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UNITED STATES GENERAL ACCOUNTING 0FFIC1;J (? _ . . .. V 

WASHINGTON. D.C. 20548 ;zf ~, _,(_u,/~'. _(,,.- "--

:Ct r 2-! l r-1 '>j" (?. . 4~ .; \ .. \ .. 
Ofl"lcE OF GENERAL COUNSEL. B-1918.02 

Mr. Al>ner W.. Sibal 
General Counsel 
!.qual Faployment Opportunity 

Co•i111on 
Wa•huston, n.c. 2oso6 

Dear Mr. Sibal: 

We refer to your letter of April 26t 1978 (Re.: File Z-2796944. !n 
the Matter of J, requesting that t:he. Comptrollei;, General 
certify for paymen; under the pr:oviaions of 31 u.s.c. § 724s.( a c.ompromise 
aettl81U!l't in the aount of $4,500 for attorneys• fees agreed upon bet~~ 
B!OC and I . ,. t~ plaintiff, in an aeticn brwght l.lnder titl~ VII'<ir 
the Civil Rights .Ut .of 1964. as amemled, __ v/mmc. No .. c-75-1085a 
(N.D. Ga.), 

The facts and circwutance~ leading up ta tliis proposed eettl~ent 
are as follows: , a grade GS-13 attorney statiQned in 
E!OC'• Atlanta. Georgia Regional Office, filed suit as indicated in the 
above-captioned action agatcat the EEOC in 1975, alleginf; discrimination. 
EEOC 811tered into • consent decree 'W'ith • Subsequently tl¥'O other 
attora.ay1 vera prOllW>t.ed to: grade GS-14 positions in off ice~ 
Tb.ereupon, he brought :i contempt action, wh1cl\ the. District Court sus
tained and f~Ulld that EEOC in its promotion selection process had failed· 
to credit with the constructive experience to which he vms 
ea.tit18d uiidu .the consent decree. :Sy ordet tlatQd October 26. 1917, 
th• Dtetriet Court ~equired EEOC. to pt02lll0te to grade GS-14 
retroactively to October 24, 197p, and awarded hm attotneys.' feea pur
s1.1ant to 42 tJ .. S .. C. f 20006 ... S(k)Vfor legal serlict!S performed on his 
behalf through July 7, 1977-! In its Order, tbii CoUTt further stated: 

da 

"Btcause of t.ha pendenc.y of an appeal frOlll the 
Court'~ order denying motions to interve11.e filed by 
-~ _ -~··--~- ----., and the Court C?l'Pr~ssly -x:e-
1ervea for future consideration all 13-eiu~s regarding 
Plaintiff's ntitlemeut to attorney's f es for le.gal 
services rendered in e-onuection nth the post-trial 
110ti011S filed by _ and _ and their 
GNU.ing appeals. Also reserved for future considera
tion 19 Platnt:Lff' s entitlement to attotnsy' s fees for 
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legal services reudered in connection with all matters 
occurring in connection w-itb. the instant case subee.
quent to July 7i 1977, th6 date of the supplemental 
affidavit of Plaintiff' e attorney in support of Plain ... 
tiff's application for attorneyfa fees. Subject to 
these reservations. an award of attorney's fees to 
Plaintiff at this time is appropriate * * *. •~ 
Subsequent to this Court Order, EJiiOC reached agreelllent with plain-

tiff and hi• attorneys to aettle out of Cow:-t in tne amount of 
$4~500 for attorneys' fees for services rendered after July i, 1977. 
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You requested ouT -Office to ~..;£..tify payment of this amount under authority 
contained in 31 u.s.c. § 724a~ 

w~ do not believe th.at 2s u.s.c. § 24141and 31 u.s.c .. § n4a--t-.sive 
us the authority to certify the $4,.SIJO for payment based solely on the 
agreement cf the parties. The above cited statutes only authorize; this 
Office to make payment of cotnprontlse settlements tr.at a.re Illa.de by the 
.Attorney General or a pei:-son authorized by him. 

Accordingly, on the Tecord of the instant ease., we would be unable 
to ll\Llke payntent unless the s~ttleJllent agreement is presanted to the. Cotxrt 
for processing as a Consent Decreei so that the Court may a:ppfOVe t:he. 
award and ttm11in.a.te the proceedings. See 'Brunewiek Corp. v.VChrysler 
C.oi:p., 403 F. 2d 3.35 (7th Cir. 1969). You raa..y wish to se.ek advice from 
the United States Attorney as to the proper form of a Consent Deer~ 
that embodiea a settlexaent.agreement which will afford ruax:i.muvl legal 
proteution to the Govertllilent. 
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Sincerely yours, 

7aul G. Dembline 

Paul G. Demhfing 
General Counsel 
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