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UPON hearing the counsel the Court namde the follow ng

ORDER
W have heard | ear ned counsel for t he parties
i ncl udi ng M. Shankar Aggar wal , Secretary in t he
M ni stry of Labour, Governnent of India.
We have al so gone through the affidavit filed by M.
Shankar Aggarwal on 9th COctober, 2015 and the additiona
af fidavit handed over to us in Court today.
At the outset, we would like to make it clear that
the respondents do not need the approval of this Court
for going ahead in any of their Schenes.
Apart fromthat, during the course of discussions,
it has conme out that there are five key areas on which
the Central Governnent needs to concentrate for the time
bei ng. These are:
(1) to ensure maxi num coverage of the buil ding and
ot her construction workers;
(ii) to ensure di stribution of benefits and
i mpl ement ati on of t he Schenes t hat are in

exi stence for the benefit of the building and
ot her construction workers;

(riti) to | ay greater enphasis on education and provide
educational facilities to the children of the

bui I di ng and ot her construction workers;

6
(iv) to provide health benefits and insurance of the
bui | di ng and ot her construction wor ker s and
their famlies;
(v) to activate the State Advisory Boards which, as

per the affidavit, have not even net in the |ast



several years.

M. Shankar Aggarwal assures us that necessary steps
will be taken in this regard with due pronptitude and
di |'i gence. He assures us that sonme positive results
will be shown on or before the next date of hearing.

Under the circunstances, we adjourn the matters to
22nd January, 2016.

The status report may be filed not later than 15 th
January, 2016 with a copy to |earned am cus curiae and
| earned counsel for the petitioner.

Needl ess to say, we expect the State Governnents and
the Union Territories to assist the Central Covernnent
in t he i mpl emrent ati on of t he Bui | di ng and O her
Construction Wor ker s (Regul ati on of Empl oyment and
Conditions of Service) Act, 1996 and the Buil ding and
O her Construction workers Wl fare Cess Act, 1996.

( SANJAY KUMAR- ) (JASW NDER KAUR)
AR- CUM PS COURT MASTER



