ZhRsw

PIEE N ST L) -
PSRN SR T X

TFH KB

W, 4%, HE AR (Bharatiya Janata Party, BJP) #5834 UF #2 5 0 Z VR A2 — R4 Z B IR & X0,
BIP My % 3h £ B 5 3 T H o KA f S A B B R R IR T AT, BIP Six & RAKNERP A,
BEEK. FAlHFRk AT —%. REBIP ARFMEHZ TR RBINEE, BEFRWKHE, A7 A0
ANBHUREBETENTEEEZ, EABRE—2RAZELNAESR, REXEWEBIPIVET HEBUEH
M, RUMAET — A A REE"HR Y —ERXA.EMART,BIPIREEZRRET T EHEHK A,
TR RN AT GRA ST RRREE, B RENANERREEXHREEETRRGEH R, #
mHEET ESERIHF.

KR HEEAR; HEARE:, REEN FAEN BE—®BRXR

hESHES: D815 HEIFRIAME: A XEHRS: 1000—8691 (2023) 02—0044—10

—. EERE S EARERE

20 4 80 AFfRLA, RS E Bt © IR E i T2 R IERAR R . 2505 2Rk
fiRke, RAREGEHIEARA . AT Henf BRALSE . ENEAE LR IE, AR R T s b R | [
PREZUE AT LT, AR50 2022 AFENEE GDP et HE 5t 32 9 1 i i [l B 2 i A E A AR
NATTAENBE MRS BEAT TR EWFTE, (EMIRZBOAE MR CRAZ . EIEE AR SE ( Bharatiya Janata
Party, BJP )IESZ AU 1 RO SO PRAT 32 SO B BE AL 20O BRI (EDULAY 22 1 , A e 3T 14 PR TR B 5 —
BERIEAR (party-voter linkages ) , §R T SCREHEAY, MMIZRAG AR B, Hit, AALZITEX BIP
WZHGA MBI .

(=) FlAE RS
ENEEAL S ZREIERGR, SREARH DUGRE . 380, 105 . PESE SOy Re il o FERIE L BOC BUE 55K

EEEN: 254, 5, L7 EBERFERLLHREERFHLIHT, TRAFFEBE. b EREERX R Lo

HAE, B, 2RERARAFIRALR, TEAFH LR EFFAAT L,

O RHELTAR—MZIRMBE, —MHBUEER, LT U —MiEa . RAF L H TG00 R AR AR RAF L8y
BIRM S R AR #EATRFNESE, WEREATRUE LA &R “AR” B “HE” 6t s; AR fg L
Wl g BB BT A AR K R R R RS FF RN R EALNA B KGERETAEN R AL
Kenny,P.D. (2017).Populism and patronage: why populist win elections in India, Asia, and beyond. Oxford: Oxford University

Press.
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BRCFI S5 H 25 o MR ED RS 2 RR T2 SUSOH R Y BIP S 380  hh b i . © B SRR 32 Xy R0k
SRIEXFEN R 2 U A TR SR, P X R kil B B kb, Rk, BIP AO4TIHH AN K22k A
B R, 7E BIP B S HE vh i Ak LR R R R ik PG 22 2—6 1% . © [, R BYE R BIP 1%
G5 HE . 2009 4EF 2014 AEREE R, YRR S MO T BIP, ©

AR, W KA TAR KA ML, 78 2014 4FEF1 2019 4E Kk, 1T BIP sl 5] T K Fp ik ft
WIBERG, A 25 AR5 —ANFE R BE ol ot N RBEEEOUE M BGE , 78 FE 52 SC 0 T 4 P,
2019 4, 33% HYIRFIRE SRR BIP, T 2014 4R KEERT HA 24%. BRI T PR 7 S A% Fnf BROSCA
DG 458 ) S A R BIP R, (IO RE P BIP 7ER AT X (975 250 LT T 7.3 AN E M. © %k
BIP 745 —{T WIS AL T (A AR Bl SRR: ) S0, X2 N B2 5 s e B R . ©2022
SRR RS ERS , AERES N ENEBGA CRUERR” AL S, BIP AR A4 SR T R B e e T
F Akt 4% ( Bahujan Samaj Party, BSP ) , J-/E 28Rk v (A5 2% 45 B -7, ©

