DOCUKENT RESUHNE
02391 - [A1592567]

[Trancportation of Household Effects by Government B8ill of
Lading and Coenon Carrier). B-1687736. May 31, 1977. 3 pp.

Decision re: Jases D. Deal; hy Rcbert P, Keller, Deputy
Comptroller General,

Issue Area: Personiel Management and Compansation: Compensation
(305).

Contact: Office of the General Counsel: civilian Pergonnel.

Budget Function: General Govermnment: Central Personnel
Fanagement (805}).

Organizaticn Cencerned: Pederal Crop Insurance Corp.

Authority: P.T.R. (PPMR 101-7), para. 2-8.3c(4) (a). P.T.k. (PPHMR
101-7), para. 2-8,2d4. B-173557 (1971).

Orris C., Huet, Authnrized Certifying Officer,
Department of Agriculture, re2quested a decision on the
allowability of a claim for the cost of transporting householad
yooi's of transferred eaployee. It was predeteramined that
shipment by Governsent bill of lading (GBL) would save over
$100, Therefore, shipment by both GBL and private carrier would
be lisited to reixbuorsement as if shipment vere made in one lot
on GBL. (Author/DJN)
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Herpvert Dunn
Civ.Fers,
THE COMPYROLLER OENEWMAL
DECISION OF THERE UNITED BTAT4R
NABHINGTON, D.C. 888 ,
FILE: B3-187736 DA™:z:  May 31, 1977

MATTER OF: Jemes D, Deal - Transpo.iation of Househald
Effects

DIGEST: Where it was predetermined that pursuant.
to (« change oyr statiou it would be
cheaper to ship employ=ze's household
goods on GBL and employee ships raxt by
GDL and part by private conveyur - ,
employee would ba limfted to reimouvse-
ment as if shipment had beer nade in
one lot on GBL.

This action is in responsa to the request of Ms. Orris C.
Huet, an authorized certifying officer of #ie Unitud States
Department of Agriculture, National Finance Center, whether a
voucher in favor of Mr. Jamas D. Deal ia’ tha smount of $806.20
may be certified for' puyment: The voucher represents a claim
for reimbursement of the cosi of transporting 6,040 pounds of
household goods incidént to kis changs of statiqn ‘from St. Paul,
Minnesota, to Des Moines, Iowa, as au employee 'of the Federal
Crop Insurance Corporatioun, Departmcut of Agriculture, pursuant
to Travel Order No. 04~19-6-1, dated September 22, 1975,

Incidant to that 'ti.hange'of station, Mx, Deal was authoxized
transportation of 11,000 pounds of household goods. It had
baen adm:lniltntively determined that Mr, Deal’s household goods
ahould be shipped on a CBL gince there would be a ‘savings to the

Governmeat of more than $100 by this method. See ¥TR 2-8.3c(4)(a).

While the Goverument has paid the transportation company on tha
actual expense basis under Government bill of lading for commer-
cial transportation of %,440 pounds of household goods, Mx, Deal
has received no reimhurs.ement in connection with the movement
of additioual household effects which, in the course of four
trips, he transported or. his own, Mxr, Deal claims that the
goods which he transported totaled 6,040 pounds and in support
of this statement he har submitted five weight certificates,
The $806,20 now claimed by Mr, Deal were for the shipmentf. on a
commuted rate basis of 6,040 pounds.
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Since the housshold effectz ware transported ir, five ship-
mants, -four of which (allezed to be 6,040) were mcved noncom— .
marcially by the employee, thc pmvidom of paragraph 2-f.24
of the Federal Travel Rogulations (FPMR 101-7) (May 1973) ara
applicable. That regulstion provides, in pertinent part, as
follows",

"Cost of transportation of household
gools may be paid by the Govermment
whether tne shipmen: originates at the
saployen's last official station ur place

- of resiiaence or at some other point, or
1f part of the shipment orizinates at
the last official statica and the
remainder at one or more othar points.
S$imilarly, these expensos are allowable
ithether the point of destinaticn i{s the
‘aew ‘officlal station oz some other poiat
selected by the employes, or if the
destinaticn for part of the property is
the new official station and the
remainder is shippeu to nne or ﬂore
other points, However,i'the total amount

which .may be. gnid or reimbursed/by the
veTument -shall notiexceed theicost
o-fﬁ:rmlgortinga,the;g;ogerg in*ope lot
byithe moat e¢conomical zoute.from the
laat:official station.of: the" trans-

htring employea (or/the place of actual
residence of the ngy appointoe at time

9 1'=_M)._;zz__nsu_n..ﬁmg.
gtation, * % »" (Emphasis added

Under the above-queted paragraph whon an ramployee ships
household effects in two or more shipanents the total amount
which may be paid or reimburaed by the Government shall not

exceed the coat of transporting the property in one lot by the
most economical routw., B-173557, August 30, 1971. Therafore,
since it was predetermined that the actual expense method would
vesult in 2 savings to the Govermment, the total cost of the
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four shipments mad. by Mx. Deal may Le raimbursed oaly to the

‘@xtent that when added to the $1,123.91 already paic under

Govetoment bill of lading, it doea not exceed the cost of
shipping 11,000 pounds in one lot on a GBL,

Tha wvoucher may be certified for payment in acrordanc:
with the guidelines set forth above,

Deputy cup::ous'gn'é?n
of the United States





