








[bookmark: _GoBack]Power and Human Right
Student’s Name
Institutional Affiliation


Reviewing the evolution of power and human rights based on the Paul Butler’s, the legal analyst perspectives and Peter Singer’s, the moral philosopher argumentation.
The brutal killing of George Floyd re-kindled the dialogue on racism and black men rights to the extent of legal scholars like Paul Butler spending his resources in writing the book ‘Chokehold’ purposely to provoke the brutality and enlighten the black population on their rights particularly during confrontation with police (Hansford, 2020). Following the analysis of the interview that involved Paul Butler and Michelle Alexander, the civil rights layer, we understand that the blacks are not comfortable in the hands of law enforcing agencies and Paul Butler’s writing, particularly chapter 7 of his book provides the responsiveness a black man should portray upon encounters with police. The conversation between the two criminal justice activists reveals significant misconceptions underlying the African-Americans’ rights particularly the intersection of race, gender, class and the media exhibition of the black men as being the problem, thus causing disruptions on the criminal justice system and in turn necessitating a real reckoning.
One of the Paul Butler’s concerns is the aspect of white supremacy because he believes that ‘The country that African-American men live is not free’ and the justice system as well as the law enforcing agency are unfair when discharging their services to the citizens. For instance, the trials in courtrooms are racial biased following the reflections of Paul Butler’s case where he found himself being charged in the court he used to prosecute others (Butler, 2015).  The black legal scholar attributes his fortunes in this jury process to his being conversant with the law, capability to hire a lawyer with distinguished expertise, and his innocence on the political based allegations. This scenario portrays the inequalities that common black citizens endure when perusing justice since the judicial outcomes are determined by the social status, not forgetting the disrespectful handling they face on the hands of cops. 
However, there is prevalence of misconceptions in the rights of citizens with regards to police confrontation and the mass incarceration since the blacks particularly the masculine gender seems to be their own problem but not the system itself. This scenario is evident from the fact that the black men feel more insecure in the hands of black cops in contrast to white cops. Also, settlement or neighborhood is another social factor that determines the course of injustices since the regions that are predominantly occupied by poor blacks are more criminalized than any other. Following the dialogue between the two law experts, the poor black population does not understand their rights especially the right to seizure and search by the cops and they are subsequently tried unfairly before jury leading to their being populous in jail. Although the aspect of white supremacy contributes to 5 percent of the inequalities reflected by prisons, this is a key issue in reckoning race and racism according to Paul Butler (2015). 
The human rights’ activism being discussed by the two law experts is the evolution of The Fourth Amendments in the context of civil and political human rights. Following Michelle Alexander’s perspective ‘I think it is important to recognize that this system depends on our cooperation in order for it to hum along in the way that it does’, the two distinguished lawyers are in consensus that every citizen should shelve his or her social status and color affiliation in order to build communities without risking the lives of people via street protests. President Obama advocacy of My Brother’s Keeper is an exemplary program that would give freedom not only to the African-American boys but also the Latinos as well as the Native-American. During his announcement of My Brother’s Keeper program at the White House, the presence of Mayor Bloomberg and Bill O’Reilly shocked many people because the attendance of the two gentlemen was not expected. Even the president himself was enthused by this scenario when he said; ‘If I have Bill O’Reilly and Al Sharpton at the same program, I must be doing something right’. This argument shows that the civil rights and reforms in the justice systems starts with individual’s redemption and the compromise of social or ethnical status to create healthy co-existence in the nation. Consequently, the issue of collective or solidarity human rights is beyond the interpretation of the law and it is founded on the good will that people hold in their hearts.
Power and human rights based on Peter Singer’s argument.
Peter Singer, the renown moral philosopher highlights integrated social-economic and solidarity human rights in his video about effective altruism. The Austrian philosopher provokes the humanity nature of people by promoting charitable work to help the needy in the society. Following his argument; ‘Imagine walking by a shallow pond and you see a drowning toddler. Do you have a moral obligation to save the child, even it means ruining your clothes? It seems so.’ Peter Singer encourages the notion of sharing with those who ‘don’t have’ in the society. If everybody can follow the philosopher’s advocacy on human rights, the world populations can get rid of hunger, lack of shelter or clothing, and sickness. Being concerned with your neighbor welfare is the breakthrough for eliminating poverty and the backbone of solidarity in every community. 
The sources of power that drives the human rights according to Singer’s argument is the moral obligation naturally instilled in the human being which creates a pitiful feeling when surrounded by a disheartening situation. This disheartening situation compels an individual to sacrifice his or her material possession in order to provide solutions to problems of moral importance. For instance, it is actually unjust to see people starving due to abject poverty like in 2017 when over 800 million people couldn’t put food on the table and lacked clean drinking water. Also, in 2019 approximately 5 million children died from preventable diseases (Butler, 2015).
Considering the case of the drowning child and that of starvation discussed above, we are pleased to offset our luxuries so that everybody can meet the basic needs. Singer suggests that giving donations slightly alter the life’s happiness; in fact helping the needy improves the scale of happiness and requires just a smaller commitment (Hansford, 2020). Considering the drowning child, it’s actually intolerable to stand virtually and witness the kid dying while one has the capability of saving the life. Similarly, the same scenario applies to catering somebody else medical bills and in turn saving his life from fatal illness.
Lastly, geographical location does not limit Paul Singer’s responsive on the global since there are effective aid organizations that are practically ethical in the transferability of the donations. Singer’s efforts, along with other advocates has yielded to a movement known as ‘effective altruism’ that upholds altruism or catering your neighbor welfare by giving aid to radically change the living standards for the goodness sake.  
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