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COMPTROLLER GENERAL. OF THE UNITED STATES
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20848
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ofgice of the Controller
(nited States Atoxic Foergy Cormissian

s pred D, 0'Berg, requeste a dovision es to reisdursemant suthorized

Foor tranaportation expenses incident to bis retorn from his ftecporary.

v station to his official ResBquarters Upoa becoaing incapecitsied -
a8 of f1liness mot dua to hic owvn misconduct.

Hs. 0'Berg, ax Atomic Foergy Cowdssion emplayee, suffered &

3 serious heart utteck ou December 1, 1965, wille an tewporery duty et
. ohland, Wezhington, and was hoapitalized in at city on thut date.
-0 Decexber 3, 1969, his wite travuled from Washington, 5. &, ®©
Mchlend to be vith aim. Mr. O'Serg wes digzcharged from the hoopitald
on Decenber 21, 1969. Upon the recomsendation of his doctor to resu-
54 perate in @ varn climsts, Mr. O'Berg, eccompanied by his wife, fyaveled
to Copta Hesa, Culifuraia, the howe of Ris daughter. They rumcined

> ere unttl Pedruary 3, 1970, vhen they to tholir residance
».‘u )h!'}'l&!ﬂ. .

ALY € .

"% Mr. 0'Serg claims the cost of tramsportetion for bis wlfe, ag an
sttendant from Weshington, D. C., to Paso, Washington (air terminal
8% teeporary station), to los Angeles end themee to Vashinmgion, D. &.
3¢ also clains edditional Ermpsportstion cost iocurred by him for

. Nrouting from Pasco 4o Bzshington, D. ¢., vio Los Angsles.

-5 Bevtlon 6.‘53,‘/5_ red Govermant PTrovel Begulations, isple-

ber Pemting 5 U, 8.2, 5702(b) ) providss that tramsportation exponsss to an
Splcyee's desiznated post of duty and per dies en route ray be cuthorired

Lyreved vhangrer the ewployee bectues indapacitated dus to fliness

injury, ot dne to Ms owa misconduct, vhile eh route to or while

duaty station priox: £o toeplotion of his tewporsry duly
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or E In the present cese, the cost of trengportation clasimed bty the

i employee for iz wife as sttendent snd the edditjons} trapsportation

cost cleimed for-rerouting have been sdninistretively mpproved. Sush
. ppprovel is based on & certilicate hy the sttending physician thay

1t ves medically mecessary thnt Me. 0"3erg be excompenied by ansthes
persss, thet sutdoar physicsl asidvity in & varmer climate would be
St pemficisl, emd that since . C'forg Lad relsatives 1v Califmrnis who
S would provide him vith & plsce io live widle be undsrtook thie gred-
5 gally Increasing progro: of physical setdvity, he encouresged him 6o
dn,”o :

I of the conclusions o y this Office jn dmcisions
127105 of April 6, 1955, and B-115T3 of Auguat 25, 1053, you
request our dacisfon om:

2 1. The propriety of the clsim for tha ¢cat of
transportation clziwed for Mre, §'Berg as sttendent for
the employee; and

"2, Te claim for additional transportation cost
incurred by the enployes dus o rersuting for the purpose
of recuperation in & wrvwer sliembe.”

. In the dexision of Avgust 25, 1953(,( ¥ held thet the statutory
provision for the return 0 hiz 58ficial ztotion of an employee who
becomes imonpactftated bscoung of {ilness,umot dug 1o ki3 oun miseon-.
- duet, vidle en route 10 ur &b a tesporary stetion, doss not authorize
Fyment of transporigtion costs for an atiendant,

ovever, upon further considaretion 1 the dectsipn of April 4,
95/ v pofuted out that the legislative histery of the statutory
-Provision shows that lte purpose wus 1o overcomg in some pessure
5 tties sod dardships arising whsh sn smployee becomes 111 or le
:Ajured vhils in & travel statas sud fs compelled to persomslly essume
; 811 expemann, fneluding subsistence and transportetion costg, In
- WAt cope the veword showed that sn abtenlont wes medicelly vequired,
®2d since the transportstion sxpense of en attendewt {emplayoee's wife)
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_ airect trevel from the terporsry eietion o the exployee's post
ned been edminiztratively spproved, we euthorized puymens of

. duty
:Cyeim. Although it di4 not so-state; thet decision hed-theeffect

fg’ overruling the esrlier deciaicn,

with respect & . OBerg's covvalescense in soutbern Californla,

would posnt out that since the purpsse of the law and regulation is
tara the employee to hia post of dady, travel by a &irect wsually
te is contemplated end cirecuitous travel at fovermeant

the purpose of reswpsration ig aot autharized,

, ¥r, O'Berg nuy be reimdursed for the transportation
“i ‘(nourred by hia for hie vife's trevel as his attendant from

IR dngton, 0. €., Rickland, Woshlngton, snd divect retuwrn. Bo
mentmrbemd&forthe edditiona)l cost incurred bty the
faployes in rerouting for the purpose of resuperation, Your gusstiols
mmswered aceprdingly.

Sincerely yours,
v
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w ZErind

Assistaat Conptroller General
of the United States
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