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MATTER OF:
Stephen J. Petro - Attorney's Fees on Purchase
of Residence

DIGEST:
Employee was required to pay the bank-s leo-al fees
in connection with purchase of residence at new
official station. lie is entitled to reimburceaent
of attorney's fees for the custc-mary services
necessary to conplete the purchase under Ffl rpara.
2-6.2c (iWay 1973). ELsployee also retained his ow
attorney because of complications with abstract of
title. The portion of that fee paid to his attorney
because of the title problem is reimbursable since
independent legal services were necessary to assure
clear title. The balance of the fee for survey and
attending the closiug are duplicative and miay n.:t
be reimbursed.

This action is before us on a request fron an authorized certifyin3

officer of the '.oartreant of tile Treasury, Umiited States Secret Service,

as to the propriety of certifying for payment the reclaim voucher of
Ur. Stephen J. Petro for expeases incurred in connection with the trits-

fer of his official duty station from U§ashingtcon, D.C., to buffalo,

new York, on July 7, 1974.

The record shows that part of the exzeases incurred by Mr. Petro iq

connection wilh thre purchase of a residence at hlts new official duty

station included legal fees charged by Diebold arid Hillonzi, attorneys
for the mortgagee bank, uliich in iew York are custc--arily pald by the

purchaser. he also paid tihe lcal feces charged by l'lierl and Flierl,
attorneys at law, whom he retained for the protection of lhis owr
interes ts.

£xcept for a $50 charge for preparation of mortgatge legal documents

which was allcoved, the certifying officer disallcl.ed the claia for legal

fees on the ground that they were both cdvisory n1 nature end duplicatlive.

Zir. Petro reclaimed $335 for the balance of the fee charged by Diebold

and lMillo-zi, and $303 for the Fee charged by 1'lierl and rli'erl. The
certifying officer has requested our decision as to the amaount of allow-

able attorneybs fees.

The pertinent regulation applicable in this case is Federal Travel

Regulations (EPit. 101-7) para. 2-6.2c (Clay 1973), which provides as

follows:
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4xamte the title retords And t- mentlate *a agreRmcnt with counsel for
the seller that the* seller vvuld provie4 title irf4raa-.e fc'r the pur-

chser in or4er to anure a ftOt aed garke'Lae title. It fur:t2r sbhzws
that the attormnts Atstanod a corre-ted surrey cd a&ttuded thc ck'5ina
on behalf of tC* Qmt=hatetT

the attorney vFo hbndied the trztaaction for the 'bw has inforzally
advised 1s tat it % the Oatat; tco revu the teller iwid the
putrth&ser to clear any title prosabis on teoir zin befn- tie Vfe ba' w.niid

&rte tv lead vztiov. WO understntA frn th,.s that the bezaf t-.u14d a-;t
have ai4e th e 1oan if Ur. Petrv h4ad mat tuaf care of the titls cocmpllca-
tics and arrantod the aeZreeat w itkA the eller. Uader thoie c;rs:Wa
*tenct& t4 beleve that the portina af tLea Vtar l atdl'lleri fee vzhkbt
rcYrese-ats eeTrvtei in c n'n-tln witdh the i,*pLie a n th' e titie is

r rif2anW ltC. SiLcr.'e there. wres title oArlcimx the e!Ikutyoe us tiu
fliLa 4Sint SfeusadeaLt lezal *erl.ces ew aeceaua, toSi ciUa a
toad tnd viattl title trs at. property ; It apiears tht his kttor-

nays weres- succsfi la thei re&rd.

-w erer, tAi pctUc-sn f Ms; attormwm;i cbarf ub for tVa sPrvev sad
*>XY~g;b*_ _*^ etw -t;>esaivev 'A ~.iasarv*^+ ce& gt4icdoJ tsy

bt-ik's 4tt§raey a.nd may n~t Dbe rciur-ucd. See *-174-h4, ZeLezstnr 2-1,
1972.W 

rpa subctsuba .'.f a&t iftltwzed statentent frc t s ttsw
ncste :-ertitjl~z officer may, if tcrdeprcLerj, *iioht : yr ycnxewas> 6f3eUtr t g

the 02•gut chxrzd for th' Lerr'cea Invlyed ia clwi4cr the title. The
bsaozce of the fet stu-uld be dintlLowed.

The rertaia wouibr Is returmd bhertb for procesxin ila acctw-
4aace with the above.

Deputy -xwO C trlter C4-eta"

of tt sai.o statn




