ALL INDIA BSNL EXECUTIVES ASSOCIATION
CHENNAI TELEPHONES
CIRCLE SECRETARY
P.UDAYASURIYAN
mobile:9444404111
AIBSNLEA/ChTD/2007-2008/GS-CHQ/07                                      Dated: 17-12-2008
To

Shri Prahlad Rai,

General Secretary,

AIBSNLEA,

New Delhi-110 001.

Subject: Reply for “letter on Anti- association activities”, by GS, AIBSNLEA – reg.

Comrade,

This is with reference to your letter No. AIBSNLEA/CHQ/2008 dated 26.11.2008 on the above subject which was received by me on 04-12-08 at 15.10 hrs. However, you preferred to put this letter in CHQ website much in advance for public purview. I am not surprised on this, since by now, every one of us know your style of functioning. Through such action, you want to send message to the members that no voice of resent will be tolerated and those daring to express their views on issues or air their grievances against your liking will be crushed. However, those who are ready to compromise will be rewarded by offering posts of “Advisors” etc., even though bye-laws of Association has no provision for this nor the competent authority has  given  any approval for the same. At the same time, you further want to establish among others that how powerful dictator you are in the Association. While I fully agree with your observation that “In democratic set up, one may have difference of opinion or may not like one individual but gross indiscipline and activities weakening / harming the organization can not be tolerated from any quarter whosoever it may be”, but I fully disagree with you that I have ever behaved in a manner which may be construed to harm the Organization. At least our members do not think so. Your allegation that I have crossed limits of decency in criticizing CHQ without any valid reason by misusing the website of AIBSNLEA Chennai Telephones is totally baseless and unfounded. I really wonder how you could talk of decency when you published number of letters from few Circle Secretaries of TESA including that of you with personal accusations and indecent comments against General Secretary, TESA by misusing website of CHQ AIBSNLEA! I can say with confidence that at least, we in Chennai Telephones, are ensuring that our website is not used to settle personal scores. 

Your allegation that CHQ is not intimated regarding CEC meetings is untrue. Notice for CEC meetings are notified and intimated through our Chennai AIBSNLEA website. No separate intimation is issued for this purpose and there is no secret in that. If CHQ is having urgent message to communicate, they are very well welcome. It is left to the CHQ to decide whether they would like to attend it or not. But we do not consider that presence of CHQ Officer Bearers is required in each and every meeting of CEC. CEC is Circle Executive Committee and perhaps this is misconstrued by you as Central Executive Committee (or CWC). Transaction of business in the meeting and passing of resolution etc., are the prerogative of the CEC and CHQ cannot interfere in that if at all really have a belief in democracy. You are wrong when you say that our Branch / Circle Office bearers are kept away from the realities and this is an absurd idea which is only in line with your mode of functioning. Our members are wise and intelligent enough to understand things of their own and need no one to teach them. Their power of judgment on issues is unquestionable.

I do not find any thing new in your repeat allegation for non conducting GB Meeting / CEC Meeting during the visit of CHQ Office Bearers to Chennai. Earlier also, you made similar allegation. My reply remains the same as given by me vide our letter No. AIBSNL / ChTD / 2007-08 / GS-CHQ dated 21-03-2007. (Copy enclosed).

Decision to boycott participation in the AIC held at Jaipur is the decision of this Circle and not my personal decision. I do not know how communication of the decision of this Circle to boycott AIC as a mark of our protest against the indifference of the CHQ by means of Telegram could be termed as “insult and disregard to the highest Forum of the Association”. If one has to buy your argument that boycotting participation in the AIC is an “insult and disregard” to it, then boycotting participation in the voting during election en-masse by the voters of a particular area to register their protest / dissatisfaction over some issues is also “insult and disregard” to an important provision of the constitution. Anyhow, it is the right of our members to decide whether to participate or not in AIC / CWC etc and there is no wrong in their decision. No one can take away their right and when constitution does not prohibit exercise of this right, how could you say that this is an anti-Association activity?

I do not know what do you mean by splinter group? I think you want to say that many members of AIBSNLEA have joined new Association i.e. AIBSNLOA and that is why this is a splinter group and therefore untouchable. In that case, in SNEA also many AIBSNLEA members have joined and still do we consider them as splinter group? You must have one common stand on the matter to follow. If any association takes a right stand on issues of interest for BSNL and its Executives, there is nothing wrong in appreciating that. If any one is found wanting on any matter, they must correct themselves subsequently through self introspection. Self introspection, I do not consider as wrong since it gives strength and opportunities in right direction. However, I cannot help if you have a different perception. 

