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Abstract

Youth engagement in Indian politics constitutes a critical determinant of the nation's democratic trajectory. With
approximately 65% of India's population below the age of 35, the youth demographic represents an unparalleled
electoral force capable of shaping governance outcomes (Kumar, 2014). This paper examines the multidimensional
nature of youth political participation in India by analysing voter turnout patterns, the role of social media in political
mobilisation, institutional barriers, and the policy interventions designed to enhance civic engagement among young
citizens. Drawing on data sourced from the Election Commission of India (ECI), Lokniti—Centre for the Study of
Developing Societies (CSDS), and the Periodic Labour Force Survey (PLFS), the study adopts a secondary data-
driven approach covering the period 2009-2022. The hypothesis posits that structured policy interventions and digital
mobilisation positively influence youth voter turnout, yet socio-economic disparities and institutional gaps continue
to moderate this relationship. Findings reveal significant increases in first-time voter registration and digital political

engagement, though substantive challenges in translating online activism into electoral participation persist.
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1. Introduction

India, as the world's largest democracy, has long grappled with the paradox of possessing one of the youngest
populations globally while simultaneously witnessing persistent gaps in youth political participation. The National
Youth Policy 2014 explicitly acknowledged that "there is very little coordinated action to promote youth engagement
in politics and governance" (Ministry of Youth Affairs, 2014). This observation remains salient nearly a decade later
and constitutes a foundational concern for scholars and policymakers alike. The demographic dividend, widely
celebrated as a macroeconomic asset, translates into electoral significance only when young citizens actively
participate in democratic processes an outcome far from guaranteed (Kumar, 2014). The 2014 Lok Sabha elections
marked a watershed moment in Indian political history, with voter turnout surging to 66.4%, a figure not witnessed in

over three decades. The youth vote, defined here as voters aged 1835 in accordance with the National Youth Policy



ISSN: 2249-7196

i
-,':.__1“7_.;;'.- UMRR/Nov. 2022/ Volume 12/Issue 4/1-8
\I mr,r. Banita Kumari / International Journal of Management Research & Review
()

framework, played a decisive role in this outcome. Lokniti CSDS data indicated that youth voter turnout rose from
58% in 2009 to 68% in 2014, surpassing the national average and contributing substantially to the Bharatiya Janata
Party's (BJP) historic mandate (Attri & Mishra, 2020). However, the 2019 general elections revealed concerning
stagnation, with national turnout settling at approximately 67.4% despite a 9.3% growth in the total electorate size
(Election Commission of India, 2019). Critically, of the 45 million eligible voters in the 18—19 age bracket, fewer than

one-third cast their ballots a figure that demands urgent attention (Paruthi et al., 2022).

The rise of social media platforms has further complicated this picture. The 2014 elections were widely labelled India's
"first social media election,”" with Ahmed, Jaidka, and Cho (2016) demonstrating through an analysis of over 98,000
tweets that political parties, particularly the BJP, deployed digital strategies with unprecedented sophistication to
engage youth voters. Yet the relationship between online political activity and actual voter turnout remains contested.
Scholars have noted the phenomenon of "slacktivism," wherein digital activism substitutes rather than supplements
traditional political engagement (Paruthi et al., 2022). Simultaneously, the Election Commission of India launched the
Systematic Voters' Education and Electoral Participation (SVEEP) programme in 2009 as a national framework to
address voter apathy, particularly among youth and urban populations (Election Commission of India, 2019).
Understanding whether such institutional interventions, combined with digital mobilisation, can durably increase
youth electoral participation remains one of the most pressing questions in Indian political science. This paper

systematically examines these dynamics through empirical data, contextualised within existing scholarly discourse.

