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DECISION

e

MATTER OF: pyight G. _Garretson -[T,ravel Expenses for Medical
Treatment o
sl @’

DIGEST: (1) "Overseas employee of. FBI/{;farmanently assigned to
Caracus, Venezuela, traveled from Caracus to his
home in Oklahoma City, Oklahoma, in order to
rece?ye medi;al treatment foF'?aZ%é%g%éB?\Epaiérgz 5&%%@%y
portion of his back. p@%ﬁgiat urids™ anid
Government Transportation Requests wes ¢ : Q¥bbch9cﬁ
to purchase employee's air transportation. Since
there was no specific statutory authorization for
payment of medical travel for overseas employees
of the FBI, Government funds may not be used to
pay for such travel.

Il oot
(2) Emptsyee may not be reimbursed for the travel
expenses incurred by his wife from Caracus to
Oklahoma City in order to be with employee since
there is no pasis for payment of employee's travel
expensesﬁ%ﬁgbevidence that spouse's absence would
: have resulted i reat personal hardship for the
: —P
[ employee, s and tZ% was not a determination. that
E76A the services of an attendant were required.

‘ 106% By letter dated January 26, 1978,(Mr. D.E. Cox, Authorized Certifying
| JQ,ED Officer, Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI), United States Department of

{fkb Justice, [Téquested 4dn advance decision concerning the payment of travel ——
expenses to obtalmmedical treatment, which were incurred by Mr. Dwight G.

b Garretson a i ife,

<

In July 1977, Mr. Garretson, an employee of the FBI assigned to the
Office of Legal Attache, American Embassy, Caracus, Venezuela, began
experiencing pain in the upper portion of his back. Upon examination the
problem was diagnosed as a ''cervical nerve compression at the level of
C-6 or C-7." Since the cause of the pain was not determined it was
recommended that Mr. Garretson undergo a myelogram examination. The
Embassy's medical staff advised against the myelogram since if it is not
perfectly performed serious consequences including paralysis could result.
At this point the legal attache in Caracus authorized the use of
appf6priated~£unds—and—eovernméﬁf’T?EEEES;EEEEEETEQEEEEEEfWo purchase
air transportation for MrT—Garretsons—travel to his home in Oklahoma City,
Oklahoma, for medical treatment,
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On July 19, 1977, Mr. Garretson traveled to Oklahoma City and was
admitted to St. Anthony's Hospital. After 1 month of traction and
physical therapy, surgery was found to be necessary and was successfully
performed on August 24, 1977. Mr. Garretson returned to Caracus in
September 1977,

While Mr. Garretson was in Oklahoma City his wife traveled from Caracus
to be with him. None of Mrs. Garretson's travel expenses have been paid by
the Government. Mr. Garretson, however, requests reimbursement of his
wife's travel expenses alleging that her presence was necessary to provide
care and assistance during the period he was undergoing daily outpatient
medical care.

Under 22 U.S.C. 1157 (1976), officers and employees of the Foreign
Service, and where required attendants, are specifically authorized to
travel at Govermment expense to obtain necessary medical treatment,
This same benefit has been extended to employees of other agencies who
are assigned to overseas duty stationmsjhowever, it has been extended
agency by agency, not as a benefit generally 'available to all overseas
Government employees. We have found nothing to indicate that the right
to Government paid travel for medical treatment has ever been extended
to FBI employees serving at foreign duty stations. In the absence of a
statutory authorization such as 22 U.S.C. 1157 there is no basis for
payment of an employee's travel expenses to obtain medical treatment.
B-168202, December 2, 1969,

There are other cases in which payment of medical travel has- been
approved. See 57 Comp. Gen. 1 (1977). However, in those cases, payment
for such travel was premised upon 5 U.S.C. 5702(b) (1976) which is as
follows:

"Under regulations prescribed under section 5707 of this
title, an employee who, while traveling on official business
away from his designated post of duty or, in the case of an
individual described under section 5703 of this title, his
home or regular place of business, becomes incapacitated by
illness or injury not due to his own misconduct, is entitled
to the per diem allowance and appropriate transportation
expenses to his designated post of duty, or home or regular
place of business, as the case may be."

As can be gleaned from the above, the present situation is not covered
under 5 U.S.C. 5702(b) since that section is concerned only with a person
who becomes incapacitated or ill while traveling away from his designated
post of duty. In the present situation Mr. Garretson became incapacitated
at his permanent duty station.
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We are unaware of any other statutory authority applicable to
overseas employees of the FBI which would authorize reimbursement of
Mr. Garretson's travel expenses for his trip to Oklahoma City to
receive medical treatment.

As stated previously, we have also been asked to render a decision
concerning reimbursement of travel expenses incurred by Mrs. Garretson,
Our Office has authorized reimbursement for the transportation expenses
of an employee's spouse where a determination had been made by the
attending physician that in order for the employee to travel the
services of an attendant were required and the travel of the wife to
join the employee or to accompany him during his travel as an attendant
was administratively authorized or approved. See B-174242, November 30,
1971; B-169917, July 30, 1970; and B-178529, June 22, 1973. In all of
these cases, payment for employees'medical travel expenses was specifically
authorized. The issue then became whether an attendant was found to be

b necfssigz/py the employee's attending physician. Neither condition is
me Te.” There is no statutory authority for the payment of
Mr. Carretson's medical travel expenses nor is there a certification
that Mrs. Garretson's presence as an attendant was medically required.
Both conditions must be met before a spouse's travel expenses may be paid.
There is no evidence in the record which tends to show that the absence of
Mrs., Garretson would have resulted in a great personal hardship to
Mr. Garretson, or that Mr. Garretson required an attendant.

—> Accordingly, Mr. Garretson's claim for his own travel expenses is
denied and, if already paid, the amount involved should be collected.
Similarly, the claim for Mrs. Garretson's expenses is also denied.
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