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Editorial:

A world without
hunger

Dear Readers,

As we delve into this month’s edition of The Commercio, which
essentlally dwells on Sustainable Development Goals 1 & 2: ‘No
Poverty” and “Zero Hunger’, we embark on a journey to envision
a world where every individual has access to nutritious and
sufficient food all year round. Our young poet weaves words that
echo the pangs of hunger while the articles bring to life the
different facets of poverty in different geographies, the policies
around food security, and insights into the challenges and
solutions on the path to poverty eradication and Zero Hunger.

The crossword puzzle is not just a game, but a creative way to
engage with and understand the complexities of food security.
‘Zero Hunger’ is not just a goal; it'’s a necessity, a fundamental
right that we must strive to guarantee for everyone. As we flip
through these pages, let's remember that each one of us has a
role to play in this global mission. The ‘Do you know’ fact sheet
1s a ready reckoner, meticulously prepared with intriguing facts
and figures and should prove to be an enlightening read.

Together, let’s turn the vision of “Zero Hunger’ into a reality, for
1t’s a deprivation of the cruellest form all should be free from.

This edition of the Newsletter has been brought out by students
from 2" semester M.Com and their efforts and enterprise are
sincerely appreciated.
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‘No poverty’ is the first and foremost goal among the

sustainable development goals put forth by the United
Nations .Economic growth and a rise In national income
have resulted in greater inequalities and social gaps ,which
deepen the severity of poverty. People living In poverty are
typically victims of discrimination on grounds such as birth
, property ,national and social origin, race, color, gender and
religion . Patterns of discrimination keep people in poverty,
which In turn, serves to perpetuate discriminatory attitudes
and practices against them. Thus, addressing poverty
requires structural changes and not just overcoming lack of
income, food or shelter. Emphasis has to be placed on etforts
to eradicate poverty and address persistent inequality.
Preventing poverty and supporting a sustainable escape from
poverty requires a multi-sectoral approach. It is essential to
develop Inclusive social protection systems that will
progressively ensure access to basic services such as
education health, water and sanitation, transportation |,

resilience to climate change and disasters and promotion of

romotion of decent




lglgérty 1Is. a complex 1ssue that manlfests |
grently across various countries, ’gnd
pm‘nparmg poverty in India and America
unVeils stark contrasts in their socioeconomic
landscapes.
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@ twerty Issues hke lncome lnequality, hlgh 11V1ng

lnnlted social secunty‘nets and systemlc :

d’i?’apa(rltles contribute to poverty 1in the United States.
eft@in marginalized-groups, 1nclud1ng mlndrltles face
)di‘ roportlonately higher poverty rates due to

systemlc barriers and historical inequalities.
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O{Dne of the key differences between poverty in Indi 9;, ’A
(;md America lies in the extent and nature of social ? T
/Welfare systems. America offers various social safetyo | i

Snets like food assistance, healthcare programs, and - _ - -
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.1u?gemployment benefits. However, these programs - .
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@ucatlon systems apcess1b111ty remal‘)ns an issue for
r?aln demographics due to~h1gh cosfs. In Indla, s

o‘ﬂgh efforts have been magle to 1mprove ztcoess, the

ua'l;@y of education and healthcare in remote- areas is

pftén inadequate.

Moreover the measurement and definition of poverty

;\Zary between the two countries. India often uses a .(\v

2

gnultldlmensmnal approach considering factors beyond

)a

{income, while America predominantly focuses on ,@w" 7
../‘

,,.,income—based measures. e

S\In conclusion, poverty in India and America presents
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n?pltlfaceted challenges shaped by their unlque.\socro-,j:;

e%onomlc contexts. While both countries grapple v@. ‘
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Qverty, the nature, causes, and mechanlsms toaaddties
@t s1gn1ﬁcant1y differ. Understanding these. dmparltles_
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each Country s specific needs to combat pgmmrmg
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THE CONCEPT OF 'UNIVERSAL BASIC INCOME -

