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Abstract : As India approaches the 2027 delimitation 
trigger, the failure of the Constitution (131st 
Amendment) Bill, 2026, has reignited the debate over 
“demographic penalty”, the claim that Southern states 
are being punished for successful population control. 
This paper utilises a reductio ad absurdum metho-
dology to debunk this narrative by applying its 
underlying logic to granular datasets from the National 
Family Health Survey (NFHS-5, 2019-21). The analysis 
reveals that fertility transition is a function of urbani-
sation, wealth, and education rather than regional 
geography. 

The data demonstrates that “rewarding” states 
for low fertility inadvertently creates a “Demographic 
Poll Tax” on the rural poor, Bahujans, and minorities, 
who exhibit higher fertility due to historical develop-
mental neglect. Furthermore, the paper quantifies the 
current malapportionment, showing that voters in 
Northern India possess only 60-65% of the represent-
tative value of their Southern counterparts, a violation 
of the “One Person, One Vote, One Value” principle 
upheld in R.C. Poudyal v. Union of India (1994). This 
research concludes that the only constitutional path 
forward is a structural expansion of the Lok Sabha to 
850 seats using the Webster Method. Such a “Win-Win” 
model corrects Northern disenfranchisement while 
protecting Southern seat counts, thereby averting a 
“funeral for federal parity” and upholding the 
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egalitarian mandate of the Indian Constitution. 
Introduction : The impending expiration of the constitutional freeze on the 
delimitation of parliamentary constituencies, originally enacted during the Emergency 
era and extended via the 84th Amendment, has precipitated what scholars describe as 
India’s “emerging crisis of representation” (Vaishnav & Hintson, 2019). For over five 
decades, the seat allocation in the Lok Sabha has remained decoupled from the 
demographic reality of the nation, anchored to the 1971 Census to incentivise and 
reward states for successful population control. As the 2026 deadline for a new 
delimitation exercise approaches, the failure of the Constitution (131st Amendment) Bill, 
2026, has highlighted a widening chasm in Indian federalism. 

The prevailing academic and political discourse is dominated by the narrative of 
“demographic penalty.” This perspective posits that a return to proportional 
representation based on contemporary census data would unfairly disadvantage the 
Southern states, which have achieved significant success in reducing Total Fertility 
Rates (TFR) below the replacement level. In this framing, the “State” is viewed as the 
primary unit of demographic behaviour, and territorial representation is prioritised as a 
safeguard against the “tyranny of the demographic majority” of the North. 

However, this paper argues that the “Southern Reward” narrative rests on a 
significant logical lacuna. By treating subnational states as demographic monoliths, this 
narrative ignores the fractal nature of India’s demographic transition. Drawing on the 
latest findings from the National Family Health Survey (NFHS-5, 2019-21), it is evident 
that fertility differentials are driven more profoundly by socio-economic markers, 
specifically residence, religion, caste, and wealth, than by state boundaries alone. 

If the principle of “rewarding demographic discipline” is to be accepted as a valid 
basis for allocating political power, it must, by the necessity of logic, be applied 
consistently across all scales of citizenship. The data reveal that urban populations 
(TFR 1.63), practitioners of minority faiths such as Jainism (1.6) and Buddhism (1.39), 
and the General Category (1.78) consistently exhibit higher levels of demographic 
discipline than the national average. Consequently, the logic championed by the 
Opposition leads to a reductio ad absurdum: it necessitates the creation of a 
“weighted democracy” where the political voice of the urban, the wealthy, and 
specific socio-religious groups is disproportionately protected against the growth 
of rural, marginalised, and minority clusters within those same states. 

This paper seeks to debunk the regional reward narrative by demonstrating that 
it inadvertently advocates for an “elective aristocracy” based on demographic 
behaviour, a concept that stands in direct violation of the constitutional mandate for 
political equality. As established by the Supreme Court of India in R.C. Poudyal v. Union 
of India (1994), while absolute mathematical parity may be elusive, the “One Person, 
One Vote, One Value” principle remains a “foundational facet” of the democratic 
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structure. To move away from this principle in favour of regional rewards is to perform a 
funeral for individual parity. 

