IMPACT: International Journal of Research in .
Humanities, Arts and Literature (IMPACT: IJRHAL) — [ s =
ISSN (P): 2347-4564; ISSN (E): 2321-8878 It ﬂ ;

Vol. 6, Issue 1, Jan 2018, 105-118
© Impact Journals

TELUGU DESAM PARTY AND NATIONAL POLITICS

Tadde Naga Raju
Research Scholar, Department of Political Scienuog Rublic Administration, Andhra University,

Visakhapatnam, Andhra Pradesh, India

Received:04 Jan 2018 Accepted: 10 Jan 2018 Published:18 Jan 2018

ABSTRACT

Since independence the State of Andhra Pradeshbkas playing a dominant role in Indian political
development. The Telegu Desam Party (TDP) had glayleey role in forging a non-Congress (I) and &R coalition
at the centre by actively negotiating with the titested and fairly successful strategy followedhgyTelugu Desam Party
(TDP) under NTR's leadership. N.T. Rama Rao, thader President of the TDP, served as a catalystrganizing the
non-Congress Opposition conclaves in the eighfiée Telugu Desam, a regional political party wae #econd largest
party in Lok Shaba, winning 30 seats in 1984. Alamsituation arose in 1996, 1998, 1999 and 201#ew TDP played a
pivotal role (this time Chandra Babu was in charge)the formation of four central governments. 1896, Andhra
Bhawan, strategically located just off India Gateas where the United Front was formed, with Tellpsam Party
(TDP) boss and the then Andhra Pradesh Chief Méni§thandrababu Naidu playing a stellar role. TDRjslden years
were, when it was a key player in the governmexd<ly the National Front (1989-91), the United Rr¢1996-98) and
the National Democratic Alliance (1998-2004, 20ad4ill today).
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INTRODUCTION

The emergence and development of a political padtjonal or regional is intrinsically related toetlharger
socio-economic currents at work over a period wletiwhich open up certain ‘possibilities’. The dyrnamature of the
configuration of the forces some of the possileitthus emerging on the map of the social realitycgncretized and
become socio-political realities. An enquiry infeetorigin and development of the Telugu Desam Piartthe State
politics of Andhra Pradesh informed by the aboveppsition would require us to probe into the questot by merely
making a textualist reading of the election mandemd political speeches of the leaders of the &B& comparing them
with that of other parties; but, by taking a long&w of political developments to decipher theemtelationships with the

socio-economic forces that were developing in theesduring the periot.

India's political evolution since Independence pnés an untidy picture but one which can best lserilged as
the emergence of a 'market polftyVithin the Indian political system, States haverbelaying a very important role in
political development. The electoral politics oésle Indian states have added substantially toqabldevelopment since
1980's. In particular, since independence the Stiafendhra Pradesh has been playing a dominantimaledian political
development. It has become a trendsetter in thiahngblitical process, thus contributing to polticlevelopment; Andhra

Pradesh has contributed one Prime Minister and Presidents to Indian Republic. Late Sri. N.T. Rd®a®, the founder
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President of the Telugu Desam Party (TDP), serged @atalyst in organizing the non-Congress Oppasttonclaves in
the eighties. This paved the way for the formatbithe National Front Government led by V.P.SingtDalhi. Thus, for
the first time, some regional parties, including frelugu Desam Party participated in the Governraettie nation level
and became active in the national political procekss contributing to political developments. Marecently, N.
Chandrababu Naidu, the Chief Minister of Andhradesh has emerged as a key player capable of mguladénnational
political process. In fact, the advent of Nara Girababu Naidu, though a leader of a regional partyided a new turn
and twist to national political process - firsttime formation of the United Front Government in1998&l later in the
installation of National Democratic Alliance (NDApvernment led by Bharatiya Janata Party (BJP)eaténtre. In any
event, the importance of state political processem the rise and the country is adjusting to & pelitical culture of

coalitions and alliances indicating 'market polit4&h attempt is made in this chapter the role oPTiD national Politics.

The TDP had played a key role in forging a non-CGesag (I) and non-BJP coalition at the centre byvelgt
negotiating with the time-tested and fairly suctasstrategy followed by the TDP under NTR's leaihp. It may be
recollected that it was NTR who, after his comiagpbwer in 1983, initiated the process of forgingational alternative
through a series of conclaves of the non Congrastiep. NTR followed a two pronged strategy of: f@ging an anti
Congress alliance with the left in the state; (Wsping the politics of the non-Congress coalitiithe national level. The
culmination of this was the formation of NationaloRt of which NTR was the chairman till his deaBy actively
participating in this process Naidu sought to destiaite his conformity to NTR's legacy and carveautche for himself

in the national politics.

