Responsibility turn: The idea of “Unpayable Debt” is inherently problematic- it allows white people to evade giving reparations and stops black people from attaining much deserved wealth. We have a collective responsibility to give reparations to black people.
Mc Carthy’ 04 [McCarthy, Thomas. "Coming to terms with our past, part II: On the morality and politics of reparations for slavery." Political Theory 32.6 (2004): 750-772.]
In my view, the case for slavery reparations should makes systematic use of the facts that the United States is a nation-state with an unbroken constitutional history and that African Americans were denied equal protection under the law for most of that history. Without this emphasis, arguments for slavery reparations may founder on the further fact that the nonblack population of the United States derives largely from waves of post–Civil War immigration—including the most recent, post–civil rights wave, which now com prises some thirty to forty million foreign-born citizens and fifty to sixty million first- or second-generation Americans. In regard to a population of this sort, it makes little sense, I think, to construct arguments for reparations turning on the claim that all nonblacks have contributed to the continuance of black inequality or at least have benefited from it. Even supposing that were true in some sense, how could we begin to conceptualize the infinitely com plex attributions of differential responsibility involved? And arguments that eschew individual attributions of responsibility for conceptions of national responsibility centered around cultural continuity, and on the sense of identi fication with the past it brings, lose much of their force when applied to a community shaped by successive waves of multicultural immigration.This is not true, however, of arguments that turn, rather, on the constitutional continuity of a legal-political community. The approach defend holds that there is a collective responsibility of U.S. citizens as such for the enduring harms to African Americans that have resulted from legally sanctioned injuries of race under earlier regimes. Each generation of citizens, whether native- or foreign-born, inherits the burdens of membership—the national debts ,as it were—together with the benefits of membership. Any conceptually coherent case for bestowing upon incoming citizens full rights to the national territory, public institutions, and the like, which are the accumulated results of the actions of earlier generations of citizens—including the actions of civil rights activists, who have bequeathed to all minorities fairer structures of opportunity—is at the same time a case for their inheriting the liabilities incurred by those earlier generations.16 Thus, the responsibility to rectify the continuing harms of pastracial injustice accrues to the political community as a whole ,not only because those wrongs were generally state sanctioned and frequently state implemented but also because present members who share inherited benefits must by the same logic share inherited liabilities. Our national inheritance was in considerable part unjustly acquired at the expense of African Americans,and as a result,it is now unfairly distributed in respect to them. The issue here is not whether individual citizens’ ancestors owned slaves, or whether they have personally benefited from discrimination against blacks, but that they now share in and benefit from an unjustly acquired and unfairly distributed national inheritance. This is not a matter of collective guilt but of collective responsibility; and reparation is not a matter of collective punishment but of collective liability.
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