
Reserved seats, unchanged cages

Not all change dis-
t u r b s  w h a t  i t 
touches. Some of it 

is just surface movement, a 
rearranging of faces while 
the structure underneath 
remains perfectly still. 
The seat is offered while 
the ground that produced 
the occupant remains un-
examined. Numbers are 
announced while the con-
ditions that shaped those 
numbers are quietly left in 
place. What looks like prog-
ress from one angle is, from 
another, the original ar-
rangement wearing a more 
presentable face.

India’s women’s reser-
vation debate has arrived 
at precisely this junction. 
On Friday, a Constitution 
amendment bill linked to 
implementing women’s par-
liamentary reservation fell 
short of the two-thirds ma-
jority it required in the Lok 
Sabha. For all the speeches, 
all the procedural maneu-
vering, all the passionate 
invocations of women’s em-
powerment, one question 
went entirely unasked: not 
how many women should 
sit in Parliament, but which 
women? That is the ques-
tion this moment demands.

The Arithmetic of 
Appearances
Before any reservation 
comes into force, it is per-
tinent to begin with the 
numbers that already exist. 
Women currently consti-
tute somewhere between 
twelve and fifteen per cent 
of the Lok Sabha, roughly 
seventy-four members in a 

house of five hundred and 
forty-three. A thirty-three 
per cent reservation would 
push that figure to ap-
proximately one hundred 
and eighty. The question 
is: where are the additional 
hundred-plus women sup-
posed to come from?

The data, examined care-
fully, tells a story the debate 
chose to skip. Of the wom-
en who currently reach 
Parliament, approximately 
half arrive through what 
can only be called dynastic 
passage: they are the wives, 
daughters, or daughters-in-
law of established political 
figures. Among male MPs, 
the corresponding figure 
is around twenty-five per 
cent. Reservation does not 
change the pool from which 
candidates are drawn; it ex-
pands the demand placed 
on it. The extra seats will, 
in the main, be filled by the 
same political families.

This pattern is not new. 
It is already visible in the 
panchayat system, where 
seats reserved for women 
have produced the phe-
nomenon of the proxy sar-
panch: a woman holds the 
title while a husband or 
father holds the office. The 
formal position and the ac-
tual power occupy different 
bodies; what the reserva-
tion bill proposes is to insti-
tutionalise this at scale.

That the society produc-
ing these candidates is 
actively retreating from 
women’s participation, 
not advancing, makes the 
gesture at the top all the 
more striking. One num-
ber never appeared in the 
parliamentary debate: In-
dia’s Female Labour Force 
Participation Rate. It has 
been declining, and today 
it stands lower than it did 
a quarter century ago. The 
same society that is demon-
strably less willing to let 
women hold ordinary jobs 
than it was a generation 

back is now offering them 
Parliament. It is a society 
staging a spectacular ges-
ture at the top while quietly 
closing the doors below.

International evidence 
confirms what the arith-
metic already suggests. 
Rwanda’s parliament has 
for years carried more than 
sixty per cent women. Yet it 
remains a country that con-
tinues to struggle deeply 
with violence against wom-
en. The number on the door 
tells you nothing reliable 
about what happens inside.

Political parties, for their 
part, are not confused about 
their purposes; women’s 
electoral turnout has been 
rising, and a bill of this 
kind harvests votes across 
the full spectrum. The ap-
parent hypocrisy, the same 
machinery that sacralises 
gender hierarchy also 
championing women’s par-
liamentary seats, dissolves 
once you stop expecting 
consistency at the level of 
values. The ego-machinery 
that consolidates power has 
no fixed content. It will be 
patriarchal when patriar-
chy serves it, and pro-wom-
en when one does, because 
the content was never the 
point, the consolidation 
was.

The Devi Trap
There is a distinction the 
debate never drew: the dis-
tinction between the public 
stage and the private sphere. 
The test of whether any 
move is actually pro-wom-
en is this: does it disturb the 
private-sphere hierarchy? 
Reservation in legislatures, 
delivered through existing 
party machines, does not.

Marital rape remains out-
side the scope of criminal 
law: a member of Parlia-
ment may be legally unpro-
tected from assault within 
her own home. Honor kill-
ings continue, concentrated 
in the same belt where the 
reservation debate has gen-
erated some of its loudest 
enthusiasm: a woman who 
selects her own partner 
risks her life in ways a man 
in identical circumstances 
does not.

