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Bowie, Maryland 

Dear Mr. 

DIGFST _.--/.- ··tt? .. / 
COMPTROLLER GENERAL OF" THE UNITED SIATES 

WASHINGTON, O.C. 20S48 

February 2, 1973 

.· · .. 

20715 

. •' "'.~:,: '.· 

Further reference ia riade to your letter of December 14-, 1972, 
requcetin~ review of the payment to you of ·$516.58 in settlement of your 
travel claim. for $621.70. 

The record indicates that incident to relief from _extended active 
dutv with the Ui.lited Sta.tea Air Force on October 15, 1971, you were au
tho~ized travel and transportation alloi;·rcnces from Eglin A-l.r Force Basa, 
Florida, to your home of: record, Nontgor:iery, A1"1bair..a. Also, incident to 
your employment as n. scar.cc category employee with the Devartnient of the 
Navy, you were nuthor:f.zed travel expenses and per diem for yourself uud 
transportat:l.on of your dependents nnd household effects froa Hontgomery. 
Alabama, to HATC, Patuxent River, Harylnnd. Your household effects were 
shipped directly froo· Florida to Maryland .at n cost of $1,2l;9, The De
partment of the Air Force paid for sttch shipment and collected $486. 7 5 · 
·from you for the excess mileage. involved. Under your Department of Navy 
authorization you clai:"aed the ru11ount of $486, 7 5 which you had paid for 
the shipment of your household effects to Harylund. and $134.95 for mileage 
and per diem. incident to the travel of yourself and dependents from 
Montgomery, Alaba1ll.a, to Pntuxent River, Haryland, <lu.':"ing the period 
Octolier 20 to 22, 1971. The Department of the l~n.vy :10rwnrded your claim 
for $l~86, 75 incident to the shipment of your household effe.cts to our 
Office for settlmnent. eince two transportation authorizations were in
vol'Ved. 

Our Office determined that the shipment of your household effects 
wns subject to the corr©utecl rnte provisions of Office of Hnnagemont and 
Budget Circular No, A-56 ns provi<fod by the Depnrtueut of Navy authori
zation. Under this syster:1 the ernpl oyee is paid an allowance bused on 
the weight and distance of the sh:LptH;mt rather thn.n the actual cost of 
such ohipr.i.ent: •.. The sctual reimbursement to the employee rany be slightly 
more or less than 'the. nctual cost depending 011 the circumstnnces. In 
your case it was determined th.'.!tithe commuted x:ato allowance for the 
shipment of your household effects fJ:ot:i. Florida to He.ryland was $1,278.83. 
Tho payment o.f $516.58 to you represents the total ai'lount due less the 
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BtnU of $762.25 preYiously paid for the shipment by the Department of 
the Air Force. Regarding th~ travel and per dien.portion of your claim, 
the rcc.ord indi;~ntes that you ware paid $134.95 on Voucher :No. F8062 by 
the Navy ReGi~l Finance Cent~r. Washington, D. c .• on March 10 .• 1972. 

In vin-vr of the above thore is no further amount due .. 

V~ry truly you.rs. 

Paul G. Demb-ling 

Acting Compt;:ollcir General 
of th~ United States 
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