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Abstract 

The BharatiyaJanata Party’s (BJP’s) historic victory in India’s 2014 general election 

prompted declarations of a watershed in the behaviour of the Indian voter. On some 

parameters, such as voting based on economic and ethnic considerations, there were indeed 

discernible changes. However, the empirical evidence suggests these shifts were well under 

way before 2014. India is the world's largest operating democracy, a parliamentary 

democracy. In Indian elections, all men and women above the age of 18 have the right to 

vote. Despite the fact that over 30% of them are illiterate, they have historically acted 

intelligently and maturely in choosing their representatives. They have already contested 17 

LokSabha elections, six state elections, and several bi-elections.To understand India’s 

democratic trajectory in the long term, studying changing voting patterns and behaviour of 

the electorate is necessary.  

As this study is focusing on studying changes in voting patterns historically in a phase 

manner, this will help to understand how the election results overtime determine the direction 

in which India’s politics is advancing. The study will also analyse the dynamics of electoral 

behaviour in India in terms of current and future developments. The study will further focus 

on the function of emotions in affecting voters’ choice in India, so it will help in knowing 

about emotional vulnerabilities to persuasion in the realm of political decision-making. 
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INTRODUCTION: 

The growing popularity of democratic thought and practice has made democracy a household 

term. Modern political democracy is a system of governance in which rulers are held 

accountable for their actions in the public realm by citizens, acting indirectly through the 

competition and cooperation of their elected representatives (Schumpeter, 1943). Like all 

regimes, democracies depend upon the presence of rulers, persons who occupy specialised 

authority roles and can give legitimate commands to others. What distinguishes democratic 

rulers from nondemocratic ones are the norms that condition how the former come to power 

and the practices that hold them accountable for their actions (Schmitter& Karl, 1991). 

Citizens with the right to elect and get elected are the most distinctive element in 

democracies. Robert Dahl has offered the most generally accepted listing of what he terms 

the "procedural minimal" conditions that must be present for modern political democracy to 

exist:  

1) Elected officials, constitutionally, have control over government decisions about policy.  

2) Frequent and fairly conducted elections.  

3) Right to vote to all adults,  

4) Any adult can run for elective offices in the government,  

5) Right to expression without coercion to citizens,  

6) Access to Citizens to alternative sources of information which must be existing and are 

protected by law,  

7) Right to form associations or organizations, including independent political parties and 

interest groups (Dahl, 1982).  

Electoral democracies have increased dramatically around the world in recent decades. While 

there were 47 democracies in the globe in 1975, the number of democracies increased to 117 

in 2015. Although elections are no longer limited to democracies as in 2018 almost 111 

national elections were conducted throughout the world, with at least 30 taking place in non-

democratic countries (International Foundation for Electoral Systems, 2018). However, the 

intent of elections in non-democracies differs from that of democracies. The principle behind 

electoral democracy is that voters elect their fellow citizens to represent their aspirations. 

Suffrage is one of the most widely used expressions in modern democratic politics. Each 

adult citizen in a democratic system uses 'voting' to express his approval or disapproval of 

government decisions, policies, and programmes of various political parties, and the qualities 

of candidates who are fighting for the status of being people's representatives. The most 
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intriguing questions about an election are not about who managed to win, but about why 

people voted the way they did or what the implications of the results are. These are not 

always simple questions to answer. Only focusing on campaign events and incidents will not 

suffice. To create a complete explanation, the unique contexts of the election must be 

combined with a broader understanding of electoral behaviour. There are two main concerns 

in study of electoral behaviour. One is analysing the election outcome by identifying the 

sources of individual voting behaviour, that is, understanding the election outcome by 

understanding how and why voters made their decisions. Second, studying changes in voting 

patterns over time, normally with an attempt to determine what the election results tell us 

about the direction in which India’s politics is advancing. The emphasis is on the dynamics of 

electoral behaviour, particularly in terms of current and future developments.  

The study of voting behaviour has become an essential feature of modern political research 

and thought. Studying Voters behaviour is more than just looking at voting data and records 

and calculating electoral trends and shifts. It also includes an examination of human 

psychological processes like perception, emotion, and motivation, and their relationship to 

political action, as well as institutional patterns like the communication process and its 

influence on elections. Plana and Riggs said that voting behaviour is an area of analysing the 

ways in which individuals tend to vote in elections and the explanations why they vote as 

they do. 