N.T. Rama Rao emphasized, in his own charactenigiy, the need for a new political brotherhoodigitf the
threat to national unity arising from the failuretioe ruling party at the Centre to find timely aacteptable solution to the
urgent problems of the country and its differergaa On the question of the merger of parties, Raiha Rao most
significantly said: “this is unanimous voice of #ie parties that let us not stress now on anreltie to the Congress-I.

We have to first understand each otHer”.

N.T. Rama Rao, President of the Telugu Desam paoty the initiative to organize a group of non-Casg and
regional parties. He was keen in the coming togetifiehe opposition parties for providing a vialdkernative to the
ruling Congress (1). He took the initiative to ceme a conclave of all non-Congress (1) partiesigtydwada from May
31 and June 1, 1983. Leaders of 14 parties, inofuthe two Communist parties, issued a joint dati@n on national
problems including Assam and Punjab. For the firse, the BJP and Communists met together in oadogpin® This
credit goes to N.T. Rama Rao. The main issue @udison in the meeting was the restructuring ofreestate relations to

ensure state autonomy.

The success of the Vijayawada conclave, spurred RdAma Rao to continue his efforts. A second cwecla
scheduled to be held in New Delhi on June 30, 1988med initially to have run into rough weathathweveral parties
which attended the Vijayawada conference refrairfiogn taking part in it. But the situation was rewed at the last
moment by some deft diplomacy on the part of N.amR& Rao and Dr. Faroog Abdullah. Those who attenijegiawada
but were absent at the New Delhi meeting were;RBbR, the AIADMK and the Rashtriya Sanjay Marickhe second
conclave was projected a collective stand on theiee Punjab issue and urged the Centre to attanpolitical solution

to the problem.
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The third conclave was held in Srinagar on Octdhelr983. In all 53 leaders from 17 parties inclgdiour Chief
Ministers took part in if. The Tamil Nadu Chief Minister M. G. Ramachandrée, leader of the All India Anna Dravida
Munnetra Kazhagham, was the only non-congressk{igfQinister to have kept out of the conclavewhs said that he
was contemplating to come closer to the Congrgsshich had ended its alliance with the Dravida Meina Kazhagham.
The Dravida Munnetra Kazhagham, which did not tpie in the conclaves at Vijayawada and New Dellsis a new
entrant to the Srinagar meeting. The Srinagar emeclvas an important one. The only item on the d@evas centre -
state relations and it adopted a comprehensivempésn for harmonious centre- state relationsvdis passed a 31 points
resolution suggesting large scale changes in cstdte relation in the administrative, economic qutitical fields.
Further, they suggested that, the centre shouldineoiitself to subjects like defence, foreign affaicurrency and

communications etc.

The fourth conclave was held in Calcutta on Jani&and 14, 1984. About, 75 delegates represedihgarties
attended this conclave. The conclave adopted dutesodemanding "a total restructuring” of the eemic policies of the

centre and offered an alternative economic prograrfunthe uplift of the poor and the middle classes

Many important developments followed in the latteff of 1984. NTR, sacked from power in August hade
called back to power by the Government in Septentbert. Indira Gandhi was assassinated on Octohelt%BY; parties
in opposition to Congress (1) except the Teluguddedared badly in the eighth Lok Sabha electiortsesE had their
impact on the efforts to bring together non-Conggarties on a common platform. There was a lulafout two years in

activities aimed at opposition unity, presumablg doi the disappearance of Indira Gandhi and ttee afath.
Single Largest Opposition Party

Following the assassination of Smt. Indira GandhiQrtober 31, 1984 at the hands of her securitydjuhe
whole country in 1984 Lok Sabha elections, the TiDRAndhra Pradesh arrived at a bilateral seat amigist with the
non-Congress national opposition parties. Theredfte TDP and its allies came to be known asniftlg parties’. It was
remarkable that they managed to stem the counteyaythpathy wave in favour of the Congress afteagsassination of
Indira Gandhi and deliver a miserable defeat toGloagress in the elections in the State. In histigle speeches, the
Congress Prime Minister Candidate Rajiv Gandhi $ecuon the theme that the regional parties wenafoato national
unity. The TDP countered the Congress’ criticismdaying that it stood for the strengthening of tééeral political
structure in India, in the spirit of the Constitii NTR alleged that the Congress, despite itsimootis rule in the Centre
and in several States, was not able to forge unitjie country, as it was responsible for the tteub Punjab, Assam,
Kashmir, etc. He also charged that the Congredsfalight for independence under Mahatma Gandhésdeship died

long ago and what remained of the Congress wasfigklf-seeking, immoral and corrupt politicians.