Universal basic income (UBI) 1s a model for pf""(‘“iifidiné
all citizens of a country or other geographic area V»y;l,hf%a#
given sum of money, regardless of their in%omé?
resources or employment status. The purpose of -UBI 1s.
to prevent or reduce poverty and increase equality
among citizens. It has three components; agency,
unconditional and universal. Agency simply means that
a UBI programme treats everyone as 'agents', rather
that treating only the poor as 'subjects." The
components 'universal' and 'unconditional refers to
providing a guaranteed basic income to every citizen
regardless of their economic contribution and without

any fixed condition.

UBI is built on the idea that a just community
needs to guarantee a minimum Income to each
ndividual which they can count on to provide
"thvucg,mselves basic goods, the necessary material
rﬁfouri‘dation and a life of dignity. It gives every person
-unconditional and universal rights. These rights require
W@)ﬁz,epy individual to have the basic income to fulfil their
néeds, just bywirtue of being a citizen of the country.

- \\-/-"/"’\{ %



BENEFITS OF UBI A e

Ending poverty: Advocates for UBI say that ‘it
could help bring everyone's income abS(;é the
poverty line. It 1s simply a stralghtfwm
methodology to give people money and thereby,{
reduce poverty. i 1

Not based on a 'means test: Means test is a test to
determine whether an individual or family 1s
eligible for assistance. Implementing UBI
eliminates the need for a means test. Moreover that
1t eliminates the problem of poor people becoming
ineligible for assistance the moment they moves
above the poverty line and again shifting to
poverty.

Discouraging low wages: UBI would give
.employees enough security to have bargaining
Y;'_povifer which discourages the payment of low
=5&7vag_2;es

Redlstrlbutmg wealth: The economic growth of
HTT] -ificome_countries 1s making the rich richer,
bblt having very little etfect on the working classes.
Introducing UBI would distribute the tax collected
from high income groups to everyone, and thus
luplifting the poor. It is expected to balance wealth
1rreqﬁ ality.
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Supporting unpaid works: Some of the Worﬁike
household works, taking care for own children ana
elders are time- consuming (and some*&/_eﬁ,,
requires quitting from jobs), but they are non!
economic activities and hence not paid. UB{*;actsf
as a support to such homemakers and caretakers,
because under such a system basic income 1s paid
to every citizen.

Eliminating the need for other incentives:
Government provides several incentives and
benefits to the poor like employment programmes,
food security, free healthcare etc. By introducing
UBI these benefits can be withdrawn and thus
spending can be reduced.

‘DISADVANTAGES OF UBI

; Ineqtuty Under UBI, every citizen regardless of

howj poor or rich they are would get the same

s

amount of money. This may further add to the

eX1st1ng income 1nequality.

f/—"

//Eg;pensive: The cost of 1mplementing UBI could
be substantially huge. Despite the idea that UBI

'would take pressure oft health services and other

mcentlves of the government, it 1s still going to



be too much expensive to implement. . +—

Reduces motivation to work: One of thgﬁwmo%s%
basic concern is that it would incite millions of
workers to stop working. This would push the

1
|
2

economy Into a state of stagnation. —4—T

Philosophical counterarguments: Capitalist
countries are built on the 1deological foundation
that money 1s something we earn. UBI would
completely change this concept.

Despite the existence of various limitations, the
implementation of UBI is recommended by many
experts especially during this post covid era when
the world 1s facing aggravating poverty and
unemployment. Currently, no country has a UBI in
place, although several small-scale pilots and a few
targer-scale experiments have done. Only two
,t;oﬂntries, Mongolia and Iran have had a national
MUBLfln place for a short period of time in the past.
As of now, Canada is considering a guaranteed

‘[T?ﬁgfersal Basic Income program.

e |



THE TOWN MOUSE AND THE COUNTRY MOUSE

A Town Mouse once visited a relative who lived in the country.
For lunch the Country Mouse served wheat stalks, roots, and
acorns, with a dash of cold water for drink. The Town Mouse ate
very sparingly, nibbling a little of this and a little of that, and by
her manner making it very plain that she ate the simple food only
to be polite.

