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OF THE UNITED GTATES

) THE COMPTROLLES AENERAL
& WABHINGTON, D.C, 20as8

nooo DECIBION

1
FiLE: B-190330 OATE: Febrwary 23, 1978

MATTER OF: Ramon V. Nossro - Reimbursemsnt of travel
111 ard relocation sxpenaes
DIGEST: 1. Emplovee transferred frow Washington, I.C.,
to San Francisco, Califo-nia, was 2utho-
rized travel expenses of househunting
trip for' spouse. Spouse, accompanied by
i deperdent child, traveled to snd from
' San Diego, (alifornia, to seel: residence.
Reimbursement thnerafor may nol be allowed
as travel expanses for housshunting trip
i3 authorized urnder para. 2-=1.4a of
Feders). Travel Regulations only for
’ travel to new duiy at.ation of cmployee.

2. Zaployee was i.ramt‘orred from Washington,
D.C., to San Francisco, California, and
dr-pendents ard nousehold goods were
tranaported to San Diego, California.
Undar paras. 2-2.28 and <-8.2d of Federal
Travel Roagulations reimbu~sement of
transportation expenses may be allowed
not to exceed constructive coat of trans.
portation to new duty station, fan
Francisco. Howover, cost of shipping
two pata :a not allcwable since para.

_ 2-1.4h excludes pets as household goods

? am there is no authority to ship them

' at Governmant expense.
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Thia matter involves a requeat for an advance decision f‘r'om
| Ms. Marian L. Hinson, an authorized certifying: ort‘i.cer of the
United States Department ¢f Commerce, as to whether Mr. Ramon V.
Romero, an agercy employee, =y ‘-,e_relmburb.,u for ccrtain reloca-
tion expenses which were incurred ‘n connection with his transfer
' from Washington, D.C., to San Franclsco, California, effective on
or about October 1, 16735.

pent of Commerce authorized reimbursement of travel and reloca-
tion expanscs of Mr. Romero and his dependents. Included in
M. Romero's travel crders was the authorization of a house-
hunting trip for his wife. Mr. and Mrs. Romero decided that

E. The record shows that incident to hiz transfer the Depart-
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Mrs. Romero and taelr dependent children would eatablish a reasl-
dence in San Diego and that he woulsd reasaide in the San Franciaco
area.

During the period May 30 to June 1974, Mrs, Romero, accom-
panied by one of her childron, performed rourd-trip air travel
to the San Diego are: in order to seek pormunent residence
quariers. The agency asks whether it may raimburse M, Romero
for the trananortation expenses of his wife and c¢hild and pay

‘par diew for her incident to this housshunting trip. The agency

also quest.(oss whether it was proper to allow the transportztion
of Mr, Romerc's farmily, his household goods, and twe peta to
San Diego.

Paragraph 2-4.la nf the Federal Travel Regulations (FTR)
(FPMR 101-7, May 1973) provides in part:inent part as follows:

. "Paym ' nt of. tv'avel and tra'zsportation ax-
panses of the employea amd spouse tm\mlirg
together, or the eamployee or 3apouse traveling
individually ia lieu of travel by the other
ov» togsther, for ons round trip between the
locallties of the old and new duty stations
for the purpose of seeking residence quar-
ters, may be authorized when circumstances
warrant. # ® ? Such a round trip by the
spouse, when authorized in lieu of a rouml
trip by or with the employee, may be ac-
complished at any time before relocatiocn af
the family to the new official station bhut
not beyord the mdadiwum time for beginning
allowable travel and transportation., # # #n

Paragraph 2-1.41 of the FTR defines official atation or post of
duty in pertinent' part as follows:

mofficial station or postiof duty.
The building or othar placa where the
officer or employee vegularly reporta for
duty. {For eligibility for change of sta-
tion allowances, see 2-1.3 and 2-1.5b.)
With reszpect to entitlement under these
reguiations relating to the residence
armd the household guods and personzl
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d.fects of an employee, officilal station
or poat of duty also means the residence
or othar quar.drs from which the employee
regularly commtes to and from work, # & & @

dccordingly, aince Mra. Rome:"0's househunting trip was to
the San Diego area, from whic!i Mr. Romero doss mot regularly
comite to and from work, the employee may not receive reim-
bursemant for the expenses of the househunting tric., Also,

- utder the FTR, rara., 2-4.1, reimbursemsnt for the travel expenses

of a househunting trip is only allowable for the employee and the
employese's spouse.

. Mr. Romero's wife nnd four Ayperclant childrern tra"eleu by

,con:nrci.al air carrier from Washington to San Diego incident tc

his tranafer. In addition, Mr. Romsro's household goods were

‘transported under Govormsent 'Bill of Lading from Washinzton to

San Diego. The agensy quaat.ions its reimbursement of such trawe]
ard transportation. In connection with travel exsenssa of an
employea's dependents incident to tranafer para. 2-2.2a of the
FIR prevides as follows!

*Transportation. Except as apecifical-
1y provided in those regulations, allovable
travel expenaea for the’ employne‘s immedisnte
famly, including transportation, are gov-
erned by Chapter 1. Travel of the immediate
!’a"r.lly may begin at the employee's old
official station or scme other point, or
partially at both, or mmy enxi at the new
official station or some other place selected
by the employee, or partially at both. How-
ever, the cost to the Govérnment for
tr-anlportaticn of the immediate family shall
not exceed the allcwable cost by the
usually traveled route between the employee's
old and new official station.”

With regard to the transportation of househcld -gzoods para. 2-8.2d
of the FIR prevides as follows:

"Origin and destination. Cost of
transportacion of household goods may be
paid by the Government whether the shipment
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originates at tha employee'a last official
atation or place of residence or at acma
other point, or if part of the shiprant
originates at the last official sca:ion and
the remainder at one or more other pointa,
Similarly, these¢ axpenses are allowable
whether the point [ dastination is the
new official station or some olher point
selected by the employee, or if the
destination for part of the property is

the new official station and the remclnder
is shipped to one or more other pointi.
However, the total amount which may be

paid or reimbursed by the Covernment shall
not azceed the cost of transparting the
proparty in ons lot by the moat economical
route from the last oft'icial =tation of the
transterring employee (or the place of
actual residence of the new appointee at
tims of sppointment) to the new ot‘ficial
station. -In connection with return fo
overseas for separation see 2.1.5g(4). .
No proparty acquirza by the employse en
route between old and new official stetions
shall be eligible for transportation under
this part."

Accordingly, reimbursement of the expenses of transporting

Mr. Romero's family and household goods may not exceed the con-
structive cnat of transportation from Washington to San Franclsco,
the employee's new duty station.

The agency's final question concerns whether M». Romero may
be reimbursed for the t.ranaportation of two pets as’ baggage . :
There 13 no authority under the IR which would provide autho- i,
rity for the payment for the transportation of household pets
arxl para. 2-1.4h of the FTR specifically excludes pets as house-
hold goods. Therefore, reimbursement may not be allowed for the
transportation cost of Mr. Romoro's petas.

The certifying officer should take appropriate action in

accordance with the above.
l‘fi;"g;,,‘h

Deputy Comptroller General
of the United States
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