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. July 13, 1973

Mrs, Jila B, Hannebrink
Authorigzed Certifving Offieer
Pivision of Prorram and
Financial Man~/ement
Denver Service Center, Building 50
Bureau of Land }anecement _
United States Devartaent of the Interior
Denver, Colorado 80225

Deax Mra, Hannebrink)

Ve refer to your letter (£ May 18, 1973, concerning your
request for a decision as tn whether an additional amount of
$499,80 may be certified for yaynent to a contractor who come
pleted work under construction contract No, 20010-Ci13-3,
awarded on O:toter 18, 1972, by the Bureau of Land lManagement,

Lokeview, Oregon.

Fursuant to Section 302 fc) (3) of the Federal Property and
Administrative Eervices Act (41 VU,B,%., 252(c)(3)), the state
director, Oregon, redelegated his prosurexent suthority to the
Aistrict ranageras within his area of operation to exter into
contracts for supoiies and services nmot to cxesed $2,500 per
transaction, and for construction not to exceed $2,000 per
trangaction,

The invit:tion ismued on October 3, 1972, for a construction
contrect was envitled “"Fence Construction and Maiatenance for the
Lokevicw, Orepon, District,' Since there was some service (main-
tenance) involved in the vordk, the district ranager considered his
spending authorization to be £2,5%0 for the contrast., Therefore,
avard was mace to David W, Willlans for $2,100, hut payment has
only been allowed for $2,000,

The construction contract bid schedule steted that the
quantity of work was "cstimated" and reguested prices for desig-
pated {tems for the purpose of "ndjusting the contract prite in
the even: or additicons to the estinat:Q nunber as indicated on
the speoificuntion supplement # # #," In this regard, the

s OUY(Q



B-178709

ocoutractor claimed $399,80 for additional wurl: over the cantract
price to complete the fence construction,

Fivaa the yecord 4t is clear that this was a construction con-
traot and that the distrint manager exceeded his authority in
making an avard in an amount greater than the £2,000 spending limi-
tation, However, our Office has permitted pawent in sinilayr situa-
tiona for unauthorized work and services received on a muantum
valebat or auentum merit basis if the Government received a Derefit
thereirom and the veriormance of unauthorized work or services was
ratified by the cognizant'contracting officicls, Sece 37 Cozm, Gen,
330 (1957); 38 id, 368 (1958), The record discloses that the Chief,
Branch of Procurcment, Portland Service Center, has agreed to ra.t:lfy
the additional vayment ror the contract if our OfYice approves the
instant request,

Bince it appeers that the work was satisfactorily pnerformed by
the contractor in good faith, which resulted in substantial benefit
to the Governmeat, the cla:!.m mny be elloved in the azmowt of $499,80,
as administrativoly recommesaded, A copy of thils decision should be
attached to the voucler on which payment is rade,

Bincerely yours,

'
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Paul G. Dezbling

"Heling Cocmtroller General
of the United Stutes