2. Literature Review

The scholarship on youth political engagement in India draws from a rich tradition of electoral studies, with Lokniti
CSDS occupying a central position in empirical research. Kumar (2014), in his seminal edited volume Indian Youth
and Electoral Politics: An Emerging Engagement, established that while Indian youth demonstrate increasing interest
in political affairs, this interest does not uniformly translate into higher voter turnout. The study identified significant
variations along lines of gender, locality, and socioeconomic status, cautioning against monolithic generalisations
about "the youth vote." This finding was corroborated by Ahmed, Jaidka, and Cho (2016), whose large-scale Twitter
analysis of the 2014 Lok Sabha elections demonstrated that political parties employed differentiated digital strategies,
with the BJP's youth-focused messaging correlating with electoral success in constituencies with high internet
penetration. The study, published in Telematics and Informatics, remains a landmark contribution to understanding
digital political mobilisation in an Asian developing democracy. Paruthi, Mendiratta, and Gupta (2022), writing for
IGI Global's Research Anthology on Citizen Engagement and Activism for Social Change, extended this analysis by
examining how social media platforms function as tools of political engagement across the 2014 and 2019 electoral
cycles. They argued that while digital citizenship has reshaped the contours of youth political identity, the
effectiveness of social media as a mobilisation instrument is contingent on existing socioeconomic and educational
disparities. Rural youth, in particular, remain underserved by digital political campaigns, a finding consistent with

data from India's Periodic Labour Force Survey (PLFS). Attri and Mishra (2020), drawing on CSDS National Election



ISSN: 2249-7196

i
-,':.__1“7_.;;'.- UMRR/Nov. 2022/ Volume 12/Issue 4/1-8
\I mr,r. Banita Kumari / International Journal of Management Research & Review
()

Study data, provided the most granular analysis of the 2019 youth vote, demonstrating that the BJP consolidated a
41% share among voters aged 18-25 seven percentage points higher than in 2014. Their work, situated within the
Indian Politics and Policy framework, highlighted the "Modi factor" as a significant driver of youth electoral
behaviour, though they cautioned that this phenomenon was mediated by broader issues of employment, education,

and anti-incumbency sentiment.

The institutional dimensions of youth participation have been examined by Kanungo (2015), whose analysis of social
media use by six major political parties during the 2014 Lok Sabha elections, published in Asian Journal of
Communication, found that while social media engagement was high, it did not function as a "game changer" in
electoral outcomes in isolation. More recently, the role of the SVEEP programme in bridging the participation gap has
been investigated across multiple studies. The Election Commission of India's own reports document the registration
of 91 million new voters through SVEEP initiatives between 2009 and 2019 (Election Commission of India, 2019).
Biswas, Ingale, and Roy (2014), in their study on the influence of social media on voting behaviour published in the
Journal of Power, Politics & Governance, noted that social media's influence on young voters operates through both
informational and emotional channels, making its effects difficult to isolate from broader political narratives.
Collectively, this body of work establishes a nuanced understanding of youth political engagement in India—one that

resists simplistic causal claims while identifying concrete pathways through which participation might be enhanced.

3. Objectives

1. To examine the trends in youth voter turnout and registration across Indian general elections from 2009 to
2019 and analyse the socioeconomic factors influencing youth political participation.
2. To evaluate the effectiveness of institutional interventions, particularly the SVEEP programme, and digital

mobilisation strategies in enhancing youth engagement in Indian electoral politics.

4. Methodology

This study adopts a quantitative-descriptive research design grounded in secondary data analysis. The primary data
sources include the Statistical Reports of the Election Commission of India for the 2009, 2014, and 2019 Lok Sabha
elections; the Lokniti CSDS National Election Study datasets; the Periodic Labour Force Survey (PLFS) annual
reports from 2017-18 to 2021-22 released by the Ministry of Statistics and Programme Implementation (MoSPI); and
the World Bank's World Development Indicators for comparative demographic benchmarking. The study's temporal
scope spans 2009 to 2022, chosen to capture the full trajectory of SVEEP implementation and the digital
transformation of Indian electoral politics. The sample unit is the Indian electorate, disaggregated by age cohorts (18—
19, 18-25, and 15-29 years), gender, and urban—rural classification. Voter turnout, registration rates, youth
unemployment, social media penetration, and first-time voter proportions constitute the key variables of interest.
Descriptive statistics including frequency distributions, percentage changes, and trend analysis are employed to

characterise patterns across electoral cycles. The analytical framework draws on comparative cross-sectional analysis
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contextualise participation trends. No primary data collection or human subjects were involved; all data are drawn

from publicly accessible government and institutional repositories, ensuring full ethical compliance and replicability.

