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MATTER OF:  j5geph H, Baylis - Excess Weight of Household 249
Goods : ' '

DIGEST:  guployee was transferred from Denver to Los Angeles.
Before most of his household effects were shipped teo
los Angeles, he was retransferred to Sacramento, a
location farther from Denver. He is entitled to
mileage based on the greater distance from the
original station to the final ctation in determining
the commuted payment covering the tramsportation of
the household effects., However, total reimbursement
for actual successive transfers may not exceed the
reimburscment the employee would otherwise have been
eatitled for q&;h transfer individually. Farther,
maximum weight.which may be transported incident to
any one transfer at Govermment expense is subject
to 11,000 pound limitation im 5 U.S.C. § 5724.

This decision responds to the request dated March 17, 1973, of
Elaine . Shelleuan, an authorized certifying officer of the Federal
Mediation &nd Comnciliatioa Sexvice, concerning the voucher of Mr. Joseph H,
Beylis for payncat of $1,755.53 in connection with the movement of 9,487
pounds of houschold effects incldent to his successive changes of station
from Denver, Colorado, to Los Angeles, Califormis, and from Los Aunzeles to
Socrameato, Csliformia, pursuant to Authorizations for Travel Hos. 0-74-75,

_September 26, 1973, aad 0-73-95, June I, 1973.

For both changes of station from Denver to Los Angeles and from

" Los Angeles to Sacresmento, Mr. Baylis was euthorized to tramsport house-

hold effects. Mr. Baylis was reimdursed $117.29 for 740 pounds of house-
hold goods as a partial shipment from his home near Denver to Los Angeles,

&nd later $263.11 for 1,520 pounds of household goods shipped from
".Los Angeles to Sacramento. Howvever, he was transferred to Sacramento

before most of his housshold goods could be shipped to Los Angeles.
Consequently, he ordered those goods to be shipped directly from the
Denver area to the Sacramento area.

. On September 11, 1974, Mr, Beylis submitted an additional claim for
$1,756.53 for the final shipment of 9,480 pounds of housechold goods from
Deaver to Sacreauento. - Mr. Baylis actually shipped 12,400 pounds, but he
claimed only 9,430 pounds, representing the difference between the 11,000
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pounds originally authorized and the 1,320 pounds previously shipped
from Los Angcles to Sacramento for which reimbursement had already been

recelved.

By Adninistrative Suspension Statement dated September 24, 1974,
the agency deducted $603.75 from the voucher and authorized payaent of
$1,152,61, The emount was computed by determining the rate for & ship~
ment of 11,000 pounds fron Los Angeles to Sacramento o3 a commuted rata
basis ($1,415.72), less $263.11, the smount relubursed separately for
tha prior shipment of 1,520 pounds from Los Angeles to Sacramento. The
authorized certifying offfcer cites as autherity for such detemination
parsgraph 2-8.2(d) of the Federal Travel Regulatioms, FF 101-7, which
provides in pertinent part as followss '

3, Oricin and destination, Cost of transportation
of houschold goods may be paid by the Government whether
the shipment originates at the employee's last official
gtatlion or place of resideuce or at some other point, or
if part of the shipment originates &t the last official
stetion and the romainder at one or more other points,
Similarly, these cxpenses are sllowable whether the point
of destination is the new oificial stationm oxr some other
point selected by the employce, or if tie destination for
part of the property is tie new official stetion gad the
remainder 15 shinped to one or more other points. How=
ever, the total ciount which nay be peid or reimbursed by
the Coverument shall not excesd the cost of transporting
the property in cue lot by the most ccouomical route from
tae lzat offlein) station of the transferring employee
(or the place of actuel residence of the new apiointee
at time of appoiuntment) to the new official station.
® & %

This provision permits reimbursement for the costs of transportation of

houschold gosds revardless of whether the pelnt of origin or destination
. of soma of all of the goods is the old or new official station or some
other poiut, provided that the costs do not exceed the cost of transe
porting the property in one lot by the most economical route.

In the case of suzcessive transfers, however, such as involved
herein, the genecral rule enunciated in our prior decisions is that the
employee is eatitled to reimbursement for transportation of his house=~
hold goods from the first to the third duty stations if such transporta-
tion ie coumenced within 2 years from the effective date of the initial
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trensfer, es specified in paragraph 2-1.5(a)(2) of FPMR 101-7. See

&8 Comp. Cen. 651 (1969), Howsver, the total reizbursement £or the
actual successive transfers may not exxeed the reimbursement o whiceh
the employee sould ptherwise hava been emtitled for each transfee
fadividually. The traasportation of Hr. Baylis' household gouds from
Denver to Sacraments comuenced August 14, 1974, vhich date is within
the 2-year limitation pericd., Therefore, reimbursement mey be based

on tiue commuted rate for the astual distence of the shipument, from the
Denvaer ares to the Sscrasente area, in accordance with the rula
expressad above rather thsn the rate between Los Angeles and Sacremsato.

