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Recent decades have witnessed UNESCO launching an initiative titled education for all on a global scale targeted at achieving universal primary schooling options universally. The initiative also includes early years care, gender equality, and adult literacy. The drives for implementing the EFA initiative differ across nations and organizations. A prominent drive is the rights-based approach whose imitation is a commitment to a future point in time and is not desirable as a policy for effective and immediate action. It is therefore just to postpone the initiative with regards to the list of priorities. The article proposes an abandonment of the rights-based approach for capabilities approach. This approach insists that development should be witnessed and applied in line with the enhancements of freedoms of people that grant them the right to be and do whatever aspect of life they perceive has value. The article insists on merging the two approaches instead of substituting one for the other. 
The right to education is a commonly regarded concept and the article illustrates that limitations to rights in specific regions to specific group has made the rights-based approach undesirable and therefore rejected. The article highlights four limitations of the rights-based approach; it is heavily government oriented, places more than adequate emphasis on legality of the issue, the application is highly and overtly rhetorical, and is not effective since it functions as a clause whose interpretation is highly defined by the perception of the policy maker. McCowan then notes that rights are always tied to some moral phenomenon such as right to something, and thus are pliable to perception. He then offers an intrinsic concept ad approach that is of significance globally even in situations where they do not matter to the candidates instrumentally. The article highlights that merging the two approaches will redefine and solve the problems noted except for the problem of government oriented. The reason for retaining rights approach rather than substituting is it highlights a moral claim which presents a moral urgency and status, and is also associated with corresponding duties. 
I resonate with the caption that rights present standards that must be honored in a universal scale to promote individual well-being. I also think that though failure to uphold rights of individuals in today’s society is met with urgent culpable response, the concept is open to perception and can be interpreted into it barest form just to fulfill the least applicable standards and purported as legal obligation. The concept of capabilities approach to me presents an opportunity that is critical in refocusing the rights of individuals and highlighting the urgency of implementation to a full frame. Capabilities mindset has witnessed growth and applicability in every sector due to emerging necessities that require more freedom to be expressed.
The article is precise on its point and provides a credible basis for integrating the two approaches to realize a more all-round experience that can be adopted in legal jurisdiction to favor the education for all initiative. 
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