After the meal the fifends slad a long talk, or rather the Town
Mouse talked about her life in the city while the Country Mouse
listened. They then went to bed in a cozy nest in the hedgerow
and slept in quiet and comfort untdl morning. In her sleep the
Country Mouse dreamed she was a Town Mouse with all the
luxuries and delights 6f eity life that her Friend had described for
her. So the next day when the Town Mouse asked the Country
Mouse to go home with her to theity.

She gladly said yes When ithey reached the mansion in which the
Town Mouse lived, they folind onfthe table in the dining room the
leavings of a ver _nﬁﬁg banquet. There were sweetmeats and
jellies, pastries. Delicious'@heeses, indeed, the most tempting foods
that a Mouse can imagine. But just as the Country Mouse was
about to nibble a dainty bit of pastry, she heard a Cat mew loudly
and scratch at the door. In great fear the Mice scurried to a hiding
Elace, where they lay quite still for a long time, hardly daring to

reathe. When at last they ventured back to the feast, the door
opened suddenly and in came the servants to clear the table,

followed by the House Dog.

The Country Mouse stopped in the Town Mouse’s den only long
enough to pick up her,carpet bag and umbrella.

“You may have luxuries and dainties that I have not,” she said
she hurried away;, “but I preter my plain food and simple life hﬁ :e
country with the peace and security that go with it.” g

Poverty with security is better than plenty in the mz’dsw and
-

uncertainty. .



“~ STORIES UNTOLD

: THE MOON CAME OUT FROM THE BREAST OF THE SKY!
GAZED AT THE SKINNY BODY
WHOSE COLLARBONES ARE SHARP AS KNIFE
AND HANDS ARE LIKE A TWIG.
THE BOY GLEAMED AT THE MOON
WITH THE FINAL DROP OF HOPE IN HIS EYES
WHY IT'S NOT SHINING?
MAYBE MOON DIDN'T GOT (GET) ANYTHING TODAY TOO
TO FILL IT'S FLAT STOMACH
HE SAW THE BREAD CRUMB OUT THERE IN THE PITCH DARK
BUT BLOOD DIDN'T FLUSHED ( FLUSH) INTO HIS CHEEKS
HIS HANDS DIDN'T STRETCHED ( STRETCH) TOWARDS IT
FINALLY HE LEFT IT TO THE BARKING DOGS
HE SAW THE SCARLET FACES OF CHILDREN MOVING WITH
LOLLIPOPS IN HANDS
»
IT WAS FOREVER GREY COLOURS IN HIS PALETTE
HUNGER WAS HIS SWEETEST COMPANION TILL ETERNITY
HE COUNTED HIS RIBS
DO | LACK ONE?
OR IS IT DARKNESS EVADING IN MY EYES?
IN THE CITY'S BARREN COLD.
HIS HANDS GOT NUMBED
HIS VOICE GOT FRAIL

THE WHISPER OF THE WIND TOOK HIS BREATH TOO

IV\\\\ ;




* Business track 2024 the management fest of
commerce department instituted by Dr. Lissy
John Irempan endowment tund was conducted

12 Jan 2024 at college campus, iInaugrated by
Rushail Roy. Various on stage events like
Catalyst Crew ( best management team)
acumenix ( business quiz) Secret Stash Safari
(treasure hunt) Rythmania ( spot choreography)
and other online events were held. The winners
were awarded with cash prizes. There was about
70 teams who participated in those events.
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A programme named Felix Flesta was
conducted at Vimala college on 22" Dec for
which the department of commerce had won
first prize.
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Do you know?

1. poor are the people who move in and
out of poverty on a re r basis. (May be re-

drafted).

