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WASHINGTON, D-l."-; 0848

COM TROLLER GENERAL OF THE UNITED STATES | Q’
3074
3-177562 MAY 21 1973

Lisutanant Colonal Roy E, Wratislaw, ¥C
¥inance and Accounting Officer
Bevdquarters III Corps and Yort Hood
Dipartment of the Arwy

Yort Houd, Taxas 76544
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Dear Colonal Wratislawt P

This refers to your letter of October 6, 1972, refarence ALBBCT-FI-A,
forwvarded herec by the Fer Diem, Travel and Tranaportstion Allowanca Com~
mittes (PDTATAC Contrcl No. 72-~59) reqursting -an advanca dacision on tha
legality »f reintursing Hr. Burt R. Iravis, a civilisn employes of the
Departnent of the Army, for usa of his privately ocwned sutomobile for
round~-trip travel betwsan Fort llood, Toxas, ard the sirport at Austin,
Texas, inci{dent to the perfornance of “emporary duty in Washington, .
D, C., during tha period Auxust 7, 1972, through August 9, 1972,

Mr, Travis' voucher which you enclosed states a clxim for reizburse-
want for mileage at 11 cents per mile for 124 xiles ($13.64) representing
his round-trip mileage batwasen Port Hood and Austin, Texas, plus a park~
ing fee of £3,75 incurrad at the Austin Alrport during his absence on
temporary dvey, (The wvoucher also states claim for rental of an automo—
b{ia in Washington and for per diem, about which no question is raised.)

It is not entirely clear from the submission whethor the transporta-

: s tion officer javolved in tha exercise of his authority under paragrapa’ |

/ C10200-1, JIP., regards travel as performed by Mr. Travis as travel via a

S usually traveied or dircct route, or, whether he has datermined that .
such travel was via an indirect route for the convenience of tha traveler,
If the lattes determination hias been made reinbursement would bs proper |
on & constructive basis under paragraph C6000, JIR, and saction 2.5, i T
Office of Management and Budget Circular Ho. A-7. J
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Under the rules appliceble to constructive cost determinations £t
appears that Hr, Travis would be entitled to the full mileage claimad
12, us indicated in the travel cost comparison included with the sub-
mission, the cost of indirect travel vac less than the cost of travel

i
B

\ f’: ‘ )
. . ! Jl + ] .
e O ( Coo D SV R
o n, ¢ ‘\t U 1) ,‘tr‘)q" it | i ‘nz." v 'l) ‘ e .'.‘ \'““1 (

IS 09/723

- ‘ '



+4q '*’

177562

by the uluslly traveled route., Regarding reimbursesen: for the purking
for weo note that paragraph C10157-2b, JIR, precludes the reimbursemsut
of such fees when the employee is entitled to reimbursement on a con-
structive cost basis,

The designation of usually traveled routes and modes of travel is
primarily the responsibility of the agency councerned undar section 2.2
of Cirzular No, A-7. The provisions of parsgraph C6001, JTR, implement
that regulacion wdthin the Departaent of Defense, )

In view of all ¢he consideratious affacting the designation of
ususlly traveled routes and the choice of modes of transportation-as
identified in the cited regulatious it appears that the salection made
by Hr,*‘Travis may have been of greatest advantage to the GCovernment and
that travel by that route should be counsidered travel by a usually
travaled route. If respounsible officials in the Department concur 4n
that view and thus consider traval by automobile to Austin and thence to

‘Washington by air a usually traveled route, reimburdement would be allow-

2ble as claimed for wileage between Fort llood and Austin and for the
parking fee incurred at the Austin airport in accordsnce with paragraph
C10157-1, JIR, based upon mixed modes of trsnsportation for the travel
in question,

b.2c of Clrcular Ro, A~7, under vhich (mployees may be reimburased nile-
age and parking fees for travel to commom carrier terminals in lieu of

A}

reizbursewent of taxi fares, it doas mot appear that the Austin airport .

"would ba considered a terminn]l serving Fort Hood since there are common

carrier terminals wmuch nearer to that instaliation, In tha sircumuatances
travel from Fort linod to Austin would be considered one lez of the
authorized travel rather than travel to a terminal, Ve do not view the
regulations concerning travel to terrminals as ‘applicable to travel
betwveen the point of origin &and a distant terwminal vwhich serves an area
other than the point of origin,

The voucher which 1is returned herewith together with supporting
papers is for handling in accordance with the above based upon an
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Concerning the npplicability of paragraph C10153, JIR, and section -
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appropriate deteruination of the usually traveled routs or routes betwesn
Yoxt Hood and Washiugtou, D. C.

S8incersly youvs,

E‘._ul__c . Dombl:lng

Yor the!
or the. Comptroller Genaval

of the United States

‘-—-b.





