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that I take, so that ammwie ts fertain assumptions\ to be Fiation \L\
made explicit, will, I hope, accept my| conclusion, e \ Wy

antit §inger
W)y N %\ I begin with the assumption that suffering and death from lack of (ASCZ
L st food, shelter, and medical care are bad. I think most people will agree
: = . n
about this, ough one may reach the same view by different routes. /
I shall not argue for this view. People can hold all sorts of gggentric\> (eens Ho
Positions, and perhaps from some of them it would not follow that pa¢.0c \\
death by starvation is in itself bad. It is difficult, perhaps impossible, (2vlov)
to refute such positions, and so for brevity I will henceforth take this " 3 yeartss
assumption as accepted. Those who disagree need read no further./

- \ef
T ’) {',/5 ;) S My next point is this: if it is in our power to prevent something bad )}'\ffef; W,:ja f

CUPER from happening, without thereby sacrificing anything of comparable/ (/rsonval ;ere‘?f
“Aaraa\ lleggi oral importance, we jought, moral@ to do it. By “without sacrificing Wi 2yl lew
\angunst anything of comparable moral importance” I mean without causing (’”“’;r‘{), 3¢4ro
O afuin fr : anything else comparably bad to happen, or doing something that is 55" Y Sntitn
blowd ANEMY (oo i itself, or failing to promote some“ Yar e i
\w and  C~significance to the [bad thing) that we can prevent. This principle noral Fo

Mot Loty Cacontayy ;

seems almost as uncontroversial as the last one. It requires us only
to prevent what is bad, and not to promote what is good, and it requires
this of us only when we can do it without sacrificing anything that is, re pe+ h’u{)
from the moral point of view, comparably important. I could even, as ¢ #\) 13€a
far as the application of my argument to the Bengal emergency is[‘:(‘f\rw, ir hunt
concerned, qualify the point so as to make it: if it is in our power to! 4) ah ~u/¢)

{ '

prevent something very bad from happening, m- (ARt
GRS ficing anything morally significant, we ou morally, to do it. An
b 4 7 \fm":"{“ application of this principle would be as follows: if I am walking past
S LH::}?:.W ;ic«e a shallow pond and see a child drowning in it, I ought to wade in and
L:{\ b‘E afnid 10¢ pull the child out. This will mean getting my clothes muddy, but this
So meny  5i TG ;segsgggxfti;;ngt, while the death of the child would presumably be a p 3,6 naeht

The uncontroversial appearance of the principle just stated is m reare  Twr
[tive) If it were acted upon, even in its qualified form, our lives, our ‘1\}’& L A

society, and our world would be fundamentally changed. For the prin- W\ &arAtar
ciple takes, firstly, no account of proximity or distance. It makes ng (%% U \(®
moral difference whether the person I can help is a neighbor’s child
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ten yards from me or a Bengali whose name I shall never know, ten() 66 §ingr)
thousand miles away. Secondly, the principle makes no distinction' 4)Jun"hw1) 49
between cases in which I am the only person who could possibly do M¢ A4) A
anything and cases in which I am just one among millions in the 'aYferjyn
..,  same position.
2\2;‘}\( c?;\'%“‘cz} I do not think I need to say much in defense of the refusal to take \eYurjwl Mo
‘(03} gyt & proximity and distance into account. The fact that a person is physi- bY 5154 L

oo\ e cally near to us, so that we have personal contact with him, may make *xfo¢ qf7uem
- COANLNUAY it more likely that weshall|assist him, but this does not show that we Qi Ney)

to help him rather than another who happens to be further q
away. If we accept any principle of impartiality, universalizability, | p\(wi1§ revteh)
equality, or whatever, we canww M N7
because he is far away from us (or we are far away from him). Seoltertic v
Admittedly, it is possible that we are in a better position to judge what Y
needs to be done to help a person near to us than one far away, and @y¢ ot Taracr
perhaps also to provide the assistance we judge to be necessary. If aoﬂah’w\ Aoy to
this were the case, it would be a reason for helping those near to us ¢ gm0
first. This may once have been a justification for being more concerned \0 37,

1y s\iewn

LS\
ernian! (A

feap 70 with the poor in one’s own town than with famine victims in India.
£4W3  I0UA)  ynfortunately for those who like to keep their moral responsibilities \
(,(NSLQ, limited, instant communication and swift transportation have changed, %24999 Yy
/,\ \the situation. From the moral point of view, the development of the ¢ ,0293, 6 ‘fL

world into a “global village” has made an important, though still unrec- N.v/h

i) o 141 ognized; difference to our moral situation. Expert observers and super- ¢\
Dot e visors, sent out by ine_relief organizations or permanently sta-
edyyiva\earyy '\ tioned in famine-prone areas, can-direct our aid to a refugee in Bengal
s almost)as effectively as we could getit t ne in our own block.
There would seem, therefore, to be [no possible justification) for dis-

criminating on geographical grounds.

There may be a greater need to defend the second implication of
my principle—that the fact that there are millions of other people in

ol the same position, in respect to the Bengali refugees, as I am, does e“)e;:(‘ n)::a ';f:
1 )('l“c . M . e . o . . /] e
AR~ Yant @ not make the situation significantly different from a situation in which Dortl aMe

I am the only person who can prevent something very bad from occur- \
i ring. Again, of course, I admit that there is a psychological difference Q“ﬂ‘\j b
ofity 27k \)  between the cases; one feels less guilty about doing nothing if onecan  {a%) (w'r
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