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MATTER OF:
Joln ¥, Pacr - Talephone Inatallat!on Charges
at Temporary Duty Quarters
DISEST!
Employee on G-month temporavy duty assignment,
who lodged in apartment, may be veimbuvsod
cost of tolephona installation as a traval
expense since telephone was necegsary for
pgeignment and 31 Y,8,C, § 679 (1970) prohibe-
{ta reimbursement for such costs only vhen
ingtallation is in privato hone residences
and apartments, not transient quavters, fee
41 Comp, Gen, 190 (1961), 52 Comp, Gen, 730
{1973) distinguished,

Hr, B, Schultz of the llavy Finance Office, Haval Alr Gtation,
Jacksonvillae, Tloxidu, by letter dated Pebruary 11, 1976,
requasted an advanca declsion reparding the propriety of paying
tha voucher of Hr, Johun }, Daer for telephone fnstallation coats
Incurred incidant to a temporary duty asgignrent in Moblle,
Alabana, Relnbursement of the cocts iu the amount of $30 vasg dige
&llowed by tha Hevy Rapgional Financa Center, Norfolk, Virginia,

«8 prohibited by 3} U,5,C., 8 679 (1970), The finance officer
Inquitee as to whether payment nmay be allovad under our decision
H1 Comp . Geury 190 (1961),

Tho record shows that lr, Dacx was one of seroral employcaes
at Hayport Naval Station, Jacksonville, Florida, given a tenporaxy
duty assignment ii' lobile, Alabama, The teoporvary duty was in
conjunction with tie regulax cvarhaul of tha USH LEXINGTON by the
Alabnama Dry Docle and Shipbuilding Compony, A-rangemnents werxe
made to housa persomiel gant to Fobile in an apartiient comple:,
as the avsignmout wap oxpected to last approximately 6 monthg,
Eech cnployves was given permisalon by the Sunervicor of Ship-
building at Hayport Naval Gtation to hava a telephoue installed
in his or hayr temporary quartera so that tha Senior Project
Officar and othav supexvisors could contact personnul vhenever
necessary, Thae overhaul vas conductoed on a 24 hours a day, 7
days a vask basla, and it vas necessary to have imnediate access
to all employets,
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Tha statutory prohibition in I U,8.C, § 679, cited by tha
Navy Replonal Finance Office, states that "Excapt as otherwise
provided by law, no money ayivopriatead Ly eny Act shall ba
expended for telephona servica installed in any private residence
or private apartment w w w,"

. o

The languape nf the quoted scc.ion has been uniformly con-
strued to prohiblit the fumishing at publlic aexpensa of telephone
servica Lo a4 Government officer or employee in a privata homa
residence, apartment, ov quartecys, rogardless of the deairability
or naceaslty of such servica from an official standpoint, 33 Comp,
Gan, 530 (1954); 35 id, 28 (1955); 41 id. 190, supra,

tlowvevor, in 41 Comy, Gen, 190, supra, wae hold that "hotol
vooms" occupied during a Limited pariod of time {n connection
with a temporary duty assignment wara transicnt accomodations
tnd not a "privata reaidenca ox privata apartiant’ within the
pxohibition of 31 U.S,C, 8 679. Thus, in that decislon va pox-
mitted relfmbureenent of telephone {nstallation charpes in a hotel
room vheve adequata telephone soxvice was unavailable, An adnine
istrative determination of official necaasity of the toleplione as
o trxavoel expeusa vas required,

In tha instant case Hr., Bacr and the other employeea occupied
aparbnents and not hotel rooms. llowavar, einco the tempoxary duty
asslgaent was fov an extended period, tha axrangement for use of
apoaxtments vas in the intarest of tha Govermment, auv is intended
by para., 1=7.3d of the Federal Travel Rogulations (FoHR 101-7,

Nay 1973), That paragraph provides that where employeos aro on
extendad temporavy duty and axe nble to socurae lodging at lower
costs, par diecm shiculd be adjusted dovmward, In thlg case tha
quarters occuplod by the employves, althougzh not hotal rooms,
wora Cransicent quarters, Tha fact that ouch tranalent quarteve
vere in an apartment complex «did not operata to chanpo said
accomindations inte private liome resddencea. Accoxdingly, we do
not belicve that the accomaodations in thias caso come within the
proehibition of tha citad statute,

Our docision 52 Comp, Gen, 730 (D-177909, April 19, 1973),
cited by MNr. Schultz, excluded talephone installation costs as
m allovable charge in dotenelning averagae daily lodging cosats
for cmploycos on temporavy extended duty who occupy an apartment
or trallar, In that dacialon wa atated that only charges which
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aro ord!.r.arily included {n the cost of a hotel ruom were allow-
ablo in detemfuing average dafly lodging costs, Tha {ssug of
inatallation of a telephone for officlal purposes vaa not prescnt

in that casss Accovdingly, thae rationale of 52 Corps Gone 732,
cypra, dosa not apply.

An administrative detepninstion has been made vegarding the
offlcial necessity of iustallation of telephonos na an item of
travel expenso. Accovdlugly, the vouchor of Hr. John H. Baox is
voturned hereuwith and may be paid if ¢thorulps proper.
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