5. Results

Table 1: National Voter Turnout Across Lok Sabha Elections (2009-2019)

Election Year | Total Electorate (Crore) | Voter Turnout (%) | Registered Voters (Crore)
2009 71.40 58.19 41.53
2014 81.45 66.44 54.11
2019 90.99 67.40 61.33

Source: Election Commission of India Statistical Reports (2009, 2014, 2019)

A consistent upward trajectory in both electorate size and turnout percentage is evident across the three electoral
cycles. Turnout rose by over eight percentage points between 2009 and 2014, marking the steepest single-cycle
increase in post-independence Indian electoral history. The marginal improvement from 2014 to 2019 suggests the

onset of a participation plateau despite continued electorate expansion.

Table 2: Youth Voter Turnout (Age 18-25) Compared to National Average

Election Year | Youth Turnout (%) | National Average Turnout (%) | Difference (Percentage Points)
2009 58.00 58.19 —-0.19
2014 68.00 66.44 +1.56
2019 65.00 67.40 —2.40

Source: Lokniti—-CSDS National Election Study; Attri & Mishra (2020)

Youth turnout surpassed the national average in 2014 for the first time in the study period, reflecting the mobilisation
effect of both the SVEEP programme and digital campaigning. However, by 2019, youth turnout declined relative to
the national average by 2.4 percentage points, indicating that initial enthusiasm among young voters had not been

sustained through institutional mechanisms.

Table 3: First-Time Voters and New Registrations (2014 and 2019)

Parameter 2014 | 2019
New Voters Added to Electoral Roll (Million) 24.00 | 45.00
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Estimated First-Time Voters (Million) 24.00 | 84.00
Share of First-Time Voters in Total Electorate (%) | 2.95 | 9.23

Source: Election Commission of India (2019); IndiaSpend (2019)

The near-doubling of new voter registrations and the dramatic surge in first-time voters between 2014 and 2019 reflect
both demographic maturation and the intensified outreach of SVEEP. Nevertheless, the proportion of 18—19-year-old

voters who actually cast ballots remained below 35% in 2019, underscoring a significant registration-to-turnout gap.

Table 4: Youth Unemployment Rate in India (2017-2022)

Year Youth Unemployment Rate (%, Age 15-24) | National Unemployment Rate (%)
2017-18 | 17.90 6.10
2018-19 | 16.80 5.80
2019-20 | 18.50 6.50
2020-21 | 24.60 7.86
2021-22 | 20.82 6.38

Source: Periodic Labour Force Survey (PLFS), MoSPI; World Bank World Development Indicators

Youth unemployment consistently exceeded the national rate by a factor of approximately three, with a sharp spike
during 2020-21 attributable to the COVID-19 pandemic. This persistent gap between youth and adult unemployment

is a critical contextual variable in understanding political disillusionment among young Indians.

Table 5: Internet and Social Media Penetration Among Indian Youth (2014-2019)

Year | Internet Users in India (Million) | Social Media Users (Million) | Share of Users Below Age 35 (%)
2014 | 110.00 65.00 75.00
2017 | 430.00 250.00 72.00
2019 | 581.51 310.00 70.00

Source: Telecom Regulatory Authority of India (TRAI); comScore India Digital Reports

The rapid expansion of internet access between 2014 and 2019 created a structurally new environment for political
communication. The concentration of digital users among those under 35 amplified the potential for social media-

driven political mobilisation, though disparities in rural access moderated this effect.

Table 6: Party-Wise Vote Share Among Youth Voters (Age 18-25) in 2014 and 2019
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BJP 34.00 41.00 +7.00

INC 19.00 17.00 —2.00

AAP 5.00 3.00 -2.00

Others 42.00 39.00 -3.00

Source: Lokniti—-CSDS National Election Study, Attri & Mishra (2020)

The BJP consolidated a commanding position among youth voters between 2014 and 2019, with a seven-percentage-
point increase in youth vote share. The INC and regional parties experienced corresponding declines, suggesting a

consolidation of youth political preference rather than diversification during this period.

