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🎤
INTERVIEW ANGLE

"If a reform frames itself as fixing inequity but retains a cap that guarantees the better-off group
gains nothing while the worse-off group loses, is it equity at all, or only a cost-cutting measure
wearing equity's language?"

Every fact web-verified against primary sources

THE LIFT LINE

Equalising by cutting the smallest bowl is not equity. It is arithmetic wearing equity’s language.

WHY THIS EDITORIAL MATTERS FOR YOUR EXAM

Most answers on the National Food Security Act recite its two categories, AAY and Priority Households, and stop

at “35 kg flat versus 5 kg per person.” This editorial supplies the harder, more testable point: a reform that claims

to fix a per-capita inequity but leaves the ceiling untouched can only ever redistribute downward, and spotting

that asymmetry, not merely naming the scheme, is what separates a Mains-grade answer from a Prelims fact list.

GS Paper 2: Government policies and interventions for development in various sectors; issues relating to

poverty and hunger; welfare schemes for vulnerable sections.

GS Paper 3: Public distribution system, buffer stock and food security; issues related to direct and indirect farm

subsidies.
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CONCEPT MEANING WHY IT IS TESTABLE

Antyodaya Anna

Yojana (AAY)

NFSA category for the poorest of the poor,

currently a flat 35 kg grain entitlement per

household per month

The category the amendment directly

restructures

Priority Household

(PHH)

NFSA category entitled to 5 kg of grain per

person per month

The benchmark the government cites

to justify the AAY change

Per-capita inequity

(current system)

A small AAY household receives a higher per-

person share than a large one, since both get a

flat 35 kg

The government’s stated rationale for

reform

35 kg household cap

(proposed system)

The ceiling retained even under the new 7 kg per

person formula

The design choice that makes the

reform asymmetric

National Food

Security Act, 2013

(NFSA)

The parent law covering an estimated 800

million beneficiaries nationally

Establishes scale; any AAY formula

change affects a large absolute

population

BACKGROUND AND CONTEXT

The National Food Security Act, 2013 created a legal entitlement to subsidised foodgrain for roughly 75% of

the rural and 50% of the urban population, split into two categories: Antyodaya Anna Yojana (AAY)

households, identified as the poorest of the poor, entitled to a flat 35 kg of grain per household per month,

and Priority Households (PHH), entitled to 5 kg of grain per person per month.

The Department of Food and Public Distribution (DFPD) released the draft National Food Security

(Amendment) Bill, 2026 and invited public comments, with the window closing on 13 July 2026.

Parliament was informed on 4 August 2026 that the government had received approximately 108 comments

on the draft.

The central proposed change replaces the flat AAY household entitlement with a per-person formula of 7 kg

per person per month, capped at a maximum of 35 kg per household. The government’s stated

rationale, per the DFPD notice, is that the existing flat entitlement produces inequity by household size: a small

AAY household’s per-capita share can exceed, sometimes by several multiples, the per-capita share of a large AAY

household, and can also exceed what a Priority Household member receives.

THE ANALYSIS

1. The reform is asymmetric by design, not by accident. Because the household cap remains fixed at 35

kg, no AAY household can ever receive more grain under the new formula than under the old one. A household

can only stay the same (at 5 members or more, where 7 kg times members meets or exceeds 35 kg) or lose (below

5 members). There is no scenario in which the reform adds grain to any household.
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2. The households losing the most are the households AAY exists to protect. A single-person AAY

household, commonly an elderly person living alone, a widow or a person with disability without an earning

household member, would see entitlement fall from 35 kg to just 7 kg, a reduction of 28 kg, roughly 80% of the

current allocation. A 2-member household falls from 35 kg to 14 kg. These are not marginal cases; they are

frequently cited by critics, including the Right to Food Campaign, as characteristic of the AAY population

specifically because AAY targets extreme vulnerability, which correlates with smaller, often single-generation

households.

3. The government’s stated rationale is real but selectively applied. It is true that under the current flat

system, a small AAY household’s per-capita entitlement can exceed a Priority Household member’s 5 kg per

person, an anomaly the government is entitled to want to fix. But fixing it by cutting the smaller household’s

absolute grain quantity, rather than by any adjustment to the Priority Household entitlement or the AAY ceiling,

resolves the inequity entirely at the expense of one side.