Regarding participation in Joint Forum call, these are fully complied with total participation, being the Chairperson of this Forum in Chennai. If these are refuted, then this shows that CHQ is ill-informed either of itself or by any one else. If fact, all these calls under United Forums are also attended.

Regarding participation in AIC / CWC, I would like to inform you that none of the CWC, like Bubaneswar, Faridabad or Bangalore, was missed by us. In fact, I would like to recollect that all the Circle Office bearers up to CWC Members have participated in these meetings. I had also participated in the CS meeting held on 12th and 13th July 08 at Delhi. Accusing non-participation in CWC like this, by you implies that such move is completely pre-meditated. You are talking about availability of opportunities for discussion of issues in CWC / AIC. But, our experience is something different that you want to project. It is a common sight and observation that in CWCs any frank opinion or expression of views which are not in tune with the Dias are always suppressed by shouting. One is always expected either to be a silent spectator or follow the wishes of Dias. 

Here are some of the points raised so far to the CHQ that were significant with respect to our Association / Members / Organization / Cadre and are given below chronologically; such points are not at all clarified to be replied or reasoned out for substantiated opinion by our CHQ. These facts are consolidated and given below (of course with all these letters fully uploaded in Chennai TD AIBSNLEA website, even though the site was blocked for access with ulterior motive). If intensions of accusations by GS are to be justified by himself in democratic manner, let  AIBSNLEA Chennai TD site (http://www.geocities.com/chtdtesa) be given access to others and / or uploaded over our CHQ Website also so that all the Circles country-wide and Members of this Association can have first-hand knowledge thereby come to know of active Trade unionism prevailing here in AIBSNLEA Chennai TD.

1. Vide letter AIBSNLEA / CH TD / 07-08 / GS-CHQ dated 21-03-07 with explanation to Anti-Association Activities reg:-

This is with reference to your (GS) letter No.AIBSNLEA/CHQ/06-07/219 dtd 6-2-07:

1. Frankly speaking ……….. In TESA, we learnt to live in a democratic set up where constructive criticism and self-improvement were the key words in strengthening the Organization itself. ………….. I am sure that this Association will be completely ruined.

2. ………. I do not deny that I did not tell you that I was with my GS Com.S.Basu. I have no hesitation to again say that I would always consider him as my GS since he taught us the basics of Trade Unionism and selflessly ………. It appears that my respect for and proximity with Com.S.Basu did hurt your ego and this has been taken by you as anti-association activity. But, I am helpless.

3. Linking of TESA (I) website with our website is our own decision. I am not aware that there is a ban order on linking of this particular website- especially when it is not propagating anything against AIBSNLEA………

4. Contents of the write-up under the heading “TESA vs. AIBSNLEA” in our website………… Here in Chennai, the members who came from TESA (I), are certainly not happy with the present approach of the CHQ, AIBSNLEA…….. I, however did not come across any letter from TESA(I) or AIBSNLEA informing the Administration about its merger…………But I reiterate that the write up was in the larger interest of AIBSNLEA and we stand by its contents.

5. You have mentioned that in Bhubaneswar CWC, it was ………. and I was also a party in that decision. But to my knowledge, the decision was restricted only in regard to “welfare fund” and not for movable / immovable properties. You have yourself printed at page-23 of TELEWAVE, October’06 issue that ”2.8 Welfare Scheme:- (a) CWC advised GS to further write letters to GS TESA and GS AFSOA to transfer the available welfare fund to AIBSNLEA immediately. Thus the contents in the write up appearing in our website were never to mislead the members.

6. If GS, TESA (I) did not act as per the advice of the President, TESA (I) to hold the AIC,……

3. Having cleared my position on the points raised by you, I am to reiterate that I am unable to find any single case of alleged anti-Association activity in my actions………… I do not accept that pointing out to CHQ about certain activities which are “not good for AIBSNLEA” is a threat to CHQ or act of gross indiscipline as has been made out by you.

