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MATTER OF: §, A, Calabress - Travel %x;ensec While
on Laave

DIGEST: Agency halfeves thet 1t would be unreasonable
for employsa to asruma ¢xpenses of returning
to his permanent ‘duty astatica via a temporary
duty station after his sinual leave was
interrupted by divrections that he testify
before a Fuder:l diserfiet court, Such
expenses may not dbe allowed since purposc
of eaployss's vacation was in larpge part
accomplished sud vacation was interrupted
ouly a day bafore it would hava othorwise
ended,

This action is in response to a reaquest froa Fred L. Hayes,
8 certifying officer of the National Park fervic., Daperstmeat of
the Interior, received in our Offire on March 1%, 1976, concerning
the propriety of certifying for payment a travel vouchar subuitted
by Dr. F, A. Calabrese. The travel vouchor covers expsnsocs
Dr, Calabrese incurred while traveling from Waterbury, Connectlcut,
wvhars he vas on annual leave, o 2{1lingw, Moatana, snd then v
Lincoln, Nebranka, his perusnent duty station.

The circuastances su:rm:nding Dr. Calabrene's travel as
ratorted in the National Park:Sorvice subminsion letter are as
follovs. Dr. Calabrese deparied Lincoln, Nebrasks, for
Waterbury, Connecticut, on December 24, 1975, on annual leave
and hzd arrangsd to be oa annual leave throush Dacember 29, 1975,
While en route to Waterbury he raceived notificstion at St, Loutis,
Missours, thst he was to testify bafore a FPederal district court
in Billings, Montana, oo December 29, 1975. Dr. Calsbresa left
Waterbury on December 2B, arrivad in B{llings on Dacenber 29,
and returned to Lincoin on Decsmber 30. The trip to Watzrbury
vas in large part planned so that Dr, Calsbress could attend the
wvedding end reception of a mexber of his immediats family, Sut
it war nocessary for him to luave for Billings befors the reception
had ended. Upon hig return to Lincoln Dr, Calabrese submitted a
voucher in the amoumt of $92.50 for certain travel expenses, which
hed not heea covered by Government transportation requeasts, aad
fo: applicsble per diem,
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In ths present cane, the wost significeant purpose of
Dr. Calabrese's trip was to attend a wedding and racaption.
The record showe that Dr, Callabrese was sbla Lo attend tl
wedding cerenony and part of the reception., In addition, his
tctal vacation time was shortened Ly only a day,

Another factor which ailitates aguinat a finding for
Dr. Calabrese is that, although the circunstances requiring him

to travel to Billings wers urgeat, they ware not entirely unfore—

seen. Ha received notification that he would be required to
testifv bafore he reaached his leave poiat und could have mada
the decision at that time not to travel to Comneacticut,

Tc the circumstances, wa hold that the goneral rule s fox
application, Thuas, Dr. Calibress is entitled only to the extrs
costs attributable to thu tewporary duty at Billings.

Wo suggest that the agency consider promulgating an
appropriace regulation applizable to its saployees to ensure
uniformity of appiication,

The voucher, which s returned, may not be certified for
payment, Uecauee part of Dr. Calabrese's trave) was by Govem-—
ment tranzportation requests, collection should ba made oi tlat
portion attributabla to the expense Dr. Calabrese would have
otharwise incurred {n returning from Watarbury to Lincoln,

R.¥.KELLER

Deputy  Compirolisr General
v. .he United States
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