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Food security and Maharashtra 

Food Security 

The World Health Organization’s World Food Summit of 1996 defines food security as existing “when all 

people at all times have access to sufficient, safe, nutritious food to maintain a healthy and active life”. 

Commonly, the concept of food security is defined as including both physical and economic access to 

food that meets people's dietary needs as well as their food preferences.  

Food security is built on three pillars: 

 Food availability: sufficient quantities of food available on a consistent basis. 

 Food access: having sufficient resources to obtain appropriate foods for a nutritious 
diet. 

 Food use: appropriate use based on knowledge of basic nutrition and care, as well as 
adequate water and sanitation. 

Arguments for Food security  

1. Food is directly linked to health and capability to work of people and thus, has 
importance in human capital resource that is required for growth of the country. 

2. Growing individual income inequalities in the world, especially starker in developing 
countries are hampering poor’s purchasing power to purchase adequate quality food.    

Arguments against food security through PDS 

1. The already inefficient PDS system has too many loopholes in the total chain process of 
procurement, storage, transport and distribution, which clearly makes the success of food 
security program doubtful 

2. Increased amount of food grain procurement by governmental agencies (FCI) will leave 
smaller space for private players, which is estimated to initial increase in food grain prices.  

Attaining objective of ‘food security’ in public sector or relying on open market 

mechanism  

With reference to the recent academic debate between Economists Amartya Sen and Jagdish 
Bhagwati who recommend 2 different approaches to realize goal of welfare, food security being 
a component of the broad goal.   
 
Amartya Sen advocates the food security bill, strongly believing that government of India 
should invest in education and health and achieve human development which will eventually 
lead to growth. Sen School of Economics calls for more ‘activist’ state. But there are no set of 
instructions that can cut the vast inefficiencies, corruption and leakage in the public provision 
of food. Nor does it provide a plan to raise the quality of government-provided food.  
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Jagdish Bhagwati, being a free markets advocate opposes the socialistic program such as food 
security through PDS which will add to the financial burden of the state, stagnate the 
agriculture sector more than what it is now, by hampering investments in the sector. The 
Bhagwati School of economics support empowering households with the choices of buying 
goods and services through cash transfers, school vouchers and health insurance; where with 
public money support, poor households can purchase open market quality goods and services 
of their choice.  
With Bhagwati policy prescriptions – Target beneficiaries have bank accounts, where they receive funds 

on regular basis. With the increased purchasing power, the concerned beneficiary will have decision 

making authority to buy quality food of his choice in open market. This will encourage the local 

economies by private investments in agriculture production, and markets. This will lessen the effects of 

public sector food grains procurement, storage, wastage.   
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