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Decision re: Theodore P. Herrera; by Robert ?. Keller, Deputy
Comptroller General.

Issue Aiea: Personne]l Nanagement ané Coepensaticn: Coupensation
(305} .

Contact: Office of the General Couvnsel: Civilian Personnel.

Budget Function: Ganeral Govermaent: Central Persoanel
Nanagement (805).

Organizaticn Concerned: Dapartment of the Interior.

Authority: 5 0.5.C. £702. E-173978 (1871). B~t€7020 {1969).
B~ 185826 (1976) . P.T.R. (FPHER 101-7), para. 7. Bornhoft v,
United States, 137 Ct. Cl. 134, 136 (1956).

Anne C. Hansen, Authorized Certifying Officer,
Department of the Interior, reguested a decisicn on a recliias
voucher for expenses incurred while esplcyee vas in training
course. Taxicab far¢s incurred iun otder to use laundry
facilities and obtiin additiconsl sobsistence iteas veare not
reimbursable, since the per diea alloved was ccusidered adequate
and reasonable. (DJB})
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JOF THE UNITED STATRS

‘3; THE COMPTAOLLER GENERAL
s/ wasHINBGTON, D.C. 20848

Q. 7l
FILE: B-137976 DATE: jpr1) 11, 1977
MATTER OF: Theodoce P, Herrera - Taxicab fares
OIGEST: Reclaim voucher for texicab fares incurred

by trainee Juring training course in order

to use laundry facilitles and obtain inei-
dental subsistence items may not bc certified
for payment since per diem was provided during
training perind in order to cover these typas
of incidental expenses, See FTR. para. 1l-7.lb.

This action i3 in response to a vequest dated November 26,
1976, from Ms. Anna C, {lansen, Authorized Certifying Officer,
United States Department of the Intevior, for a decision on the
propriety of certifying for payment a reclaim voucher submirted
by Mr. Theodore P, Herrera, a Mine Inspector 1raince, for expenses
which he incurred while ativending a training course,

Mr. Herrera was authorized travel fiom Bellevue, Washington,
to Beckley, West Virjinis, and return from August 2, 1976, to
August 27, 1976, in order to attend a Mine Inspector training
course at the Nationel Mine Health and Safety Academy. Mr. lHerrera
was authovized per diem in lieu of actual subsistence in ac- .
cordance with Federal Travel Regulations (FPMR 101-7) para. 1-7
(May 1973). Since menls and lodging were provided at tha Acadomy,
Mr, Herrera was authorized 2 days per diem at $33 per day subject
to the sliding scale principle and 24 days per diem at $2.80 per
day when meals and lodging were provided. Mr. Herrera has been
reimbursed for travel and subsistence in the amnount of $120 which
included 14 days per diem at $14 and 24 days at $2.80 per day.

Mr. Herrera's claim in the amount of $48 for taxicab fares with
tips for trips from th: Academy to the city of Beckley in ordar to
secure subsiscence itens and use laundry facilities was disallowed
since the $2.80 per diem was provided to cover such miscelianeous
expenses. Mr. Herrera has filed a reclaim vouchec for the $48
which was disallowed, .

.The general statrtory authority for per diem aliowance is
5 U.5.C. § 5702 (1970) and provides in substance that while traveling
on official business away from his designated post of duty an
employee is entitled to a per diem allowance as prescribed by the
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agency concerned., Thc purpose of per dJdies. has been recognized as
providing a subsistence allowance to ra2imburse a traveler for |
eating in hotels and restaurants and to cover extra expenses

incident to travellng, B-173978, October 12, 1971, See I
Bornhoft v. United States, 137 Ct. Cl, 134, 136 (1956). According =
to FTR para. 1-7.1b, the per diem in lieu of subsistence cxpenses

includes, among others, charges for laundry, cleaning, and prassing

of clothes, and rranspgortation betw:..... places of lodging and

places where meals are taken,

Although laundey facilities were not available for the first
two weeks of Mr. Herrera's stay at the Academy, the ageacy con-
sidered $2.80 per day to be a rcasonible amount to cover incidental
expenses such as laundry during a two week period for one person
when meals and lodging are furnished at no cost. With regard to
the subsistence items which were obtained in the city, we have
held that a traveler's expenditures for newspapers, candy, pop,
and coffece and rolls not consumed a3 a part of a regular wmeal are !
not necessary expenses of subsistence. B-167820, October 7, 1969,
We have alsu held that a traveler’s expenditures for snacks,
however habitual and documented, are nou. «~cessary expenses of
subsistence, and therefore may not be rcimbi.rsed. $-1°5826, |
May 28, 1976. Although thege cases deal with reimbursement for .
actual subsistence expenses, they are instructive in determining
what constitutes a reasonable per diem. Whilc the recerd does .
not indicate what subslistence items were obtained during
Mr. Herrera's trips to the city, sinee mcals and lodging were :
provided at the Academy, the agency concluded that $2,80 per !
diem was a reasonable amount to cover other necessary subsistence g
items and any transportatisn necessary to obtain those items, '

—— -

Accordingly, the rcclaim voucher may not be certififed for
payment,

&I/«_
Deputy Comptroller Generul
of the United States ]






