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Abstract: 
 The Bengal Famine of 1943 remains one of the most tragic humanitarian disasters in modern Indian 
history. This research project examines the famine not merely as an episode of food shortage, but as a complex 
crisis shaped by colonial governance, wartime economic pressures, and deep social inequalities. Although 
Bengal was historically known for its agricultural productivity, millions of people died from starvation, disease, 
and deprivation during this period. The study argues that the famine was largely a man-made catastrophe, 
resulting from structural vulnerabilities and policy failures rather than unavoidable natural causes. The first 
part of the study explores the economic and political background that created conditions for disaster. It analyses 
how colonial land systems, commercialization of agriculture, and rural poverty made Bengal’s population 
extremely vulnerable to shocks. The impact of the Second World War intensified these weaknesses through 
inflation, market instability, disruption of transportation, and policies that prioritized military needs over 
civilian welfare. Wartime administrative decisions, particularly those affecting food distribution and trade, 
significantly contributed to the breakdown of local food security. The second section focuses on the 
humanitarian dimension of the famine. It examines how hunger spread unevenly across society, affecting 
agricultural labourers, fishermen, women, and children most severely. Rural communities experienced social 
disintegration as families were forced to sell assets, migrate, or abandon dependents in order to survive. Urban 
areas became overcrowded with starving migrants, and public spaces turned into visible sites of suffering. The 
interaction between malnutrition and disease further increased mortality, highlighting the interconnected 
nature of famine and public health crises. The third part evaluates relief measures and administrative response. 
It critically analyses the delayed and inadequate relief policies implemented by colonial authorities. 
Bureaucratic fragmentation, reliance on market mechanisms, and uneven distribution of food supplies limited 
the effectiveness of intervention efforts. The failure to address both economic access and medical needs allowed 
the crisis to deepen. The famine also had significant political consequences, weakening the moral legitimacy of 
colonial rule and strengthening nationalist demands for accountability and self-governance.  this project 
concludes that the Bengal Famine of 1943 was not simply a natural disaster but a humanitarian tragedy rooted 
in structural inequality, political neglect, and flawed policy decisions. By studying its causes, human impact, 
and administrative response, the research highlights the importance of accountable governance, equitable food 
distribution systems, and ethical responsibility in preventing similar crises. The memory of the famine serves as 
a powerful reminder that access to food is not merely an economic issue but a fundamental human right that 
must be protected by effective and compassionate state action. 
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Introduction: 

The Bengal Famine of 1943 represents one of the gravest humanitarian disasters of the 

twentieth century, occurring at a critical moment in India’s colonial history. During the famine, an 

estimated three million people lost their lives due to starvation, disease, and extreme deprivation. What 

makes this tragedy particularly disturbing is that it unfolded in a region traditionally known for its 

agricultural productivity and rice surplus. The famine exposed deep structural weaknesses within 

colonial governance and challenged the assumption that famines are solely the result of natural 

calamities.    

Early explanations of the famine often emphasized factors such as crop failure and wartime 

disruption. However, later historical and economic studies have demonstrated that food availability 

alone does not determine famine outcomes. Amartya Sen’s entitlement approach fundamentally 

reshaped the understanding of the Bengal Famine by arguing that starvation occurred not because food 

was entirely absent, but because large sections of the population lost the economic ability to access it 

(Sen, 1981). Rising prices, falling wages, and the collapse of rural purchasing power meant that 

agricultural labourers, fishermen, and small peasants were pushed into starvation despite the presence 

of food in markets   

The Second World War played a crucial role in intensifying these vulnerabilities. Bengal’s 

strategic importance led colonial authorities to prioritize military needs over civilian welfare.  

Emergency wartime policies, including restrictions on grain movement and the confiscation of boats 

under the “Denial Policy,” severely disrupted internal trade and rural livelihoods (Greenough, 1982). 

These measures weakened Bengal’s food distribution system at a time when economic stability was 

already fragile. Inflation, hoarding, and speculative trading further drove up rice prices, making food 

inaccessible to the poor (Goswami, 1990).    

The human impact of the famine was catastrophic. Rural communities experienced widespread 

social breakdown as families sold land, livestock, and personal belongings in desperate attempts to 

survive. Mass migration from villages to urban centres, especially Calcutta, transformed city streets 

into spaces of visible suffering and death. Thousands collapsed from hunger and disease in public 

spaces, while relief systems remained overwhelmed and insufficient (Greenough, 1982). Epidemics of 

cholera, malaria, and dysentery spread rapidly among populations weakened by prolonged 

malnutrition.    