Through a comparative analysis of intra-state demographic trends and legal 
precedents, this research demonstrates that the only viable path forward lies not in the 
“politics of postponement” or the preservation of the status quo, but in a structural 
expansion of the legislature. By utilising models such as the Webster Method of seat 
allocation, India can reconcile the imperatives of federal parity with the non-negotiable 
principle of democratic equality, ensuring that no citizen’s vote is “slaughtered” at the 
altar of demographic behaviour. 
Literature Review : The scholarly discourse surrounding India’s delimitation impasse 
has historically been bifurcated into two primary concerns: the preservation of federal 
equilibrium and the mandate for electoral parity. McMillan (2001) characterises the 
continued postponement of seat redistribution as a departure from the democratic 
core, arguing that the ‘freeze’ on seats undercuts the representative character of the 
Lok Sabha as the ‘House of the People.’ This sentiment is echoed by Vaishnav and 
Hintson (2019), who warn of an impending ‘crisis of representation’ where demographic 
shifts render the current allocation of political power obsolete and inequitable. 
The Constitutional Impasse: Federalism vs. Political Equality : The primary tension in 
Indian delimitation literature is the conflict between territorial federalism and the 
principle of One Person, One Vote, One Value. Alistair McMillan (2001) provides a 
seminal critique of this impasse, characterising the persistent postponement of seat 
redistribution as a “constitutional fraud.” McMillan argues that Article 81 was designed 
to ensure the Lok Sabha remains the “House of the People,” yet the 91st Amendment 
effectively decoupled political power from demographic reality. This decoupling, 
according to McMillan, undermines the representative nature of Indian democracy by 
freezing a 1971 status quo that no longer exists. 

This legal tension is further explored through judicial precedents, most notably R.C. 
Poudyal v. Union of India (1994). The Supreme Court’s ruling in Poudyal established that 
while mathematical parity in constituency size is not a rigid requirement, any significant 
departure from the principle of political equality must be justified by compelling 
constitutional interests. By citing this, scholars like those at the Vidhi Centre for Legal 
Policy (2024) argue that the current malapportionment has reached a point where the 
“value” of a vote in North India is significantly diminished compared to its Southern 
counterpart, violating the “foundational facet” of democracy. 
The Representation Crisis and the “Demographic Penalty” : The second school of 
thought focuses on the quantitative “slaughter” of the democratic mandate. Vaishnav 
and Hintson (2019) describe an “emerging crisis of representation,” noting that the 
wealth and population gap between states has exploded since the 1971 freeze. Their 
data suggests that if the current freeze continues, a single MP from Uttar Pradesh could 
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eventually represent nearly four times as many voters as an MP from Tamil Nadu. 
Patel and Sekher (2024) expand on this by highlighting how states with rapid 

fertility decline have become “politically overrepresented,” while those with slower 
declines remain underrepresented. They argue that this distortion disproportionately 
benefits more affluent states, creating a system where demographic “success” is 
translated into an unfair accumulation of political capital. This literature provides the 
mathematical basis for the Opposition’s “Southern Reward” narrative, but it stops short 
of analysing the demographic behaviour within those states. 
Socio-Economic Determinants: Deconstructing the Monolith : The final pillar of 
literature involves the determinants of fertility. Bongaarts and Hodgson (2022) establish 
that the “fertility transition” in the developing world is driven primarily by socio-
economic development, female literacy, and urbanisation. This is corroborated by the 
NFHS-5 (2019-21) data, which demonstrates that fertility differentials are more 
pronounced across wealth quintiles and residence types than across state boundaries. 
Aditi et al. (2020), in the Samanvaya Research Series, begin to “debunk the doxas of 
delimitation” by suggesting that population growth is a complex byproduct of historical 
neglect. However, a significant gap remains in the literature: no major study has yet 
reconciled the NFHS-5’s intra-state data (the “disciplined” urban and minority clusters) 
with the “Southern Reward” narrative. 
The Research Gap: The Reductio ad Absurdum : While the aforementioned scholars 
have successfully identified the North-South divide, they have inadvertently accepted 
the “State” as the valid unit for rewarding demographic behaviour. There is a profound 
silence on the logical consequences of this position. If the South is to be rewarded for 
its 1.7 TFR, the literature offers no justification for why an Urban Hindu or a General 
Category voter (with a TFR of 1.63 and 1.78, respectively) should not receive a 
similar “weightage” per vote. 

