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COMPTROLLER GENERAL OF THE UNITED STATES

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20548 W

JuL 14 1978

honorable Warren G. Magnuson
rman, Conmittee on Commerce,
‘«{snce and Transportation

-ed States Senate

Scnator Magnuson:

. Further reference 1s made to your letter of Ma ,
- enclosures, on behalf of your constituent,
ederal employee's entitlements while traveling in a privately
”d vehicle (pov).
. questions the guidance given him in a memorandum
ti:lad "Authorized U.S. Government Travel” dated March 23, 1978,
rom Jerry L. Rkberg, Assistant Supervisor of Education (no agency
ed). There are two points made in the memorandum. The first
hat when an employee has been authorized use of POV when
sveling, employees riding along with him as passengers are not
itled to a mileage payment. This 18 a correct statement as the
deral Travel Regulations (FPMR 101-7), which provide for the reim-

rsement of travel expenses to employees, and which ha;g,xhe force
cffcct of law, Specifically state at paragraph 1-4.5:

V"Hnre than one person in conveyance. Mileage shall
~be payable to only one of two or more employees

~ traveling together on the game trip and in the same
eonveyance, but no deduction shall be made from the

- mileage otherwise payable to the employee eatitled

- thereto by reason of the fact that other passengers
(wvhether or not Government employees) may travel with
“him and contribute to defrayin5 the operating

~expenses. k ok &

The rationale for the above regulation is that the allowance of
ileage to one employee completely satisfies the Government's obli-
gation to pay for the transportation involved. 7-162162¢ August 28,
967; 32 Comp. Gen. 550F(1953), coples enclosed.

’The second point made in the memorandum in question is to the
fect that "# * # (2) individuals from the same agency, traveling
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- A portion of paragraph 1-2.2b" amd all of paragraph 1-2.2¢(1)Vof
the FTRs are cited in apparent support of that statement and are
quoted as follows:

"b. Selecting wethod of transportation to be
used. Travel on official business shall be by the
mathod of transportation which will result in the
greatest advantage to the Government, cost and other
factors considered. In selecting a particular method
of transportation to be used, consideration shall be
given to energy conservation and to the total cost
to the Govermment, including costs of per diem,
overtime, lost work time, and actual transportation
costa., * * *

] * * ] *

it

c. Presumptions as to most advantaggoua
rethod of tramspertation.

(1) Common carrier. Since travel by
common carrier (air, rail, or bus) will generally
regult in the most efficient use of energy resources
and in the least costly and most expeditious perform-
ance of travel, this method shall be used whenaver it
is reasonably available. Other methods of transpor-
tation may be authorized aa advantageous only when
the use of common carrier transportation would
seriously interfere with the performasnce of official
business or impose an undue hardship upon the trav-
eler, or when the total cost by common carrier would
exceed the cost by some other method of tramsportation.
The determination that another method of transporta-
tion would be more advantageous to the Government
than common carrier transportation shall not be made
on the basis of personal preference or minor incon-
,?‘nitnce to the traveler resulting from common
carrier scheduling.”

: daes not follow from the above-cited regulatioms that
Jees can be required to travel as passengers in another

"o the same dastination, must,/use the same private vehicle.* # #"
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exployee's POV. The above-cited regulations which give guidelines
g8 to what mode of transportation may be selected as being the

most advantageous to the Government, do not presume to require that
employees must travel in another's automobile. Rather, we have
hald that an agency caunot require two or more employees to travel
togetirer in the private automobile of of the employees on
permanent-duty travel. 53 Comp. Gen., 67/(1973). There would be

no reagon not to apply the latter rule also to employees on
temporary-duty travel. We note, however, that if use of POV is
determined to he advantageous to the Government because passengers
will be transported in the POV, thus saving the Government trans~
portation costs, an employee who then does not carry the passengers
might not receive the total sum fgr mileage to which he would
otherwise be entitled., B~1315224 June 3, 1957, copy enclosed.

Accordingly, as to the guldance given in the subject memorandum,
the first point is correct and the second point is not. We trust
this assists you in responding to your comnstituent., We have returned
your enclosures as requested.

Sincerely yours,

R.F.XKELLER

Deputy Comptroller Genersl
of the United States

Enclosures e R
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