What is Post-truth? 

The Oxford Dictionary chose the term “post-truth” as Word of the Year for 2016, affirming 

that it is used to refer to “circumstances where objective facts have less influence over public 

opinion than appeals to emotions and personal beliefs.” This should come as no surprise to 

many people, with 2016 being a year of controversial surprises and unexpected events. In the 

United States (US), the election as president of Donald Trump, who had been given a less 

than 10 percent chance of victory by most domestic pundits, left the American media 

establishment with egg on its face. Earlier in 2016, in the United Kingdom (UK), the surprise 

result of the Brexit referendum had the same effect on the UK’s media. 

Post-truth is not synonymous with lying; Post-truth consists in the relativization of truth.  

Here, alternative realities are not based on facts and data, but on emotions and perceptions. 

The difference compared to other eras is that we now have a double-edged tool within our 

reach. First, non-accessibility to the sources of information required to point out and combat 

lies. And at the same time, unprecedented boost is given to the lies which spread like wildfire 

and floating on the surface for years. At one time we had truth and lies. Now we have truth, 
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lies, and statements that may not be true but we consider too benign to call false. This is post-

truth. Sometimes post truth is also posited as a social and political condition whereby citizens 

or audiences and politicians no longer respect truth but simply accept as true what they 

believe or feel. Each party bases their lies on claims that they are speaking the truth while 

their opponent is lying! Thus not only is there a cynical use of lying, there is also a cynical 

use of truth to ground these lies — this is the contemporary condition which has been to a 

large extent caused as much by media and technology as by a fall in standards of public 

probity (Sarukkai, 2016). 

In Politics, while traditional media-based campaigning still matters, what is increasingly 

resonating in the “post-truth” era is information spread via social media and messenger 

applications. Political campaigns are more like advertisements, managed as they are by 

professional image managers and revolve around image-making rather than on issues relating 

to policy or governance. Thus, the magnitude of the BJP’s victory, and the manner in which it 

was achieved, raises the prospect that the very nature of the Indian voter is changing. In light 

of this general election, it is worthwhile to look at what really makes Indian voters tick. 

Understanding India’s changing voter is key to understanding the country’s democratic 

trajectory in the long term. 

Voting Behaviour in India: 

India is the world's largest operating democracy, a parliamentary democracy. In Indian 

elections, all men and women above the age of 18 have the right to vote. Despite the fact that 

over 30% of them are illiterate, they have historically acted intelligently and maturely in 

choosing their representatives. They have already contested 17 LokSabha elections, six state 

elections, and several bi-elections. Election studies, in the beginning, lacked methodological 

rigour and expertise. Initially, the majority of these investigations were impressionistic and 

subjective in nature. However, as the use of survey methods and observation techniques 

increased, the quality of election studies in India improved. Religion, caste, community, 

language, economics, policy or ideology, aim of the polls, amount of franchise, and other 

variables all impact voting behaviour. The nature or aim of the elections, as well as the rate of 

suffrage, impact voters' interests and, as a result, their voting behaviour. The force of 

charisma also plays a role, since voters are persuaded en masse by the phrase ‘Indira means 

India, India means Indira’ and the like. 

Sociological and Psychological approaches to voting behaviour:  

Voting behaviour studies can be classified into two major schools of thought: sociological 

approach and psychological approach. Sociological approach emphasises the importance of 
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socioeconomic and ethnic status in the voting process. Political parties retain very consistent 

rates of support within the major socioeconomic strata (ethnic, religious, and economic), 

which vary significantly from one stratum to the next. Although the psychological approach 

acknowledges the importance of social elements such as socioeconomic background, 

religion, and family influences, it claims that the effect of social characteristics in a 

community alters over time. Nonetheless, significant changes in the national vote occur from 

election to election. Such variation cannot be understood by independent variables that do not 

change over short periods of time. The attitudinal approach focused on political objects of 

inclination such as the candidate and issues, which change in the short term. The direct 

factors of voting behaviour include parties, candidates, and issues.  They are the intervening 

variables. The psychological school of thought has focused on three variables: political 

leanings, candidate orientation, and issue orientation. A voter's emotional commitment to a 

political party is referred to as party identification. The attitude of a person toward current 

issues and what the government should or should not do is referred to as issue orientation. 

Voters are more concerned with broad topics than with individual concerns. Candidate 

orientation refers to the voter's attitude toward the candidate's personal attributes. The voter is 

not necessarily "shackled" by socioeconomic factors or affected by subconscious emotions 

generated by skilled propagandists. Rather, the voter is motivated by concerns about major 

and significant issues of public policy, governmental performance, and presidential 

personality. 

Political Parties: 

Political parties are vital agencies· in the proper functioning of democracies.  In James 

Bryce’s view, parties are inevitable and no free country has been without them. Moreover, no 

one has shown how representative government could work without them (Bryce, 1921).  Max 

Weber said that Political parties are "the children of democracy, of mass franchise, of the 

necessity to woo and organise the masses” (Weber, 1990). The electoral and parliamentary 

dynamics of representative democracies led to the emergence of political parties through 

which politicians coordinate their political activity. Parties are inevitable when suffrage is 

widespread. Their stated purpose is to persuade the people to accept their policies to win 

elections, and to form governments in order to carry out the policies that the voters supported 

in the General Elections. Their primary function is to focus public mood and frame issues for 

a public mandate. Their role is to make candidates and programmes known to the public and 

to get them to participate in those programmes so that they may speak with a unified voice.  
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Political parties as we know them did not begin to develop until the late 1600's. Political 

parties developed as representative assemblies gained power. In England, this change began 

after what was called the Popish Plot of 1678 that led to the origin of two groups called 

Tories and Whigs. The basic difference between Whigs and Tories in the 1600's was their 

view of what government should do and how strong it should be. Tories wanted rule by a 

strong king. Whigs wanted ordinary people to have more rights and gain more control of their 

government. In time, as Parliament took greater control, the Whigs and Tories developed into 

organised parties. In the USA, most of the leaders, initially, did not like the idea of parties 

and political battles between parties. Nevertheless, the men who held these views founded the 

first two great American political parties. In 1787, the Federalists gathered around Hamilton, 

who advocated for a strong centre and held support from Northern businessmen, bankers, and 

merchants. In 1796, Democratic- Republicans gathered around Jefferson, believed in a strong 

national government, drew its followers from planters, small farmers, and artisans. In 1828, 

Andrew Jackson changed the party's name from Democratic Republican to Democrats. 

People who had once been Federalists joined with anti-Jackson Democrats to form the 

National Republican Party. By the early 19th century, a number of countries had developed 

stable modern party systems (Metcalf, 1977). In many European countries political parties 

organised around a liberal-conservative divide, or around religious disputes while in the 20th 

century socialist parties emerged (Boix, 2009). During decolonization in the mid-20th 

century, many newly sovereign countries outside of Europe and North America developed 

party systems that often emerged from their movements for independence (Angrist, 2006) 

e.g. INC in India, Uganda National Congress.  

Political parties are the creature of the modern political system and broader modernization 

process (La Palombara& Weiner, 2015). Political party formation was connected to the 

emergence of parliaments and the expansion of suffrage. Conservative and liberal parties in 

the United Kingdom and Canada, and Democrats and Republicans in the United States are 

apt examples. Some parties, such as socialist and Christian Democratic parties, develop as a 

challenge to the existing dominant parties. In some cases, legitimacy, integration, and 

participation crises faced by political systems led to the creation of political parties, such as 

the Kuomintang party in China, the INC in India, and Meiji parties. Some parties are the 

result of greater socioeconomic and political developments that draw people together, such as 

increased information flow, transportation networks, secularisation of schooling, state power 

growth, urbanisation, and so on. In India, for example, while small nationalist groups were 

formed in various parts of the country—particularly in urban areas—in the 1860s and '70s, 
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the Indian National Congress was not formed until 1885, sometime after the country had a 

reasonably well established mail and telegraph system, railroads, and widely circulated 

English-language newspapers. There is no exact explanation of what has caused the 

emergence of political parties nor any one list of factors behind. We also don't know which 

elements are significant under what situations, how to weigh their relative importance, or, 

most critically, how such variables form political attitudes. Thus, it appears that the 

emergence of parties is caused by the occurrence of systemic political crises at a period in 

time when sufficient modernization has occurred to offer circumstances for party formation. 