There is also a newer in-
strument of suppression 
worth naming. When a 
woman at the grassroots 
level raises her voice against 
the structures that confine 
her, she rarely faces formal 
legal consequences. She 
instead often faces a label: 
westernised, anti-national, 
anti-culture and so on. The 
woman’s own family, her 
neighbours, often other 

women, become the agents 
of silencing. Women enforce 
patriarchy on women with 
an efficiency that no exter-
nal authority could match, 
which is precisely why the 
system’s public face can ap-
pear hospitable even as its 
foundation holds.

Society is entirely willing 
to venerate women pub-
licly, but what it will not 
do is treat them as human 
beings, with the ordinary 
entitlements that implies: 
to choose a partner, hold a 
job, walk outside after dark, 
speak without clearance. 
Worship is the most elegant 
form of control ever devised, 
because the worshipped ob-
ject must remain exactly as 
the worshipper requires: 
pure, still, and on the ped-
estal.

The apparent opposite of 
this trap carries its own ver-
sion of the same problem. 
You can be a feminist and a 
misogynist simultaneously. 
“My choice, my voice” is not 
liberation if the choice was 
assembled by the same con-
ditioning that assembled 
the cage. Both the patriarch 
looking at a woman and 
the social-media feminist 
presenting herself have, in 
many instances, arrived at 
the same destination: the 

woman as body, as surface, 
as display. The patriarch 
wishes to possess it; the 
feminist claims to own it.

None of this is an argu-
ment against reservation 
in principle; it is a question 
about what reservation, 
delivered through this ma-
chinery, will actually pro-
duce. This is also why the 
system has no difficulty 
rewarding certain women 
with parliamentary seats. 
The reward, when it comes, 
is for compliance. A truly 
self-determining woman, 
whose choices do not pass 
through the permission of 
a father, husband, or party 
structure, finds every door 
in Indian political life clos-
ing against her. She is, by 
definition, unmanageable, 
and the political party that 
cannot manage its candidate 
has no use for her. What the 
reservation bill expands, in 
practice, is the category of 
women who fit the mould 
the system already ap-
proves: disciplined, defer-
ential, ideologically aligned. 
She can be given a seat in 
Lok Sabha; she cannot 
choose her own life partner. 
She can address Parliament; 
she cannot step outside at 
night without a male escort. 
The seat is not the same as 
the freedom.

What the Ground 
Must First 
Produce
There is a sequence that 
cannot be bypassed, how-
ever inconvenient its start-
ing point. A woman must 
first be permitted to be born. 
India’s sex ratios, and the far 
larger disappearance vis-
ible in census comparisons 
between male and female 
population, are not inciden-
tal anomalies. The figure of 
women statistically absent 
from the population is likely 
to run into crores when the 
next census data arrives.

Among those who are 

born, girls drop out of 
school at rates that no par-
liamentary reservation ad-
dresses, for reasons that 
careful investigation finds 
deeply disturbing. The 
woman who can read a con-
tract, earn independently, 
and examine the terms of 
her own existence does not 
require a benevolent power 
to place her somewhere: she 
arrives on her own terms.

She must also be able to 
walk outside. The case for 
sheltering women within 
the domestic space has al-
ways depended on the street 
being dangerous; making 
the street safe is therefore 
not a women’s issue but a 
governance one.

The current traditional-
religious figures, the dhar-
mgurus whose commentary 
on women has grown in-
creasingly retrograde even 
as the reservation debate 
has grown louder, are not an 
anomaly in any of this, they 
are its logical expression. 
What passes for religious 
tradition in their hands is 
not the India of the Upani-
shads, not the voice of Saint 
Lalleshwari, who walked 
out of an unbearable home 
and left behind verse the 
subcontinent is still read-
ing centuries later. Those 
heights do not interest the 
traditionalist; he is not in the 
business of elevation but of 
restoration, of returning to 
an arrangement in which 
certain groups consumed 
most of what the society 
produced. His opposition 
to female autonomy is not a 
theological position. It is an 
economic one.

Even the well-intentioned 
response to all of this, the 
demand for gender equality, 
though it must be insisted 
upon, remains an insuffi-
cient destination. Equality 
is the floor, not the ceiling. 
What is actually needed is 
something harder to legis-
late and slower to build: a 

condition in which gender 
is simply not the first thing 
that registers when one hu-
man being looks at another. 
That shift does not come 
from a quota, it comes from 
a change in what the ego rec-
ognises as primary when it 
encounters another human 
being.

