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The Singer:

1st Paragraph

An example of the Brazilian film ( A retired school teacher who delivered the boy without his freewill

As we examine the school teacher

P: She was told the boy will be adopted by wealthy foreigners

Q: She had the opportunity to earn $1000

Q( Inductively, this is sound. This is a retired schoolteacher trying to makes ends meet. If Brazilian society is such that it is difficult for retirees to survive, the opportunity to earn so much money is sound.

Conclusion: It is reasonably acceptable to bring the boy to the address.  

He will be killed, and his organs for transplantation… This is a fallacy and with hasty over-generalization. 

The neighbor’s words are not the experts. How can we trust what the neighbors say?

Dora resolved to take him back…

The dilemma facing Dora-

Perhaps she knew such a fate would happen to the boy. 

The troubled night she had, she was grappling between what is right and wrong. Since she resolved to take him back, we infer that she does not want the boy’s organs to be sold. 

2nd paragraph

Another example

P: It is a tough world

Q: Other people have nice new TVs although it is a tough world

R: The child is a street kid, and street kids have no parents

C: Selling the child is the only way to get a TV, and the child is a street kid anyway

Deductive( Counterexample to test the invalidity

Ivy is a tough nut

Pieter have many beautiful girl friends although Ivy is a tough nut

Saggi is an unloving boy, and unloving boy has no pals

C: Betraying Saggi is the only way to get beautiful girl friends, and the Saggi is an unloving boy anyway.

This is valid… unless proven with a counter example. (
3rd & 4th paragraph

people would have been quick to condemn Dora…

These are facts. The opinions of people, who jumped into generalization, stereo-typing

The paragraph offers a discourse of moral judgment in different situations. 

1) Spend 1/3 of its income on things that are no more necessary to them

Contrast with

2) Dora’s new television 

Going out to nice restaurants and other examples of how money is wasted.

The moral judgment of having the money donated to charitable agencies ( a difference in life and death situations

What singer is trying to suggest: 

1) The Americans spend 1/3 of income on things they don’t need

2) Dora’s new TV is something she does not need

P: These are wants, not needs, and the money can be donated to charitable agencies. 

Q: They make a difference in life and death situations

C: If P, then Q

If money can be donated to charitable agencies, they make a difference in life and death situations. 

This is deductive and it is valid.

5th Paragraph

Discussion of several differences between the 2 situations

The use of ‘physical contact’

1) Consign a child standing right in front of you to death

2) Ignore an appeal for money to help children we will never meet

Singer is suggesting that it is more heartless when we see the child standing in front of us dying Vs it is less heartless to ignore an appeal. Should I say: Ignorance is bliss. 

P: When we ignore the appeal to donate money to help children, we could cite the excuse of not knowing the children. (premise)

Q: Since we do not know the children, and if we don’t have much money, why should we help the children?

Premise: We don’t know the children personally

Premise: We don’t have much money

Conclusion: If we don’t have much money, and we don’t know the children personally, it is all right for us to ignore the appeal to donate money to help the children.

Premise: The child is standing right in front of me

Premise: I am able to consign a child to death

Conclusion: If I am able to consign a child standing in front of me to death, I must have sufficient chilling heartlessness (i.e., I don’t have much of a heart)

If the upshot of the Amercian’s failure to donate the money is that one more kid dies on the street of a Brazilian city… 

Premise: Americans failed to donate money

Premise: One more Brazilian child dies on the street

Conclusion: When Americans failed to donate money, and one more Brazilian child dies on the street, this is not just consumer behavior of spending 1/3 of income on unnecessary things, this is as serious as raising a serious moral issue. 

6th Paragraph

Bob’s example: 

Premise: Bob spent most of his savings in this rare and valuable old car, Bugatti

Premise: Bugatti has a rising market value

Conclusion: Most of Bob’s savings on Bugatti is well spent; the rising car value would ensure Bob having a comfortable living if he sells the car.