This paper fills that gap by using the logic of the “Southern Reward” proponents 
to perform a reductio ad absurdum. By applying the Opposition’s narrative to the 
granular data provided in NFHS-5, this research proves that the regional argument is not 
a defence of federalism, but an inadvertent advocacy for a socio-economic “Elective 
Aristocracy.” 
Theoretical Framework & Methodology : 
The Principle of Political Equality vs. Demographic Meritocracy : The theoretical 
foundation of this study is the tension between two competing interpretations of 
democratic legitimacy. The first is the Principle of Political Equality, codified in Article 81 
and upheld in R.C. Poudyal v. Union of India (1994), which mandates “One Person, One 
Vote, One Value.” The second is what this paper terms “Demographic Meritocracy”, the 
heterodox logic proposed by regionalist narratives that political representation should 
be a “reward” (merit) for demographic behaviour (population control). 
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This paper adopts the Reductio ad Absurdum methodological approach. We accept 
the premise of “Demographic Meritocracy” as a temporary hypothetical truth and apply 
it consistently to sub-national variables. If the premise, when applied to the voter base 
of its own proponents, results in a “slaughter” of their representation, the premise is 
proven to be logically and constitutionally untenable. 
The Multi-Scalar Logical Trap : To test the validity of the “Southern Reward” narrative, 
this framework identifies three distinct scales of demographic divergence: 
1. The Geographic Scale (Urban-Rural): Mapping the TFR of the “disciplined” urban 

taxpayer against the “growth-heavy” rural voter. 
2. The Social Scale (Caste-Based): Comparing the TFR of the General Category against 

the Scheduled Castes (SC) and Other Backward Classes (OBC). 
3. The Religious Scale (Socio-Religious): Analysing the TFR of “disciplined” minorities 

(Jains, Buddhists) against the Muslim community. 
Methodology: Data Synthesis and Projection : This study utilises a comparative 
quantitative method: 
1. Primary Data: Total Fertility Rate (TFR) metrics are extracted from the National 

Family Health Survey (NFHS-5, 2019-21). 
2. Secondary Data: Current representation gaps are calculated using the 2011 Census 

and projections from Vaishnav and Hintson (2019) and Patel and Sekher (2024). 
3. Logical Synthesis: By cross-referencing TFR with identity-based voting patterns, we 

calculate the “Representation Loss” for specific communities if the “Demographic 
Reward” logic were applied at the constituency level. 

Framing the “Self-Sabotage” Hypothesis : The methodology specifically tests whether 
the Opposition’s narrative functions as a “Killer of the Marginalised Vote.” Given that 
NFHS-5 data show higher TFR among Rural, Muslim, and SC/ST/OBC populations 
compared to Urban and General Category populations, any “reward” for population 
control at the state level would logically necessitate a “penalty” for these specific 
communities at the intra-state level. 

