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In our presentation "On Rights and Needs: The Entitlement to Matter," we argue for a deep
connection between legal rights and fundamental human needs, asserting that rights
ultimately stem from the human need to "matter."

From Aristotle, Cicero, Aquinas, Locke and others, philosophers discussed and attempted to
justify the concept of human rights. Immanuel Kant, posited that human dignity, rooted in
rationality and moral agency, forms the basis of all rights. Kant's emphasis on treating
individuals as "ends in themselves" is interpreted as a call to consider their needs and welfare,
with freedom being the ability to satisfy those needs.

Here we diverge from traditional views on the source of the entitlement to human dignity (e.g.,
Kant's assertion of human rationality). Instead, we contend that mattering and significance is
humans' foremost need—the "mother of all social motivations." In other words,

humans deserve dignity because they need it, necessitating that we grant it to one another for a
functioning, mutually acceptable civil society. Fulfilling this need is vital for individual freedom
and autonomy, reflecting the "Golden Rule."

Civil society is the essential framework for translating individual rights into a collective,
peaceful system. Without it, competing needs lead to conflict. Rights, backed by institutions,
transform this competition into negotiation and mutual recognition, effectively defining a right as
a "need backed by law and order." This institutional protection elevates individual desires,
fostering social stability and respect.

We distinguishes between two types of dignity: General Dignity, which involves considering all
human needs (like shelter), and Specific Dignity, the unique human need for respect and social
worth. Specific dignity is afforded when society creates conditions allowing individuals to
embody societal values, such as through access to education or voting rights.

Granting rights stabilizes an individual's dignity by providing lasting significance. While human
needs are constant, the specific rights that address them vary across cultures and history,
depending on societal values, and received views of people in different categories (gender, race,
ethnicity), and their capabilities.

We apply this framework to taxpayers' rights in the American context, which primarily address
their specific dignity in interactions with the IRS. Rights like the right to be informed, to finality,
and to quality service are designed to empower taxpayers and prevent threats to their dignity.

In conclusion, we posit that the term "right" inherently conveys moral entitlement and confers
significance and dignity. Rights are warranted not because humans are uniquely rational or
divine, but because they are inextricably linked to fundamental human needs, especially the need
to matter. Humanism, mandates treating others as "ends in themselves" by addressing their
needs and granting them freedom, constrained only by the freedom of others.






