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MATTEIR OF:
Joln its, Paer * Tolephone Installat',on Charges
at TemporAry Duty Quarters

OI(5E5ST:
Enployeo on 6-mont)t taporary duty assigrunent,
who lodged In apartment, may be reimbuvood
coot oC tolcphoncz lnstalation AS a ZraVal
e*pcnne since telephona was necessa ry for
gwstlgnmeut and 31 'J,S,C, 679 (1970 prohib-
its reimbursement for such costs only idnin
installation Is in private homea residences
and apartments, not transient quavrtrs, tee
41 Comp. Can, 190 (1961). 52 Comp CGen. 730
(1973) dtstinguivhed,

11r. E. Schultz of the liavy Finance Office, Naval Air Station,
Jachsonvillao rlorldu, by letter doted February 11, 1976,
requested an advatica decirpion regarding the propriety of paying
toe voucher of itr, John ii. flaer Cor telephoeo installation costs
inciirred inoid.ont to a temporary duty asiirur.nt In Nubtlie
Alabcirua, Reimbursement of thc torts in tae amount of $30 was dis-
allowed by thi W1avy llorgional Financo Center, Norfollk, Virsinia,
.# pwohiibited by 31 U.S,C. § 679 (?0709) Thu finnnce officer
£nquvos asr to whether payment nay be n1lov.i under our decision
41 Comnj. Ctn, 190 (1961).

Thb record showa that lr., fnar wan one of soe tral employeee
at fayport lHaval Station, Jacksonvillae Florid.o, given a termporary
duty anslgmacnt i;;ilfobile, Alabavuna The to'-porary duty was in
c)njunctlon with liO regular cverhaul of the U.1S LEXII4OTON by thQ
Alabama Dry Dock aaMd Shipbulai ng Copnny. A--ranuteaents Have
made to houao persaoutol snuat to Mobile in an apnvrtnent complen:,
as the a31slgnrnot ;ono expected to last approxilmately 6 months.
E-ch enployao was given permisalon by Llhe Supervitor of Ship-
building at linyport Naval Gutation to have a telephone installed
in his or har tcniporary quartero so that thO Senior Pro ject
Officer and othar suporvisors could contact porsonnol uhfionevor
necossary. TIhe (veorhauL ias conducted 011 a 24 hours a day, 7
datts na vak baala, and it was necesaury to have Iwne 1 iato access
to all employcue.
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The statutory prohibition In 31 USS. A 679, cited by tho
lNavy Regional Finance Oaico, states that "Except a0 otherwise
provided by latr no monoy all-vopriated loy any Acet allall be
expended for telephone sorvyea tnatallod in any private residence
or prLiato apartment** *."

The languago Of the quoted secdion ban boen uniformly con-
atrurd to prohibit the furnisaing at public oxpensa of telephone
uervico to A Government officer or cmNployre in a private home
residence, apartment, or quarters, rogardloss of the desirability
or noceUolty of such service frou an official standpoint. 33 Comp.
Can, 530 (1954); 35 ld, 28 (1955)I 41 Id, 190, ,,vrA.

ilowevno, in 41 Coy. Con, 190, nuprn, we Fold that "hotel
rooma" occupied during a llinitod period of time In connection
with a torporary duty a4ogiptment stora tranicknt Accoaodattona
find not a "private renidenca or private apartnant" within the
pnohibttion of 31 U.SC, 5 679. Thst, in that decision we par-
mltted rcimibureeortnt of telephone Installation Charges in A hotel
room where udequato telephone service izns unavatlabla. An adinlit-
istrntive determination of official necessity of Oha tolophone as
a travol expense 1:an required.

In the instant cane lri. BDor and the other employees occupied
aparbnents nnd not hotel roomas. Jkotvor, sinco the tenmporary duty
ausigwrvMnt was for an oxtonded period, thl acranarnoent for use of
apartments v1an in thre iu~terest of the Govorneat, au is intended
by porn, 1-7.34d o the Fedeoral Travel Rogulations (PUR1t 101-7,
Ray 1973). That paragraph provides that iboro employcos anr on
extended temporary dutty and are nbla to secure lodinpig at lowar
coSts, par dLCsn fhQuld ha 4jumstid downward, In thi coaso the
quarters occupied P by% the emqployytesp a, thiou:* not hotal root'rn
wore tratisiont quarters. The fact that ouich transient qllnrterc
%ss!re in on aparWiient complex d1d not operata to change 4aid
aCCoinndatiofns Into privato tomne rojidnncca. Accordtngly, we do
not believe that Vti LcvCnOc'tttmxs ht this case Comeo withtn the
prohibition of thpa cited statute.

Our docision 52 Coap. Gen. 730 (11-177909, April 19p 1973),
cited by lr. Schultz, excluded telephone installatIon coats ao
nn allowable chargo in dotorwining average dnily lodging contu
for awployoas on temporary extended dutty v1hs occupy an apartment
or trnller, In that deciLion uo st)ated that only charges which
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aro orltr.arily included In the Coat of A hotel rm Irere allows
able tn dotenzluling ayerage daily lodgairg coats, Til isnu4 of
InStallation Of a telephoine ¢or otWiclal purpooes wns not present
in thlat canoo cr~cordilngly, tha rationale of 52 Cormp. Crnv 730,
cupra, doea rot apply.

An admninistrntivo detornlnatLQn tins been made vogarding thu
official necessity of installat;ion of tulophonom no an item of
travel enpeuao. Accordlngly, tho votcieor of litr. John It. Daor to
raturned horaulth. and way ba paid if ot~lontioo proper.
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