Lok Sabha election results gave a massive and cegeated majority to Congress (1), crushing alliamel
opposition parties to near non-existence, but Aadimadesh again proved an exception. The AndhdeBheelectorate, in
a repeat performance, gave a massive mandate ta Rawis Telugu Desam Pattyhe sympathy wave, following the
death of Smt. Indira Gandhi failed to work in Andtfradesh. Congress (I) contested all the 42 gbat3.elugu Desam,
which had benefitted by the sympathy and friendsiiipon-congress (I) opposition parties when NR&ama Rao was out
of power, contested only 34 seats - leaving therstho its allies. This was fully in tune with thpirit of his efforts to

bring about opposition unity. Vote wise the Telugesam polled 44.82% against the Congress (1)'s144.8The strength
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of the Congress (I) from Andhra Pradesh nose-dik@u 39 in the previous Lok Sabha to just 6 while Telugu Desam
went up from 2 to 30. In electoral alignment witte tTelugu Desam, the Bharatiya Janata Party, Ja@&ia CPM and
Congress (S) parties captured one seat each. Tienieg seat, Hyderabad city, was taken by the idatel of Majlis

Ittehadul Muslimeen, Sultan Salawuddin Owaisi, magrow margin of 3,481 votes.

The battered and broken opposition in Indian prdiguffered a serious setback when it faced tretoelde at the
eighth general election for the Lok Sabha in Decamil®84. The Lok Sabha election results from Andinadesh indicate
that the TDP has retained its popular base. Itniesa®nly swept the polls but also emerged as themagposition group
in the Lok Sabha, INC 404, CPI (M) 23, Janata PAétyAIADMK 12 and N.T. Rama Rao’s Telugu DesamtyPaon 30
seats out of the 42 Lok Sabha seats, leaving axlsesits to the Congress-l in Andhra Pradesh. mipdigation of this was
the emergence of the TDP, with 30 seats, as the opposition party in the eighth Lok Sabha (19889)9 The national
parties such as the Janata Party, the BJP, theDabkthe CPI (M) and the CPI won less number ofts¢han the
‘regional’ Telugu Desam Parfy.Once again Rama Rao has become an unchallengkst tsfhe State. The united efforts

of the Congress (1) leaders in the state to aderpublic confidence became a futile effort.

The Telugu Desam, a regional political party waes gkecond largest party in Lok Shaba, winning 3@sselus
achieving the distinction of becoming the first éirm the history of Indian Parliament, Telugu Desanmegional party
became the main opposition party in the Lok Salbh&. reason for this was of course the charismaisgmality of N.T.
Rama Rao, but more important than this was itstipesplank based on its 20 months record in officEhe thrust of its
campaign consisted of the subsidized rice schemeemidday meal program which benefitted nearly fmillion school
children, the availability of cheap cloth to theopke, the proposed construction of more than 1{@f{enements for the

poor in rural areas and so on.
National Front Government and Telugu Desam Party

After entering Lok Sabha, V. P. Singh began hisr&ffto bring unity in the opposition ranks. OnyJ26, 1988,
four opposition parties - Jana Morcha, Janata, RDak(B) and Congress (S) decided to form an alkaaad forum which
was originally called "Samajwadi Janata Dal" aréraame to be known as "Janata DalV. P. Singh was elected its
president. Thanks to the efforts of V. P. Singh BAdR seven opposition parties hamely the Janate, Worcha, Lok Dal
(B), Congress (S), Telugu Desam, DMK and Assam Garéshad agreed to form an opposition alliancEront, as an
alternative to the ruling Congress (I). On Augustl888, the National people’'s Front was formed WNfAR and V. P.
Singh as its Chairman and Convener respectiielfe official inauguration of the National Front 8eptember 17, 1988
at Madras signified the fruition of NTR's effortsr fthe unity of opposition since 1983. National iircepresented the first
attempt by India’s national opposition to accomntedie growing regionalization of Indian politidRegional leaders
played an important role in the formation of NatibrFront® National Front was the second major effort since
independence by India’s disparate opposition t@doa national, centrist alternative to the Congrétional Front
represented the first attempt by India’s natiorgdasition to accommodate the growing regionalizat Indian politics.
Regional leaders N. T. Rama Rao and other leadaygg an important role in the formation of the iNiaal Front and
several regional parties became members of the amalition. As the Chairman of the National FronfTR widely
canvassed in favour or Karunanidhi's DMK in Tamédu during the Assembly elections of 1989 for tinst time!®

DMK won a resounding success and Karunanidhi wstsliled as Chief Minister after I3 years.
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In 9" General Elections of Lok Sabha, INC won a greajoritst of seats 197 in 1989. The performance of the
National Front in this election fell far from thepectations with 145 sedf$143 seats were won by the Janata Dal; its
regional ally Telugu Desam Party also performedrpaith 2 M.P seats. This is the bad result whichas by the Telugu
Desam Party since it's born; BJP, CPI (M), CPI weats 89, 34 and 12 respectively.