Administrative failure compounded the crisis. Despite repeated warnings from Indian officials, 

journalists, and relief workers, the colonial government delayed decisive intervention. Relief policies 

were inconsistent and often guided by racial attitudes and wartime priorities rather than humanitarian 
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need. Studies have shown that grain procurement and distribution policies favoured urban and military 

populations, leaving rural areas largely neglected (Klein, 1984). This lack of timely action highlights 

how political indifference and bureaucratic inertia can transform economic stress into mass mortality.    

The Bengal Famine also had profound political consequences. It significantly damaged the moral 

legitimacy of British rule and intensified nationalist criticism of colonial governance. Public awareness 

of administrative negligence during the famine strengthened demands for self-rule and accountability. 

The famine thus stands not only as a humanitarian tragedy but also as a turning point in India’s struggle 

against colonial domination (Bose, 1990).    

Understanding the Bengal Famine of 1943 requires moving beyond explanations based on 

natural scarcity to examine the political, economic, and ethical dimensions of the crisis. By analysing 

the famine through the lens of entitlement failure, wartime policy, and administrative neglect, this 

study seeks to highlight how human decisions and power structures shaped one of the darkest chapters 

in modern Indian history.   

Colonial Policies, Wartime Economy, and the Origins of the Bengal Famine:   

The Bengal Famine of 1943 did not emerge suddenly or unpredictably; rather, it was the 

outcome of a series of long-term structural weaknesses intensified by colonial policies and wartime 

economic pressures. While natural factors such as cyclones and localized crop damage played a role, 

historians increasingly agree that the famine was fundamentally a man-made disaster. The interaction 

between British colonial governance, World War II exigencies, and a distorted market system created 

conditions in which hunger turned into mass starvation. One of the most critical underlying causes of 

the famine was the colonial economic structure imposed on Bengal. Since the late eighteenth century, 

British rule had reshaped Bengal’s agrarian economy to serve imperial interests. The 

commercialization of agriculture, land revenue extraction, and the Permanent Settlement system 

weakened the resilience of rural society by placing heavy burdens on peasants and agricultural 

labourers (Bose, 1990). By the early twentieth century, a large proportion of Bengal’s rural population 

lived close to subsistence level, making them highly vulnerable to any economic shock. The outbreak 

of the Second World War significantly intensified these vulnerabilities. Bengal’s strategic location 

near Southeast Asia made it central to British military planning after the Japanese advance into Burma 

in 1942. The fall of Burma had serious consequences for Bengal, as Burma had been a major source 

of rice imports. However, the loss of Burmese rice alone does not explain the scale of the famine. 

Studies indicate that Bengal still had sufficient food availability in 1943, but distribution and access 

were deeply distorted (Sen,1981).    

Colonial wartime policies further disrupted Bengal’s food system. One of the most 

controversial measures was the “Denial Policy,” implemented to prevent Japanese forces from using 

local resources in the event of an invasion. Under this policy, boats were confiscated or destroyed, and 
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rice stocks were removed from coastal districts. These actions severely affected transportation and 

local trade, particularly in rural areas dependent on river networks (Greenough, 1982). The destruction 

of boats crippled the movement of grain between villages and markets, isolating communities at a time 

when mobility was essential for survival. At the same time, wartime inflation played a decisive role in 

creating famine conditions. British war expenditures led to a rapid increase in the money supply 

without a corresponding rise in wages. Rice prices rose dramatically between 1942 and 1943, while 

rural incomes stagnated or declined. Agricultural labourers, fishermen, and artisans experienced a 

sharp fall in real wages, effectively losing their “entitlements” to food (Sen, 1981). This entitlement 

failure meant that even when food was present in markets, it was economically inaccessible to large 

sections of the population. Speculation and hoarding further worsened the crisis. Traders and wealthy 

landlords, anticipating shortages, withheld rice from the market to sell later at higher prices.  

The colonial government’s failure to control hoarding or impose effective price regulations 

allowed market forces to operate unchecked. Omkar Goswami’s re-examination of famine data shows 

that price instability, rather than absolute scarcity, was a key driver of starvation (Goswami, 1990). 

