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Office of Adnzitintrativo Planning jind Services
United State3 General Accouitting Office

Dour er. lenrys

Referenco in mAndo to your letter of Juno 8, 1973, requesting a
dcclsiou as to the propriety of certifying, for payuent a vouchor :.ubnitted
by Hr. 11illy C. Boillen, an employee 'of tho, Gencrnl Accounting Office, for
$87 rcprosentin3 the Ocorgia State intangible tn): paid by hin in connection
WvltLh the purchase of a residence incident to his transfer.

The record indicates that HIr. Bm~les twas transferred from Cnpo
Kennedy, Vlorida, to Atlanta, Goorgia, effective AuSust 10, 1970. In-
cident to his transfer, lho purchased a residence in Decatur, Gcorria,
and in conz.ection itih this purchase he was required to pry tlwe Gccrgia
fltatct intaf~it)ol tax,# Bection 164 of title 92, Code of Georgia, pvoviden
thut ovary holder of lonB-term notes secured by rual, catatn nhall, prior
to presentalg such instrunant for recording, pronont it to the tas col-
lector who1 Slcali collect from: the holder of ouch long-turn note a tax
mca!Jured by the annunt of the debt. This then Goorgia Intengiblo tnx
anpepar to be in the forn of a nort.mot tax levict' only oncr and cly
in connection with the purchase of n residence. An such it nay lie
regarded as a relocation eiponso for which ralitbursoment in allonoble.

llowevort noction 4.2d of Office of Managemoent and Budget Circulnr
No. A-56, revised 'uno 26, 1969, in effect at the time in question,
provided for rcinburse-.acnt for mortgagne and transfer tanccs, state revenue

tatmps, and sitrilar fees and charilge vith respect to the purchase of a
residence if they are cuotoLmarily poid by the purchaser of a residenue
at the new official station. In this ronard wey hnvo been advised by the
Atlanta Area Office of the Dopartlosit of 1Iousing and Urbor. Development
that the Georgia intanniblo tail iB norn.ally paid by the aeller of a
residence. Thus, on the basls of the prfsent record, we cannot regard
the intanoibkla tax ns an oxpo)nso custortarily paid by the purchaocr in
connectiop. with the purchase of a rc3idencc in the Atlanta area. Since
lre. Dowles' present claim in based on hais purchass of a residenco ini that
area lie is not entitled to reimburscnmont for this expense. If Hr. Bowles
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furnishes additional eividence of the cuntons in the Atlanta area which
tcud to show thnt a contrary practice was folloued in connection with
real estato trnnsactiona of tho type involved, such evidence should bo
submitted to us for consideration.

In view of the above, the voucher i returned horevith and may nut
be certified for paymont, l1lth regard to ro-171953, April 9, 1973, cited
in your subnflnion, in that case the r..ployoo cooeling reimburooeaut woe
the ocller rather than the purchaser o! the proporty involved,

Sin.^ercly yourt,

URluim=s

WDoPMtf Comptroller General
3k~t of the United Staten
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