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{Goverameant Bot Responsible for Cost 0f Ohesed Accoamodations
Which Were Mot Canceled) B+192804. Cecenher 18, 1578. 3 pp. .

Decision re: Richard E. Cuaminghanm; Dby lohi:t | l.ll‘t, Deputy
Compt~oller Ge.eral.

Contact: Office of the Generzl Counsel: PMeisondel lav Batters
II..

Organization Ccncerned: Nuclear Regulatory Cosaisaion.

Authority: 5 U.S.C. 5702. 51 Comp., Gen. 453. &1 Comp. Gen, 780,
B-181266  (1974). F.T.R. (PPEAR 101-7),

A decision vas requested regardizg the propriety of
reinbursing an eaployee for the cost of hotsl accosncdations
which he failed to cancel when travel plans were changed. The
Government is not responsible for the cost of the umluhtiou
since tha employee was timely advised to camcel the \
ressrvations, and there vas Do costractual agreeaent betseen the
Governgent &nd the hotel, Also, the esgloyee may not be
reimbursed for additional travel expenses he charged, (V)

I



Pbk("-l" '}
.ﬁ \L .. ﬂ
YHE COMPTROLLERN ﬂ.NlﬂAL
OF *HE UNITED ATAYTES

WABKMINGTOMN, D.C. aoan.qcﬂaq

ODECISION

MiLE: B-102804 DATE: Decenber 18, 1978
MATY'ER OF: Mr, Richard E. Cunningham

DIeEsT: .Where a Litel room is reserved by agency
Jpersonnel for use of civilian employee traveling
on official business from the United States to
Sslzburg, Austria, but where such personnel
fail to cancel part of that reservation when
tirnely advised to do so, and the civilian employee
‘'was required to pay for the uncancelled days in
the absence of a valid contractual agreement be-
tween Government and hotel, the Government is
not responsible for cost of the unused room nor
may; the employee be reimbursed for expenses
charged and paid for by him in addition tn travel

.per diem he has received.

» This action 18 in responae ts a letter dated August 31, 1978, with
enclosures, from the Director, Diviaion of Accounting, Umted States
Nuclear Regulatory Commission, requesting a decision as to the
propriety of making paywment on a vouéner in the amount of $103. 40,
in favor of Mr. Richard E, Cunningham, an employee of the
Commission, representing reimbursement for the cost of hotel
accommodations which were not cancelled wheu travel plans .rere
changed.

" The encloa\.rea with the submisaion state that the employee wa3s
initially scheduled to perform travel to ,.-alzburg, Austria, and Paris,
France, on official Government. business during the period April 30,
1977, to May 17, 1977.,. The stated purpose was to present a’'paper
At '} cont‘erence‘in Salzburg and attend a meeting in Paris., In
preparatxon for this travel, the’ employee's hotel reaewations in

‘Salzburg wére;made through elements of the Energy Reseatch and

Development Administration (ERDA), the United States liaison group
at the conference responsible for accommodations for the United
States delegation.

It 18 reported that"due to the press of b{;aujxess at the office, the
employee had tn cancei the firstwéek of official travel and on
April 26 ERDA was notified of the change-in travel plans. This
message, however, was not transmitted by ERDA to their repre-
sentative at the conference., When the employee did attend, he was
charged 3 additional days lodging by the hotel.
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That portion of hia travel voucher that re;lreunts payment by him
for this charge was administratively disallowed. The basis for that
disallowa~:e was that the only recognized exception to the general
rule that reaponsibility for making Jodging reservations is on the
traveler is when the Government coutracts with a hotel and fails to
cancel within a reasonable time, citing to decision B-181286, Decem-~
ber 5, 1874, .

In response to that diaallowance, efforts were apparently madt. to
establish that ERDA had in fact contrncted with the hotel for a block
of rooms for attendees at the conference, . Howover, it was reported
beceuse of ERDA's absorption by the Departinent of Energy subse-
quent to the conference that various persons who'performed the
laison dutiep at the cOnference had scattered. However, we have
been’ rec.entlx advised that the hotel records indicate that there was

7.0 contract with the hotel for a block of rooma and that the accommo-

dations reserved for Mr. Cunningham had been individually made
for him through the Ameri<an imbasasy.

Section 5702:of title 5,  United States Codle, authorizes reimburse-
ment of subsistehcve expenses of civilian eraployees incurred in the
performance of official travel away from their post of duty or busi-
ness in the form of per aiem allowances, The implﬂmenting regnla-
tions, Federal Travel Regulations (FPMR 101~7, May 1973,' as
amended), provides in paragraph i-7.1,b. that'the cost o/ accommo-
dations is considered to be an expense included in the per diem
allowance,

e have held that Where the Govern"nent contracts for hétel
aci:cmmodations but fails'to cancel thoae accommodatmns within a
reasonable time prior to the requested date thereby effectively
preventing their use by others, the Governmrnt will be liable t. pay
for the rooms, 51 Comp. Gen. 453 (1972); 4l Comp. Gen. 780 (1962).

1n B-1812686, sugra. we held that where there is' ao contract
between the Government and the hotel for a block 'of rooms, but,
rathér involves a single reservation made on behalf of an nmployee
traveler by agency jjersonnel, the principle of 41 Comnp. Gen. 780
was not for application and the Government ig8 not obligated to pay
for ihe unused reservation.

* The situation in the present ca:*:e, like that involved in B-181268,
supra, relates to & reservation .nade by agency personnel for an
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individual <ind their fullure to cancel on his behalf upon timely notice

to do so. Therefore, the Government'is not obligated to pay directly
for the unused room, Fl.‘rther. the employee has been reimbursed
for his travel costs in the form of travel per diem @8 authorized by
law and regulation. There is no authority to authorize additional
payments to him on account of the travel performed. _

Accordingly, payment may not be miide on the voucher,

D.put Comntmuagce‘r’:;?ﬂ
of the! Unitzd States






