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OOMPTROLLER GINERAL OF THE UNITED STATES

.ﬂAlHlNO'l'ON.D.G. 20040 | 3’.’ 7 ‘2’

3~178761 ' July 12, 1973

Mre. Opal A. Shelton

Anthoxized Certifying Officer

Buteau of Outdoor Rescreation '
Duited States Department of the Iantorior

Dear Mrs, Sheltont

This is in reply to your letter dated May 23, 1973, refereuncs ¥30,
with anclosures, requesting a decieion as to the propriety of certifying
for payment a voucher submitted by Mr. Roy K. Wood, a furaer employee
of the Department of the Intericr, for $273 iepresenting the expense
incurred by him in terminatinrg s lease incident to his change of official
stezion, ‘

The record indicates that by a memorandum dated July, 21, 1972,
Mr., Wood was notified that he would be transferred fron Atlants, CGeorgia,
© to Washington, D.C,, effective Auvgust 14, 1972, Mr, Wood owned a resi-
(._ . dence in (entreville, Virginia, which be had Leen leasing since 1967.
On July 6, 1972, prior to being not{fied of his tranvfer, Mrv, Wood
entered an agrcenment to extend the existing lesse on this revidence for
an additional year. To acquire possession of these premises for his
owvn residential use incident to his transfer Lo Hu.iobington. Mr, Wood
paid the temants $225 to obtain a relesse from ::he rental contract.
Although the expense of tertuinating this unexpiied lease was incurred
for the purposs of obtaining a rasidence at his nev station incident to
his transfer, Mr. Wood has claimed reimbursement for the expense involved
~ under ths regulations which permit reimbursement Af expenses involved in
. breaking a leases at the employee's o0ld official oclitica, subsection 4,.2h
of 0ffice of Managemsat znt Budget Circular No. A-56, Ravised.

In regard to sn amployse's expense of settling an ﬁnupired lease
incident to his transfer, subseccion 3724a(a)(4) of title 3, United
States Code, provides for reimbursement as followst

Expenses of the sale of the rasidencu (or tha
settienent of an mexpired lcase) of the employee
at the old station and purchase of a home at the
aevw officisl station required to be paid by hin
vhin the 0ld and nev official stations ara located
uithin the United States ® A w, (Emphasis supplied,)
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The benefits authorized by that provis/on relating to the ssttlemant of
an unexpired lease are ioplemente” “1y subsention 4,.2h of Circular No, A-36
which provides in part as follows:

Settlement of an unexpired lease. Expensas incurred
for settling an unexpired lease (including month-to-month
rental) on residence quarters occupied by the employse at
the old official station may include broker's fees for
obtaining a sublease or charges for advertisiung an
wnexpired leaas, * # # (Emphasis supplied.)

I1t.4s clear that both subsection 4.2h of tha regulations and
subsection (a)(4) of the statute authorize reimbursement for the expense
of settling an unexpired leass only vhen the employee incurs such an ex-
pense in connection with vacating rented premises at his 0ld duty atation,
Ascordingly, there is no authority for reimbursing an’employes for the
axpense of terminating a lease at his new duty stetion.- B~173$73,
Octodber 1, 1971, copy enclosed. :

In view of the abova, the voucher, with attachments, is returnad
bharewith and may not be certified Zor paymant.

unc;rcly yours,
Paul G. Dambling

-- Acting Comptroller Ceneral
of tha United States
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