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COMPTROLLER GENERAL OF THE UNITED ETATES
WASHINGTON, B.2. 20840
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B-178503 JUN 27 1873

Mr, Janas ¥, WHagner, Chief

Central Accounts Mranch’

Office of the Controller

United Btatas Atomic Energy Commissioy

Dear Mr, Wagnor?

Va refar to your letter of April 18, 1973, requeating the opinion
of this Office es to the propriety of reinbursing Mr, C. B, Bastin the
additional expenss of shuttle service incurred by him for shipment of
household effacts incident to his change of permanent duty station from
Aiken, South Carolina, to Blus Ridpo Summit, Pennsylvania, in February
or Harch of 1972, Mr, Bastin has been reimburased for the transportation
of houschold effects on a comnnuted rate basis,

Upon 4its arrival in Blue Ridge Suanit, the moving van was unable to
negotiste the disrepaired private road laading to the emplorece's resi-
denca, Mr. Bastin's houvschold affects were tharefore transfarred to a
smnller vehicle capable of driving over the road and were delivared to
his residence at the additional charge of §296.,61 which is thw subject of
hio clain, ' J

Mr. Bastin atates that as an alternative to having his houcsehold
effects shuttled by the smallar truck, he could have placed them in stor—
age until the road was repaired. Had he donu 20, it is his contention
that he would hove been entitled to roimbursenwmt for temporary storage
a8 wall as subgistence erpensas for cccupancy of temporary quartars for
himoelf and his five depsrdents, Le contends that because this wouldl
have been considerably mora costly than the $296.61 incurred for shuttle
sarvice he should be reicbursed such amount.

In your opinion reimbursament of expenses in the nature of the
shuttle service fee here involved is precluded by decisiona of this
Office. t/o assura that you refer to E-15Y9€3G, August 12, 1966; b1-172017,
March 16, 1971} and B-=-173357, July 14, 1971, which hold that tha addi~
tional cost of a small shuttle van accessitated L'y road conditions is not
rainbursable vhere transportation axpanses sre guthorized or approvad on
a cormuted rate baeris. 7The rationalec of tinse holdings is that the addi-
tiongl expenss is neverthelcas a transpor.: :lon.expense which under
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5 U.8,C, 5724(c) 1a daemad compensat 1 by payment of transportatiom
oxpenses on a comnuted rate basis.

Mr., Bastin argues that those dacisions ara ingpplicable to his case
in that they fail to take iuto account the substantial savings to the
Govewnwment effected by hic use of c¢he shuttle service as conpared to the
expense of temporary storage and temporary quarters asubsistenca, Thare
18 no suthority by whichk an expense which is clearly for transportatica
of housahold effects wmay be reimbursed on the basis or in lieu of towmpo-
rary storege or other expense, HNeither does the £act that the employea's
actions may have resulted in a savinpgs to the Government provide a legel
basia for the payment requested. As pointed out in our previous deci-
aions, supra, expenses of transportation ars deemed compensated by pay~
ment thavefor on a commuted rate baeis, The fact that a particular
enployee's actual transportation expenses may excoed the amount of his
entitlement deteruined on 2 commuted rate basis does not entitle him to

_additional payment,

In view uf the above, the voucher returned herewith may not be
certified for payment,

-3 Sincefely yours,

PAUL G. DENMBLING

Conptroller Genaral

For tho of the United States