PSR, BIP AYEDRE SR 3 SCRT R 5 |y B KA BN R 3k S . (B, HRTEN R EGE 4
MEFBIG S, KEsk AR STH B2 e R R A T BIP, W A SE A £E BIP 7 52
R AT ARIBGEE 28 BT 7 R0 — IRl ) JHLAR 2 i B B OA RN Z6 55 1) & R LA B2 L

(=) AR

AR FZENEPUEA | AN | BUSE SR A5 1 B2 R A BB X N [ A B e 5 . 85,
—BERIFFELL 2019 AERYRIEAB, AR ENEEECIA Y BB A S A BIP IR . © Hk, REM
SRIFEZE RIS HIVER, IAh BIP 7 2014 4F KIEIR 20T T 3CKF BIP (k28 “ghiids” , M TAUEsE
SRR BIP, WA RAL R WA BAR SR P I, 2014 48 BIP Hoke [ K SE A B 2 Rk S sh b, ©
TER B, BIP ARG . SRR B BRI IR 56 45 TARE TR ek, © F, %
WIS AN B Al 2 BIP ALY S&8E, B9 I% ( Christophe Jaffrelot ) $8H, Fifs | ¥k Mg <%

O HFEYOHERZGERTRESAETT, HFh, Re, BRF X AE, PAEETTHNESH: S (Upper
Castes, KA G EHA T 16.1%) , HK¥FHA{z44 (Dominant Castes, & 6%) , HA4ZE W E (Other Backward
Classes, & 43.7%) , %344+ (Scheduled Castes, 16.6%) , %313 % (Scheduled Tribes, 8.6%) o #£ ¥ 1. H| A
Foek & K BT A I NG Ak KA AR T2 AR H 4 )2 A £ 5 AL, FTid R & (adivasis) , BPRAERRIHER,
WAz £ A EF)IE, AP AR FIRERL—ANFR, MTAETRTEMEZ L. S TOMETHIE LA
HEBENE, KEETERT. ARFFTA—HPBRAEBRANLESHR, BETETHAE. Bk, X—35HH
3R REHALAT I, EAEE N B R P F A R P30 TE AR AR A KA 42 (Lower Caste) o £ JL Varshney, A. (2013).
Battles half won: India’s improbable democracy. New Delhi: Penguin Books.

Thachil, T. (2014). Elite Parties, Poor Voters: How Social Services Win Votes in Inida. New York: Cambridge University Press.
Jaffrelot, C. (2019). Class and caste in the 2019 Indian election—why have so many poor started voting for Modi? Studies in
Indian Politics, 7(2), 149-160.

Kumar, S. and P. Gupta. (2019). Where did the BJP get its votes from in 2019? Mint. Retrieved on 18th Oct. 2021 from https://
www.livemint.com/politics/news/where-did-the-bjp-get-its-votes-from-in-2019-1559547933995 .html.

Jaffrelot, C. Class and caste in the 2019 Indian election—why have so many poor started voting for Modi?

Tiwari, A. (2022). U.P. election results in charts: how BJP’s ‘My-Square’ beat Akhilesh’s ‘MY’. Bloomberg Quint. Retrieved
on 14th Mar. 2022 from https://www.bloombergquint.com/politics/up-election-results-in-charts-how-bjps-my-square-beat-
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akhileshs-my.
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Chhibber, P. and R. Verma (2019). The rise of the second dominant party system in India: BJP’s new social coalition in 2019.
Studies in Indian Politics, 7(2), 131-148.

Chhibber, P. K. and S. L. Ostermann (2014). The BJP’s fragile mandate: Modi and vote mobilizers in the 2014 General
Elections. Studies in Indian Politics, 2(2), 137-151.