The market, instead of acting as a mechanism of distribution, became a tool of exclusion. 

Administrative failures compounded these economic problems. Decision-making authority was 

fragmented between the central colonial government and provincial administrations, leading to delays 

and confusion. The Bengal government lacked sufficient power to regulate inter-provincial grain 

movement, while the central government hesitated to release grain reserves for civilian use due to 

wartime priorities (Klein, 1984). This bureaucratic paralysis meant that warning signs were ignored 

until starvation had already spread across large parts of the province.    

Colonial attitudes towards famine relief also played a significant role. British officials often 

viewed famine as a natural or cyclical phenomenon rather than a preventable crisis. Relief measures 

were guided by fears of creating dependency rather than by humanitarian urgency. As a result, 

assistance was limited, delayed, and unevenly distributed. Klein (1984) argues that relief policies were 

shaped more by fiscal conservatism and racial assumptions than by concern for Indian lives. The 

colonial government’s prioritization of urban and military populations further illustrates the unequal 

nature of wartime policy. Calcutta, as a major industrial and military hub, received preferential access 

to food supplies, while rural districts were largely neglected. This urban bias deepened rural distress 

and accelerated migration to cities, where thousands arrived already weakened by hunger. Greenough 

(1982) notes that this selective allocation of resources reflected imperial priorities rather than objective 

assessments of need.    

The Bengal Famine thus reveals how colonial governance transformed economic stress into 

mass mortality. The famine was not simply the result of wartime disruption or environmental factors, 

but of policy decisions that systematically undermined food security for the poor. Sen’s entitlement 
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framework remains crucial in understanding this process, as it highlights how starvation can occur 

even in the absence of total food shortage (Sen, 1981). The failure lay in ensuring equitable access, 

not in production alone In sum, the origins of the Bengal Famine of 1943 must be located in the 

intersection of colonial economic structures, wartime policies, and administrative neglect. British 

imperial priorities, combined with inflation, market manipulation, and ineffective governance, created 

conditions in which millions were denied the means to survive. Understanding these origins is essential 

not only for historical accuracy but also for recognizing how political and economic systems can 

produce humanitarian disasters when human welfare is subordinated to power and profit.   

Human Suffering and Social Disintegration during the Bengal Famine:    

The Bengal Famine of 1943 was not only an economic or administrative failure but a profound 

humanitarian catastrophe that shattered the social fabric of Bengal. While statistics convey the scale 

of mortality, they fail to capture the depth of human suffering and the breakdown of social life that 

accompanied the famine. Starvation was not experienced merely as hunger but as a prolonged process 

of physical decline, psychological trauma, and moral collapse. The famine transformed everyday life 

into a struggle for survival and exposed the extreme vulnerability of colonial society during crisis. The 

earliest victims of the famine were rural labourers, sharecroppers, fishermen, and artisans whose 

livelihoods depended on daily wages. As rice prices rose sharply and employment opportunities 

declined, these groups lost their ability to purchase food. Paul Greenough’s study highlights how 

starvation unfolded unevenly across social classes, with the poorest experiencing hunger months 

before famine conditions were officially recognised (Greenough, 1982). The erosion of purchasing 

power forced families to sell land, tools, livestock, and household possessions, stripping them of long-

term means of survival. As starvation deepened, rural society began to disintegrate. Traditional 

systems of mutual support within villages collapsed under the pressure of scarcity. Kinship ties 

weakened as families struggled to feed themselves, often abandoning elderly members or sending 

children away in desperate attempts to save them. Sugata Bose notes that famine undermined the moral 

economy of the village, replacing reciprocity with competition for survival (Bose, 1990). Hunger 

eroded social trust, turning neighbor’s into rivals for limited resources. One of the most visible 

consequences of rural collapse was mass migration. Thousands of starving villagers walked to urban 

centres, particularly Calcutta, hoping to find food or relief. These migrations fundamentally altered 

urban life. City streets, railway stations, and marketplaces became crowded with emaciated bodies, 

transforming public spaces into scenes of suffering and death. Greenough (1982) describes Calcutta 

during the famine as a city overwhelmed by human misery, where corpses lay unattended and 

starvation became a daily spectacle.    

