THE COMPTRO. -ER GENERAL
OF THE UNITED STATES

CECISION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20548
FILE DATE: FEB 3 1976
B=1694%90 -

MATTER QF:
Jeck E, Wells - Request for reconsideration of

decision
DIGEST: '
1, This Office will veconsgicer its
decision if naterisl mistake of 923632
law or of fact is alleged or
proven. Recensideration is not Q9rs 1

possible, however, whare decision
recipient merely indicates general
disapreenzat with the result reached
in a decisien.

2, Decisions of this Office are {inel
conzlusive ¢n the exccutive

nch of the governmeat. Thus,

rident has @9 ﬂur?ority to vevicw

acisicn of LH 5 Office,

This actien is In rvesponse to & vequest for racozﬁ.;ﬁration
of our decisicn B=163450, October 9, J.C‘Uﬁ vhich sustaived the
disallowance by our Transportation znd Clains Division of iir. Jack E.
Vells' claim for reiubursement 01 noving cxpenseg Incurrad incident

to his tronsfer frem Chinawa to /maiston Army Lepot, Anguuﬁ, vihen
he was & civilian espleyee of the Doepartment of the Army, v, Vells
fndicates disagreement with the conclusion reached in our prior
deciston. However, ha points to no fectual erver and has cited

no legel precedent which vould indicate a mistake of law,

te

Mr. Hells states that by denying his claim this Office shows

discrirination ezainst c1vx1iaﬁ government employees who accept

assigmments abread. While ifrs Wells' feelings sre undewstandabdleg
the limitations on reimbursement for moving exupenses fimposcd by
5 U.5.Ce 5724a{a)(4) (1970) must control, As we indicated in our
decision of Cctober 9, 1975, Cougzress understood that this statute
would limit reimbursement for the woving expenses of civilion
employees of the military to transicrs &n which both the old and
new stotion were located in the United States or in the other
territories and possessions referred to in the statute., Ve have
held that Okinawa is not one of these territories and possecssions,
Accordinzly, reimbursement was net possible in MNr, VWells' case.
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Mr., Wells requests that we forward his case to the President
of the United States for review and action. The decisions of this
Office are binding upon the executive departments and agencles of
the Government and the law provides for no appeal from decisions
of the Comptroller Ceneral, Thus, it would serve no useful pur-
pose to send the claim to the President for his consideration.
Vurthermore, when claims such as presented hare are reccived
by the President the President's staff generally refers the matter
to our Office for consideration., With regard to further appecl
attention is called to the provisions of 28 U,S5.C. § 13463 id. 1491,
concerning matters cognizable in the district courts of the United
States and in the United States Court of Claims, '

- While we will reconsider our decisions if a material mistake
of fact or law is alleged and proven, there hLas been no evidence
offered to show that our prior decicion involved any mistake of
fact, nor are legal authorities or precedents cited to support
eny error of law,

Accordingly, our decision of October 9, 1975, is affirmed.
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