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Singer’s arguments based on the observation that millions of people have been turned into destitute refugees because of the natural calamities such as famine and cyclones. He observes that the affluent and the rich nations with the ability to give enough assistance to these people to possibly reduce their suffering to very small proportions are not doing enough. Against this background, he argues that the lack of food, shelter, and medicine is bad since the rich countries primarily have a moral obligation to assist in offering international aid for famine and disaster reliefs.
[bookmark: _GoBack]His main arguments are based on the assumption that humans have not made the necessary decisions to specifically prevent any kind of human suffering. He thus believes that altering the normal way of life to help others can be better. He contends that if it is within our power to prevent something bad from happening, without having to sacrifice anything of moral significance, then we are morally obligated to do it (Singer, 2013). These arguments he poses for the assistance given towards international aid. It is observed that giving more money to relief would not harm anything of moral significance, and therefore that is what we ought to do morally. 
In essence, the only way to prevent a lack of food, shelter, and medical access, without sacrificing anything of moral significance is to give more towards these charities than we give currently. This is because charity is argued to be beyond the prevailing standards of assistance and is regarded as being beyond duty and obligatory requirements (Singer, 2013). In general, the affluent need to uphold their moral obligation to donate maximally to help the less privileged. He gives an example of the drowning child in a pond in the presence of an adult who does nothing to help. By this, he gives a comparison between the rich and the poor who are not in any way assisted by the rich even though they could easily do it. 
In conclusion, Singer (2013) argues that affluent countries do not realize their moral obligation to help the poor because he believes that suffering is preventable. A person living miles can still help another living mile away just like he is can help his immediate neighbor.
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