© Mishra, J. (2019). CSDS-Lokniti pre-poll survey: the PM candidate effect. The Hindu. Retrieved on 21st Mar. 2022 from https://
www.thehindu.com/elections/lok-sabha-2019/csds-lokniti-pre-poll-survey-the-pm-candidate-effect/article27189621.ece.
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FLAL” (chaiwala) © B3, FFH—E 395 NUTRIERMRS A CIECR . © ISl AR BIP i S 30 {5k
N U3 BISHES S N  RO B S © bAh, 53— SEBRIEAT BIP A9 U DT AR R Ak 22 R 45 il
AT A BEYIR (Tariq Thachil ) IAJ, BIP 7ERTI 0] 5 i i S A 2 e 55 19 07 2K, BRI S1 T 9%
PERM SRS, RE T R R A, © UL, A ST X B AR 2014 4F BIP L& Z i hifo
BRASFHEE SR, IR REAR AT AR R A4 SR STl A A DRSO SR, ©

AN, AP BIP AT AF ARG A A AN, (HIEE A28l e 2 R 2R S PR TR
SR LR AN — AT AT TR, MELUE SRR . ASCRMERGERI ML, BB —
PER AR BIRLAAMTTE BIP WL BRI

—\ EEBR-ERXREE: NMFAEXBIREEX

BUAE W |3 RS T R 2R, 2 RIEBREUE 3 2 20 . BUEAE B BUA T AR B
1E55 R S R R, SR MALS RS SEGE . © okt RAERFT SR UK 7 2 R A A
TAFEGE —RRER, CFERRBERHBGAIREE T, BUE—RREAWSRR, BOEHERIhRz
AN . XTENEERUE, SR IH I A B3 — 36 ROC R W R MU R YRHIE . BIP ARk Z it LA REWS i ds
VFZARFR Ik . SEIRBYZE 0 SCRE, FFAE I S BT R i e PO 3, i PR Ay JHE SR8 3l [l 1 1 32 R Y
oK, M T —FE BT — RO R

(=) Bt —#RXF LA

WHERE « 5 )€ (Paul D. Kenny ) XJBUGEAR R “WI%HAY”  ( programmatic party system ) . “jifii 87"
( patronage party system ) Fll “F7”  (populist party system ) 5325, © LAR#IA4E « BHRAUR4E (Herbert
Kitschelt ) X} E3E — R IR “HH458” ( programmatic ) . “fFM T A" (clientelist ) . g B A1
(charismatic ) 432K @, SEFEEBGE—ERIERD N “WHR"  frhE " R =%,

S, GUTRLAR IR B TR R AR RS A ORI, B A AR L AR R B9 =X
IMEER . MIETERET IR, PO BOR MM IS a R RAZ 5. © MU B e g ST
B X R R FIB LR R IT, s RS SR SR R s R, ©

5528, RIS (ARl i B L SN B R 4 TR AE RIS 5B REE Z R R, it
(‘patron ) $EHUEPIBTRT M DAL “ZH35 7 (client) AURERSSZHF, XFh “WIRT S AT LUEFE, W
AT © 3 LTI 40 A0 25 2 E 0 5 ) o R R T B 2 10 N I 55 9 20 T, LA AR AR 0 D

“chaiwala” A5 2712 B B R WA, Z W HAL N F AT LR RBAERKEANA —EFE, METHEA
MRS R A ENHF

Jaffrelot, C. Class and caste in the 2019 Indian election—-why have so many poor started voting for Modi?

Shastri, S. (2019). The Modi factor in the 2019 Lok Sabha election: how critical was it to the BJP victory? Studies in Indian
Politics, 7(2), 206-218.

Thachil, T. Elite Parties, Poor Voters: How Social Services Win Votes in Inida.

Mishra, J. (2019). CSDS-Lokniti pre-poll survey: the PM candidate effect. The Hindu. Retrieved on 21st Mar. 2022 from https://
www.thehindu.com/elections/lok-sabha-2019/csds-lokniti-pre-poll-survey-the-pm-candidate-effect/article27189621.cce.
IR, B, BEFE%: (bEBUsF) , bE: BRI RS dmAE, 2021 F, £ 91 W

Kitschelt, H. (2000). Linkages between citizens and politicians in democratic politics. Comparative Political Studies, 33(1), 845-
879.

Kenny, P. D. Populism and Patronage: Why Populist Win Elections in India, Asia, and Beyond.

Kitschelt, H. Linkages between citizens and politicians in democratic politics.