1. Occaslonally
2. Chronic

3. Churning
4. None ot the abc!f
Answer: b

2. Which of th
people below the p

1. Debt trap

. y
2. Gender inequality
3. Poor health
4. All ot the abo
Answer: d B

3. Which of the
MPCE?

Minimum per capita 8xpenditiife ?

Mcteristic of

Maximum per capitalzxpendi e |
Monthly per capita expenditu
None ot the above

Answer: C



4. Which o1 the rollowing are examples or selr-

employment programs in India?

5. Which of @l@#®llowing is a part of transient

poor?

1. Churning poor
2. Occasionaléor &

3. Both a and b are

rrect

4. Both a and b are

6. In which yeat 3s theé \o Food for Work
Programme |3 inlndia?

1. 2005
2.2004
3. 2002



4. 2001

Answer: b y ?
7. Which of ths, Bdwi
by the Governme.nt,o

vels
1. Midday me"al?c i
2. Integrated child|
5. Public distriﬂ.m
4. All of the al!!ov%

8. Which of the 0”3:”

o paog’rams was 1nitiated

nc’ia‘timprove the food

and nutritional ofr 1n the country?

eth):)ds do economists
t

)

0
d occupation

use to identify the poo

. |
1. Ownership of assets
2. Annual income
3. Savings

4. None of the above



9. Which ot the following is the main reason
behind the poor people in India getting limited

economic opportunities?

1. Lack of skills and basic literacy

2. Scarcity of resourCfs«'

3. Most of then I‘e n ?Jrz azas
e

4. None of thdabove "

¢/

10. Which of the¥ iowing is
the decline in

Answer: a

e in reason for

ber capita ajailaRility of land for

the purpose ofkulgivation?

R ]
1. Rapid groyth of

arﬁi lack of
employment ¢
(.

0
N nd ater?oodies because of
excessive usage of agro@emicals

populatio

2. Pollution in lan

3. Frequent droughts
4. All of the above

Answer: d



11. Which of the following are the two
categories of poverty identified by the United

Nations Development Programme?
1. Income and human poverty

2. Income and relative poverty

3. Rural and absolutegf
4. Rural and relativ
Answer: a

12. Which of the tollow1 ofintries has a

greater prevalence of rg
1. Developed countries
2. Underdeveloped countries
3. Socialist countries

4. Capitalist countries

Answer: d



Newspaper reports
415 million Indians came out

|

Press Trust of India
UNITED NATIONS

A total of 415 million peo-
ple moved out of poverty
in India within just 15 years
from 2005-06 to 2019-21,
with its incidence falling
from 55.1% to 16.4% during
the period, the United Na-
tions (UN) said on Tuesday.

The latest update of the
global Multidimensional
Poverty Index (MPI) was
released by the United Na-
tions Development Pro-
gramme (UNDP) and the
Oxford Poverty and Hu-
man Development Initia-
tive (OPHI) at the Universi-
ty of Oxford.

It said that 25 countries,
including India, successful-
ly halved their global MPI
values within 15 years,
showing that rapid pro-
gress is attainable. These
| countries include Cambo-

dia, China, Congo, Hondu-
ras, India, Indonesia, Mo-
rocco, Serbia and Vietnam.

“The report demon-
strates that poverty reduc-
tion is achievable. Howev-
er, the lack of
comprehensive data dur-
ing the period of the CO-
VID-19 pandemic poses

ded.

India’s problem

challenges in assessing im-
mediate prospects,” it ad-

‘of multidimensional poverty
in 15 years, says UNDP study

The report said
that 25 countries,
including India,
halved their global
MPI values

within 15 years

“Those who are poor

)
dicator, the percentage of
people who are multidi-
mensionally poor and de-
prived fell from 16.4 to 2.7
during the period, electric-

is poverty,

not economic inequality

THE RATIONALIST

AMIT VARMA

Steven Pinker, in his book Enlight-
enment Now, relates an old Rus-
sian joke about two peasants
named Boris and Igor. They are

g both poor: Boris has a goat. Igor
does not. One day;, Igor is granted a wish by a visiting
fairy What will he wish for?