Premise: Bob saw a small figure of a child very likely to be killed by the runaway train

Premise: He can help by diverting the runaway train to his Bugatti

Premise: Bob will lose the car, but the child’s life would be saved.

Conclusion: If Bob divert the runaway train to his Bugatti, he will lose the car, but the child’s life will be saved.

7th Paragraph

Moral judgments( who are we to pass them when the Singer reminded us there are plenty of opportunities to help save others. 

Unger’s example:

Premise: One save the children by calling the toll-free numbers for Oxfam America

Premise: The funds are easily channeled using their credit cards.

Conclusion: It is easy to save children through using credit cards transactions and calling the toll-free numbers.

8th Paragraph

Is this a correct analogy( physical eyes contact

Premise: Bob did not physically look into the boy, which he failed to save

Premise: This boy is a complete stranger to him, and too far away to be related in an intimate, personal way
Conclusion: He did not mislead the child like Dora, or initiating the chain of events imperiling him.

Counter-example:

Premise: Pieter did not meet Ivy personally, which he loved to ridicule

Premise: This girl is a complete stranger to him, and too far away to be related in an intimate, personal way

Conclusion: Pieter did not cheat Ivy like Rockchick, or started the chain of events endangering him. 

This argument is valid. The analogy to Dora’s case need to be looked into more seriously. 

9th Paragraph:

Singer is criticizing Unger’s figure of $200 to save a child’s life has its own uncertainties. Some pitfalls within the passage:

1) Nobody will know if aid can reach the people who need it? 

2) Nobody who knows how much is enough in overseas aid will doubt 

3) Nobody will know if the conservative target of $200 will be sufficient

Nothing is uncertain in life. 

10th Paragraph

Difference between Bob and others:

When Bob sacrifices his car, he saves the child

When those who could afford donate, they save hundred of millions of people

Ironically, many are doing what is the supposed thing, i.e., to donate. For self-preservation of interests or otherwise, we do not know… 

11th Paragraph

Premise: More priceless cars owners face the same situation as Bob

Premise: They sacrifice the child to preserve their cherished cars

Conclusion: Bob’s action of not saving the child is fine, since more priceless cars owners do the same way as Bob.

Counterexample:

Premise: More guys face the same situation as Pieter

Premise: They sacrifice the unloving Saggi to preserve their beautiful girl friends

Conclusion: Pieter’s action of not saving the unloving Saggi is fine, since more guys do the same way as Pieter.

12th Paragraph

-_- (No comments)

The singer is obviously trying to psycho those readers who failed to draw a clear line of morals to reach for the phone and donate $200. 

On one hand, he preaches to judge harshly on Unger’s over-estimate of $200, yet he suggests readers to donate $200 before reading further. 

What kind of mind games is he playing? I wonder…. 

13th Paragraph

Singer’s example of going to fine posh restaurant to treat partner and us, who later he said the money could be better spent to help save the children overseas. This is in reference to the 12th paragraph which he suggest giving money to charities

Premise: There would always be needy children from all over the world

Premise: We give as much as possible, if not till we have nothing left

Conclusion: Since there would always be needy children from all over the world, we should give as much as possible, if not till we have nothing left. 

Moralistic question: How much is enough? Are we obligated to help them? 

My reply: I care for riches, to make gifts
To friends, or lead a sick man back to health
With ease and plenty. Else small aid is wealth
For daily gladness; once a man be done
With hunger, rich and poor are all as one. 

Euripides (485 BC - 406 BC), Electra, 413 B.C.

Wealth is the parent of luxury and indolence, and poverty of meanness and viciousness, and both of discontent. 

Plato (428 BC - 348 BC), The Republic
14th Paragraph

A continual discussion of how much of losing can Bob undertake? 

15th Paragraph

Only when the sacrifices become very significant indeed would most people be prepared to say that Bob does nothing wrong by not throwing the switch…

Significant sacrifices( The vintage car, Bugatti is of great significance to Bob since he spend most of his life savings, and he could be near retirement age, as inferred from the passage

The whole sentence suggests that people nowadays jump into over generalization easily. The generalization comes about when they make quick judgments and decisions. 

