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Dear Mr. Wasserstein: 

WASHiNGTON, D.C. 2.05~3 

June 8, 1983 

r-lr. Dale ''V. Sopper, Assistant Secretary for fv1anagerrent and Budget, 
Depat-tment of Health and Human Services, has requested that Class B 
Cashier Romona Poitra be relieved from liability for a $589 imprest fund 
loss. For the reasons that follow, relief is granted. 

The record on which the determination to deny relief was made indi
cate3 that Hs. Poitra \<las the agency cashier at the Puget Sound Service 
Unit, Portland Area Ir.dian Health Service. The loss apparently occurred 
sometirre between the close of business on i<larch 27, 1980, and the next 
business day on March 28, 1980. 'rrJe imprest fund was kept in a cas~l l::ox 
stored inside a safe. 

Ms. Poitra wa.s responsible for an imprect fund of $1,000.. On the 
afternoon of Harch 27, 1980 I she recemciled the cash and receipts she had 
in her Safe in order to prepare a replenishrr.ent voucher. After complet
ing the reconc:i_liation she placed the cash iX)x back in her safe. This 
was witnessed by an alternate cashier. On the morning of r~arch 28, 1980, 
she found the handle of the safe slightly pushed down. t\Then the safe was 
opened she found that $589 was missing. Ir.vestig~tions by the Seattle 
offices of the U.S. Secret Service and tr'2 r.'edera.l Lure.:m of Inv02stiga-
tion found no deficiencies or negligence in the handling of the imprest 
fund. An internal inve3tigation by a security officer of the U,B.P.H.S. 
Hospital, Sedttle and thc District Sanitarian assigned to the Puget Sound 
Service Unit revealed that the security of the building 3ppeared to be--'-'-
otner-wise undisturbed and that the handling of the cash was in compliance 
with established procedures. 

The General Accounting Office is authorized by 31 U.S.C. § 3527(a) 
. (foITl-erly 31 U.S.C. § 82a-l) to relieve an accountable officer from lia
bility for a physical loss or deficiency if GAO c'Oncurs with the 
administrative determinations that the loss occurred ""hile the account
able officer WdS acting in the discharge of official duties and that the 
loss occurred without fault or negligence on tbe part of tbe accountable 
officer. 

The reoord shows that the rroney disappearE'd while under the control 
of 1-1s. Poitra. There is no E!xplanal:ion as to what: happened to the 
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theft and break-in ren""1in unsolved. His reIDrt however, does not reflect 
any discrecit, di,shonesty, or i} legal action on tbc part of !ls. Poitra. 

'"there is very little evidence on the !:"8cord before us. 'The only 
evidence of possible theft, aside from the fact trat the IIDncy is miss
ing, is the staterrent of rv'lS. Poitra that she found the safe handle turned 
dO,ill when she Gpcr1ed the safe to discover the loss. i'1O'v''lever, f'.'1s. Poitra's 
st::..terrent corrooorated by another witness is that she put the rroney in 
'the safe at the closing of business the day before tl J8 loss of funds 
was discovered. This together with the results of the internal investiga
tion and the FBI investigation strongly sUPfOrt the conclusion that a 
theft did occur and that Ms. poitra did exercise due care. 

In view of the a1x>ve, "'le concur in your findings and recorrmendations. 
Accordingly, we grant the relief requested on the basis of the present 
record. 

Sincerely yours, 
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