Andhra Pradesh signified the end of an era forTteligu Desam Supreme and National Front PresiNent
Rama Rao. The popular verdict in terms of seats indsed a rejection of N.T. Rama Rao and his stylgolitics’
though the unexpected surge of support for Janata Bne of the principal constituent parties oftibiaal Front - in the
Northern states did soften the blow somewhat. Ridire crest of an anti - NTR wave, the Congressw¢pt back to
power in Andhra Pradesh, with an impressive comnlgbafter nearly seven years in the opposition. &hare clear
indications that the 1989 Lok Sabha polls are jpbgshe most important event in the 33 year histwiAndhra Pradesh
state politics.

Although V.P. Singh was elected Prime Minister,I&& a minority government that was dependent upen t
support of a diverse group of opposition partieatidhal Front accepted a centralized leadershigctire under V.P.
Singh, the only non-Congress leader with a stroatgpnal identity. P. Upendra, Rajya Sabha membanfi.D.P, was
inducted in V.P. Singh’s Central Cabinet as Mini$te Information'®

Within the NF there were problems between the JiDtha numerous regional parties. The JD was oftensed
of encroaching into territories of the regionaltfge. The TDP, AGP and the DMK had made specifingaints on this
count. N.T. Rama Rao is reported to have underlthidpoint very strongly at the NF presidium mé#t. held that if the
concept of the NF had to take root, constitueriks the TDP, AGP and DMK would also have to be aldwo grow
strong. It was not enough for the JD alone to bodhe Prime Minister in his reply promised that galides would be

issued and there would be attempts at greater t@diah at the state level.

Although the National Front was successful in tB89 parliamentary election, the disintegrative digbenting
forces in the ruling coalition were too strong,Vieg fresh elections in 1991 the only option attes failure of the V.P.
Singh and Chandra Shekar governments. The redult® d991 general elections marked a clear setfuadke National
Front which could secure only 75 seats and thusé obvious that the National Front Experiment faglédd. The result of
the election was that no party could get a majpstya minority government (Indian National Congregth the help of
left parties) was formed. Being a rival party off@cess, TDP become an opponent party at centrall Véth 13 M.P seats
at that time.

On July 20, 1995 the presidium of the NationalrfEmmet for the first time in three years to sedtigeements and
shape a common strategy, this time well in advar¢ee 11" Parliamentary election scheduled for 1996. N.TmR&ao
now even figured as a possible National Front aatdi for prime ministership, besides V.P. Singh dyati Basu. Just
one month later the Telugu Desam was split and @advabu Naidu left TDP with 150 MLAs in 1995repldd¢.T. Rama
Rao as Chief Minister in Andhra Pradesh. The pagsy split into two, one under Chandrababu Naiduahdr headed by
Laxmi Parvathi which came to be known as NTR TelDggam. Thereafter, Chandrababu Naidu with the atmb CPI
and CPI (M) became the Chief Minister.

This development had its effect on N.T. Rama Rawsition in the National Front. Obviously it camaitg

unexpected for the National Front leadership whias banking on a unified Telugu Desam, which togethith the
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Janata Dal formed the nucleus of the National Fidotv, they had to decide whether to stay with N\R&ma Rao, still its
chairman, or to seek an alliance with Naidu. Itkttlee National Front more than five months to takdecision in favour
of N.T. Rama Rao, which was agreed upon at a ngefirthe Janata Dal's Political Affairs Committee danuary 11,
1996 in New Delhi, even though the National Front&alition partner, the Left Front, had before ded to back
Chandrababu Naidfi.

Just one week later, in the aftermath of N.T. R&aa death on January 18, 1996 the National Framtdatself
not only bereft of its chairman but faced a simdacision, this time whether to back Naidu or NRama Rao authorized
heiress Lakshimi Parvathi. The outcome of the 18@@iamentary election finally solved the problesmNaidu’s faction
won 16 seats became a determining factor in thedton of Government at the centre, whereas Pdtydtttion was
completely rejected by the electorate. The commemiyected sympathy wave for N.T. Rama Rao, whialva®lai had
tried to exploit and whose supposed impact hadasly caused the National Front’s hesitation tkidaidu, had shown
no significant effect on the election residft€handrababu Naidu’s TDP won the nest electiord@91Assembly elections
too. As during this period India was witnessing ¢niarliament in every Lok Sabha elections till 199@ regional parties

became a determining factor in the formation of &awment at the centre.

Since Chandrababu Naidu's Telugu Desam Party gleafeated Parvathi’'s faction, he and his partyevisyvited
by V.P. Singh and others to join the National Framtft Front coalition. It was clear that the Bhiaya Janata Party would
emerge as the single strongest party. As the thegmnal’ parties, Congress (I), BJP and Janataf@ashort of a simple
majority; Naidu assumed an important position & Hational Front proving him to be the successdi.df Rama Rao on

the national level too. Finally a 13 party coalitjavhich was renamed United Front (UJE).
Centre-State Relations

The 1967 general election brought a major changhdmolitical map of India by throwing of the mgmatistic
control of twenty years of uninterrupted Congrads iin India. With the installation of a non-Congge Telugu Desam
Government in the state for the first time, the @=iState relations were given a new twist. A bdaditigal event that
culminated in deepening the mutual animosity, slispiand mistrust between the Centre and the &aternment was
the dismissal of the N.T. Rama Rao government bytien Governor and installation of a new one utiteefeadership of
the TDP-dissident leader Nadendla Bhaskara’R&ut when he was reinstalled as the Chief Ministethe State after
exactly one month, Rama Rao's attitude toward<emdral Government became much more suspiciousetxam before.
He alleged that the whole drama was a pre planorsipiracy to end TDP rule in the State and to resBmngress Party to

power sooner or later.

