophers about just what they mean. They come in many different shapes and sizes: legal, moral, 

civil, political, social, economic and human. Who has them? Who should have them? Who can claim them? 

What are the grounds upon which they can be claimed? How are they related to other important moral and 

political values such as community, virtue, autonomy, democracy and social justice? 

 In this book, Duncan Ivison offers a unique and accessible integration of, and introduction to, the history and 

philosophy of rights. He focuses especially on the politics of rights: the fact that rights have always been, and 

will remain, deeply contested. He discusses not only the historical contexts in which some of the leading 

philosophers of rights formed their arguments, but also the moral and logical issues they raise for thinking 

about the nature of rights more generally. At each step, Ivison also considers various deep criticisms of rights, 

including those made by communitarian, feminist, Marxist and postmodern critics. The book is aimed at 
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