4. “Equity” without any adjustment to the ceiling is a cost-neutral relabelling. For the reform to

constitute equity in the ordinary sense, either the disadvantaged group’s floor should rise or the advantaged

group’s ceiling should fall in some symmetric way. Instead, the ceiling for large households (which, under the

current flat system, already had the lowest per-capita entitlement, arguably making them the “disadvantaged”

side of the very inequity the government cites) is untouched, and only the smaller households’ entitlement moves,

and only downward.

5. The comparison to a wage cut is analytically apt, not merely rhetorical. Framing the change as

equivalent to reducing the pay of the lowest-paid staff to narrow a pay gap, rather than raising it or capping the

highest-paid staff’s pay, captures precisely why critics reject the government’s equity framing: the mechanism

chosen produces the numerical appearance of reduced disparity only because the disadvantaged side’s absolute

position worsens, not because the advantaged side’s position improves or worsens at all.
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DATA AND INSTITUTIONS VAULT

PRELIMS-GRADE FACTS:

WATCH THE TRAP: DO NOT WRITE THAT THE REFORM “REDUCES THE FOOD SECURITY NET.” NFSA

COVERAGE AND PHH ENTITLEMENTS ARE UNCHANGED; THE REFORM RESTRUCTURES ONLY THE AAY

PER-HOUSEHOLD-TO-PER-PERSON FORMULA, AND ONLY HOUSEHOLDS BELOW FIVE MEMBERS ARE

DIRECTLY AFFECTED.

THE DEBATE

Argument FOR the reform (government position). The current flat AAY entitlement produces a genuine,

indefensible anomaly in which a single beneficiary can receive multiples of the per-capita grain a large family

receives, and multiples of what a Priority Household member receives. A per-person formula is the analytically

correct design for any entitlement meant to reflect individual nutritional need rather than an accident of

household composition, and revenue-neutral reform, capping cost at the current level, may be the only politically

and fiscally feasible first step available to the government right now.

Argument AGAINST the reform (Indian Express position). An equity fix that only ever subtracts from

the disadvantaged side while leaving the advantaged side’s ceiling untouched is not equity, it is a cut that borrows

equity’s vocabulary. The households losing the most, single-person and small elderly, widowed or disabled-

headed AAY households, are precisely the population AAY was created to shield, and the absolute loss, up to 80%

of current entitlement for the smallest households, is severe enough that the reform should not proceed without a

corresponding floor or ceiling adjustment.

Balanced verdict. The government’s diagnosis of the current system’s inequity is sound; its prescribed remedy

is not. A genuine fix requires the cap to move, whether upward for larger households or through a protective floor

for the smallest ones, so that the reform redistributes rather than merely subtracts. Until the Bill includes such a

provision, the fairest reading is that it solves one inequity by creating a starker one, and the 108 comments

already on record give the government a documented, immediate basis to revise the draft before introduction in

Parliament.

Draft National Food Security (Amendment) Bill, 2026: released by the Department of Food and Public
Distribution (DFPD); public comments invited till 13 July 2026

Parliament informed of approximately 108 public comments received: 4 August 2026

Current AAY entitlement: flat 35 kg of grain per household per month

Current Priority Household (PHH) entitlement: 5 kg of grain per person per month

Proposed AAY formula: 7 kg per person per month, capped at 35 kg per household

National Food Security Act, 2013 (NFSA) covers an estimated 75% rural and 50% urban population,
commonly cited at roughly 800 million beneficiaries nationally

Worked example: a 2-member AAY household falls from 35 kg to 14 kg; a single-person household falls
from 35 kg to 7 kg; a 5-member or larger household remains at 35 kg, unchanged

UPSC & STATE PCS CURRENT AFFAIRS ujiyari.com ↗

A False Equity Fix: The Food Security Amendment That Cuts the Poorest's Rations 5 / 12

https://ujiyari.com/


HOW TO THINK ABOUT THIS

The transferable pattern: when a welfare reform claims to fix a distributional inequity but leaves the

system’s ceiling or floor unchanged, check whether the “fix” can mathematically ever produce a

gain for anyone, or whether it can only ever produce a loss for someone.

