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Hon’ble Dr° Jose P Verghese, Vlce Chalrman (J)
Hon’ble Shri s.P, Blswas, Member (A)

Petitionefs

Petitioners

1. RA 130/94 in o. A. 310/89

Shri Tara Singh & O§§. :

2. RA 131/94 in G.A. No. 944788 =
Shri A. Michel, & Ors

3. RA 132/94 in 0.A. No. 551/88

Shri Kaluram D, & Ors.

Petitioneré

4. RA 133/94 in 0.A. No. 1818/88

Shri Daulat Ram Shdrma & Ors

5." RA 134/94 in O A. No. 74/88
Shfi Basant Lall & Ors.

6. RA 135/95 O A, No. 58/88

Shri M.L. Tiwari, & ors

7. RA 136/94 in 0.A. No. 548/88

Shri Babulal Sharma & OPS
RA 137/94 in 0.A, No

Shri Gopal Slngh & Ors

Petitioners
Petiticners
Petitioners

Eetitioners

1574/38£

Pet1t10ners-

- 9%  RA 220/91 in O A No. 1572/88

Shri G, huppusuamy & Ors -

(By Advocate: Shri G.D. Bhandari)

—Versus-

1.  Union of Indla through
' The Chairman, :
Railway Board, i
_ Rail Bhawan, New Delhl.
2. The General Manager,
Western Ralluay &
Churchgate, Mumbal.

By Advocate:Shri O. P Kashtrlya),
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etltloners belong to the Runnlng Staff 1n-

Lo i, i san J & o ! R
~‘Ra11way5‘which,ﬁ ludes the categorles such ’hs‘vDrlvers,»
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.Shunters, Flremeny.'Guards, etc. etc.' and are seeking
LR ' A S B 3 S R B By £ I S AT TR P R B,
n_runnlng allowance -under Rule 507 'of Indian' Railway
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'§Establlshment Manual The 1mpugned orders seem to ha\e been

i v ¢

{Epassed w1thout app1v1ng the Full Bench dec151on glven ~at

,Bahgaiare Beneh im0 Nos. 3995 to 4009/91 decided on

Sy

'_lS}ié:iQQélbﬁ whlch the Court had granted runnlng allouance
tQ those petltloners ' Thereafter vide. order dated

"ii _1994 pPIV1ng :thejseid dec1e10n of the Full Bench in

.

'RA filed agalnst the OA uhlch had earller been ulqpoqed of,
this court had also granted'the benefit to similarly plac@ﬁ

employees.
v sl

In the circumstances we would also dispoge:of all

these:RAs in the same terms on which RA 220781 in OA 1572/88
hedlbeen ailowed.': The order in the said RA dated 11.2.1994
shall be part of the order in these RAs and copy thereof may

be appended to thie order as well.

»

Learned counsel for the respondents had .pointed

out that the. respondents have filed an SLP agalnst both the &

ordere of Full" Bench as well ‘as that of the D1V1s;on Bench
of thls Trlbunal ;and snbmits that the decision in this
regard is stlll éenolng; whi]e the learned counsel for} the
petltloners .staﬁed that the»said matter has been decided on
10th Aprll | 199%-fin'civ11 appeal No. 4194 and 4182/95 in
the matter of Chalrman, Ralluaw Board and Ors vs. C.R.
rRangahathan &-Oﬁs But the\ ‘are unable to produce the copy

\ !

of order. These PAS have been pendlng in this court for a
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.




: .c':oxi-sidérably
‘;:}nol;nedﬁto,
1¢;£edfordé}§‘

and 51nce thls'

B

meantlme, thls order:

RAs_lﬁ:aco‘rdadéekﬁiih' theﬁzaboVe

we' propose to dlspose ofnthese RAs at present In case.the

‘dec131on of ‘the-Hoh’Ble_Soprepe Couri.is‘forphoomingpin the
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Shall be treated as subJect ;o the

e f P

Yorders of the Supreme Court whlch has elther alread3 been

.

passed or ma} be passed by the Hon ble Supreme Court

e . . it

v [ iy

‘In v1ew of the above observatlons, these RAs are

sposed of ulth no- OIOGI as to costs.-

_—— D -
(ADr.Joseka Verghese )}
: Vice—Chairman (J)
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