Thus, the framework posits that the Opposition is weaponising a logic that, if ever 
codified, would effectively disenfranchise their own core constituencies. This study 
aims to demonstrate that the “Southern Shield” is, in reality, a “Sword” aimed at the 
heart of the Bahujan and Minority political weight. 
Data and Analysis: The Fractal Nature of India’s Demographic Transition : The 
empirical core of the “Southern Reward” narrative rests on the foundational assumption 
that the “State” is the coherent and primary unit of demographic behaviour. In this 
framing, states are treated as monolithic actors that “choose” population control, and 
thus, political representation becomes a merit-based reward for collective state 
performance. However, a granular examination of the National Family Health Survey 
(NFHS-5, 2019-21) reveals that fertility transition in India is not a regional phenomenon 
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but a fractal one; socio-economic patterns of discipline and growth repeat at every 
level of geography, religion, and class, cutting across state boundaries. 
Spatial Divergence and the “Ecological Fallacy” of State-Level Metrics : The primary 
defence for maintaining the 1971 census freeze is that Southern states have 
outperformed the North in population management and should not be “swamped” by 
the demographic weight of the less-disciplined. This perspective suffers from a 
profound statistical error known as the “Ecological Fallacy”, where individual 
behaviours are incorrectly inferred from group-level averages. 

When disaggregating state-level data into urban and rural clusters, the 
“Southern discipline” narrative begins to fragment. According to the NFHS-5 India 
Report, the Total Fertility Rate (TFR) for Urban India stands at 1.63, well below the 
replacement level of 2.1, while Rural India remains at 2.14. 

Region/State Urban TFR Rural TFR State-Wide Average 

National Average 1.6 2.1 2.0 

Uttar Pradesh 1.9 2.5 2.4 

Bihar 2.4 3.1 3.0 

Tamil Nadu 1.6 1.9 1.8 

Karnataka 1.5 1.8 1.7 

Table 1: Intra-State Spatial TFR Divergence (Source: NFHS-5)  
As the data indicates, the “discipline” celebrated in the South is actually a function of 
higher urbanisation and development. An urban resident in a “high-growth” state like 
Uttar Pradesh exhibits significantly higher demographic control (1.9) than a rural 
resident in many “disciplined” Southern districts. 

By rewarding the State as a monolith, the current system commits a double 
injustice: it disenfranchises millions of urban voters in the North who have met or 
exceeded national family planning goals. These citizens are being penalised not for their 
own reproductive behaviour, but for the demographic growth of geographically distant 
rural clusters within their administrative boundaries. If “Reward for Discipline” is a valid 
constitutional principle, then an urbanite in Lucknow is being “slaughtered” by the rural 
growth of Balrampur just as much as a resident of Chennai claims to be “slaughtered” by 
the growth of the North. The state, therefore, is an arbitrary and logically inconsistent 
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unit for measuring demographic merit. 
Socio-Religious Differentials: The Demographic Poll Tax : The most potent 
intellectual trap for the “Demographic Meritocracy” logic emerges when examining TFR 
through the lens of social identity and marginalisation. Proponents of the regional 
reward narrative implicitly argue that population growth is a “choice” that should have 
political consequences. However, NFHS-5 Volume I provides undeniable evidence that 
fertility is an involuntary byproduct of socio-economic neglect rather than a cultural or 
regional preference. 

The data shows a near-perfect inverse correlation between years of schooling 
and TFR. As identified in the Socio-Economic Determinants of Fertility literature, the 
fertility transition is triggered by “invested international partners” in development, 
specifically access to female education and maternal health. 

Social 
Category 

Sub-Group TFR 
Median Years of Schooling 

(Women) 

Religion 
Buddhist/Neo-

Buddhist 
1.39 9.2 

 Jain 1.60 11.3 

 Muslim 2.36 4.4 

Caste General/Other 1.78 8.8 

 Scheduled Caste (SC) 2.08 4.9 

 Scheduled Tribe (ST) 2.09 4.2 

Table 2: The Correlation of TFR with Education, Caste, and Religion 
If the logic of “Power follows Discipline” is accepted as a constitutional norm, it 

inadvertently creates a “Demographic Poll Tax.” Just as historical poll taxes in the 19th 
century were used to disenfranchise the poor under the guise of “civic readiness,” the 
reward for population control disenfranchises those with the least historical access to 
the state’s developmental machinery. 