Kitschelt, H. Linkages between citizens and politicians in democratic politics.

Kenny, P. D. Populism and Patronage: Why Populist Win Elections in India, Asia, and Beyond.

Stokes, S. C. (2011). Political clientelism. In R. E. Goodin (Ed.), The Oxford handbook of political science, 649-672. Oxford:
Oxford University Press.
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FRLE MBI . BERE, DOk ARARALY . &85, © 5 RAEEEE “H%E” (brokers)
SRR, UG R A S, ©

=2, ROBBMR AR B0 SHIE S A A2 DL AR U AR A 1 7 305 e IR B TR R
B A A AR AR5 . © < FORS S5 07 S Wl AR B2 . B SR I A Ak 2 SO Aok S ©
AR EAL FHEGA M AL 0 € SLLAIR B e PRI B SRS . BOSHI TR “AR” 55 “K”
XEar, i —E R ESCGERERS, et sefeh iy R URoRFA R SC BNk REELRR 14 e Ang™
JEEo MR, G AR R BRhathia o A RE ) AR B i ey b — M52,
BN X ALBOAS T A B A A TR B R Aok, ©

(=) FFREZRKE—ERXARNEL

*1 HEERBUAFERBR ERXRLBHEE

——
i3 ﬁ}f‘% %1%?“ x B4R
Wi EokE
TEE, MR
BB ey D HOTRBUA UMK S
Obargigy " B R Rk A2 3 B 3 A 42 ) R 5% P A R4 5 R
%i:%ﬁ%ﬂﬁ%@%*%%&ﬁ%i%,ﬁ*%%@ﬁ%ﬂﬁﬁ@ﬁm%ﬂﬁﬂ
Vo
M. ThRBOAY (EELRE k)
BB ZEE, MR
20 4 60 ‘ MR T B, B A EURF X % 2K A R 4
) R T BURF T K3 (9 Hb 7 O S 3 A B 5 AT 5 iy 1% B 2 1) £
U o E R E AR X T A M T R T BB
Wi BUASEA N (eiddr o Hi)
ZEE. AW E. R, s
B T RETE” o B AL GRS T oAb RO 2%
(60 AR gy gy THE: T (R L IRBEy U2 (lyBun D LIt, b il /78 C
% 80 LA i HOTEGATR I IR o B « b FORE 3 IR S ST R ORI “E )
#) TR eI« HHEURT 03 0 5 FhEE X 2T R B 2 R R fr A )
FF: EOASIAN NN, ol o HHbEE [ 5K R AT (6 5 R 4 IR A 2K
HOZETF T 7 (R MECA 1R 2R, A K 34 B 05 B 0 B 5% W SRR 2 25 1 7 1) A A
WaE . rh ol B B R
UM B RS BRI I R A
(90 4E4X gy D MOTIAE S REGR RS
HIZE 2014 ‘ TSP P S BURE R Hb 7 TR (A R 25 0470
) e Fe PR (B RS S oL R 7 B 2 A B R, T SREE %4 IR
I, 5 M E A 25 75 5 iz
MiEE . BUASA A (BHEA O
ZECE . EIRFHGE
o RETET . “OhtHA T
BRI erp g TE: T CHEMIR L SR ETESRIT “Hi%” )
gg; FEX T R LI BURF G 11 4% it Tk B RE U4 s R )

KA K BOR 2 SRR A 7> BLSe T b 7 MR = e 141, 5 0 RO ST EL R AR IR
F; R FIER, T RIATEOIE S LERE AT DR R K AR
AT PR K 28 A AR S A A P ) 4 B JRE B

AN SR AN RIS A Y B — 1 B OC R S R AR R AR E . M SRR A

Press.