The physical effects of prolonged hunger were devastating. Severe malnutrition weakened 

immune systems, making famine victims highly susceptible to disease. Epidemics of cholera, malaria, 
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smallpox, and dysentery spread rapidly among populations already weakened by starvation. Ira Klein’s 

demographic analysis demonstrates that a significant proportion of famine deaths resulted not from 

starvation alone but from disease interacting with malnutrition (Klein, 1984). The combination of 

hunger and illness dramatically increased mortality rates, particularly among children and the elderly. 

Women experienced famine in especially harsh ways. As primary caregivers, they often reduced their 

own food intake to feed children and male family members. When household resources were 

exhausted, women faced increased vulnerability to exploitation, trafficking, and forced prostitution. 

Greenough (1982) documents how famine pushed many women into urban brothels or exploitative 

domestic labour arrangements as a means of survival. The famine thus inflicted not only physical 

suffering but also deep social and moral wounds, particularly along gender lines. Children were among 

the most tragic victims of the famine. Malnutrition during critical developmental stages led to high 

child mortality and long-term health consequences for survivors. Many children were orphaned as 

families collapsed under the pressure of hunger and disease. Klein (1984) notes that orphaned children 

often wandered streets or were absorbed into exploitative labour systems, losing both family protection 

and educational opportunities. The famine permanently altered the life chances of an entire generation.    

The famine also reshaped attitudes toward death and human dignity. As starvation became widespread, 

the sheer number of deaths overwhelmed customary funeral practices. Bodies were often left 

uncremated or buried hastily, reflecting both material scarcity and emotional exhaustion. 

Contemporary accounts describe a growing numbness toward death, as constant exposure to suffering 

eroded emotional responses. This normalization of death reveals the psychological toll of prolonged 

crisis and the erosion of social norms.Relief camps, though intended to alleviate suffering, often 

became spaces of further hardship. Overcrowding, poor sanitation, and inadequate medical care turned 

many camps into centres of disease transmission. Klein (1984) argues that relief efforts failed to 

account for the scale and complexity of human suffering, focusing narrowly on food distribution while 

neglecting health and sanitation. As a result, relief measures sometimes mitigated hunger but failed to 

reduce mortality effectively. Caste and class inequalities further shaped experiences of famine. 

Marginalised communities, including lower-caste groups and landless labourers, faced discrimination 

even in relief distribution. Access to aid was often mediated by local elites, reinforcing pre-existing 

hierarchies. Bose (1990) emphasizes that famine intensified structural inequalities rather than 

temporarily suspending them, revealing how social power continued to operate even in conditions of 

extreme crisis. Beyond immediate suffering, the famine left long-lasting psychological scars. 

Survivors carried memories of hunger, loss, and humiliation long after food supplies stabilised. These 

experiences shaped attitudes toward colonial authority, strengthening perceptions of injustice and 

abandonment. The famine thus contributed to a broader crisis of legitimacy for British rule, as ordinary 

people connected their suffering to administrative indifference and imperial priorities (Greenough,  



www.irjhis.com    ©2026 IRJHIS | Volume 07, Issue 03, March 2026| ISSN 2582-8568 | Impact Factor 8.428 

IRJHIS2603010 |   International Research Journal of Humanities and Interdisciplinary Studies (IRJHIS) | 100  

1982).    

In sum, the Bengal Famine of 1943 was not merely an episode of mass starvation but a profound 

social catastrophe that dismantled families, communities, and moral frameworks. Hunger interacted 

with disease, inequality, and neglect to produce suffering on an unprecedented scale. Examining the 

famine through the lens of human experience reveals the true cost of policy failure and structural 

injustice. The social disintegration witnessed during the famine underscores the need to understand 

famine not only as an economic event but as a deeply human tragedy shaped by power, inequality, and 

neglect.   

Relief Measures, Administrative Failure, and Political Consequences:   

The response of the colonial state to the Bengal Famine of 1943 reveals a profound failure of 

governance, marked by delayed action, inadequate relief, and a persistent prioritization of imperial 

interests over human survival. While famine relief mechanisms existed in theory, their implementation 

during the crisis was slow, uneven, and shaped by deep administrative and ideological limitations. The 

famine thus exposed not only economic vulnerabilities but also the moral and political shortcomings 

of colonial rule.At the onset of the famine, the British administration failed to acknowledge the 

seriousness of the crisis. Despite early warning signs—such as rising food prices, rural distress, and 

reports of starvation deaths—the colonial government hesitated to declare a famine. Officials feared 

that recognition would cause panic, disrupt markets, and undermine wartime morale. This reluctance 

delayed large-scale relief efforts until starvation had already become widespread (Greenough, 1982). 

