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COMFTROLLER GENERAL OF THE UNITED STATES

WASHINGTOH, D.C, 20548 3 , G?'q 3)

B-176875 Auwgust 27, 1973

Me, Gary A, lershdorfer
946 Spruce Street
Berkeley, California 94707

Dear lir, lershdorfers

- We refer to your letter of May 23, 1973, wherein you seek
_recoasidaeration of the denial or your clain for additional reifu-
buraenent for trnvel exponnen [incwrred ineident to your change of
official ataticn no an enﬁloyee of tha DLepartment of the Arwy,
Your clain vas denied by our Transportation end Claima Division
in ity Settlenmont Certificate of lMaxrch 20, 1973,

A roview of thae factn veported in your case showa that you
wvere transferred from Vashington, D,C,, to San Francisco,
Californin, by Iravel Ordeor lo, PC5 70-27, dated October 31, 1969,
Your orders authorized commicralel transportation fron Washinrton,
D.Cy, to Loa Anceles, Culifovndsz, ol the vae of a privetely ovmed
vehicle from Los Anpeles to San Francisco, Califernia, Your gsgency
liuited veisburaement to the constructive coat of direct air travel
fron Usshington to San Yrencizeo on C.e basis of pavanraph CE00D
of the Joirc Travel Repulations (JiR), Voelune 2, 7That sostion pro-
vides that iravel perfornad other than by the usually traveled
route rust be justificd as officially necessary., Otharwise a
parson wio travels by an indiveet route will be roiuburned hia ez~
penses only fo the ettent of the expensey that would have been
incurred inq.dent to travel by a usually travaeled route., Your
agency repores that the indivxect route traveled Ly you wes not
corsldered nccensary for official reasons.,

In your request for reconsideration you urge that (1) you
traveled directly in accordance with your orders and thus in fact
no indirect route vas involved; (2) you did not requent the route
traveled but were piven it after a decision on travel altematvives
and you were aspgurad by the Washington office of the Corps of
Engineers that the expenses would be reimburpned; and (3) the
expense3 ineident to the route traveled were justified on the
basio of a coatnsuvinu.

We undecratand that the determination as to your routa and
mode of travel was based on the fact that your wife was aeven
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months pregnant and could not travel in your private automobile
the whole distance hetween Vashington and San FPrancisco, lovevor,
you apparently wera able to have your automobile transported to
Los Angelen although you vere unable to have it tranasported to
Ban Yrancisco in the tine available, You state you were edvised
that ainco the route vritten in your travel order and travelad by
you resulted in subastantially less cost to the Government than
vould have been the cace had you driven your private autonobile
direct to your new station while your wife traveled by air, your
expenascy on the route tvaveled vould be reimbursed, Additionally
you affirn that had you known that the actual gxpenses incurred
:ould not be reirburged you would have in fact driven your auto-
mobile direct to your new duty egtation, *

It is unfortunate that nisundecrstandings developed as to your
travel entitlenent incidenr to your tranafer of duty station., The
travel froa Waszhinpton, D.C,, to Gan Francisco via comacrcial alr
to Les Anaeles and from therze to San Franclaco via private auto-
nobila 1f 4in fact an indircct route, In the asbsence of an apency
detornination that such routing vvas officlelly wecesgary the pro-
vicions of paragraph C6000, JIR, Volume 2, liwlting reimburaement
te the charges incurred by a usually traveled route apply. In that
connection we do not find any authority under vhich it would have
been uppropitiate for your anmency to nake a determination that of-
ficial necaessity required circultous travel basad upon a hypothetical
alternative vhich, 1f used, would have resulted in nore cost to the
Coverunent,

The facy %hat your orders vre written for an indivact route
is not controlling in the absence of an ogency deternination of
olficial necesedty. Even 1f the routinn in your case were considered
to be the result of an edministrative erroy it would not eatablish
a busio for naking payacnts to you based on the indirect route traveled
since, as noted above, there was ne valid agency deternination of
official necessity. See B~147614, Decemboar 28, 1961, copy enclosed.

Accordingly, the action disalloying your claim is custained.

Sincerely yours,
- Paul G, Dexblimg

For the Comptroller General
of the Unitad States
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