® ®06 o

Ziegfeld, A. (2016). Why regional parties? Clientelism, elites, and the Indian party system. New York: Cambridge University

Kenny, P. D. Populism and Patronage: Why Populist Win Elections in India, Asia, and Beyond.
Kenny, P. D. Populism and Patronage: Why Populist Win Elections in India, Asia, and Beyond.
Kaltwasser, C. R., Taggart, P., Espejo P. O. & Ostiguy, P. (Eds.). (2017). The Oxford handbook of populism. Oxford: Oxford
University Press.
Kitschelt, H. Linkages between citizens and politicians in democratic politics.
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B[R IR B B S — R R OC R B AZ a7 BB (L& 1) o BEIN N, ORI BT —R R
F I el T ED EEUA AR R AR R B G . ENEEOA T, A RHIITE DT S sz B AL SR 2
AL T8 5 I BEATEBOG E SR Z AR . R4 FEORPATE 2R a8, 5 MM DGR IG5 4 1 B RS I
IR KAy o TEMLTE ST, AGURLBUA TE B EEARMERS 2 & e o AN B BARTERE AN R IR B T
PGRVBOAR IVRFIE, EEE B BOE— 18 ROC AR A SRR 2 A AR N T SO E X 2 |

S—BrBe, MSIATA o B R GEZ A B [ 5 R O R T ORI, JFE L] TR
BRBOA MR, © R SERIIE 20 AR R R 1 b S SR A M T ISy o RS T I
ISPl — S T S R Rt MR I AR, © M7 AOEGA ST A s R R S
I vk DU [ 412 275 b 5 80 A N B B TR B e AR . 1947 ARt iy, MWARZ Iy kB BV C 24— MEM
F XA ( clientelistic polity ) o ©

BB, AL FE 2 20 THAD 60 AEAOR o X I DR SE AR AR B4R BUR TR, b T BUR R T
R AE MRS o FR— AR R B Rl S S Z H Y “9H&” o 1953 4R )5, Jemke R
THUSERIME, SR R SE TR A 1 AR A0 Al 3o H R AR [ R e i B R o fa e . ©
HI TS I B BE B 255 KRB . 28 Sa P AR BE AN, FEARRTHE28 rp R NI BT 7 10 i R AR 28 G R
FRARAR o © (75 1 3 75 o A i 2 0 B A 1) S 3

S =B, 20 THAD 60 AFAUARZE 80 ARAUA, Eatlhr o H b PBUR , BB 32 SR —E G R 2%k, ©
AL o T RO TR TP AR R $R AR EIRGE N AR RO ISR, TR R T 55
X CTHARSE” 3k, SRR R T ORAR . X R B I A T IR AR A 2R, e DL AR 14
SCRERT T RIENU . KLU B, P1971 4F BT, BB « HIbmMsE k052 KRS o ik
ZJa, YElhL « HHBUR RIS IR R Y 2 A F 45, K R LB PR B A R RIS N BURIE 2K A
HRATHE 40% B BRI AR A AR RN Tl T, (B30 B bR el RS pes . © Bbah, FEORSEK R
BRI THRET, ST RELEAMAC R TE 5 N 52 4 00 R e, [WImbid g i AR 2 th R g it Py “rp
SR BIRIT IR SR UR A A e A, ©

SR B, 20 4D 90 AEAHI & 2014 4, Bl A H XV B YRS, MOy B 5 R R B0 T AR A
FZES, 90 RS, U DXPEBUE T L Oy BE AR K BOASEG , X EN R RARBOA 4 T, A
1991 4ERFETFUG, M7 s 5 ENBE AR BRI Y 1/4 2 173 e C 5. © sorsna Jie i,
4 BIP 454 EPEBUE T AR M R IF 5 9. I TAEGER AR N T SOCRIRIRAAAE, ke v RAFIARR {1t
Wy AR A SR 5 DA B S RS SO0 T [ B0 Ry B R 2R 0GR, AN BUE AR AHARE L T

Wilkinson, S. 1. (2004). Votes and violence: electoral competition and ethnic riots in India. Cambridge: Cambridge University
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Washbrook, D. (1973). Country politics: Madras 1880 to 1930. Modern Asian Studies, 7, 475-531.
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SEAHERYEOR .