By the time famine conditions were officially recognized, millions had already exhausted their coping 

mechanisms. Relief measures, when initiated, were limited in scope and poorly coordinated. Food 

distribution relied heavily on local administration, which varied widely in efficiency and resources. 

Relief kitchens and camps were established, but they were insufficient to meet the scale of need. Ira 

Klein notes that relief policy was guided by outdated assumptions that famine relief should be minimal 

to avoid encouraging dependency among the poor (Klein, 1984). This approach ignored the 

exceptional nature of the crisis and underestimated the depth of suffering. Another major failure was 

the colonial government’s reliance on market mechanisms during a time of extreme price volatility. 

Instead of enforcing strict price controls or aggressively releasing grain stocks, authorities continued 

to believe that markets would stabilize supply. This faith in market self-regulation proved disastrous. 

Speculation and hoarding persisted, and food remained unaffordable for the poorest sections of society. 

Amartya Sen’s analysis highlights that relief policies failed to restore people’s entitlements to food, 

focusing narrowly on availability rather than access (Sen, 1981). The distribution of relief was also 

deeply unequal. Urban centres, particularly Calcutta, received preferential treatment due to their 

economic and strategic importance. Food supplies were directed toward industrial workers and 

military personnel to maintain wartime production. Rural districts, where mortality was highest, 



www.irjhis.com    ©2026 IRJHIS | Volume 07, Issue 03, March 2026| ISSN 2582-8568 | Impact Factor 8.428 

IRJHIS2603010 |   International Research Journal of Humanities and Interdisciplinary Studies (IRJHIS) | 101  

remained largely neglected. Greenough (1982) argues that this urban bias reflected imperial priorities 

rather than humanitarian need, reinforcing rural suffering and accelerating migration to cities.    

Administrative fragmentation further undermined relief efforts. Responsibility for famine 

management was divided between the provincial government of Bengal and the central colonial 

administration, leading to confusion and delayed decision-making. Provincial authorities lacked the 

power to control inter-provincial grain movement, while the central government was reluctant to 

interfere with wartime logistics. Klein (1984) describes this bureaucratic paralysis as a key factor in 

the failure to implement timely and effective relief. Colonial attitudes toward Indian lives also shaped 

the nature of relief. Many British officials viewed famine as an unfortunate but inevitable aspect of 

Indian society, rather than as a preventable disaster. Racial assumptions about Indian resilience and 

overpopulation contributed to policy indifference. As a result, relief measures were often designed to 

be temporary and limited, rather than comprehensive and sustained. This lack of urgency stands in 

stark contrast to the scale of human suffering. Health and sanitation were largely neglected in famine 

relief planning. Relief camps were overcrowded and poorly maintained, becoming breeding grounds 

for disease. Malnutrition weakened immune systems, while inadequate medical facilities failed to 

control outbreaks of cholera, malaria, and dysentery. Klein (1984) emphasizes that mortality continued 

to rise even after food relief expanded, demonstrating that relief policies failed to address the 

interconnected nature of hunger and disease. The political consequences of these failures were 

significant. The famine deeply eroded the legitimacy of British rule in India. News reports, 

photographs, and eyewitness accounts circulated widely, exposing the scale of suffering and 

administrative neglect. Indian leaders and nationalist organizations used the famine to criticize colonial 

governance, arguing that British rule had failed in its most basic duty: protecting life. Bose (1990) 

notes that the famine strengthened nationalist narratives linking colonial exploitation to human 

suffering. Public anger was further intensified by revelations that food exports from India continued 

during the famine and that grain stocks were reserved for military use. These revelations reinforced 

perceptions that Indian lives were considered expendable within the imperial system. The famine thus 

became a symbol of colonial indifference and moral failure, shaping popular memory and political 

discourse in the final years of British rule. The famine also influenced post-independence policy 

thinking. Indian planners and policymakers drew lessons from the catastrophe, emphasizing the need 

for state intervention in food markets, public distribution systems, and famine prevention. Sen (1981) 

argues that independent India’s commitment to democracy and welfare-oriented policies helped 

prevent famines on the scale of 1943, highlighting the political dimension of food security.    

