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ABSTRACT: The prominence of human rights in legal thought and political discourse during 
the past decades has led to talks over an encompassing “human rights culture” (the 
impoverished “rights talk”!) that intends, at its height, to define Western tradition as such. If 
that is the case, the defense and practice of rights would be no more than an integral 
development of our cultural universe: stylistically coherent, logically consistent and stable over 
time, if only lacking in public recognition; that is, as the deep structure of society and its legal 
system, capable of reducing (or translating?) all diversity and plurality to a common set of 
shared values and principles or common tongue (and by that token, a universalizable 
experience…). Such a trend has in Ronald Dworkin a staunch proponent. We would like to take 
a look at law as “chain novel” in view of better elucidating the threat posed by the “immanent 
structure” argument to the critical value of human rights. As the “underlying grammar of law”, 
human rights acquire obligatoriness and a degree of effectiveness only by losing their 
transcendent-edge. Their promise is reduced to historical accomplishments collected in legal 
materials and presented as a coherent whole (law in its “best light”) that not only fits past legal 
decisions but also provides them with a “substantive” foundation. This crystallization of 
momentary power relations requires law to simply be what it is, incapable of critically assessing 
its own history, while rights are enveloped by the regular machinery of legal thought and 
practice: the distance between “is” and “ought” is erased by a totalizing effort that tends to 
dissolve the contradictions and specificities of reality in a coherent logical system. Such an 
ambitious integrity of divergent practices and norms leads inevitably to the figure of Hercules: 
an idealization of the real, the mythical hero is a symbol of the (im)possibility of universal, and 
therefore perfectly functional (“purified”), human rights. In summary, we would like to explore 
how the alleged ubiquity of rights (deep values underlying logical principles and constituting 
the hidden foundation of institutional practices…) weakens its “negative content”, promoting 
rather a homogenization of human potentiality. 
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