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A decision was unutol as to !hetfiu' a traaaterzad

.onployu may be reiabursed !ot real. estite expenses iacurred ia
the mle of a residence occu;iod by Ais family st the tise of -
transfer. The employec: is alsost conultly {2 a travel nntll..

He may ‘be reimbarsed -for expenses iacurred.ia selling bhis dome

eved though the hone was not located convemient to his permsnaat
daty station, and he 4id not comsute daily fros that tesidesce.
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MATTER OF: Billy L. Kenney - Real Estate Expenses

DIGEET: When an'eaployee who is in a travel status
more then 90 percent 0f the time 18 trans- :
ferred, pe may be reimbursed for the real Z
sstate txpcnses incurred In° selling hia j
foiver residence which im located . at a .
‘ point conveniont to the plncoa uhurc the
.{ eaployee ia required to perforn t(npOtary
| duty even though the home:was not located
at"the place that was adniﬂistre:ively
o designated as his duty atation and he did
- not cmu'te du:zly from that residence.
Thi- action is in responsc to.a requast- for an advance decigicn,
which was submitted by the Chief, Financia)l Syotems Division of the
‘ Federal Aviation Administration - (FAA) - We have been asked to lecide
o whether or not Me. Billy L. Kenney may be reimburued for the reel
. estate expenses ‘iucurred when he sold the residence occupied by his
) family at the tims of his transfer to Lufkin, Texas,

o - Hx. ,Kenney, an employee of the %AA was transfarred from

i Fort Watth, Texas, to Lufkin, Texaa.gwith a reportin,, ’date of
i November’ 23, 1976. At the time ‘of ‘thie transfer Mr. kenney 8 wvife
and children resided in Hot Springa, Arkansas. The question pre-
: aented is w“ethez or not Mr. Kenney may Be veimbursed for the

S TR

i | '?H expenses incurred in selling his Hot Springs residence.
lh“‘—~_ , “v\
. 73; i& N The record 1sv'\‘ .. gur that although Fort, Worth was designated
{ T ue Mr.' Kenncy 8 of;ici Lty station, 'the designnt*on was a matter

of adminintrative con'*nience. and that: Mr, kenney*spent virtually .
no ttueuperforming duties in,Fort Worth”during the almout 4 years i
it wae his official duty station.- Mr. Kenney- Pld the posicion of
: Electrenies Technician, and the position delcrl itions for that 1ob
Ry in grades GS5-7 through GS-11 specify that the cmployee would be’ in
o4 a travel utatus 90 percent of the time. During the time Fort WOgth
N was designated as hig official duty station, Mr. Kenney did not own
) or rent a residence in the Fort Worth area. On those few nccasions
¥ when he was actually in Fort Worth, he would stay in a motel cr
hotel ‘room., During this period Hr. Kenney was actually 1 a travel
status well over 90 percent of the time. His family's home in
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Hot Springs was more convenient to the locntions at which he
performed his temporary duty assignments than a home in Fort Worth
would have been. Thus, it was easier to go howe on weekends to
sece hia family when they lived in Hot Springs.

The genaral tule is that an employee only may be reimbursed
for the expenses incurred in selling the residence from which he
daily commuted to his old duty station. Federal Travel Regulitions,
FPMR 101-7 (May 1973) pasragraphs 2-6.1 and 2-1.4{. However, we
have held that where an employee is constantly in a travel’ status,
and has no single, true official duty station, but cnly a place 8o
designated for administrative convenience, he mcy bemreinburaad for
the expenses of selling his home, since it ia 1mpousih1e for the
employee to commute daily from one residence. "Matter of Robert A.

Van Winkle, B-184004, Apxil 27, 1976, and B-167708, September 26,

1969,
S{hce Mr. Kenney's claim fslls within the rule stated in Lhose

decisions veimbursement of real estate expenses incurrad in selling
his home in Hot Springs, Arkansas, may be paid.
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