SIBTEL, 2014 4ELUE o KMIRYAR N T2 LBOR SR AU 1 FORPIS , KAl S A UL,
i3t T BUR ™ HI AR o X AR SRS A LI e e SR A B RO DU I 4 . B2
TR T SR S 5 RO TR el P WRAEC A7 R 1 BT B

(2) BHHAE—ERXRAELHEREFER

AL, BUE—E ROC R BRSO R 2 5 At 2 R 4 2R . SRS BN e — e RO R R
M EEA AP H—, thaMBga BT 2 octeas; o, &0 KRR IR R 1A
HOAREER

BB BB, AP SRR BT AR DR, IR PO (1) EOOSETEENh Bl
W ITRE ST S o AEENFEA ST AR AR R b, BRI R 2 S A — GRS B R R e
A £ LS JE - O A [ R0 Hh e B2 RO R . A B, R SEA BRI S R 4R A 5 —,
I IR A LR B IOR SRR T 2R L g iis e . (2) ENEEAEMALFTR 5T A KA, s
M SCBORAERF B2 (A B A

BB B, R OCRRREATC IR AR S 32 A T D Ry BRI R R LA 2 B
JEAFR TRTRBOG St MSIs s, ENRER R Y RO I SRR 1B IXPERYIA ) s TASL S, L DXKHE
HOR IR s, AR 07 Ar B DL XN RO SERE IR . 2855 D7, 20 42 60 4RAUARTF IR AR (B4
AR TR, SRR GARRIR . LTI SRl RS L XA T E AR R R . B R
PR Z 5 BRI AREC T 17 1 — SR BGARUTT o ak Sell W = sk 7 BUR AR, R QSRS E M5 i
PREA g, ARG BUINSRBOA M7 (R p S e —SeHIX, DIRRIE . A REsORE N R o A i 2
s A R, XA TR EOR i MO B AR I S E RS I G fEBETRT, EIRGE
oIk R LG T UK

F=BrBEEA B, RO B A A 32 SORET . St r « H i ) 25 1 A0 el B RE B e 2k
T AR, (HIXIF A RO B SC R AT AE R 0 2R N . T2 R ETEE T 1991 JHaR 89 LATH
W2 Tt N 1) B B AT A LU BN B AL R AR A — 20 2200tk . TRENRE VA MLE B 7 e
Sl RN . BT AR B SRS — LE P SRAUR T IR RIALTT PRI B R B R A )
SEFEAET S IREEARCIEICEBOR . © FEMAT R, R 20 o4 (Y H B TR iR O
TEHLTT WS TR, X SE B Sy 18 A A 32 SO FORME 5 [ 07 e IR A9 S5 RIS, 25 30 ke o
LU R A RAAR A B AR AR B Ry, M — L8 77 B0 B 2 T R R A AR AR A TR R B
HITREA T SCER . P, TR AR X — I o 0

SFVUB B RS B, Fe Ao Rk ORI B A R Al A2 BOR 2 U 3T it — 22 &
JB. H, BRI KM IR R FE RSE AU Bt — 22 0 ORI 55, (R B3 52 IR T4 FH Y
WIS B Oy N R RRAE , XELATERS E H X Z SN RE IR R T, 1 BIP Aok TR A e 2sal . Hak,
TE A= G P B> — B REAS AN A FEQR R R EPUB A, TN IR GE Y BN R B R 32 SO REAS 7
Iz sh B A s, — P 3G RO 32 SO0 —i RO RIS LI R

= ZERREEAREHREEHTE —ERXAR

(—) BIJP 9 RAER Bt —ik R % R A /L
2014 4%, BIP fERIEH FIZRMESAEE B —1E ROC R U Berg 21k . BIP #4a 1) FORE 3 SCI L3 —
RIERA LT ILE: 56—, @i KR BEGE 3 AR R B, ST e &R, SR

@ Pai, S. (Ed.). (2013). Handbook of politics in India states: regions, parties, and economic reforms. New Delhi: Oxford
University Press.
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BEEBCR . SLli g e T BURASUWER, 38 A R I AL IR OR B BN R, I HAS T —
Fhfgfp Lt vh i A A APEECE S R, C 8, Sl EFRO S, DUERUR T S
FHER, 8=, RH—ER T GHE R RREEEh . BIP A “AR” WNEY K2R
PHARTE N SAREDEEAE, ¥ KG9 & SONPAE RS E 1 4P = B0 BR A 22 10 . (AR E ST
FIZEE . SR . DA IR . AR IR & DIt S i AR e R EERIIR,, T2 LA SC
P ARTEE Sy, LURTEE R IES . ENREEZOA RS b fr 32 i . BEiE . PilkhoRsse. ©
(=) BIP B R A B E—iL KX R 4576