That change requires 
something both the dhar-
mgurus and the legislature 
avoid: an honest confronta-
tion with what that project 
has done to women’s inner 
lives.

The inner wound that 
generations of this history 
have produced in women 
is not reached by any of the 
instruments the debate has 
considered. Reservation 
cannot reach it. Feminism 
as ideology cannot reach it. 
The wound has migrated 
inward: what the society 
said about women, women 
have come to say to them-
selves, with a conviction no 
external enforcement could 
have produced. The ego 
does not merely accept the 
cage; it has made the cage 
its identity, which means 
the prospect of leaving can 
feel like the loss of a self 
rather than the recovery of 
one. The question is not 
political, it is the oldest one 
available: who am I when I 
am not performing the role 
I was assigned? Until that 
question becomes live, ev-
ery external arrangement 
remains a rearrangement 
of the furniture.

Parliament will be trans-
formed in substance when 
the ground it draws from is 
transformed. The defeat of 
today’s bill changes nothing 
about that arithmetic. Nor, 
had it passed, would its pas-
sage have.

* Acharya Prashant is a philos-
opher and author whose work 
centres on self-inquiry and its 
application to contemporary 
life.
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Women’s reservation means little unless society first transforms the lives women actually inhabit.

Amanda Seyfried fuels excitement 
over a possible ‘Mamma Mia 3’

Scorpions India tour scrapped, 
fans left heartbroken

Amanda Seyfried has suggested that a 
third instalment of the hugely success-
ful Mamma Mia! franchise is likely to 
happen, saying she believes the long-
rumoured sequel will eventually be 
made, even though there has been no 
official announcement.

Speaking at the Tiffany & Co. Blue 
Book Gala, Seyfried said she was con-
fident the project would move forward 
in time. “It’s just interesting that… it’ll 
happen. I know it’s going to happen. 
If there’s a need, you know,” she said.

The actor, who played Sophie Sheri-
dan in both the 2008 original Mamma 
Mia! and its 2018 sequel Mamma Mia! 
Here We Go Again, clarified that she 
does not have any firm updates on the 
production. However, her comments 
are likely to fuel anticipation among 
fans of the beloved musical series.

Reports last year suggested that de-
velopment on a third film had already 
progressed significantly. Producer 
Judy Craymer, who has been closely 
associated with the franchise from 
the beginning, reportedly confirmed 
in May 2025 that a script for Mamma 
Mia! 3 had been completed. While no 
release date or casting details have 
been announced, that update raised 
expectations that the project was mov-
ing closer to reality.

Industry observers believe the tim-
ing may now be ideal for another se-
quel, given the franchise’s enduring 
popularity on streaming platforms 
and continued global affection for 
ABBA’s music. Renewed interest in 
nostalgic, feel-good cinema has also 

strengthened hopes that the series 
could successfully return to the big 
screen.

Seyfried also revealed that cast 
members from her forthcoming film 
Octet had been enthusiastically shar-
ing ideas for the next Mamma Mia! 
instalment. Among the more playful 
suggestions was a ribbon dance se-
quence.

“The girls in Octet were like, ‘Can 
we be in it?’ And I was like, ‘Yeah.’ It’s 
great, actually,” she said. “One of them 
had an idea for us to dance with rib-
bons, and I thought, ‘That’s what it’s 
missing.’ It’s just like what we used 
to do as kids, like ribbon dancing in 
dance class.”

The actor has repeatedly spoken 
of her affection for the franchise and 
her desire to return. In previous in-
terviews, Seyfried has said she would 
be eager to reprise her role and would 

be disappointed if a third film went 
ahead without her involvement. Her 
enthusiasm has made her one of the 
most vocal supporters of continuing 
the series.

The Mamma Mia! films, inspired 
by the songs of Swedish pop group 
ABBA, have become global favourites 
thanks to their upbeat soundtrack, 
picturesque Greek island settings and 
ensemble casts. The first film was a 
major box office success, while the 
sequel also performed strongly and 
introduced younger versions of sev-
eral key characters through flashback 
sequences. Together, the two films 
grossed hundreds of millions of dol-
lars worldwide and developed a loyal 
multigenerational fan base.

