COMPTROLLER GENERAL OF THE UNITED STATES
WASHINGTON 25

June 16, 1959

Fr. Jogeph E. Cadell
Authorized Certifying Officer
Haritize Administration

5T

Inited States Departoent of Comeres

Your letter of April 30, 1059, file k23, requests cwr decision
three items on the enclesged voucher in favor of M.

2

s an employee of the Haritime Adwinistration, may be certifisd
paypent. The voucher in the total amownt of $1,L441.48 represents

for p

his clainm for travel szpensges inewred for travel performed under

7 %, o 2 wl g " e & & % & . R}
Travel Order Ho. 80-1k1, dated August 21, 1958, incident to his change
of official station from Hewport Yews, Virginia, %o 3an Francisco,
Califorvis,

The erployee was authorized to trawel by privately owned aubo-
mobile at 10 cents per mile it having been determined that such means
would be more advanbageous to the Covermment. The thwes items uoon
which owr deciszion is requested are as follows:

{1} Ia ur, anbitled to per dlen i
the period of interrupbted itravel cccasionsd by the
break down and repair of his sutanmcbile? (2 days @
312,00 per day}.

#(2} Is he entitled to taxi fares ($7.20) from
mobel Lo cbbain meals and rebwrn during peviocd of
repairing aubomobile?

(3} Hr. clainms relsbursement for 3200
rdles, vhersas the Rand Hcally Standard Highway Nileage
Guide shows 2993 miles from Hewpart Hews, Va. to San
hé Il "‘;%«;? AL B4

e

b4 e
FEE iﬁ&?x{f}%, LIl W W

A SR K 5, o
% % % # =

Lfaet

a subsbantial deviabion as stated in the travel regulatiocns??

"lees your office consider the ewcess of 207 niles
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3eection 3 of the ! a?@f. m&@% Aet of a.fng g8 %mag 5
U.5.C. 836, a&mwiﬁ% payment of a per diem in lieu of subsistence
o &i‘:&%&i} officers and @@l@g@&% only fwhile %'?am&z}” on official
business and awsy from their designated posts of duby.? In construing
the same words as used in the Subsistence Expense Act of 1926, as
amended, we z3id in our deeclision 20 Comp. (en. 120 that the per diem

“allewance autherised by that aet is a compmbation payment in lien of

actual oxpenses for travel for the CGovermment and is limited by the
act strictly to pericds the officer or employee 1z engaged on official

bvusiness as distinguished from periocds spent on wnofficial or private

business or any pericds of delayed or interrupted travel not due to
canges inﬁié%ﬁ% to or inhereant in the official duty to be wfa@%é,
We Dwrther said that the break-dosn or failure in the operation of a
privately ouned aubomobile in %ﬁzic.a an employes is itrzveling on of-
fisial business under proper orders algarzy must be classed as a
mabber personal to the amloye afzé not ineident Lo his offiecial duby.
Zinece the words "while traveling on official business and away from
their designated posts of duty® as used in secbion 3 of the Travel
Expenge Act of 1949 are identical to those ussed in the Subsisbtence
Expense Act of 19286, our decision 20 Comp. Gen, 120 would apply to
the fzcts in his cagse. Therefore, the employee is nob endiiled %o
per diem for the periocd his travel was inmterrupbed by the break-down
and repair of his automobile.

The second itemm-baxi Tares from zobel to oblalin meals and return
during peried aubtomobile was undergoing r&a?aﬁr%wm be classed as
o ysm&iﬁ. to the employee and not inecident to his official duby. For
this reason he may not be reimbursed for the cost of this ﬁs%‘

The third item is covered by section 3.5b{1) of the Standardized
Goverament Travel Regulations which provides in perbtinent part as
follows:

"% % % Vhen bransportation is auvthorized or
approved by privately cwned motorcycles or aubo-
mobiles, distances bebtween points itraveled shall
be as shown in sbandard highway mileage suides
or by speedometer readings. Any substantial
deviations from distances shown in the shandard
highway mileage guides shall be explained., # # 29

The only explanation furnished by i, conceraing the
ceviation Irom the distances shown in the standard highway mileage
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guldes iz that his itinerary a3 shown on his azpense voucher was
zmade by the AfA, This sxplapabion does nob appear to show ths
official necegsity or furnish an zccspbable reason to justify the
opger cistance cislimed, and, therefore, on the present racord
this item may nobt be allowed. 1If the 444 will submid sabisfactoary
reasons for its routing, the matter wmay be further considered
aduinistratively.

The voucher is rebtuwrned herewith, however, the three items in
guestion may nob be certified for payment upon the basis of the
nresent record,

In reply to yowr last question, we have no rule {ixing any
partieular distance as an aubhorized deviablon, sach case in that
rogard belng for decision wpen a1l of the fachs.
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Sincerely yours,

JOSEPH CAMPBELL

Comptroller Ceneral
of the United 3iabes