Because Muslim, SC, and ST communities have historically faced the greatest 
barriers to education and healthcare, they naturally exhibit higher TFR. To “punish” high-
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growth regions with less representation is, in effect, to punish these communities for 
the state’s own failure to provide them with infrastructure in the early years after 
independence. This places the Opposition in a lethal logical paradox: they are 
championing a regionalist narrative that, if applied consistently at the community level, 
would effectively “slaughter” the political weight of the very Bahujan and Minority 
voters who form their primary base of support. By supporting the “Southern Reward,” 
they are inadvertently advocating for a system where the “disciplined” General 
Category and Urban Elite enjoy more political weight than the “undisciplined” 
marginalised masses. 
Wealth Quintiles and the Logic of an “Elective Aristocracy” : To finalise the 
deconstruction of the “Reward for Discipline” narrative, it is imperative to examine the 
correlation between household wealth and fertility. The NFHS-5 data provide a stark 
breakdown of the Total Fertility Rate (TFR) across wealth quintiles, exposing a deep-
seated class-based elitism inherent in the logic of regional rewards. 

Wealth Quintile Total Fertility Rate (TFR) Gap from Replacement (2.1) 

Lowest Quintile 
(Poorest) 2.63 +0.53 

Second Quintile 2.22 +0.12 

Middle Quintile 1.94 -0.16 

Fourth Quintile 1.76 -0.34 

Highest Quintile 
(Richest) 1.57 -0.53 

Table 3: Total Fertility Rate (TFR) by Wealth Quintile (Source: NFHS-5) 
The Reductio ad Absurdum : If the principle of “demographic meritocracy”, the idea 
that those who control their population deserve greater political voice, is valid at the 
state level, it must, by the necessity of logical consistency, be applied at the individual 
level. This leads to a conclusion that is fundamentally anathema to modern democratic 
values: it necessitates a system in which a wealthy, urban citizen’s vote carries 
significantly more weight than that of a poor, rural citizen, based solely on their 
respective “demographic performance.” 

By linking representation to population control, the regionalist narrative 
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inadvertently provides the blueprint for an Elective Aristocracy. In this pre-modern 
model, political rights are not an inherent feature of citizenship but a contingent “merit” 
earned through socio-economic success and access to healthcare. This logic effectively 
resurrects the concept of a “weighted franchise,” where the elite and educated 
rule over the masses. When proponents of this narrative claim to be “saving the 
Constitution” by maintaining the freeze, they are, in fact, advocating for a plutocratic 
philosophy that would structurally exclude the poor from the heart of the democratic 
franchise. 
Quantifying the Malapportionment: The “Value of a Vote” Inequality : The final 
empirical pillar of this analysis quantifies the current “slaughter” of the democratic 
mandate using malapportionment metrics established by Vaishnav and Hintson (2019) 
and the Webster Method proposed by Patel and Sekher (2024). This data proves that 
the “penalty” is not a future threat but an existing structural disenfranchisement. 

State 
Projected 

Population 
(Millions) 

Current 
Seats 

Persons per 
MP 

(Millions) 

% of Representative Value 
(TN = 100%) 

Tamil 
Nadu 

76.6 39 1.96 100% 

Kerala 35.7 20 1.78 110% 

Uttar 
Pradesh 

231.5 80 2.89 67.8% 

Bihar 126.7 40 3.16 62.0% 

Rajasthan 81.2 25 3.24 60.4% 

Table 4: Representation Inequality and Malapportionment (Projected 2026) 
The “Constitutional Fraud” of Malapportionment: Alistair McMillan (2001) argues that 
the continued postponement of seat redistribution is a “Constitutional Fraud” because 
it creates a hierarchy of citizenship based on 55-year-old data. As the table illustrates, a 
voter in Rajasthan or Bihar currently possesses only 60% to 62% of the representative 
weight of a voter in Tamil Nadu. This is a blatant violation of the Supreme Court’s 
philosophy in R.C. Poudyal v. Union of India (1994), which emphasised that while perfect 
mathematical parity may be impossible, the “One Person, One Vote” principle must not 



SHODHAAMRIT (शोधामृत)                                     https://shodhaamrit.gyanvividha.com 

