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0c47lA41 January 28, 19r4

Mr. Willia0 a. Dtdds
Authorised Certifying Officer
Uatltnl Oceaic-and Atospheric Aindaistrattou
I.J5. .Dpartment of Comerce --'n
ockvitlle, Karyland 20852 BEST CCV LThAQZLE
Dear Kr. Doddsi'

V. refer to your letter dated September 19, 1973, reference AD53,
iA-,v~ch you enclose the travel vouthcr of Federico A. Gonzales for

4208.90 and ask for an advance dectison as to the propriety of certl-
fling it for payment.

The record Indicates that Mr. Gouazaes was authorized reimburse-
*Ant of relocation expenses by Travel Ordet No. 2-WYS-0620 dated
July 20, 1971, and MAendamet No. 1 dated NoveMber 22, 1971, transw
Lerinig him from. Brownsville, Texas, to fiami, Florida. Mr. Gonzales
reported for duty at his new official station on A'sgust 9, 1971. He
t4ok certain stepo to purchase a residence at his new official duty
station prior to Kay 20, 1972, but the contract (or the purchase of
such residence was actually entered into and signed on September 5,
172, more than one year after he reparted for duty at his agw offil
cial duty station.

1/
You state that under the provisions of uection 4.1e of Office of

Mauagwaent and Budget Circular Uo, A-56, applicable at the time of his
rsuest,Hr. Gonzalei wau enied An Aitcenionl of time Vithiln which to
purchase his residence and claim relubursement for the expenses in
ewoiection thorewith. However, in view of the liberalization of the
provisions of section 4.le 1zeotiY. October 28, 1972, which suthortzes
buds of geoucLea 'ar their designees to erant exctmuioas of the one-
year period whon thuy are justified, you ask if this could properly be
done in Hr. onzles case and whether or not under the ciLcuwstsacea
you may certify tbe voucher for payment.

Kr. Gonzales' initial one-year period, within which he could
purchase his residence, expired on Augulst 9, 1972. By that date he
had not entersd into a valid contract for the purchase of his 7esidence
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MA ho was not engaged in litigation in consctLon therewith so that
au extension of the one-year period could be granted under the then
Qpllcable regutations, As to the effect of the October 26, 1972
auzkcit to the regulatlons,37 FPR. 23128, we have held tLat such

as1frat ls prospective in nature and can not be applied ratro-
actively, See 1476586, Karch 12, 1973, copy encloted.

Mecordingly, the head of your agency has no authority to approve
aextension in this case and the voucher which is returned herewith

may aot be certified for paynats

SiuLecely your.,

Deputy Coptroller General
of the United States
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