The dubious role played by the Governor in the murappenings attracted nation-wide attention archime
extremely controversial. Rama Rao and the non-CGaasgopposition party leaders described the actidRamn Lal as
"daylight murder of democracy" and alleged that diegelopments were engineered by the Congress &ty Centre.
There was a wide-spread demand for the recalleofxbvernor. In the face of the torrential criticisgainst his role, Ram
Lal resigned the office of the Governor and the t€#rGovernment appointed Dr. Shankar Dayal Shaasmahe new

Governor of Andhra Pradesh.

The cold war between the Governor and the Teluggta®eParty Government reached a new high on Feb8jary

1988 when the Cabinet passed a resolution thatGoeernor's conduct and utterances were detrimeotéte interests
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and self-respect of Andhra Prade$hConsequently, it put forward the extreme demamatfe abolition of the office of
Governor; this is similar to the demand voiced lhy Dravida Munnetra Kazhagham government of TaradliNin 1974
and stand taken by the Opposition parties condiale at Srinagar in October 1983.

N.T. Rama Rao, the Chief Minister of Andhra Pradeste of the vocal exponents of State autonomyblesed
a number of times that the Centre is making inraatisthe legitimate areas of the State and pleddecestructuring the
Constitution. On May 5, 1983, N.T. Rama Rao said the states were “neither adversaries nor suppbcto the Centre,
but partners in the democratic endeavour for angan egalitarian society in which people of difetr states would have
equal opportunities for developmert.He decried the drift towards more and more comeéioh of power in the Centre’s
hands.

At the initiative of N.T. Rama Rao ‘leaders of ttiérteen non-Congress-| parties, four of them iwenin
different States, have on January 4, 1986 decidéortn a common forum for discussions and actiowanous problems
and issues confronting the States and the natiohhese parties ‘demanded restructuring of the Gotish as it was
heavily weighted in favour of the Union with theafés having little control over fiscal, politicahdx media policies®
Telugu Desam Party and other regional parties daweanded greater autonomy for the states. Thegueethat India is
only federal in name as the central government cesgarily interferes in state affairs which havegimalised the role of
state. True federalism needs to be establishedvinyggmore autonomy to states. N.T.Rama Rao andratigional party’s

leaders are demanding greater share in revenue.
United Front and Telugu Desam Party

N.Chandrababu Naidu, the Chief Minister of Andhradesh has emerged as a key player capable of imguld
the national political process. In fact, the advainilara Chandrababu Naidu, though a leader ofimmal party, provided
a new turn and twist to national political procedsst in the formation of the United Front Goverant in1996 and later
in the installation of National Democratic Allian¢DA) government led by Bharatiya Janata PartyP(Badt the centre
depending on the outside support of the TDP legideelected from the State of Andhra Pradesh.

Chandrababu Naidu served as the convener of URitect. That made Chandrababu Naidu a prominentdigu
Central politics. The coalition formed two govermit®in India between 1996 and 1938.he Prime Minister was first
from Janata Dal - H. D. Deve Gowda, and then latexceeded by I. K. Gujral. Both governments wengpetted from

outside by the Indian National Congress under &itaKestri.

After the 1996 general election, the BJP emergeth@single largest party with 161 seats. Congfgsdanata
Dal and TDP got 140, 46 and 16 seats respectiV&jpayee was invited by President Shankar DayaflrS8aao form a
government, but after 13 days in office, provedhl@ao muster a governing majority and resignedloling the
resignation of the BJP cabinet and the expresssdteliest of the Congress (I) in forming a governtnat that crucial
juncture Chandrababu Naidu supported Deve Gowda fK@arnataka who assumed Prime Ministership on 199§
14" 28 The TDP garnered the support of AGP, DMK, Tamilaviita Congress National Conference, and Maharashttia
Gomantak Party formed 13 parties behind the Urireat Government.

The President invited H.D.Dewe Gowda, the leadehefUnited Front, to form a cabinet. Gowda andchisinet

were sworn in on Jun€'11996 and with the support of the Congress (I)rié Government won the vote of confidence
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on June 12, 1998.In this coalition Telugu Desam Candidates wereiateld into H.D. Deve Gowda’s Central Cabinet.
TDP M.P Kinjarapu Yerram Naidu became a ministeth&t centre, holding the portfolio of Rural Deveilognt and

Employment. Then onwards Chandrababu Naidu becamyepvominent in decision-making at Centre too.

