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OF THE UNITED BTATES
WABIHINGTON, D.C. 208540
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pECISION ({500

FlIlLE: B-191939 . DATE: Oczober 25, 1978

MATTER OF: ir, Eduard J. Fox - Valet Service Fee

DIGEBT: An employee may be reimbursed & valet service feec
which he incurred in order to obtain the lowest
cost parking at air terminal incident cto official
travel as it is considered an integral part of
the parking fee cost reimbursable by th: Govern-
ment in accordance with FTR 1-4.2¢c(3).

This decision reaponds to a- request for an advance decision from the
Chief of Finance and: Accounting, National Security Agency, Central Security
Service, concerning reimbursement to Mr. Edward J. Fox of a valet service
fee paid for parking.a privately owned vehicle at a common carrier terminal
incident to temporary duty travel by,;irplane. The request was submitted oy
the Per Diem, Travel and Transportation Allowance Committee, PDTATAC Control

NO. ?8"51 . .

o Mv. Fox incurred a valet service fee of $1.75 on March 27, 1976, for
pa"king his privately ownpd niotor veﬂicle 4 days at the Baltimore-Washington
Inturnational Airport long-térm parking lot while he traveled on official
business. On the long-term lot pariking is by valet service with the park-
ing charge itemized separately rom the valet service. fee, which is to
compensate Por parking the traveler's vinicle and dr*ving the traveler to
and Trom thi' terminal building and uhc Jot. When thevalet servtce fee is
added to the lOng-term parking lot charge and parking is 4 days or more,
such ac in Mr. Fox's case, the total cost,is léss than parking for the same
period in the lots designated for either daily or hourly parking rates.
Parking in the long-term lot is not permitted withcut the valet service
and fee.

Paragraph 1—4 2¢(3) of tﬁe Fedeval Travel Reeulations (FPVR 101-7,
May 1973)(FTR) authorizes a fee for parking a privately owned aUtOMOJile
at a comnmon carrier termihal or ofher parking area whiie the trave1=r is
way from his official station. We. believe the valet service and fee at
the long-term lot at Baltimore-washington fiternational Airport is int-

- grally related to parking contemplated by, this regulation, since they are

necessary to obtain the lowest cost parking at a savinps to the Government.
Therefore the employee may be reimbursed the cost of the valet Bervice as
an integral part of the parking fee subject to the limitation prescribed
in para. 1-4.2c(3) of the FTR.
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