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Mallah Slo Nimra 
B~ten~a.  D~stt. Barmer. 

R~gular isat ion of Railway Employees Working i n  
Cooperative Stores 

Pumma 
Tarmoch. D~stt. Barmer. 

Merkha Ram. S.'o Meghwal 
Vlll Akh. Barmer D~stt. 

790 SHRl MOHAN RAWALE . WIII the M~n~ster of 
RAILWAYS be pleased to state . 

Ra~dhan 
Bane KI Baste. Barmer DISH (a)  whether the Supreme Court of lndla In a 

Judgement on Sept 7. 1994 had d~rected that the 
employees work~ng  In the Ra~ lway  Employees 
Cooperat~ve Stores be treated as regular Ra~lway 
servants In correspondlng posts w~th effect from Julv 1 

1990 

Hayat Khan Sio Lala Khan 
Lale Ke Tala. Barmer D~stt. 

Har~ Kamal. S,o Hussam 
Vlll Amm Ka Par Dlstt. Barmer 

Nawab Ah Sio Dm Mohd 
Vlll Amm Ka Par. D M .  Barmer. 

(b)  whethe1 the s a ~ d  ludgenient has s l r m  been 
implemented 

Samta Ram. S o Hawa Ram 
Kelnore D~stt Barmer 

ICI  11 so the deta~ls thereof and 

(d l  i f  not the reasons therefor? Hyder. S o Bhema. 
Noor KI Dhan~. D~stt Barmer THE MINISTER OF STATE IN IHE MINISTRY 01 

RAILWAYS ISHRI SATPAL MAHARAJ) (a)  and (bl  The. 
Hon'ble Supreme Court v ~ d e  the~r judgement dated 
September 7 1994 dsm~ssed the Spec~al Leave Pe t~ t~ur~  
of the Ra~lways agalnst the judgement dated 29 6.90 o f  
Central Adm~n~strat~ve Tr~bunal. Madras In 0 A No 305 
88 wherern the Hon'ble Tr~burial d~rected the Hallways 
to treat the employees o l  the Ra~lway trnplcryees 
Cooperat~ve Stores In Ihe Soulhern Radway a5 regular 
Radway servants and gwe them the payscales that are 
glven for regular Ra~lway servants In correspondlng 
posts w~th effect trom 1st July 1990 Subsequently a 
three.ludge Bench of the Hon'ble Supreme Court v ~ d r  
the~r order dated 15 12 95 In SLP No 14446 95 (lJ111on 
of lnd~a v s J 5 Subba~ah 8 Others) alongw~lti SLP NL, 
24287 95 and 28523j95 held lhat the ufl~ct.~:, i r r ~ c l  

employees and servants appo~nled by the H a ~ l ~ , c \ f  
Cooperat~ve Slores'~ociet~es could not br: tlc.atrd a1 
par w~th reyular Ra~lway servants unde~ the R~IIIU~~IV 
Establ~shnlent Code, nor they car) be grveri par~ty 01 

status promot~oris scales ul pay ir~cremer~ls e l l  Irl 
arrlvlng at the sa~d vlew tho Hon'ble three.ludge Rerich 
held that the reasonlny of the Madras Ce~i lr , i l  
Admmstrat~ve Trlbunal In thew pdyeriiurit 111 O A No 305 
88 IS wholly ~llegal and urisusta~riablc Nevrrthclt-ss. 
the Hon'ble Madras Bench In thclr order dated 10 5 96 
In contempt appl~cat~on No 8!96 and Mtsc Appl~cat~on 
No 91 and 92 of 1996 have glven ordcrr, to ~rnplen~cr~t 
the order ~n 0 A No 305188 In respect ol 177 ptarsons 
w ~ t h ~ n  three monlhs I e upto 31 st August 1996 

B~kram S,o Khangara Ram. 
Mam~an~.  D~stt Barmer 

Year 

1 Har~ Smgh 
Narsmder. Gadra. Barmer D~stt. 

Namta Ram S o Mana Ram 
Tlrmoh~ D~stt Barmer 

Mtr Khan, 
Chand~ Ka Par. D~stt Barmer 

Resha. Barmer DISH 

Jabbar Smgh Slo Darbar Smgh 
Lunar D~stt. Jalsalmer 

lbrah~m 
Khara Chand D~slt  Jalsalmer 

Year 

1 Bheem Smgh S:o Kausal Smgh 
V~l l  Kelnore Dtstt Barmer 

Sad~k S o P~qua 
Lade Ka Par D~stt Barmer. 

Hussam 
S K Par D ~ s n  Barmer 

Bh~k S~ngh S.'O MdMadan Smgh 
Salad K Par. D~stt Barmer 

Hazi Ismad Slo Da~am Khan 
Khadm D~stt Barmer 

Ic l  and (d)  The Ratlways are proposmg to seek 
certam clartl~cal~ons trom the Hon'ble Madras Bench ol 
the Tr~bunal to be able to work out m o d a l ~ t m  lor 
regulatmg the servlce cond~t~ons  of the appl~car~ts 

... . . covered by the judgemonl 

Panne Smgh SIO Kalu Smgh 
Vdl Bqasar. D~stt Barmer 
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