
COMPTROLLER GENERAL OF THE UNITED STATES 

WASHINGTON, O.C. 20548 

B-17679ll 

Mr. J. C. Sh~rp, Authorized Certifying Officer 
Feder.al Highway Administration ,... Region 9 
u. S. Depart~~nt of Transportation 
450 Golden Gate Avenue, Box 36096 
San Francioco, California 94102 

Dear Mr. Sharp: 

FEB 

.1t, 

2 1973 

Ye refer to your lotter of August 8, 1972, your reference 920-00.S~ 
by which you request our decision whether you may properly certify for 
payment the enclosed voucher of Mr~ • &n Gmployee of the 
Sacranento, C::ilifon1ia Opera.ting Division, l7cde.ral Hi~hway Adi:ninistiation, 
for reimburscntcnt of the costs he incur'!"ed in connection ITT.th the purch2se 
of n residence in the circumstances set out below. 

You indicate that 5 other employees of the Sacramento office were 
subject to si~ilar circU!:lstances nnd th~t a.decision in this case ~.ay be 
applfcable to aome of those employees, 

·' Mr. was trsnaforre.d to the Sacra~ncnto office effective 
___ __....October 12, 1970, at which· time he occupied the position of highw<?y 

engineer (trainee). tou describe the particular·circumstnnces involved 
as follows: 

'. 

"To assi~t us in coping with added highway i;Onstruction work- r ... _ . 
lo.nd resulting, in part, from the February 19 71 earthquake in 
California, six Federal Highway Administration graduate 
Engineering Trninees were placed in our Sacrnmento, California, 
Opers.tinn Division. Three of the personnel spe.ces occupied by 
the.se er.tployecs were petn'..tlnent, and threr: wcr.e loaned fror:i our 
Hishway. Et1f.inecnr Training Pro~ram for a l· yenr period. Re 
vere to r.cpay the lo~ned spaces es other En~ineering vacancies 
occurred in our Region within the 1-year ti~o limitation. In 
ftdrncss to each employee, we clid not specifically nssi3n or 
identify any one employee to either a pen.1anent or loaned 
apncc. 

"Cotwequently, in advising tbe g1·ndu.'.lte 1"raineen flO a~.rnigned, 
we pointed. out that in the eve.nt u su:Uicicnt: number of 
Region ?\ine c~ilin3 Gpllces did not become vacaut, our 
Wazhington office night place.thmn in anoth~r region where 

1ll2~i~ir),;tl;:"ifi;~~~l~lfu1h~ilii$51'W:'~f;;l)t\l'~;\l'J.if®i)lifi;iE@~il!i'i0i'\l\H§fJ:108i1\'.i;iJi'.;'j'~~ 
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permanent vacancies did exist. We also pointod out to these 
employees that they should seriously consider the conditioT;J.s 
of their assignments in their establishing of a perm.anent 
residence~ (Bec:i.use of the uncertainties involved, we felt 
these employees should have the opportunity to weigh whether 
a purchase of a home wns in thei~ best interest; hovev2r, 
our memorandum ad.vice did not preclude theBe employees from 
purchasing a hor..1e in t11e Sacramento area.) 

'
1Conditions re".:'lained as described above until July 22, 1971, 

when we notified the chief official in our. California Divi­
. eion, Division Engineer D. E. Trull, that the 'over~_ge' ha.d 
been ab$orbed and the enployees concerned no~ could feel 
free to establish th.:!it permanent residences ·on the. Anne 
basis aa a.11 other full-time, permnnent employees of the 
California Division. 11 

It has been held that the E!ffective date of an employee's transfer 
is the date he reports for duty at his new official station under an 
appropriate authorization or other official require:nent. 46 Comp. Gen. 
595 (196 7). However, employees may also be assigned to duty at: R par­
ticular station for tempor.nry periods or they may be assigned under tha 
trainine; provisions of 5 u.s.c. 4101-4118. Although the Actions tal:en 
with respect to Mr. and the other trainees here involved 1!'..ay 
have been considered in the nature of: transfers by the administrative 
of ficinls involved, the matcriala furnished show that the trainees were 
not clearly advised tha.t they were transferred ~-8 cf the d~tc of their 
in:f.tial assir;nn~ents to Sacramento and that they were subject to the 
provisions of 5 u.s.c. 572/t. 5724a, and the regulations issued there­
under~ at that time. In the circumstances we do not believe that the 

. employees concen1ed should be held to the tiv,e lir:dtation contained in 
section 4.le of Office of H.anagesent nnd "Budget Circular No, A-56, 
based on the <lute they originally reported to Sacr~r.iento. Accordincly, 
the d11te of the transfers for -purposes of applying the time limit for 
the purchase nnd sale of residences may be considered to be ti1E1 d~.t.e on 
which the permanent aasignr.1ents to Sacramento were confirmed i.9., 
July 22, 1971. 

For the rcnsons stated Hr. c_lair.1 ruay be allowed if other-
wise correct. Other sindlnr claims for reimbursement of residence 
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purchase cost a may be allowed .if settlen;ent was reached prior to July 23, 
1972, or if under section 4.le of Office of Hann.z,ement and Budget Circu­
lar No. A-56, revised August 17, 1971. an extension of time. from that 
date is properly granted. 

For the reasons stated· the vouch~!' which is returned herewith ·.nay 
. be certified for payment. 

Sincerely yO'urs, 

ComptrollQr General 
of the United States 

t 
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