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ORDER

On July 10, 1986 this Board entered an order directing that
Petitioner be 1immediately reinstated with full back pay.
Petitioner was, prior to 'his termination, employed as a GS-13
Computer Specialist in the Accounting and Financial Management
Division of GAO.

On Seﬁtembér 30, 1986 the Petitioner filed a petition with
the Board charging that GAO has not complied with the Board's
orders in reinstating Petitioner to his former position;

On October 8, 1986 we reviewed the record in this proceeding
and issued an (Order to Show Cause why the Respon&ent had not’
fully complied with the terms of our Final Decision.

On October 22, 1986 the Respondent filed a response to our
Order to Show Cause. Respondent's submission was supplemented by
the affidavits of several GAQ officials te the effect that:

1. On August 31, 1986, GAO reinstated Mr. Ramey to a job 1in

the same city, at the same grade (GS5~13) and to the same



clasgsification (334, Computer Séecialist), which hé formerly
held, He has been assigned to perform work, within his
classification, 1in the Information Management and Technology
Division (IMTEC)._ His assignments have been similar to those he
had formerly been assigded in the Accounting and Financial
Management Division (AFMD). He will be assigned in the future to
assignments wherein his knowledge, skills and abilities as a GS-
334/13 Computer Specialist will be matched against job require-
ments.‘

2. In February 1984)- the group to which Mr. Ramey had
formerly been assignedrwas abolished pursuant to a reorganiza-
tion. Currently éhere are only seven computer specilialists in
AFMD and AFMD would be unable to effectively wuse any additional
334 computer specialists.

3. The February 1984 teorganization was effected in order
to improve financial managemeﬁt throughout the federal govern;
ment ,

"Based wupon the above wundisputed facts of re;ord, GAO has
demonstrated that it has_made a good-faith effort to cowply with
the Board's order of July 10, 1986.

The Petition for Enforcement of Final Decisioﬁ dated

September 30, 1986, should be and hereby is DENIED.

athan E. Kaufhan
airman for the Board

Dated: December 4, 1986