Bowever, as recognized in Doth the travel voucher subnmitted end
the sueneasion statement igsuad, the maxiowmm weight of the zoods
authorized to be traunsperted at Govermaecnt exveuse incideat to suny oue
transfer ig 11,500 pounds. Sea § U.5.C. & 3724 23 fmplemeuted by Federal
Travel Fegulations (FRUR 101-7), para. Z2-8.2 (iisy 1973). ‘iherefore, in
goeordance with the rules sxpressed above, Hr. baylis slould be reime
bursed for the shiument of 11,000 pounds of housenold goods based unom
the coysuted rate from Leaver ta Sacramonto, minus $263.11 previcusly
resabursed Hr. Baylis for the shipmest of 1,520 pounds from los Angeles
to Sactrosatse Iha other reiwdursaicul received by Hr. Bayviis fov 740

aiads 0f hsuschsld goods ghilpred fram Deaver to Lo Angeles would eppesr
to be within ihoe total rolrsurscaent for actual suscessive transfers
indicated ebove, and timg, it cocd not redusa the relmbursemeal under
the travel sutitveizeticn covering the chanrze of staticn fyoxs Los Angeles
to Secrasento. Fhe vouchst vhich iz returncd mey be cevtified for peye
ment iu accordasce with this decisiocu,.

B. P KELLLL
S0 Cemptroller Csaeral
of the United Statas
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MATTER OF: Amilcare J. Ciarrocca - Settlement of 230
: Unexpired Lease

DECISION

-~

DIGEST: Employee, who entered into 1-year sublease

agreement for the sharing of an apartment with
fellow employee but who was transferred to a

new official duty station after 3 months, is not
entitled to reimbursement of the rent he paid
under the agreement for the balance of the term
for lack of reasonable effort to relet the premises.,

This action is an appeal from the Settlement Certificate issued by
our Transportation and Claims Division oryAugust 20, 1974, denying
the claim of hr. Amilcare J. Ciarrocca for reimbursement of expenses
incurred in settling his unexpired lease upon transfer of official duty
station as an employee of the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA).

The record shows that a fellow employee. Mr. Karl Rothfuss,
leased an apartment on September 1, 1972, in Rosemont, Iliinois,
for 1 year at a monthly rent of $195. Under the same date he sublet
one-half of the apartment to kr, Ciarrocca zt $97. 50 per month.
Approximately 2 months thereafter Iir. Ciarrocca was notified of a
pending permenent change of station, znd his orders to that effect
were issued on November 20, 1372, The actuzl transfer took place
on November 28, 1872, and Mr, Ciarrocca became liable for a
settlement of the unexpired lease between himself and Xr, Rothfuss.
This liability was discharged omr May 1, 1973, by NMr. Ciarrocca
paying $577.50 to Mr. Rothfuss, representing one-half of the rent
for the apartment for the period of becember 1, 1872, to August 31,
1973.

Reimbursement for the cost of settling 2n unexpired lease at an
employee‘s old duty station incident to a change of station was
governed, during the period involved, by section 4.2h of Cifice of
Management and Budget Circular No. A-56, revised August 17, 1971
which provided:

"h. Settlement of an unexpired lease. Expenses
incurred for settiing an unexpired lease (including
month-to-month rental) on residence guarters occupied
by the employee at the old official station may include
broker's fees for obtaining a sublease or charges for
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. advertising an unexpired lease. Such expenses
are reimbursable when (1) applicable laws or
the terms of the lease provide for payment of

" gettlement expenses, (2) such expenses cannot
be avoided by sublease or other arrangement,
(3) the employee has not contributed to the ex-
pense by failing to give appropriate lease ter-
mination notice promptly after he has definite
knowledge of the proposed transfer, and (4) the
broker's fees or advertising charges are not in
excess of those customarily charged for com-~
parable services in that locality. Itemization
of these expenses is required and the totzl

- amount will be entered on an appropriate travel
voucher, This voucher may be submitted
separately or with a claim that is to be made
for expenses incident to the purchase of a
dwelling, iLach item must be supported by
documentation shewing that the expense was
in fact incurred and paid by the employee, "

Cur Trensportation end Claims Division disallowed the claim on
the ground Jir, Ciarrocca had failed to show that he sttempted to
avoid tite cxpenses by a sublease or cother arrangement, as required
by section 4. 2h(2) quoted above.

. From the svbmission, it appears that pending the closing of the
FAA Cleveland Area Cffice, Mr. liothfuss end Lir. Ciarrocca were
notified of their {ransfer to Chicego. nHir., Rothfugs was the first to
leave the Cleveland area, 2nd an orzl egreement was resched be-
tween the two that they wovld shere an eportment in the Chicago
area, In reliance on this agrcement, Mr, Kothfuss rented an apart-
ment in his nome as of September 1, 1972, ‘VWhen Mr., Ciarrocca
arrived in the Chicago area in early September, the sublease agree-~
ment was executed between the two of them as of September 1, 1872,

When it became epparent in November 1972 that Mr. Ciarrocca

‘was goinz to be transferred to Canton, Chio, he notified Mr, Kothfuss

of his pending transfer and attempted to sublet his portion of the apart-
ment by contacts with newly arrived FAA employees in the area and by .
posting '"For Kent' cards on the bulletin board in his office area,
These attempts to sublet were confirmed by Mr. Rothfuss,
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