
  
  

The Ethics of Banning Begging
The bans on begging in cities like Bhopal and Indore have ignited ethical debates over the balance
between public order, individual rights, and social responsibility. In Bhopal, the district administration’s
decision to outlaw begging raises important questions about addressing poverty. While the ban
aims to maintain public order and rehabilitate beggars, many of whom are involved in criminal activities or
disrupt traffic the ethical dilemma remains: Is it just to criminalize those already suffering from poverty,
or is this a necessary step for public safety?  

What Are the Ethical Dilemmas in Banning Begging? 

Public Order vs. Individual Rights: Banning begging aims to restore public order and reduce
traffic disruptions, but it also risks infringing on the basic human rights of vulnerable
individuals by criminalising their survival strategies. 
Punishment vs. Support: While the ban may encourage beggars to seek rehabilitation, it fails
to provide adequate alternatives, often worsening the situation for those already suffering
from poverty and lack of resources. 
Safety Concerns vs. Compassion: The ban addresses safety concerns related to illegal
activities and substance abuse among beggars, yet it lacks compassion and doesn’t tackle the
root causes of poverty that drive people to beg in the first place. 
Efficiency vs. Long-Term Solutions: The ban may offer a quick fix to the visible problem of
begging, but it doesn’t address the underlying issue of poverty, which requires long-term
solutions such as job creation, social support, and education. 
Moral Responsibility vs. Public Policy: The state has a responsibility to maintain public order,
but society must also acknowledge its moral obligation to support the vulnerable, ensuring
that beggars are treated with dignity and offered opportunities for rehabilitation. 

Why is It Important to Address the Issue of Begging? 

Root Causes of Poverty: Begging is a visible manifestation of deeper issues like poverty,
unemployment, and homelessness, which must be addressed through systemic social support and
economic opportunities. 
Human Dignity and Rights: Addressing begging ensures that vulnerable individuals are treated
with dignity and respect, rather than criminalized or marginalized for their survival strategies. 
Social Justice: Tackling begging is essential for promoting social justice, ensuring that all
individuals, regardless of their socio-economic status, have access to basic rights such as housing,
healthcare, and education. 
Public Safety and Health: Begging, especially in busy public spaces, poses risks to both the
beggars (through potential accidents) and the public (via criminal activities or public nuisance),
making it necessary to find humane solutions. 
Reducing Exploitation: Organised begging often exploits vulnerable individuals, and
addressing the issue can help dismantle criminal networks that profit from their exploitation,
ensuring better protection for these individuals. 

What Are the Philosophical Perspectives on Begging? 

Utilitarianism and the Greater Good: From a utilitarian perspective, banning begging could be
justified if it leads to greater societal welfare, such as improved public safety and reduced



disruption. However, to be truly effective, this approach also requires addressing the root
causes of poverty, as merely banning begging without providing support systems would not lead
to overall societal welfare. 
Deontological Ethics and Moral Duty: According to deontological ethics, the state has a duty
to respect the rights and dignity of individuals, meaning that criminalising begging could
be morally wrong, as it infringes on the fundamental rights of beggars.  
Virtue Ethics and Compassion: Virtue ethics emphasizes the importance of character and
compassion, suggesting that a society should be judged by how it treats its most vulnerable
members. In this context, policies that offer support rather than punishment align with the virtues
of compassion and kindness, reflecting a society's moral character. 
Rawls’ Theory of Justice: John Rawls' theory suggests that a just society must ensure
fairness for all, especially the disadvantaged. This approach advocates for policies that
provide equal opportunities for those forced into begging, rather than criminalising them without
addressing systemic inequalities. 
Communitarian Ethics and Social Responsibility: Communitarian ethics, as discussed by
thinkers like Michael Sandel and Alasdair MacIntyre, emphasises the importance of
community and social responsibility. This perspective suggests that society has a collective
duty to support its members, including those who beg, through communal efforts and social
support systems.  

How Can Society Address the Issue of Begging? 

Implementing Holistic Support Systems: Society should create multi-faceted support
systems that offer access to healthcare, education, and rehabilitation services, addressing the
immediate needs and long-term well-being of individuals involved in begging, as seen in India's
SMILE-75 Initiative which aims to establish comprehensive support systems for the holistic
rehabilitation of beggars. 
Focusing on Preventive Measures: Society should prioritize prevention over
symptoms by investing in affordable housing and job creation, ensuring basic needs are met.
Leeds in the United Kingdom follows this approach to curb begging effectively. 
Promoting Social Integration Programs: Initiatives should be implemented that
help integrate beggars into society, offering them the chance to gain skills, find stable
employment, and reintegrate with communities in a dignified way, as demonstrated by
the Atchayam Beggars Rehabilitation Centre in Erode, India, which successfully reintegrated
elderly beggars into society through skill development and social support. 
Enhancing Legal and Policy Frameworks: Governments must craft policies that balance
public order with compassion, ensuring that laws against begging come with a clear path to
rehabilitation and do not simply serve as punitive measures, as exemplified by
the Anti-Mendicancy Law in the Philippines, which emphasises structured support over
punitive actions. 
Encouraging Ethical Consumer Behavior: Encouraging ethical giving by supporting charities
instead of giving alms directly helps break the begging cycle and fosters collective
responsibility, often seen in structured support campaigns. 

Conclusion 

The issue of begging, though often seen as a public nuisance, is deeply rooted in complex socio-
economic challenges. Banning begging alone fails to address the underlying causes and risks further
marginalizing the most vulnerable. A truly ethical approach requires a balance of compassion and
accountability, with a focus on systemic change, support for rehabilitation, and public awareness. By
shifting the conversation from criminalisation to empowerment, society can move towards solutions that
not only uphold human dignity but also foster a more just and equitable future for all.
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