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Singer's Argument for Morally Obligated Famine Relief
According to Singer, the affluent nations of the world morally are required to provide aid to the poorer nations of the world since many people suffer and even die of hunger and malnutrition., Singer argues that the deaths can be reduced by the way people socialize and relate with each other. Singer depicts that there is a huge disparity that occurs in the current society that is absolute affluence and absolute poor (Singer, 2016). 
Singer, on the other hand, depicts that some absolute poverty can be prevented without there being a sacrifice of some moral values, to avoid something bad from happening, Singer describes that luxuries can be sacrificed since they are lesser moral important in the efforts of helping the poor (Singer, 2016). Singer makes the emphasis that the affluent in the society needs to do away with luxuries and provide all the poor with extra supplies.
Singer uses the moral principle “If you can prevent something bad from happening without sacrificing anything of comparable moral significance, then you should” to justify his reasoning. Singer’s position seems to face some difficulties since most of the affluent would not be willing to do away with their luxuries nor do are they likely to provide the extra supplies to the poor (Singer, 2016). Singer’s position also faces the difficulty that sometimes the help offered to prevent the bad thing becomes comparable significance to the bad thing that is wished to be avoided. Singer needs to put into considerations of the affluent in the society for help to be perfectly granted.
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