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SAMAGRA SHIKSHA ABHIYAN (SSA), PUNJAB
PSEB Complex, E-Block, sth Floor, Phase-VI[,

Mohali, Ph: 0172-5212311, ema il : ictad m i n @p u nj a beducation. gov.in

Speakine Order

The present speaking order is being passed in compliance with the order

dated 01.08.2025, passed by the Hon'ble Punjab ancl Haryana High Court in CWP

No.'23745 of 2014, titled Harwinder Singh and Other,s vs. State of Punjab and

Others. The Hon'ble Court disposed of the writ petition with the following

directions:-

" 9, Keeping in view the abovementioned scltled principle of law, no recovery

can be done .from the pelitioncrs r1f lhe excess amount paid on account of

TA/DA and the same is accorclingly set aside.

10. With regard to the cloi.m o.f the petitioners.for the grant of TA/DA under

2()13 Regulations, the resltortclents have ulreody conceded the fuct that the

petitioners'claim will be considered under 2013 Rules for the grant of

TA/DA. That being so, no further orders ure required to be passed by this

Court on the said aspect.

ll. ln ca,se, lhe petitioncrs hu'c not been paid TA/DA under 2013 Rules ond

Regulations, lhe petilioners ure .free tu cluim the same by /iling appropriale

representcttion, yphich rcprescnlalion .shoultl be clccided by the respondents

within a period o.f eight weeks rd'the receiltt of any such claim by passitng an

uppropriate speaking order. "

Whereas, in compliance with the aforesaid order passed by the Hon'ble

Court, the claim of the petitioners has been carefully examined in light of the

official records, scheme guidelines, and applicable legal precedents.

Whereas, in cornpliance with the aforesaid order passed by the Hon'ble

Court, the claim of the petitioners has been carefully examined in light of the

official records, scheme guidelines, and applicable legal precedents.

In the present Civil Writ Petition, the petitioners had, inter alia, sought

quashing of the recovery notice dated 23.09.2014 (Annexure P-1) issued by the

District Education Officer (EE), l,udhiana, and to pay travelling allowance to the

petitioners as it was paid to them before 31.03.2024.
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The petitioners were recruited in the year 2011 as Legal Assistants under

Samagra Shiksha Abhiyan, Punjab, on a yearly contractual basis. The petitioners

joined the services in their respective districts and additional work of adjoining

districts was also given to them.

The Hon'ble Court set aside the recovery of excess payment on account of

TA/DA and further directed that if the petitioners have not been paid TA/DA as

per the TA/DA Rules 2Ol3 of Sarva Shiksha Abhiy an Authority Punjab, they may

claim the same by filing an appropriatelrepresentation, ffid such representation

shall be decided by the competent authority by passing a speaking order.

In the representations received from the petitioners, a demand has been

made to settle the TAIDA claims as per the TA/DA Rules 2013 of the Society.

This includes the demand for TA related to the charge of additional districts. The

petitioners were assigned the charge of more than one district at the time of their

appointment itself; therefore, claiming TA for additional districts separately is not

admissible as per the terms of their original appointment structure. This was an

integral part of their appointment conditions, ffid no separate TA claim arises for

it.

However, apart fro.m the TA claims for additional districts, if there are any

pending TA bills, they shall be verified and paid as per the financial rules of

Samagra Shiksha Abhiyan Punjab and the TA/DA Rules 2013. The concemed

District Education Officer (Elementary) shall take necessary action in this regard

and ensure the payment is processed with immediate effect.

Furthermore, vide order No. Samagrai2025lAdmin(302553)120267492

dated 08.01 .2026, the additional district charges assigned to the Legal Assistants

have been cancelled, and now they are required to handle only their primary

district's work. Therefore, any TA claim relatecl to additional districts is not

admissible.

After considering the facts and circumstances of the case in the light of the

above and relevant rules, instructions, and records, [, Aravind Kumar M.K., IAS,

State Project Director, Samagra Shiksha Abhil an, Punjab, have come to the

conclusion that the TA claims of the petitioners related to additional districts are

hereby rejected. However, the District Education Officers are directed that if any

TA/DA of the petitioners has not been paid (except TA for additional districts) and

the same is to be verified and paid as per the l-ravelling Allowance Rules and
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Regulations, 2013. Furthermore, the additional district charges assigned to the

Legal Assistants have already been cancelled vide order dated 08.01 .2026.

With the order, directions of the Hon'ble Court in CWP No. 23745 of 2014

dated 01.08.2025 have been complied u'ith.

Aravind Kumar M.K., IAS,

State Project Director,

Samagra Shiksha AbhiYan' Punjab

Endt.No. 2ltzo- 2o2elssAlteyll 2o26lsqLlc Dated: 17 .0L.2025

A copy is forwarded to the following for information:

1. All the petitioners (in CWP NO. 23745 of 2014).

2. The Concerned District Educatiorr Off-rcer, Punjab.

3. Finance Branch, Samagra ShikshaAbhiyan, Punjab

4. Legal Branch, Samagra Shiksha Abhiyan, Punjab

IrJ4
Deputy State Froject Director

Samagra Shiksha AbhiYan, Punjab