The franchise’s star-studded cast 
has included Meryl Streep as Donna 
Sheridan, Sophie’s mother, alongside 
Pierce Brosnan, Colin Firth, Stellan 
Skarsgård, Christine Baranski and 
Julie Walters. Despite Donna’s death 
being central to the plot of the second 
film, Streep has previously signalled 
that she would be open to returning, 
joking in interviews about imaginative 
ways her character could reappear.

That willingness from both Seyfried 
and Streep is likely to reassure fans 
eager to see familiar faces return if a 
third chapter is greenlit.

Although Universal Pictures has yet 
to formally confirm Mamma Mia! 3, 
speculation surrounding the sequel 
continues to gather momentum. With 
a completed script reportedly in place 
and leading cast members expressing 
enthusiasm, the chances of another 
singalong trip to the Greek islands ap-
pear stronger than ever.

Thousands of rock fans 
across India were left dis-
appointed on Saturday 
after BookMyShow Live 
announced the complete 
cancellation of the Scorpi-
ons’ much-awaited Coming 
Home India Tour 2026, cit-
ing unforeseen medical is-
sues affecting members of 
the legendary German band.

The tour, which was due 
to begin later this month, 
included four scheduled 
performances across the 
country and marked one of 
the most anticipated inter-
national rock events of the 
year. The cancelled dates 
were Shillong on 21 April, 
Delhi-NCR on 24 April, 
Bengaluru on 26 April and 
Mumbai on 30 April.

In an official statement, or-
ganisers confirmed that all 
concerts on the India leg of 
the tour had been called off.

“Due to unforeseen medi-
cal circumstances affect-
ing the band members, the 
Scorpions’ Coming Home In-
dia Tour 2026 has been can-
celled,” the statement said.

No further details were 
provided regarding the na-
ture of the medical issues or 
which band members had 
been affected. However, 
promoters stressed that the 
decision had been taken re-

luctantly and that the group 
remained eager to return.

“The band are very keen to 
perform in India when pos-
sible and within their sched-
ule,” the statement added.

The announcement comes 
as a major blow to Indian 
fans, many of whom had 
been eagerly awaiting the 
band’s return to the coun-
try. The Scorpions, best 
known for classic hits such 
as Wind of Change, Rock You 
Like a Hurricane and Still 
Loving You, have enjoyed a 
devoted following in India 
for decades. Their planned 
four-city tour had generated 
considerable excitement, 
with tickets selling briskly 
in several markets.

BookMyShow Live also 
confirmed that all ticket 
holders would receive auto-
matic refunds, with no ac-
tion required on their part. 

According to organisers, 
the refunded amount will 
be credited to the original 
payment method used at 
the time of purchase.

“The refund will be pro-
cessed within seven to ten 
working days,” the com-
pany said, seeking to reas-
sure customers following 
the abrupt announcement.

The timing of the cancella-
tion added to the frustration 
of some concertgoers. Sev-
eral fans claimed on social 
media that they had received 
physical tickets or confirma-
tion messages only hours 
before the cancellation was 
publicly announced. Oth-
ers said they had already 
finalised travel plans, hotel 
bookings and leave arrange-
ments in order to attend the 
concerts.

The reaction online was 
immediate, with many ex-

pressing disappointment 
and sadness at missing the 
chance to see one of rock 
music’s most enduring acts 
live. Words such as “heart-
broken”, “gutted” and “dev-
astated” appeared widely 
across fan posts. Some urged 
organisers to work towards 
rescheduling the dates later 
in the year, while others 
wished the affected band 
members a speedy recovery.

For India’s live entertain-
ment industry, the cancel-
lation is another reminder 
of the unpredictability in-
volved in staging interna-
tional tours, where health is-
sues, travel disruptions and 
logistical complications can 
force last-minute changes 
despite extensive planning.

The Scorpions, formed in 
Hanover in 1965, remain one 
of Germany’s most success-
ful musical exports and con-
tinue to tour globally. Their 
catalogue of arena rock an-
thems has earned them gen-
erations of fans worldwide, 
including a substantial audi-
ence in India.

Although there has been 
no confirmation of replace-
ment dates, promoters indi-
cated that the possibility of 
a future visit remains open. 
For now, however, Indian 
fans hoping for a singalong 
to Wind of Change and Still 
Loving You will have to wait 
a little longer.
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