41 
A Peer Reviewed, Refereed, Indexed, Multilingual (All Languages) Quarterly Research Journal of Arts, Humanities & Social Sciences 

be discarded. 
Furthermore, applying the Webster Method for seat allocation, as utilised in 

other federal democracies like Norway and Germany, reveals that India’s current 
malapportionment score is a global outlier. By opposing the 131st Amendment, which 
proposed an expansion to roughly 850 seats, the proponents of the status quo have 
effectively voted to maintain a system of “Half-Citizenship.” This ensures that millions 
of citizens in the North remain mathematically silenced, while their demographic 
growth is used as a rhetorical weapon to deny them their rightful constitutional voice. 
Discussion : The Ethics of Neglect and the Trap of Internal Colonialism : The 
empirical findings presented in the preceding section necessitate a fundamental re-
evaluation of the ethical and philosophical underpinnings of the “Demographic Reward” 
narrative. By deconstructing the state as a monolithic actor, this research highlights 
three critical intellectual failures in the regionalist discourse: the Ecological Fallacy, the 
Ethics of Developmental Neglect, and the emergence of Internal Colonialism. 
The Ecological Fallacy and the Erased Citizen : The core of the Opposition’s argument 
relies on a regional generalisation that ignores the individual. By demanding that 
political power be frozen at 1971 levels to “reward” the South, proponents of this 
narrative commit a profound Ecological Fallacy. They attribute the demographic 
behaviour of a geographic aggregate (the State) to every citizen within it. 

As the NFHS-5 data demonstrates, an urban, educated voter in Uttar Pradesh 
often exhibits greater “demographic discipline” than a rural voter in a Southern state. 
Yet, under the regionalist logic, the Northern urbanite is stripped of their representative 
weight due to the growth of rural clusters hundreds of miles away. This demonstrates 
that the “Southern Reward” is not a reward for behaviour, but a reward for Geography. 
It erases the “disciplined” Northern citizen from the constitutional map, effectively 
creating a system where political rights are determined by one’s pin code rather than 
one’s conduct or citizenship. 
The Ethics of Neglect: Punishing the Symptom : A more damaging aspect of the 
demographic reward logic is its inversion of causal responsibility. Scholarly literature 
(Bongaarts & Hodgson, 2022; Aditi et al., 2020) establishes that fertility rates are not a 
matter of “cultural discipline” but are direct symptoms of developmental access, 
specifically female literacy, infant mortality rates, and the density of healthcare 
infrastructure. 

Higher fertility in the North is an empirical marker of historical Legislative and 
Developmental Neglect. For decades, these regions were denied the very schools, 
clinics, and urban planning that triggered the fertility transition in the South. To then 
use this lack of transition as a justification for reducing their political 
representation is to punish the victim for the crime. It is an “Ethics of Neglect” where 
the state fails to provide infrastructure and then disenfranchises the people for the 
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resulting demographic consequences. This logic transforms the Delimitation 
Commission from a tool of democratic adjustment into a tool of demographic 
punishment. 
Internal Colonialism and the “Demographic Poll Tax” : When the regionalist narrative 
is applied to the socio-religious and wealth data extracted from NFHS-5, it reveals a 
pattern of Internal Colonialism. Internal colonialism occurs when a dominant core (the 
demographically stable/wealthy regions) seeks to freeze the political influence of the 
peripheral/developing regions. 

By insisting that power should not follow population, the Opposition 
inadvertently advocates for a Demographic Poll Tax. Because higher TFR is 
concentrated among the poor, the marginalised, and the minorities (SC/ST and Muslim 
communities), “rewarding” low fertility is effectively a “penalty” on marginalisation. This 
creates a lethal logical paradox for the Opposition: they are defending a narrative that, 
if implemented at the sub-national level, would “slaughter” the political weight of the 
very Bahujan and Minority voters who form their primary base. They are, in essence, 
advocating for a Weighted Plutocracy where the wealthy and the urban elite are 
granted more “Value per Vote” than the rural poor. 
Reclaiming the “Sacred Sacrifice” : The 131st Amendment was framed by the 
government as a “Pavitra Yagya” (Sacred Sacrifice), an attempt to increase the Lok 
Sabha strength to nearly 850 seats. This structural expansion was designed to be a 
“Win-Win” model that corrected the malapportionment for the North without reducing 
the absolute seat count for the South. 