On 30" March 1997, Kesari drove up to the RasthtrapatvBh to inform President K.R. Narayana that the
Congress-l withdrew its support to the Deve Gowdeegnment® Gowda did not bargain for this. He went ahead isgek
a confidence vote in the Lok Sabha. The motion mased and after a debate, it was voted upon lathdmight on 11
April 1997. The numbers were as expected 288 agtlissmotion and 188 for the motion. The Congreasd the BJP
voted against the government. The United Front enov Chandrababu Naidu and other from the coaldiot the Left
parties were meeting at the Andhra Bhavan to ifieatiother leader. The Congress-I had promisedippart anyone but

Gowda.

The United Front arrived at a consensus to eletérBal Affairs Minister Inder Kumar Gujral all iteader in
place of Mr. H.D. Deve Gowda; on whose removal wastingent the Congress renewed supports the patis
combine. On a day marked by tension and high dréineagndorsement of Mr. Gujral's candidature by dtae for the
formation on new UF Government. Andhra Pradesh fQHiester Chandrababu Naidu was at the centre efftactic
parleys and backroom consultations spread overetxeouciating days that saw all the 13 Front pagragreeing finally
on a common candidatéln the overly crowed race for power, Mr. Gujralemged the winner as the agreed nominee of
the Telugu Desam Party, the Left parties as alsalémata Dal. His first public appearance upongoelacted the leader

was at Andhra Bhavan in the company of Chandrabéidu.

The Prime Minister was chosen by the leader of elDesam Chandrababu Naidu and Chief Minister afika
Pradesh. After the fall of Devegowda governmengiadpe along with Harkishan Singh Surjeet (CPMYyeththe role of
kingmaker in installing I.K. Gujral as the Prime iiiter®? TDP joining the United Front government, TDP MYRrram

Naidu became a minister at the centre, holdingpthfolio of Rural Development and Employment.

In November a commission of inquiry issued a reptating that the Dravida Munnetra Kazhagham (DNEity
shared responsibility for the assassination of &rmrime Minister Rajiv Gandhi in 1991. The Congrgmrty then
demanded that the United Front drop the DMK frosngovernment. When the Front refused to do so,88r\bvember,
1997 the Congress party that evening took the fihaige and withdrew its support to the United EFi@Gopvernment and
staked its claim to form the next Government at @entre. Prime Minister |.K. Gujral submitted hissignation to
President K.R. Narayaria.Significantly, the Front had not recommended thesalution of the Lok Sabha. Front
Convener, Chandrababu Naidu said, “we have macledt to the President that we will not support3 Bovernment, a
BJP-led government or a Congress-Led governniérftie President accepted the resignation of theaGgpvernment

and asked the latter to continue in office tileaftative arrangements were made.
National Democratic Alliance and Telugu Desam Party

The National Democratic Alliance was formed in ME398 as a coalition to contest the general elesffoi was
led by the Bharatiya Janata Party, and includedrs¢vegional parties, including the Samata Pantythe All India Anna
Dravida Munnetra Kazhagham (AIADMK), as well as\68ena, the only member which shared the Hindutgalogy of
the BJP, with outside support provided by the Tellgsam Party (TDP). In this Election most of tkats won by BJP
among the all parties with 182 seats, followed¢ | CPM and TDP with 141, 32 and 12 seats.
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In this general election, the left parties, alonthwDP were partners in the United Front, whiclpoged both the
BJP and the Congress. However, after the results declared, which threw up a hung Parliament, these prepared to
support the formation of a Congress governmenhaifcentre, as they wanted to prevent a BJP- lelitiooao assume
power. Chandrababu Naidu, convener of the Unitemt-felt offended because the Left did not carediesult him on the
matter. Given the political condition in Andhra Besh, where the TDP drew its basic sustenance ft®migorous
opposition to the Congress, he certainly couldsupiport a Congress government. As a result ChaalduaNaidu voted to
leave the United Front; he resigned from the Unkesht and declared that his party would vote idi@aent in favour of
the BJP-led coalition governmefitT.D.P. candidate G.M.C. Balayogi was elected asisr of the twelfth Lok Sabha on
24" March, 19987 The election of Balayogi as speaker was, indeguieeedent setting event in many respects. It was f
the first time in the history of India thatdalit leader was elected to the chair. It is also fer fitst time that a member
belonging to a regional party became the speakéokfSabha. Chandrababu Naidu refused to join aéntbinet and
started playing key role from outside. The BJP-tmmlition experiment failed very soon by early 19%8e NDA
government lost its majority after the AIADMK withs 18 seats, withdrew their support. Presidenth€ot Raman

Narayanan dissolved the Parliament and called feésttions.