55 BORE 32 O —1 R OC R = ANRRIE A R )2, BIP SREU T =2 ARSI 5 | AN Rk B S kA
BF—, SEEERET HEIAR, BUSHRERZ I, BIP KEERNEZ TR, BATE 2 e NRIEA
R AR A EH DS RZEE R 2016—2017 WHAE, BV EE s A BOS AL 8T TR 3G 1 67%, X4
F R I A5 DR ) BRI P I 22 1500 4275t 2018 4F 12 H, M S EF XK I & 548 210 H ,
WA “ERFA R 41TR]”  (Pradhan Mantri Kisan Samman Nidhi, PM-Kisan ) , & EAHER] 345 6000
FALERANIG  [FIEE, HEAT T — S5t XA T R AT R B ARl W . T KEH
i RN 4 0T B A5 7 1T . B U IR T B PR A B R)” (Pradhan Mantri Awas Yojana-Gramin,
PMAY-G) , B7EH 1000 JiA R dbih —i K Jeht by, 2014—2018 4RI T Al 520 T &R, IETERERNY
370 T, O X EerE A H IS TR R A

B, PRSI ST, SEAUSEC TR IR A BIP U P Sl YRS S — i E57 . RE) . TERAHIE SN A
9 5 IR 55 A il o XX T B ORI AR ARAR R AR DL i R e E 2, i TRl AN RS
BIP (470 B fEM A B PUR B BRI H R A — &, ik, BIP EEE T Je i mis, it Buh
I e ERUL ., © 78 BIP S ROREFIT H s RS B RERCE IR EENEA, 2014 4F BIP
BBl 95 ABUAZK”  ( Gareebon ka Neta ) JE4, 2017 4R 5 f sl ¥ 5  “AKJEE”  (Vikas
Purush ) B4, HACJGE AT H A FRERLL “EH”  (Pradhan Mantri ) A ETZE, DL ESE R A1 S AN 5% 1
ZIE N HAER R . [FIRY, xeet H K2l b e BidLa| ( Centrally Sponsored Schemes, CSSs ) #415fHh
Jio @ S BURFZE F S BRSNS 1 AT 4% 1 32 AL ©

55—, M EAA PR R 3 SRR A RO T SR . R RV S RNEIERE 1, BIP 7 RKARE
TR TR “BCH S, IR “—A~EZ” (One Nation ) 3151, BIP T 2016 4R4TH “—
ANERE, 5 REUENEZ” ( Ek Bharat, Shreshtha Bharat ) $5if, IR IE& IR SO/ A2 Rl & IE 435 S0k ke, ©
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Why Did the BJP Succeed: From Clientelism to Populism

TONG Yu-tao' & CHEN Li-jun’

(1.Academy of Regional and Global Governance, Beijing Foreign Studies University, Beijing, 100089;
2.Yunnan Academy of Social Sciences, Kunming, 650100)

Abstract: In recent years, the powerful rise of the Bharatiya Janata Party (BJP) has attracted as much
international attention as the rise of India. The BJP’s electoral success was largely due to its success in appealing to
lower-caste and impoverished voters. However, the BJP’s ideology and policies are not completely in accordance
with the identity and interests of these voters. The expansion of BJP’s voter base is due to a variety of factors, such
as ideological adjustment, improvement of election strategy, the charisma of leaders and grassroots service work.
However, from the perspective of the evolution of party-voter linkages, the most significant reason is that the BJP
has successfully constructed populist party-voter linkages. Under such a pattern of party-voter linkages, the BJP
established direct contact with grassroots voters, used the charisma of party leaders to make welfare distribution
in exchange for votes more effective and flexibly used populist discourse of Hindu nationalism for political
mobilization to realize the expansion of voter base.

Keywords: Rise of India, Bharatiya Janata Party, Populism, Clientelism, Party-voter Linkages
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