The Opposition’s defeat of this Bill, while framed as “Saving the Constitution,” 
actually performs a Funeral for Federal Parity. By killing the expansion, they have 
ensured that the 2027 delimitation will be a zero-sum game of attrition. Without the 
“legislative cushion” of increased seats, the mathematical redistribution mandated by 
Article 81 will be ruthless. The South will see its share of the 543 seats diminish in a cold 
redistribution that the failed Amendment sought to prevent. In their blind obsession 
with opposing the executive, they have walked their own regions into a demographic 
ambush. 
 
Conclusion and Policy Recommendations : 
Synthesis of Findings: The Logical Impasse : This research has demonstrated that the 
“Southern Reward” narrative, while politically potent, is conceptually and empirically 
inconsistent. By applying a reductio ad absurdum to the granular datasets of the NFHS-
5, we have revealed that the “State” is an arbitrary unit for measuring demographic 
discipline. The data prove that urbanisation, wealth, and access to education are the 
true drivers of fertility decline. 

Consequently, to “reward” a state for low fertility is to inadvertently endorse a 
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system of Weighted Representation that privileges the urban elite and the wealthy 
while disenfranchising the rural poor, the Bahujans, and the Minorities. The regionalist 
logic, if applied consistently, necessitates a Demographic Poll Tax that is 
fundamentally incompatible with the egalitarian architecture of the Indian Constitution. 
As established in R.C. Poudyal v. Union of India, the “Value of a Vote” is a non-negotiable 
facet of the democratic structure. To continue the 1971 freeze is to perpetuate a state of 
“Half-Citizenship” for millions, creating a structural inequality that threatens the very 
adhesive of Indian federalism. 
Policy Recommendation: The Webster Method and House Expansion : The solution 
to this impasse lies not in the “politics of postponement” but in a structural reimagining 
of the legislature. This paper advocates for a transition to the Webster Method of seat 
allocation, as proposed in contemporary scholarly literature (Patel & Sekher, 2024). 
Unlike the current “Highest Averages” method, which can be ruthless in its 
redistribution, the Webster Method (or the Sainte-Laguë method) is mathematically 
designed to be more equitable to both large and small states during periods of 
demographic flux. 

Furthermore, this research supports the immediate implementation of a Legislative 
Expansion to approximately 848 to 850 seats. Such an expansion serves as a “Win-Win” 
safety net: 
1. Correcting Malapportionment: It allows high-growth states (Uttar Pradesh, Bihar, 

Rajasthan) to receive their demographic due, lowering the “Persons per MP” ratio to 
a manageable level. 

2. Protecting Federal Parity: Crucially, a proportionate increase ensures that no 
Southern state loses its absolute seat count. It transforms a zero-sum “Slaughter” 
into a collective expansion of the democratic space. 

Final Reflection: The Pavitra Yagya of Democracy : The failure of the 131st 
Amendment represents a missed opportunity for what may be described as a “Pavitra 
Yagya” (Sacred Sacrifice) for India’s future. In their attempts to weaponise procedural 
norms to stall delimitation, the Opposition has inadvertently dismantled the only shield 
available to their own regions. Without a House expansion, the 2027 delimitation will 
proceed under the original, restrictive text of Article 81, leading to a zero-sum 
redistribution that will be mathematically devastating for the South. 

In the final analysis, democracy cannot survive on the “merit” of demographic 
performance; it survives on the sanctity of the individual vote. The “Funeral for Federal 
Parity” can only be averted if the Indian state reclaims the principle of One Person, One 
Vote, One Value. The march toward a Viksit Bharat requires a parliament that reflects 
the living reality of its people, not the frozen shadows of a fifty-year-old census. 
 

. 


