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UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng

ORDER

A statenment has been made by M. T.S. Doabia, |ea

rned seni or

counsel appearing on behalf of the Union that the Central Gove
as

stopped releasing any fund from 1.4.2006. On a query nade
n that

behal f it was stated at the Bar that so far as the
s of the State of

West Bengal are concerned,

-2

t hey have been pai d sal ary up to July 2006 and SO far as t he

yees

working in the State of Karnataka are concerned, they have been paid their

salary up to August 2006. W have been given to understand that the salary

to the respondents herein could be disbursed by the Council only from the

excess fund available with it fromthe |ast years budget and the anmpbunt now

st ands exhaust ed in view of st oppage of t he gr ant by t he Centra

Gover nnment .

e di rect t he State of Kar nat aka as al so t he State
West

rnnent h

by us i

enpl oyee

enpl o

of



Bengal to state on oath as to whether they would Ilike to continue wth the

projects in lieu of the schene as has been done by the States of Chhattisgarh

Raj asthan and Tam | Nadu. Learned counsel for the Central Governnent

shal | hand over a copy of t he project adopted by the State of Taml| Nadu

Raj ast han or Chhattisgarh, as the case nmay be, to M. Tapash Ray, | earned

seni or counsel appeari ng on behal f of t he State of West Bengal and M.
Sanj ay Hegde, | ear ned counsel appeari ng on behal f of t he State of
Karnat aka  so as to enabl e them to seek i nstructions as to whet her t hei

r

States are prepared to continue with the said projects on the terns adopted

by the said States.

W woul d al so direct t he Gover nnment of I ndi a to file an

af fidavit as to what st eps, if any, are feasi bl e to be t aken by it
for

continuation of the project atleast for sone tine nore so that solution of the

probl em may be find out by this Court in the neanwhile in the event the
States express their inability to continue wth t he exi sting project. W also
direct t he respondents to file af fidavit(s) stating as to whet her t hey
are

ready and willing to serve other projects run by the Central Governnent, in

the event the Governnment of West Bengal and Governnent of Karnataka on

the one hand and the Central Governnment on the other are not ready and

willing to continue with the projects.



The directors of Soci al wel fare Depart nent of t he State
of

West Bengal as also the State of Karnataka would also file a status report as

regards the project by 26.9.2006.

List the matters on 26.9. 2006. The Secretaries of the State of

West Bengal and Karnataka are directed to remain present in this Court on

t hat date.
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