6. Discussion

The results presented in this study illuminate a nuanced and evolving landscape of youth political engagement in India.
Table 1 confirms the well-documented upward trajectory of national voter turnout between 2009 and 2019, yet this
macro-level trend conceals significant variation when disaggregated by age. Table 2 reveals that the youth vote, while
surging in 2014, experienced a noticeable retreat by 2019 a finding consistent with Attri and Mishra's (2020)
observation that the "Modi factor," a powerful mobilisation device in 2014, began to lose its novelty among first-time
voters who had entered the electorate with high expectations regarding employment and economic development. The
failure of these expectations to materialise fully contributed to a measurable decline in youth enthusiasm, a pattern
that institutional interventions alone cannot address without substantive policy responsiveness to youth concerns. The
data on first-time voter registration (Table 3) present a seemingly encouraging picture: 84 million first-time voters
participated in 2019, nearly four times the figure in 2014. However, this must be situated alongside the fact that fewer
than one-third of 18—19-year-old registered voters actually cast their ballots. Paruthi, Mendiratta, and Gupta (2022)
attributed this registration-to-participation gap to structural barriers including migration, lack of voter awareness
regarding procedural requirements, and the absence of digital voting mechanisms that would enable young
professionals residing away from their registered constituencies to vote without travelling. The Election Commission
of India has acknowledged this challenge but has yet to implement a comprehensive solution, indicating an

institutional lag that democratic consolidation cannot afford.

Youth unemployment data (Table 4) provide critical contextual depth to the participation narrative. The persistent
three-to-four-fold disparity between youth and national unemployment rates, exacerbated by the pandemic in 2020—
21, generates a reservoir of political grievance among young Indians. Kumar (2014) established that socioeconomic
conditions are among the strongest predictors of political engagement, and more recent work by the ILO confirms that
youth workers are disproportionately concentrated in informal, poorly compensated employment (ILO, 2022). When
young citizens perceive that political institutions are unresponsive to their material concerns, disengagement follows

predictably. The 46% political apathy rate among Indian youth documented by the CSDS—Konrad Adenauer Stiftung



ISSN: 2249-7196

£
-"";'-‘,“'.‘-‘;"?- IUMRR/Nov. 2022/ Volume 12/Issue 4/1-8
jmrr . . . .
B Banita Kumari / International Journal of Management Research & Review
()

report underscores this dynamic. Social media penetration data (Table 5) demonstrate the structural preconditions for
digital political mobilisation, and Ahmed, Jaidka, and Cho (2016) have shown that these preconditions were
effectively exploited by political parties in 2014. Yet Biswas, Ingale, and Roy (2014) cautioned that social media
influence on voting behaviour operates through informational channels that are susceptible to misinformation, a
concern amplified during the 2019 elections when 396 million election-related tweets were posted during the campaign
period. The BJP's consolidation of the youth vote (Table 6) between 2014 and 2019 reflects both effective digital
campaigning and the absence of comparably sophisticated strategies by opposition parties—a competitive asymmetry
that the democratic ecosystem must address through broader digital literacy initiatives and transparent campaign

regulation.
7. Conclusion

This study has demonstrated that youth political engagement in India is shaped by a convergence of structural,
institutional, and technological factors that resist simplistic policy solutions. While voter registration and turnout
among young Indians have improved markedly since 2009, the 2019 elections revealed that initial mobilisation gains
are not self-sustaining. The SVEEP programme represents a significant institutional commitment to youth voter
education, yet its effectiveness is constrained by the migration deficit, the registration-to-turnout gap among 18-19-
year-olds, and the absence of digital voting infrastructure. Socioeconomic barriers particularly youth unemployment,
which remained above 20% through 2021 continue to mediate the relationship between political awareness and active
participation. Social media, while structurally enabling, introduces risks of misinformation and slacktivism that require
coordinated regulatory and educational responses. A sustained increase in youth electoral participation will ultimately
require not only improved outreach mechanisms but also demonstrable policy responsiveness to the education,

employment, and governance concerns that define the political aspirations of India's young citizens.
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