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DIGEST 

Under t h e  appl icable  r e l o c a t i o n  r e g u l a t i o n s ,  a n  employee  is 
i n e l i q i b l e  f o r  r e i m b u r s e m e n t  of h i s  e x p e n s e s  i n c u r r e d  w h i l e  
r e n t i n g  h i s  pe rmanen t  r e s i d e n c e  f o l l o w i n g  i t s  sa l e  a t  h i s  
o l d  d u t y  s t a t i o n  i n c i d e n t  t o  h i s  t r a n s f e r  t o  a new d u t y  
s t a t i o n .  

DECISION 

M r .  D. Neal I v e r s o n  s u b m i t t e d  a c la ia  t o  t h e  Soc ia l  S e c u r i t y  
A d m i n i s t r a t i o n  (SSA) f o r  r e i m b u r s e m e n t  of t e m p o r a r y  q u a r t e r s  
e x p e n s e s  i n  t h e  amount o f  $939.80 i n c u r r e d  i n c i d e n t  t o  h i s  
p e r m a n e n t  change  o f  s t a t i o n  from Baltimore,  Maryland ,  t o  
G l e n s  F a l l s ,  N e w  York. The r e c o r d  i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  
M r .  I v e r s o n  s o l d  h i s  Maryland  r e s i d e n c e  b u t  c o n t i n u e d  t o  
l i v e  there from J u l y  1 7  t h r o u g h  Augus t  22,  1987,  p a y i n g  r e n t  
of $25.40 per d a y  to  t h e  new owners .  The agency  d i s a l l o w e d  
M r .  I v e r s o n ' s  claim b a s e d  on t h e  a p p l i c a b l e  r e g u l a t i o n s  
g o v e r n i n g  r e l o c a t i o n  e x p e n s e s  which s t a t e  t h a t  " t e m p o r a r y  
qua r t e r s "  r e f e r s  t o  l o d g i n g  o b t a i n e d  f rom p r i v a t e  o r  
commercial s o u r c e s  for t h e  p u r p o s e s  o f  t e m p o r a r y  o c c u p a n c y  
a f t e r  v a c a t i n g  t h e  r e s i d e n c e  o c c u p i e d  when t h e  t r a n s f e r  was 
a u t h o r i z e d .  Mr. I v e r s o n  r e q u e s t e d  t h a t  h i s  claim b e  
s u b m i t t e d  t o  t h i s  O f f i c e  s i n c e  h e  b e l i e v e s  h e  a c t e d  i n  t h e  
b e s t  in terests  of t h e  gove rnmen t .  

We h a v e  c o n s i s t e n t l y  h e l d  t h a t  u n d e r  t h e  F e d e r a l  T r a v e l  
R e g u l a t i o n s ,  p a r a .  2 - 5 . 2 ~  (Supp. 1 0 ,  Mar. 1 3 ,  19841,  
i n c o r p .  by r e f . ,  4 1  C.F.R. S 101-7.003 ( 1 9 8 7 ) ,  e m p l o y e e s  may ; 
n o t  be r e i m b u r s e d  fo r  t h e i r  e x p e n s e s  i n c u r r e d  w h i l e  r e n t i n g  
t h e i r  pe rmanen t  res idence  f o l l o w i n g  i t s  sa l e  a t  t h e i r  o l d  
d u t y  s t a t i o n ,  n o t w i t h s t a n d i n g  t h a t  t h e  r e n t a l  ag reemen t  may 
be t e m p o r a r y  i n  nature and may h a v e  been  e n t e r e d  i n t o  i n  
f u r t h e r a n c e  of t h e i r  t r a n s f e r .  C a p t a i n  T e r r y  L. Smar t ,  
B-225262, May 4 ,  1 9 8 7 ,  and c a s e s  c i t e d .  A s  a n  e x c e p t i o n ,  we 
h a v e  a u t h o r i z e d  r e i m b u r s e m e n t  of r e n t a l  c h a r g e s  a s s e s s e d  



against employees in such situations when it is shown that 
they were forced to remain in possession of the premises 
beyond the intended departure date due to unforeseen 
circumstances. Patrick T. Schluck, B-202243, Aug. 14, 1981. 
No such circumstances were indicated in this case. 

Accordingly, we deny Mr. Iverson's claim f o r  the temporary 
uarte r s expenses (. 
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