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« MATTER OF: gRental of Limousine to ake Wit s to Adminis-
trative HearingJ

DIGEST: Agency with express authority to expend appropri-
ation for hire of passenger motor vehicles may
rent chauffeured limousine to transport witness
from airport to hearing and back, although other
means of transport may have been less costly.
Statute which authorizes agency to pay witnesses

- whom it summons "the same wit[Ass and mileage fees
as are paid to witnesses in tlhe courts of the
United States," does not preclude providing trans-
portation by means other than reimbursing witness..

The Director, Budget and Finance, EqualLEmployment Oppor-
V-d tunity Commission (EEOC), requests a decision on whether the qD

EEOC may use appropriated funds to pay for a limousine rented to
transport a witness to an agency hearing. Although the matter
was submitted in the posture of- a claim by the contractor, this
is essentially a request for an advance decision-on-whether the
contractor's invoice can properly be paid. Our opinion is that
the EEOC may make payment.

The EEOC was conducting hearings at one of its regional
offices. A United States Senator was to be a witness. The Office
of Policy Implementation of the EEOC arranged for the rental of
a chauffeured limousine from Academy Limousine, Inc., to trans-
port the Senator from the airport to the hearing site, where it
was to wait and then take the Senator back to the airport. A~ca-

Q demy Limousine, Inc., has billed the EEOC in the amount of $157.50
for the rental of the limousine, including to charges-, and a
"gratuity," presumably paid to the chauffeuri-> 

Section 628 of title 31, United States Code (1976), p:ohibits
an agency from using appropriated funds for any purpose except
those for which the funds are appropriated. We have held, however,
that funds appropriated for a particular purpose are also avail-
able for other expenses which are necessary to execute that purpose.
50 Comp. Gen. 534 (1971); see also 56 Comp. Gen. 111 (1976). The
question, therefore, becomes whether the rental of a limousine
was a necessary expense of the agency.
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/The EEOC has authority "to pay witnesses who are summoned
before the Commission the same witness and mileage fees as are
paid to witnesses in the courts of the United States.2 42 U.S.C.
§-2000e-4(g)(2) (1976). In this case, however, the agency has eAOIA-,

¢h~s to provide transportation for the witness, rather than
to reimburse the witness for his expenses.Stld not clear whether
this witness was summoned; if not, 42 U.S.C. § 2000e-4(g). would
not apply, but implied authority exists, in the absence of a
specific statute, for agencies to. use their appropriations to
pay for travel of Government witnesses to hearings. See 48 Comp..
Gen. 110 (1968); 50 Comp. Gen.. 811 (1971).-

In general, appropriations are not available'for the purchase
or hire of passenger motor vehicles unless specifically authorized
by the appropriation concerned or other law. 31"U.S.C.. 9 638a(a)
(1976). However, EEOC, in the fiscal year 1978 appropriation here
involved, has express authority- to expend its funds for necessary
expenses "including hire of-passenger motor vehicles." Pub. L.
No. 95-86, 91 Stat. 437.

In this case, therefore, the EEOC may provide transportation
for a witness whose appearance it finds necessary at its proceedings,
and may do so through the hire of passenger- motor vehicles. Ob-
viously, the EEOC could have arranged to transport this witness by
some means other than a.limousine (for example by taxi), at
substantially lower cost, presumably without any sacrifice of ef-
ficiency. However, the contract for transportation by limousine
cannot be said to have been unauthorized and the contractor has
evidently performed satisfactorily. The invoice may be paid.
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