2. Vide AIBSNLEA/ChTD/08-09/GS/01 dated 9-4-08 under subject “Developments aftermath 2nd Circle Conference of AIBSNLEA Chennai TD and feelings / general opinion conveyed by our Members:

1. Hon’ble MoC & IT was met on appointment on 06-01-08 by this Association and a Memorandum containing various points like Halting BSNL disinvestment, Steps towards GSM capacity augmentation, Early completion of ITS absorption, etc., was submitted to him……… rather, this was mentioned as a very miniscule matter in the website to be of less significance when compared to blown-out presentation of many other issues of various Circles / Branches, especially, the Home state of GS i.e., Rajasthan.

2. As long as the founder of our Association, AIBSNLEA was in service,……….. This has demonstrated on how the perspective on them has changed post-fresh CHQ office bearer change.

3. ITS absorption which is a bug bare till date, …………Our CHQ has not at all reacted strongly or pursue in what ever manner to pressurize so as to get this issue to reach a final stage.

5. Funds are to be conserved………. Spending spree by CHQ like fare to GS for his trips to Native Circles having positioned at New Delhi, payment to any individual for updating CHQ website ……… casts doubt on anyone’s mind as to whether the subscription paid by Members are to get wasted like this?...........

7. The role of CHQ is only to interact with Circle level. Issues requested to be pursued by Circle Secretaries are only to be considered by it…………. Does this mean CHQ is ignoring this Circle Secretary or President?

8. CHQ has convened meeting with CWC Members………. Further, this indicates neglect of CHQ in solving our issues and giving preference only to MTNL related issues.

9. Till date, our Association has convened 3 CWCs; on each occasion, that too at the final concluding moment, approval for procurement of Labtops, PCs or Air-conditioner etc., for CHQ, has been taken and accorded by very few select remnant Members, to make it as deliberately intentional. Whether it is done with any inherent motive?

10. Many trip for GS or President in personal capacity to various Circles have been made as official though sponsored CEC meet. This is done by respective Circles’ fund that is very meager.

11. In the 2nd Circle Conference of AIBSNLEA, Chennai, invited CHQ office bearers are honored all along whereas it was not reciprocated, especially GS who has prolonged the 2nd day’s session to get all our priority issues pertaining to this Circle……… Is it deliberate with inherent motive of making the water muddy and fishing in it with glee, that too by GS?

12. …………… 

13. ………………………………….. After all these and till now, nothing has been achieved by this Association in getting these issues to reach final stage towards completion of BSNL absorption. ………………………. Perhaps it may have prioritized importance for reasons of its own that makes every Member including the affected ones to get disgusted on our Association.

At least now, let us make the stand of our Association clear to our Members in this regard.

3. Vide AIBSNLEA/ChTD/08-09/CHQ-CSs/02 date d 12-7-08 on “AIBSNLEA Chennai TD presents the following developments and issues to be sorted out at the earliest for the betterment of this Organization:

1. ………

2. ………… . TN Circle Branch meeting was convened on 17-05-08 at Chennai, keeping this Circle and Members in dark.

3. ………..

4. …………………

5. …………………

6. ………………… In fact, the time bound promotion has given only financial benefits whereas all our Executives have to be rest satisfied to remain in the same status to stagnate and work under the deputationists and finally to retire as a regular SDE / Sr. SDE only.

7. ………This act of intentional and mischievous manipulation of Chennai TD link address is highly condemned by one and all in 1st CEC of this Circle held on 03-07-08. Is it an act of vengeance to silence this Circle’s activity in highlighting Truth about the CHQ activities? ……… This can happen to any Circle that flashes truth on their website…….

8. 9. 10 11 12………….
13. More transparency on co-ordination with Circles by CHQ is sought for. This point is put forth keeping in mind, the unclear agenda of convening this meeting. CSs are not having any idea on why this meeting was being convened. Perhaps CHQ don’t want any CS to come prepared for the agenda.

To summarize, though the subject of this letter is “anti Association activities”, I find no anti- Association activity, either on my part or on the part of my Circle on any of the issues raised by you. That is why, I have nothing to clarify and in fact, entire rung of office bearers of AIBSNLEA, Chennai and our Members are clear of our conscience and of uniform opinion in this regard. 
With best wishes,
Yours Comradely,
-Sd./-
(P.UDAYASURIYAN) – Circle Secretary, AIBSNLEA Chennai TD.

Copy to

President, CHQ / President, Chennai TD / All Circle Secretaries.
                                                *****************************
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