“I wish,” he says, “that Boris’s goat should die.”

The joke ends there, revealing as much about
human nature as about economics. Consider the
three things that happen if the fairy grants the
wish. One, Boris becomes poorer Two, Igor stays
poor. Three, inequality reduces. Is any of them a
good outcome?

1 feel exasperated when I hear intellectuals and
columnists talking about economic inequality. It is
my contention that India’s problem is poverty —and
that poverty and inequality are two very different
things that often do not coincide.

To illustrate this, I sometimes ask this question:
In which of the following countries would you
rather be poor: US or Bangladesh? The obvious an-
swer is US, where the poor are much better off than
the poor of Bangladesh. And yet, while Bangladesh
has greater poverty, the US has higher inequality.

Indeed, take a look at the countries of the world
measured by the Gini Index, which is that standard
metric used to measure inequality, and you will find
that US, Hong Kong, Singapore and the United King-
dom all have greater inequality than Bangladesh,
Liberia, Pakistan and Sierra Leone, which are much
poorer: And yet, while the poor of Bangladesh would
love to migrate to unequal US, I don’t hear of too
many people wishing to go in the opposite direction.

Indeed, people vote with their feet when it comes
to choosing between poverty and inequality. All of
human history is a story of migration from rural
areas to cities — which have greater inequality.

If poverty and inequality are so different, why
do people conflate the two? A key reason is that we
tend to think of the world in zero-sum ways. For
someone to win, someone else must lose. If the rich
get richer, the poor must be getting poorer;, and the
presence of poverty must be proof of inequality

But that’s not how the world works. The pie is
not fixed. Economic growth is a positive-sum game
and leads to an expansion of the pie, and everybody
benefits. In absolute terms, the rich get richer, and
so do the poor, often enough to come out of pov-
erty. And so, in any growing economy, as poverty
reduces, inequality tends to increase. (This is
counter-intuitive, I know, so used are we to
zero-sum thinking.) This is exactly what has hap-
pened in India since we liberalised parts of our
economy in 1991.

Most people who complain about inequality in

India are using the wrong word, and are really wor-
ried about poverty. Put a millionaire in aroom with
a billionaire, and no one will complain about the
inequality in that room. But put a starving beggar
in there, and the situation is morally objectionable.
It is the poverty that makes it a problem, not the
inequality.

Youmight think that this is just semantics, but
words matter. Poverty and inequality are different
phenomena with opposite solutions. You can solve
inequality by making everyone equally poor. Or
you could solve it by redistributing from the rich
to the poor, as if the pie was fixed. The problem
with this, as any economist will tell you, is that
there is a trade-off between redistribution and
growth. All redistribution comes at the cost of
growing the pie — and only growth can solve the
problem of poverty in a country like ours.

GLARING DISPARITY: Hong Kong, US, UK, Singapore
have greater inequality than Bangladesh, Liberia
and Pakistan, which are much poorer

It has been estimated that in India, for every 1%
rise in GDP, two million people come out of poverty
That is a stunning statistic. When millions of Indi-
ans don’'t have enough money to eat properly or sleep
with a roof over their heads, it is our moral im-
perative to help them rise out of poverty. The poli-
cies that will make this possible — allowing free
markets, incentivising investment and job creation,
removing state oppression are likely to lead to
greater inequality. So what? It is more urgent to
make sure that every Indian has enough to fulfil his
basic needs — what the philosopher Harry Frank-
furt, in his fine book On Inequality, called the Doc-
trine of Sufficiency.

The elite in theirair-conditioned drawing rooms,
and those who live inrich countries, can follow the
fashions of the West and talk compassionately about
inequality. India does not have that luxury.

Like the article: SMS MTMVCOL
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ity (from 29 to 2.1) and
i 9to136.

