
SINGER ESSAY FAMINE AFFLUENCE AND MORALITY

As I write this, in November , people are dying in East Bengal from lack of food, shelter, and medical care. The suffering
and death that are occurring there.

He argues that you may not know who you helped directly or the name of the person but the act of having
helped save a child's life should be gratifying and satisfying enough and worth not having to discriminate
based on their geographical location. If someone is a billionaire, they can donate a million dollars and still be
quite wealthy. Introduction Famine is a highly prevalent and debated topic. He supports this argument giving a
hypothetical scenario of a child who very clearly seems to be drowning in a shallow pond. He proposes we not
limit our giving to five pounds. It is a view that is an ideal excuse for inactivity; unfortunately most of the
major evils - poverty, overpopulation, pollution - are problems in which everyone is almost equally involved.
But he does clarify that although you are not directly involved with the child you ought to step in and
potentially save the child's life. In any case, compared with the difference between the affluent nations and the
poor nations, the whole recession was trifling; the poorest in the affluent nations remained incomparably better
off than the poorest in the poor nations. This, of course, is the actual situation. Even if we accepted the
principle only in its moderate form, however, it should be clear that we would have to give away enough to
ensure that the consumer society, dependent as it is on people spending on trivia rather than giving to famine
relief, would slow down and perhaps disappear entirely. Crudely stated, this argument suggests that if we tell
people that they ought to refrain from murder and give everything they do not really need to famine relief,
they will do neither, whereas if we tell them that they ought to refrain from murder and that it is good to give
to famine relief but not wrong not to do so, they will at least refrain from murder. I would be more compelled
to help someone I see in my community going through hardship. Giving money to the Bengal Relief Fund is
regarded as an act of charity in our society. Just like with a charity, you do want to do some research on where
it is you're working and figure out a cause you're interested in. Perhaps if those of us in affluent and better off
countries who are living somewhat comfortably in the world thought more of what our fellow human beings
faced daily on their part of the world we would be more compassionate and more generous. How You Can
Help Others With all that said, here are some ways that you can help other people when it comes to charity.
Expert observers and supervisors, sent out by famine relief organizations or permanently stationed in
famine-prone areas, can direct our aid to a refugee in Bengal almost as effectively as we could get it to
someone in our own block. One objection to the Sidgwick-Urmson line of argument is that it takes insufficient
account of the effect that moral standards can have on the decisions we make. My response to this would be
that I would assume it to be morally wrong to see your neighbour or someone in close contact to you that you
presumably do not know to help someone you cannot see. Do Some Volunteer Work If you want to give back
to society and don't have much money, you can always try volunteer work. Previous Article. Therefore,
according to Mosser, K. Peter Singer, in his article titled, Famine, Affluence, and Morality, takes this concept
of unity that we have on a global scale and tries to tackle the issue of world hunger. I cannot see, though, why
it should be regarded as a criticism of the position for which I have argued, rather than a criticism of our
ordinary standards of behavior. The obligation of the affluent is, I believe, to do both. It is also necessary to
create the conditions under which people do not wish to have so many children. To do so is not charitable, or
generous. From the moral point of view, the prevention of the starvation of millions of people outside our
society must be considered at least as pressing as the upholding of property norms within our society. It has
since become one of the most famous articles when it comes to the ethical argument.