A genuine equity correction redistributes resources between an advantaged group and a disadvantaged group, so

that at least one side’s position improves. A reform that only ever subtracts from one side while leaving the other

exactly where it started is not redistribution; it is a unilateral cut applied selectively, and calling it equity does not

change its arithmetic.

This same test applies whenever a subsidy, quota or entitlement formula is “rationalised”: ask what happens to

the group already worst off under the new formula, and ask whether the group already best off ever gains or loses

anything at all. If the best-off group is entirely unaffected and the worst-off group can only lose, the reform is a

cost-cutting measure regardless of the language used to introduce it.

DIAGRAM-IN-WORDS

THE AAY ENTITLEMENT FORMULA CHANGE

CURRENT SYSTEM: flat 35 kg per AAY household, any size

  1-member household: 35 kg (35 kg per capita)

  2-member household: 35 kg (17.5 kg per capita)

  5-member household: 35 kg (7 kg per capita)

  7-member household: 35 kg (5 kg per capita)

PROPOSED SYSTEM: 7 kg per person, capped at 35 kg per household

  1-member household: 7 kg   (LOSS of 28 kg, -80%)

  2-member household: 14 kg  (LOSS of 21 kg, -60%)

  5-member household: 35 kg  (NO CHANGE)

  7-member household: 35 kg  (NO CHANGE, cap binds)

RESULT

  smaller households (below 5 members) -----> LOSE grain

  larger households (5 members or more) -----> GAIN NOTHING

THE ASYMMETRY

  no household under either system can gain from this reform

  only households below the cap threshold can lose

  the cap itself is the reason the "equity fix" cannot equalise upward
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TAKEAWAY BOX

A formula that can only ever subtract from the smallest household and never add to the largest is not correcting

an inequity. It is relocating the cost of one.

draft National Food Security (Amendment) Bill, 2026; DFPD comment window closed 13 July 2026;

~108 comments reported to Parliament 4 August 2026; current AAY 35 kg flat; proposed 7 kg per

person, capped at 35 kg; PHH entitlement 5 kg per person; NFSA covers roughly 800 million

beneficiaries.

when a policy is framed as correcting inequity but its mechanism can only ever take from the group already

most vulnerable, what is the state’s obligation, to proceed because the stated principle is sound, or to redesign

the mechanism before the principle is applied?

UPSC has repeatedly tested NFSA coverage, PDS reform and welfare targeting; this editorial updates that

theme with a live 2026 formula change and a testable distributional-arithmetic angle rarely covered in

standard NFSA notes.

“A reform that redistributes only downward, from a disadvantaged group, while leaving an advantaged

group’s position unchanged, cannot be called an equity correction.” Examine this claim with reference to the

proposed changes to Antyodaya Anna Yojana entitlements.

Sources: Indian Express, Department of Food and Public Distribution, Down To Earth

Source: A False Equity Fix: The Food Security Amendment That Cuts the Poorest's Rations — Ujiyari.com | Free UPSC

& State PCS Editorial Analysis
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K E Y  A R G U M E N T S  A T  A  G L A N C E

✓ SUPPORTING

⚠ COUNTER

The Indian Express argues the draft National Food Security
(Amendment) Bill, 2026, which replaces the flat 35 kg per

household per month grain entitlement for Antyodaya Anna
Yojana (AAY) households with 7 kg per person per month capped

at 35 kg per household, is a false equity fix: because the cap is
retained, larger AAY households gain nothing while smaller

households, disproportionately the elderly, widows, persons with
disabilities and small nuclear families, lose real entitlement, some

falling from 35 kg to as little as 7-14 kg a month.

The arithmetic is stark and household-size dependent. Under the current flat system, a 2-
member AAY household and a 7-member AAY household both legally receive 35 kg, giving the
smaller household a per-capita entitlement of 17.5 kg against just 5 kg for the larger one.
Under the proposed formula, the 2-member household would receive only 14 kg (7 kg times 2),
a loss of 21 kg, while the 7-member household would still be capped at 35 kg, exactly as
before, a change of zero.

The National Food Security Act, 2013 (NFSA) created two beneficiary categories: Antyodaya
Anna Yojana (AAY) households, the poorest of the poor, entitled to a flat 35 kg per household
per month, and Priority Households (PHH), entitled to 5 kg per person per month. The
government’s own stated rationale, set out in the Department of Food and Public Distribution’s
notice inviting public comments on the draft Bill, is that the flat AAY entitlement creates
inequity because a large AAY household’s per-capita share can fall below what a Priority
Household member receives.