In retrospect, the Bengal Famine of 1943 reveals how relief failure can be as deadly as food 

shortage. The colonial administration possessed the resources and information necessary to mitigate 

the crisis but lacked the political will and ethical commitment to act decisively. Relief measures were 
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constrained by ideological rigidity, bureaucratic inertia, and imperial priorities, transforming a food 

crisis into a humanitarian catastrophe.   

Conclusion:  

The Bengal Famine of 1943 stands as one of the most devastating humanitarian disasters in 

modern Indian history, not merely because of the scale of death it caused, but because of the conditions 

under which it occurred. In a land capable of producing sufficient food, millions perished due to a 

combination of colonial exploitation, wartime priorities, administrative failure, and deep social 

inequality. The famine was not an unavoidable natural calamity; it was a crisis shaped by human 

decisions, political indifference, and systemic neglect.    

This study has demonstrated that the roots of the famine lay in long-standing colonial economic 

structures that left Bengal’s rural population extremely vulnerable. The commercialization of 

agriculture, inequitable land relations, and chronic poverty meant that large sections of society lived 

on the edge of subsistence even before the war. When the pressures of the Second World War 

intensified inflation, disrupted trade, and distorted food distribution, these fragile livelihoods 

collapsed. Wartime policies such as the denial of transport and grain movement further aggravated the 

crisis, turning economic stress into mass starvation.    

The famine’s humanitarian dimension reveals its true tragedy. Starvation was not a sudden 

event but a slow, degrading process that dismantled families, communities, and social values. Hunger 

destroyed the moral economy of villages, forced mass migration, and transformed urban spaces into 

sites of visible death. Women and children bore a disproportionate burden of suffering, facing 

exploitation, abandonment, and long-term trauma. Disease thrived among malnourished populations, 

compounding mortality and deepening human misery. These experiences underline that famine is not 

only about food scarcity, but about dignity, survival, and the right to life.    

Equally significant was the failure of relief measures. The colonial administration’s response 

was marked by hesitation, fragmentation, and ideological rigidity. Relief efforts were delayed, 

insufficient, and unevenly distributed, often prioritizing military and urban populations over rural 

communities where mortality was highest. Faith in market mechanisms during a period of extreme 

price instability proved disastrous, as access to food became increasingly determined by purchasing 

power rather than need. The neglect of health and sanitation in relief planning further increased deaths, 

demonstrating the inadequacy of a narrowly economic approach to humanitarian crises.    

The political consequences of the famine were profound and long-lasting. The visible suffering 

and administrative indifference shattered the moral legitimacy of British rule in India. For many 

Indians, the famine confirmed that colonial governance was fundamentally incapable of protecting 

Indian lives. Nationalist leaders and organizations used the famine as evidence of imperial exploitation 

and moral failure, strengthening demands for self-rule and accountability. In this sense, the famine 
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was not only a humanitarian catastrophe but also a critical moment in the political history of India’s 

freedom struggle.    

The Bengal Famine also offers important lessons beyond its historical context. It highlights 

how famines are often the result of entitlement failures rather than absolute food shortages, and how 

political systems play a decisive role in determining who lives and who dies during crises. The absence 

of democracy, accountability, and ethical responsibility in colonial governance allowed suffering to 

continue unchecked. In contrast, the post-independence Indian state placed greater emphasis on food 

security, public distribution, and state intervention—measures shaped in part by the memory of 1943. 

The fact that India has not experienced a famine of similar magnitude since independence underscores 

the political nature of famine prevention.   

Remembering the Bengal Famine is therefore an ethical responsibility. It challenges simplistic 

explanations that blame nature or population pressure and forces a critical examination of power, 

policy, and inequality. The famine reminds us that administrative delay, indifference to suffering, and 

prioritization of strategic or economic interests over human life can have catastrophic consequences. 

In a world still marked by hunger, displacement, and humanitarian crises, the lessons of Bengal remain 

deeply relevant.    

In conclusion, the Bengal Famine of 1943 must be understood as a man-made disaster rooted 

in colonial exploitation, wartime priorities, and systemic failure. It represents a stark warning about 

the human cost of poor governance and moral indifference. By studying this tragedy, we not only 

honour the millions who suffered and died but also reaffirm the importance of humane, accountable, 

and people-centred governance. The memory of the famine serves as a reminder that access to food is 

not merely an economic issue, but a fundamental human right one that societies and governments are 

morally bound to protect.    
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