13" Lok Sabha Election was declared in October 1998is as again a coalition government National
Democratic Alliance led by BJP with 24 partia/Vhen the elections were held, the BJP alliancé WiDA (some old
parties leaving the NDA and some other new pajtigged the NDA) campaigned. The patriotic fervounwsed during
the conflict with Pakistan in Kargil and subsequanilitary successes there seem to have reboundta thenefit of BJP
and its allies which increased their tally of seimtshe new Lok Sabha. Prominent among the paitiethe winning

coalition were Telugu Desam Party of ChandrababidiNand the DMK led by M. Karunanidhi.

The BJP had its own strategy, priorities and cosipans. Coming to power at the Centre was its imatedi
priority, and, in any case, it had no chance ofiognto power on its own in the State it required TDP’s support in the
Lok Sabha. Chandrababu Naidu extracted concesfiiomsthe BJP’s Central leadership, as he knew itha¢eded his
support to win the Lok Sabha elections. Thus, ttraglementarily of each other’s priorities and pragimconsiderations
made the alliance possible. Though the coalition asole achieved a substantial majotitshe BJP’s won tally of seats
remained unchanged, NDA parties JD, Shiv Sena, &DDMK won 21, 15, 15 and 12 seats respectivehg Telugu
Desam Party won 29 seats in this election. Thidicoad the emerging trend of large ruling coalit®im which major
national parties play a coordinating, but not a thating role. The Telugu Desam had been the selzogdst party after
the BJP, with 29 Lok Sabha seats, Telugu Desamaigasthe largest regional party represented irRifiga Sabha, with
13 seats.

Chandrababu sounded earnest in his effort and thepeared virtually no alternative to the coursehhd
adopted. By the time of the 1999 Lok Sabha elesti@handrababu was projected in the regional atidna@ media as a
‘model Chief Minister’, ‘dynamic reformer’, ‘hi-tdt Chief Minister’, etc. Chandrababu appealed toubiers to choose
between the TDP, which stood for development, Btalind SMART government and the Congress, whidod for
stagnation, disorder and retrogression. He talkepbod governance, bringing professionalism intbtigs and the need to
eliminate corruption and criminal elements from lgubfe. He appealed to intellectuals, professisn®éusinessmen and

artists to take an active interest in politics &t open meetings to recruit them into the TDP
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The Telugu Desam Party had demanded several tinteg@ concessions from the NDA Government in Delhi
between 1999 and 2004. To cope with natural calesniiked flood and drought, the TDP was able toraet generous
grants from Centre. Even the TDP pushed the cegtraérnment to endorse its loans from the Worldk84rnn fact, it
extracted the privilege to negotiate with the Wdslahk directly and got the Union Government’s gaggas to backup its

debt to the international financial enterprises.

The NDA alliance lost the 2004 general electiortse BJP-led NDA had won 186 seats Compared to 228 sé
United Progressive Alliance led by the CongresgyParhe NDA defeat was so massive that its leadesee totally
stunned by it. In Andhra Pradesh, also the ruliedudu Desam Party-Bharatiya Janata Party (TDP-BdR)bine were
routed. BJP could not win a single seat. Teluguabeson only 5seats. The result was a landslidemjdor the United
Progressive Alliance (UPA) which won 34 out of 42ats, which reflects the state elections that gedubefore the
general elections, where National Democratic AtaiNDA) member, TDP, was defeated soundly by mdiational
Congress. Much of the success for Congress alsedreh the support of Telangana Rashtra Samithhg@ss had
contested in alliance with Telangana Rashtra SaaitiDP splinter group, worked for the separatdiTelangana from
AP) and the communist parties. Chandrababu Naidupport the NDA government despite blood bathujaéat, He was

paid heavily and was swept out of power in Andhradesh as Muslims refused to vote for him.

The Third Front existed as the United National Pesgive Alliance (UNPA) for a brief period of tinme2008. It
was then a grouping of eight political parties ndia along with Telugu Desam Party, who were neitheJnited
Progressive Alliance (UPA) nor in National DemoaraAlliance (NDA) or in Indian left. The Samajwaéiarty was a
member of the eight members UNPA. UNPA was oppdseithe Indo-US nuclear deal. But the SP defectethfthis
stand after a meeting with President Abdul Kafamhe alliance had then approached Abdul Kalam taest the Indian
presidential election in 2007. Rasheed Masood vi&sr tVice-Presidential candidate. The UNPA howeselit in
2008 to be resurrected in 2009 as the Third Front. Télegu Desam Party President Chandrababu Naidey player
in the fledgling Third Front. The UNPA was createsian alliance of ten different political parties March 12, 2008
The constituents of the third front in the Teluges@m Party, the Communist Party of India-MarxigI(®1), Communist
Party of India (CPI), Forward Bloc (FB), Revolutaoy Socialist Party (RSP), Telangana Rashtra Sar(iitRS),
AIADMK and JD-S. The newly formed alliance carrieith them 109 seats before the 2009 election. Thiodt lost in
2009 Lok Sabha general elections and split afeeethctions.

