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What Rights Can We Have
YAQO Dazhi
(School Marxism Studies, Zhejiang Normal University, Jinhua, Zhejiang 321004)

Abstract: Rights are a key concept of the public discussion in contemporary society, but they fre-
quently are misused and overused. So, we have to clarify an important question: What rights can
we have Based on W. N. Hohfeld’s analysis of rights and H. L. A. Hart’s classification of rights,
we may divide rights into two kinds, that are “liberty rights” and “demand rights”. “Liberty
rights” belong to general right that is pointedat all persons, rights of which everyone has the obli-
gation not to interfere. All kinds of particular rights belong to “demand rights” that is pointed at
some special person, which one have the corresponding obligation to the holder of rights. Rights
need to have some bases: the basis of “liberty rights” is the value of freedom, which is one of the
most important political values in modern society; the bases of “demand rights” may divided into
three kinds, that they are either based on the commitment of contractual relationship, or based on
the natural relations of kins folk, or on the particular positions of someone.

Key words: Rights; Obligation; Liberty rights; Demand rights
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