FOCUS ON REDUCING POVERTY
INSTEAD OF BOOSTING GDP

' 28-4-23

HILE the Economic Survey 202-
25 praises ndla's effort to I
415 crore people outof poverty
hetwieen 2005-06and 2013-21, and
the Global Multidimensional
Poverty Index (MDPI)-adopted
by NITI Aayog foo—also indi-
cees areduction n poverty vl tered
ityisﬂm!lndiastillhasmelmtnumber
of poorpeoplemmewoﬂdatmmre. ,
In the Global MDPI Index 2020 lngha
ranked S0utof 107 countries South Asian
neighbours uch s Sr Lanka (1) Bugla
desh (58, China (30), and even emerging

- acpnomies ke South Afrca () and Brazil

(8) ar ar etter placed. Further, in the
atet MDP eport of 212 (where o
were published), India has the largst
number of poo n th world, amounting
to22A9millon, Why areofhers doingbtter
than s when our economic growth
(P {ermsbeats them al? Because MDP
considers not only economi wellbeing

~ut also factors uch s ealth,education

and iving standands o determine the level
of deprivation,

The Bconomic Survey 2022-23 says the
costof healtheave n India isamajordﬂvey
of poverty, Outofpocket health expend:
tures acoount or 46.2% o total health ex
penditues, Aspe the Rural Health St
tos Report 2021-22, there s shortage of
more than 80% of the required surgeons
and paediatricians in the 6064 community
health centres nationwide, A similar shprt-
age xists intertary healtheare nsttu
tions, including the Al Inda Intituteof
Medieal Sciences (ALIMS).

POVERTY
BUT

L

DRAMAR
PATNAIK

ihee children hag fporeased from 21% to
3.4%.0ntoportththefood subsidy in BE

L

et of Peament R St
oot

ton Policy 2020, However, the share has
remained stagnant at 29% of GDP In

D0Z3-14 s o oo by 0% 85 com- - Budget 05+

paretoRE -9 an the tll location
of Poshan 2 is 401 crore less then
the allotments of the subschemes three
jearsago,

Evenafer 15.14% o th opulatonbeng

vanks  deprivedof yearsof schoolng withatleast

0ne person in the household not having
compleeiveyearsofsehooling, and 138%
ofthepopulation eing deprived o reglar

fn attendance i schools between Class 1 o8
[ asper the MDPI 202 the Samagra Shiksha
Abhiyan saw only a nominal inrease of
(,16% in BE 2023-2 over BE 202-5.

| ThaEennamle Curvou 2000 |

v}

The Standard of Living, or Quality of
Life, i the third companen of this index
and compriseseightsubindicatos, out of
Which three hold pridec place.

Cookingfuel: Whill more than .6 crore
a5 connectons have been released under
the Pradhan Mantri Uwala Yojana (PMUY)
scheme as o February 2 s per data from
the offcil PMUY dashboard, 36% of ben-
eficaris took no cooking gas el 1L3%
took only one pefll and 5:5% took four or
fewer reflls in 2021-22 according to & re:
sponge giveninthe Rajya Sabba.

Sanitaton and drinking wate, Accord:
ing o NFHS, 19% househelds donot have
ac0egs totolets desptethe government
eclaring India open defecationree in
Qrctober 2019,

Thotgh the Jal Jeevan Misson aimed to
provide funetional household ap connec:
tons by 2124, 38% of the households sur
yeyed in the Functionality Assessment of
Household ap Connectons Report 12 id
ot have overall functonality '

Housing.The Pradhan Mantri Awas Yoje
naGramin (PMAYG), launched in 2016 to
provide pucea house to everyone by 2022,

Luas want hanm vtandnd tn 0 with na nlar.
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Causes For Poverty Globally
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conflict debt

child labour
deficiency

discrimination

health

disasters
fair trade

education
History

mortality

inequality

resources

population

political instability

war