For most middle-class Americans, it could easily be more than $200,000

He is saying more Americans, especially middle class can afford to give more, especially much more than Unger’s $200

16th Paragraph

Unlikely to see, …normal for wealthy Americans to give the bulk of their wealth to strangers

A mockery to Americans

Praising or blaming people( in a standard relative to normal behavior( considered/perceived as normal

Ending sentence: 

Premise: Well-to-do Americans give 10% of their salary for overseas aid

Premise: They criticize Bob failing to give up Bugatti

Conclusion: These well-to-do Americans should be doing more, and they are in no position to criticize Bob because they have only given 10%.

The Singer is imposing a value judgment on well-to-do Americans not doing enough to help overseas aid, and yet having the courage to criticize fellow citizens. 

17th Paragraph

Premise: Everybody in an affluent nation contributed his/her share

Premise: Many children dying from lack of food or medical care would be taken care of

Conclusion: If everybody in an affluent nation contributed his/her share, my help is not needed since these children would be taken care of. 

Premise: Government can increase its overseas aid allocations

Conclusion: If government increase it overseas aid allocations, taxpayers’ burden would be shared across together. 

18th Paragraph

Singer state the reality and facts: How much is not an issue, in the real world, most people would not give substantial amounts to overseas aids agencies. I feel it is true, if I support the facts given by the Singer about the rich Americans. 

19th Paragraph

His conclusion: 

Each one of us with wealth from poverty so dire as to be life-threatening.

A fallacy to unqualified content.  

The paragraph closes with the example of one can use $1,000 to save 5 lives of the children. How true is true, we do not know. Neither is it mentioned. 

20th Paragraph

His example of how $50,000 can save the world’s poor children. On what ground is it valid? We are not told. 

21st Paragraph

Use of expert’s opinion in the beginning paragraph

Premise: The value of a child is more than going to fancy restaurants

Premise: We can do something better with our money

Conclusion: If the value of a child is more than going to fancy restaurants, we can do something better the next time we visit a fancy restaurant. 

Premise: We sacrifice going to fancy restaurants to save a child

Premise: Living a moral decent life is difficult

Conclusion: If living a moral decent life is difficult, as we need to sacrifice going to fancy restaurants to save a child, it is the way things are meant to be

Premise: We sacrifice going to fancy restaurants to save a child

Premise: We fail to live a morally decent life

Conclusion: If we can’t sacrifice going to fancy restaurant to save a child, we fail to live a morally decent life. 

Singer is trying to awaken many sleeping lions to tell them self-awareness of guilt is the first stage to leading a morally decent life.

22nd Paragraph

Bob’s dilemma( Faced by all of us

Premise: Bob can save the young boy by diverting the runaway train

Premise: He would sacrifice his beloved vintage Bugatti if he saves the boy

Conclusion: Bob can save the young boy by sacrificing his beloved Vintage

It is unlucky for Bob to face such a situation

But he was not unlucky at all. We are all in that situation.

It is not about unlucky. When something bad happened, we can still choose to be happy and content. As shared below: 

We rarely find anyone who can say he has lived a happy life, and who, content with his life, can retire from the world like a satisfied guest. 

Horace (65 BC - 8 BC), Satires

This is a dilemma facing many people today. I do not wish to pass any moralistic judgment on the Americans. A quote below to describe most men… 

It is the nature of desire not to be satisfied, and most men live only for the gratification of it. 

Aristotle (384 BC - 322 BC), Politics 

The premises are quite reasonable to believe, although one is inclined to believe totally; I admit it is a well-written persuasive article. His arguments do timely succeed in the final conclusion. A doubt I have: He seemed to be biased of the rich Americans. I could sense anti-Americans feelings; he shifted away from anti-Americans sentiments to some other examples in Paragraph 11 and 18. 

His one and only argument: Everyone faces similar situations of not doing sufficient to help others, perhaps, in this story, the less fortunate.

~~~ The End ~~~
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