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counsel the Court made the follow ng

ORDER
extrenely di stressed on goi ng t hr ough t he
filed whi ch i ndi cate t hat t he State

Governnent s/ Union Territories have no clue what to do



with the thousands of crores that have been collected
under the Building and Ot her Construction Workers Welfare
Cess Act, 1996

W also find fromsone of the affidavits that the
anount is being used for purposes other than for what it

was col | ect ed.

This is particularly distressing since | earned ani cus
curiae states that the total anount collected in question
is in the region of about Rs.27,000 crores.

M . Yashank Adhyaru, |earned senior counsel appearing
for the Union of India will discuss the matter with the
Secretary in the Mnistry of Labour, Governnent of India
and informus what is proposed to be done with the anpunt
col | ect ed. We had specifically mentioned this in our
order dated 31st July, 2015, but none of the affidavits
i ndi cate what is proposed to be done with this anount.

If the State Governments/Union Territories and the
Central Gover nient are not in a position to
Rs. 27000 crores, it would be perhaps nore appropriate not
to collect this noney since it is not being utilized for
the benefit of the persons for whomit is collected, but
for other purposes.

We nake it clear that the expenditure incurred by

sone of t he State Gover nnent s/ Uni on Territories,

particularly NCT  of Del hi on adverti senents with

anount collected is not at all appropriate and the anount
that has been spent by the NCT of Delhi and other Union
Territories and St at es on advertisenents shoul d
returned to the accounts of the construction workers.
List the matter on 4th Septenger, 2015.
Presence  of t he Secretaries in t he Depart ment of

Labour for t he St ates of Har yana, Raj ast han, Uttar

t he

be



Pradesh and NCT of Delhi, as directed in our order dated

31st July, 2015 is dispensed with for the tinme being.

( SANJAY KUMAR- ) (JASW NDER KAUR)
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER



