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' 'pacewber 12, 1973
Hrye Janice X, Benson i
2215 Natilda Birest - _
8t. Paul, Ninnesota 550 _ \
'

Daar Mrs, Bensont

Firther reforence is ade to your letter dated April 2k, 1973, '
requasting further consideration of your claim for refimburssment of
the cost of shipping your dsughter's household effects from San
Antonio, Texas, to Bit, Paul, Minnesota, incident to the service in
the Unitead Butu Aray of ha'r husband, Michasl J. Puts.

This matter was the subject of & uttlmt dssued by our
Transportaticn’ind Claimg Division dated March 29, 1071, wvhith -
disallowed your claim for the reason that %he enti‘blcwnt to trans-
portation of household effects at Government expenss upon a permanent
change of gtation ia the ripghti of the maber rather than ths

.dependent, and furthermore that his entiltlemant had been exhmusted

by the movement of his household goodu at (lovernment expenss fram
one apartmant to anothel' in Ban Antonio, Tews, In our decision
B-J.?‘S‘?hB. dated October ), 1971, copy cnclom\d, we affirmed the

sattlepeat of our Tranrportation and Claims Division,

The rucord shows that by Opecial Orders Nuvber 3 dated
Janiary 3, 1968, your scneinelsw, Specislist Miaheel J. Pate, vas — -
trmrerred on a paramunt change of station from Brooke Army Hedical
Centisr, Port Ham Houston, Texas, to Vievnan, On February l, 19568,
1nc1dent to this transfer. your son-in-lav exercised his entitlement
to have his dopendents and houschold effects moved at Govermment .
aexpmtas by having his farily houschold effects moved from n two-
bedroam to a oné bedromm apartment in the same building in Sen Antonio, "
Texas, at o cost to the Govermment oi' $67.

We diosllowed your cleim for rainbuument of §759.,01, the ~ .--IU
cost of ghiypping your.daughter's household goods from San Antonio,
Tectas, to Bt, Paul, Minnegota, in our prior decision, and advised :
yoa that we were unaware of any statutory authority under which a
pember's entitlement to transportation of household goods may be
reestabliched after he basc exhavcted hiec right, We further ¢aplained
that the right of transmortation of housshold effects ix that of the -
neuber rnthc.:r than tlat of the dcpendent,
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In your Iatter of Ayril @b, 1973, ycu say ttat you hind been
advised by our.0ffice that the resson you could rot he reisbursed
was that fir every wove puid for by the Govermsent incddent to a '
peormanent change of atation there has to be awoving ciders. Yom :
forwarded us a copy of the orders dated Juxuary 3, 1968, whinh %
directed Bpicinlist Pate t0 Vietnam on o wuwt. duna. of station,
on which wat subscribed in pen and inkt - . ...

o "X authorize the use of these axders by .
Mrs, Janice m\u for har xnrwul endeavory, '*
Richasl J,. Pate," . :

Consequently, S'ou. requist reconsideration of your olaim for . |
reimbizesemer.t £or the move of your daughter's hunsehold effect o
srom fan Antonic, Texas, to Bt. Paul, Ninnesota,

Under the regulations previously referred to in ouvr decision, v
a member is entitled to vnly one shipment of household goods Lfox N
vhich such oxders authorizing a permansnt change of station have -
dscued, Although jrour son-in<ldaw has apparently attempted to
authurize the use ¢f his original permansnt change of station oxrders
for the subsequent wovenent of his family's housahold goods, you wen
nisinfomed when yo\ vere andvissd by the Department of the Army ihat:
there would be no objection to revalidating his entitlement through -
yeimbursement of the cost of the first move, Af Bpeclalist Puts agree
thereto in writing. Howeverr, in our opinion, erroneous informntion
by Government personnul would not afford a legal basis to reimburase -
you for the cost of the movesent of your daughter's household goods

rn‘.n Ban Antonio, Texay, to Bt. Paul, Miunesota, ;

As Bpecdalist Pate had only ona ordered poermanent change of
station which was covered by orders dated January 3, 1968, and for .
wvhich entitlewent hos bem exhausted, there is no legal besis for . .
the allowancy of your clasim for reimbursement for the second movement
of housshold gocds,

Accordingly, tho decision af October ), 1971, sustaining the.. .
pottlament of oux Transportation and Claims Divivrion in mying your:
clain for reimbursement is affirmed.

"} Bincerely yours,

! ’

r the\ Canptroller Genoral
of the United fitaten