The households most exposed to loss under the new formula are specifically the smallest AAY
households, elderly-only households, single-person households, widows living alone and
persons with disabilities without an earning household, precisely the categories AAY was
designed to protect as the poorest of the poor, not merely the largest households by
headcount.

NFSA has near-universal reach, commonly cited at roughly 800 million beneficiaries nationally
across both AAY and Priority Household categories, so a formula change to the AAY
entitlement structure, even if it affects a minority of households within that category, has a
large absolute number of vulnerable people at stake.
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The government’s equity framing is not without a defensible core: a system in which per-capita
entitlement varies purely by accident of household size, so that a single elderly AAY beneficiary
receives seven times the per-capita grain of a large AAY family, is a genuine anomaly worth
correcting. A per-person formula is the more principled design for entitlement calculation in the
abstract, and retaining a 35 kg household cap can be read as a fiscally conservative first step
rather than the final word, especially if the government has revenue or administrative reasons to
avoid a costlier reform that also raises the ceiling for large households in the same Bill.

→ WAY FORWARD

If per-capita equity is the genuine objective, the cap itself must move: either raise the household
ceiling above 35 kg so large households gain rather than merely tread water, or introduce a
minimum household floor, such as guaranteeing no AAY household falls below roughly 20-25 kg
regardless of size, so small and single-member households do not absorb the entire cost of the
reform. Absent either change, the amendment corrects one inequity by creating a sharper one,
and Parliament should treat the 108 public comments already received on the draft Bill as the
starting point for exactly this fix before the Bill is finalised.
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✍️ MAINS ANSWER FRAMEWORK

QUESTION

The draft National Food Security (Amendment) Bill, 2026 proposes a per-person entitlement formula for

Antyodaya Anna Yojana households in place of the existing flat household entitlement. Critically examine
whether this change advances or undermines the equity objective it claims to serve. (250 words)

INTRODUCTION

The draft National Food Security (Amendment) Bill, 2026 proposes replacing the flat 35 kg per household per
month grain entitlement for Antyodaya Anna Yojana (AAY) households with a per-person formula of 7 kg per

person per month, capped at 35 kg per household. The government frames this as an equity correction; the
Indian Express and several critics argue it is, in practice, a cut dressed as a correction, since the cap ensures

the change can only ever take grain away from smaller households and never add any to larger ones.

BODY

The National Food Security Act, 2013 created AAY for the poorest of the poor with a flat household
entitlement, alongside Priority Households entitled to 5 kg per person per month. The flat AAY design does

produce a real anomaly: a 2-member AAY household receives 17.5 kg per capita against 5 kg per capita for a
7-member AAY household, an inequity the government cites as its rationale for reform.

But the proposed fix is asymmetric. A 2-member household under the new formula receives only 14 kg (7 kg
times 2), a loss of 21 kg from its current 35 kg entitlement.

A 5-member household receives exactly 35 kg (7 kg times 5), unchanged. A 7-member household remains
capped at 35 kg, identically to today, since 7 kg times 7 exceeds the ceiling.
The households absorbing the entire cost of this reform are therefore the smallest AAY households, elderly-

only households, widows living alone, persons with disabilities without an earning household member and
small nuclear families, exactly the categories AAY exists to protect. No household gains from the change; only

smaller households lose, which is why critics describe the reform as equivalent to reducing the entitlement of
the worst-off group to narrow a disparity, rather than raising the floor for the disadvantaged or the ceiling for

the advantaged, the two moves that would constitute a genuine equity fix.

CONCLUSION

A credible equity correction to AAY entitlements would ensure no eligible household’s absolute grain quantity
falls, achieving fairness by raising allocations where they are lowest rather than lowering them where they are

currently generous. The government’s own stated rationale, that per-capita disparity within AAY is real, is
defensible; its chosen instrument, a formula capped at the existing ceiling, is not, because it converts a

legitimate equity concern into a net entitlement cut for the smallest and most vulnerable AAY households.
The 108 public comments received on the draft Bill, and the criticism voiced by the Right to Food Campaign

and state governments including Tamil Nadu and Kerala, give Parliament a clear opening to fix the cap before
the Bill is finalised.
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