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MATTER OF:

. Aythur C, Herrinzton » Relhbursement of Costs
of Apartment for .use. in connection with i{ntere
DIGEST: mittent consulting duties.

1, Consultant who has home i{n Massachusetts and
who maintains apartment in Washington, D.C.,
area for use {n connection with intermittent
consulting duties is entitled to reimbursement
under 3 U.3.C, 5703 (Supp. V, 1975), for
travel and subsigtence expenses. Aparitment is
not considered consultant's regular place of
business.

2. Counsultant vho mafntains apasrtment in
Washington, D,C,, area for use in counection
with iatermittent consulting duties may include
ocne-thivrtieth of monthly rent, furniture costs,
televhone, insurance, and cleaning costs for
purpose of determining his daily actual aubsise
teace cxpense entitlement, Telenhoune {nstale
lation is not allowable. Sea cited decisions.

Mr, Phillip D, Larsen of the Oifice of Management and Budget by
letter of April 26, 1976, requested our views ccucerning the subsige
tence expense entitlement of Arthur C. Herrington, a consultant of
the Office of Mansgement and Budgzet wiio maintains an apartment in the
Washington, D.C., wetropolitan area,

Hr., Herriogton resides in Cohasset, Massachusetts, He travels
to Washington periodically, as his duties require., The apartment
maintained by the consultant f3 for his use while working in
Washington and wes rented privr to employment by the Cifice of
Hansgement and Budget. Incident to his intemmittent services for
the Office, he was ismued travel orders authorizing actuai subsistence
expenses not to exceed $42 per day.

We are gspecifically asked the féllcwing questionsy

l¢ Is a consultant entitled to subsistenca expcnses
under 3 U.5.C. 3703 4f he maintains an gpartment
for business use in the metropolitsn arsa vhere
his service to the Govarnment {s rendered?

L}



3. 1f the first question is snswered in the affirmative,
18 thae cost of the apartment computed on the basis of
the monthly remt or its actual use?

3., 1f the consultant {s allowved reimbursement for the
use of the apartment, may items such as depreciation
of furnlture, insurance, cleaning, aod telephooe be
be reimbursed in addition to the basic xent?

Wi:hvregard to the first questiom, 5 U.5.C. 5703 (Supp. V, 1975)
permits payment of a consultant's travel and trangportation expenses

"while away from his home or regular plsce of business and at the

place of employment or service." The record indicates that the
consultant maintains em apartment in the Washington area solely for
business purposes. Also, the consultant's home is in Massachusetts,
vhich is scveral hundred miles distant from the Washington ares, and
there is nothing in the record to indicate that he uses the apartmant
except when he is engaged in intermittent consultant ectivities.
Under such circumstances, we do not view the apsrtment as the

- comsultant'a regular place of business. Accordingly, question one

ig answered in the afiirmative.

With regard to quektions 2 and 3, we have held that {n situations
involving longeterm rental arrangements made io connectlon with
recurring but internittent visits to a single location cver an extended
period of time that onewthirtieth of the monthly remt may ba included
in determining the actual subsistence expense entitlement. See
B-181294, March 16, 1976; B«183467, iay 3, 1976. In eddition, the

 subsistence entitlement may also include other expenses vhich are

ordinarily included in the price of a hotel room, such as reasonable
depreciation of furniture, telephone charges (excluding ingtallation),
{ngurance, and cleaning., See 52 Comp. Gens 730 (1973). Questions 2
and 3 are snswered accordlogly.

The vouchers are returned herewith and may be certified for
paynant in accordance with the above. -
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