In 2014 National Elections Chandrababu Naidu detnatesi consummate political skills by arriving at @arly
understanding with the Narendra Modi-led Nationaniocratic Alliance (NDA) and converted the threatoi an
opportunity. The strong Modi sentiment evident asrthe country convinced the average voter in terandhra region
that Chandrababu Naidu could form part of a winréogbination at the centre and could deliver far tftuncated state
without a capital. The Modi factor thus helped Giirafabu Naidu to further galvanise his campaigrowelver, it is
wrong to conclude that Chandrababu Naidu could tadsuccess only due to the Modi factor. This wadent from the
fact that TDP performed well even in the electitmshe local bodies much before an alliance witk® Bvas formalised
and before popular film actor Pawan Kalyan joinée fTDP-BJP bandwagofi*’ The Telugu Desam Party (TDP)
considerably improved their tally from the 2009ctilens.
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The Bharatiya Janata Party (BJP) came to powe®1d Zhe party won two out of every three seatsiitested,
or 282 of the 428 seats for which it put up cangis® Under Chandrababu Naidu’s leadership, the TDP-@ifbine got

a clear majority in Andhra Pradesh.

Chandrababu Naidu was a crucial supporter duriegMijpayee period, he had extended only outsidpastip
without becoming part of NDA and TDP members didaih Union Cabinet, except taking Lok Sabha speaast for
some time. But this time, Telugu Desam Party paNIBA. The TDP have 16 MPs almost close to ShivasSand was
offered only one cabinet minister, Naidu didn't reakan issue unlike Shiva Sena. He only saidnilreot bargaining for
cabinet berths, | am only interested to secure mawxi support from the Centre for the developmertrathra Pradesh®
Pusapati Ashok Gajapathi Raju, sworn in on May2Z8,4, as a minister of the civil aviation portfoilothe Modi’s union
Cabinet!” and he is one of the senior politicians in Tellgsam Party. Hailing from the titular family of \é@nagaram,
TDP MP Pusapati Ashok Gajapathi Raju is a sevene tMLA in Andhra Pradesh. Ashok, who was electemmfr
Vizianagaram, is the only member from the Lok Satohemake it to the cabinet rank from residual AredRradesh. TDP
Rajya Sabha member Yalamanchili Satyanaryana ‘&igana’ Chowdary was appointed as Minister of &far Science

& Technology on November 09, 2014 during first GetiExpansion of Modi's NDA Government.

Nirmala Sitharaman has been allotted the MP sedtiie, 2014 (Rajya Sabha) from Andhra Pradesh.sEaisis
allotted by Telugu Desam Paffywhich is one of the major alliance partners of BRHPNDA Govt. The BJP's national
leadership has asked Telugu Desam president aref Mimister N. Chandrababu Naidu to allot the RaBabha seat to
them to accommodate Ms Sitharaman who is not a reemither of the Lok Sabha or the Rajya Sabha. @iadabu
Naidu informed his party MPs of the request by rttadliance partner. She is from Tamil Nadu, prelseséerving as
Minister of State (Independent Charge) for MinistfyCommerce & Industry, as well as a Minister ¢&t8 for Finance
and Corporate Affairs which fall under the Ministo§ Finance headed by Arun Jaitley. Until recentiife served as a

national spokesperson for Bharatiya Janata Party.
CONCLUSIONS

The TDP’s political performance at the nationalelelargely mirrored its fortunes in Andhra Pradebhe
Congress swept the entire country except Andhrde@tain 1984 Parliament Elections. It won a whopptf4 seats out
of the 491 it contested! The second largest pagty the TDP! TDP swept the AP seats, winning 300btie 42 seats by
itself. This meant that this is the first time gimnal party got to play a major role in the na#ibpolitics. This strength of
the TDP ensured that NTR later went on to beconee ctimirman of the National Front government in 198Be
importance of this victory cannot be underestimadeadill. It at once catapulted TDP to national Bigance. A similar
situation arose in 1996, 1998, 1999 and 2014 wHeR Played a pivotal role (this time Chandra Bab wacharge) in
the formation of four central governments. In 19868dhra Bhawan, strategically located just off méate, was where
the United Front was formed, with Telugu Desam Y&mDP) boss and the then Andhra Pradesh Chief dtni
Chandrababu Naidu playing a stellar role. TDP'sdgol years, when it was a key player in the govemsnked by the
National Front (1989-91), the United Front (1996-@8d the National Democratic Alliance (1998-20Q014 to till
today). The TDP has played a positive and cruacil. MNow it was continuing with BJP and other regibparties. Till
2014, perhaps no other regional party played sadmportant role in the national political developmis.
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