Of fact, this convergence does not permanently set the party growth process; later conditions 

and events continue to change the party structure. 

In democratic election campaigns, parties compete freely for votes. Such competition is one 

of the hallmarks of democracy. There are five main forms of linkage between parties and 

voters (Dalton et al., 2011): 

Dalton et al. argued that when each of these links in the chain of party governance is strong, 

representative government may function well as a mechanism of connecting people's 

preferences to government outcomes. However, when one or more of these ties break down, 

the model of party government fails. Despite the fact that political parties must respond to 

changes in social and political situations, they have a dominant influence in determining 

campaign agendas. Parties are the most visible players in political debate during elections, 

through their policies, advertising, and citizen education. In most parliamentary systems, 

voters have a choice of parties on the ballot rather than individual candidates, although 

individual candidates even stand as party representatives. 

Political parties set their agendas according to two key factors. The economic and religious 

preferences of voters, and the sequence and pattern of electoral mobilisation. Normally, two 

main political conflicts structured the space of electoral competition. One, the voters divided 

over the regulation of economic life by the state. Second, voters often split on the role the 

state should have on education and the creation of a common national culture. Election 

outcomes can change unexpectedly. A skewed victory for one party may be replaced by a 

decisive win for the other party in the next election. There are two sorts of electoral 

developments. Short term changes are caused by changes in election-specific factors such as 

the qualities of the candidates or the state of the economy.In one election, these short-term 

characteristics may be somewhat advantageous to one party, significantly favourable to other 

party in next, and evenly divided in a third. Long-term changes occur from changes in 

underlying loyalties and indicate shisft that persist beyond a single election. The most 
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important long-term change happens when there is a crucial realignment of the party system, 

which refers to a relatively quick, profound, and long-lasting shift in the electorate's pattern 

of party allegiance.  

Major electoral shift in India: 

Electoral realignments occur occasionally in democratic political system. The most recent big 

upheaval of the party system occurred in India in 2014, and before that in the late 1970s and 

early 1980s. Of course, there is some shift in party loyalty at any time, but it is uncommon 

that it is significant enough to qualify as a crucial realignment. 

The BharatiyaJanata Party’s (BJP’s) historic victory in India’s 2014 general election 

prompted declarations of a watershed in the behaviour of the Indian voter. On some 

parameters, such as voting based on economic and ethnic considerations, there were indeed 

discernible changes. However, the empirical evidence suggests these shifts were well under 

way before 2014. In the 2007-08 UP election, there was a perceptible shift in voter behaviour 

towards economic/developmental agenda as compared to communal or similar age-old issues. 

In other areas—namely, support for regional parties, dynastic politicians, and candidates 

associated with criminal activity—contemporary voters demonstrated much greater 

continuity with the past. BJP’s narrative to beat caste engineering looks chiefly anchored in 

religion and nationalism, with a befuddled mix of economic progress thrown in. This is one 

possible argument for the overwhelming results, though it may not be as simple as it looks. 

Some political theorists believe it is just ‘post-truth’ that arrived with the 2014 election in 

some form.  Again, in 2015, media experts were similarly stunned by the victory of the 

Mahagathbandhan or Grand Alliance in the Bihar legislative elections. Experts on print and 

television have since articulated a consensus that we live in an age in which truth doesn't 

matter to the average citizen, a condition captured by the phrase, ‘post-truth.’ The phrase has 

a punchy, pithy ring to it and seems to capture something essential about the global zeitgeist 

(Thakur, 2017). The results of 2019 have only confirmed and deepened it. 

 Conclusion  

Voting is the most common phenomenon of representative democracy in contemporary 

times. To understand India’s democratic trajectory in the long term, studying changing voting 

patterns and behaviour of the electorate is necessary. As this study is focusing on studying 

changes in voting patterns historically in a phase manner, this will help to understand how the 

election results overtime determine the direction in which India’s politics is advancing. The 

study will also analyse the dynamics of electoral behaviour in India in terms of current and 

future developments. This study will examine and help to understand how political 
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communication can affect voting patterns and also in understanding how and why voters 

made their decisions. The study will further focus on the function of emotions in affecting 

voters’ choice in India, so it will help in knowing about emotional vulnerabilities to 

persuasion in the realm of political decision-making. 
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