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»-179584 January ki, 1974

Mr, Frank A, Schorr .
Authorized Certifying Officer -
Bureau of Indian Affaire

Urited States Departuent of the Interior

P, 0, Box 8327

Albuquerque, Haw Hexico R7108

Dear Mr, Schorr!

This 1a in reply to your letter of August 24, 1973, requesting our
docision ay to ths applicability of two prior decisions of this Office,
24 Cozps Gen, 179 (1944) and 19 Cowp, CGen. 414 (1939), with regard to a
reclaim travel voucher subaitted by Mx, tugene B, Quadri, an tnplayo- of
' the Buresu of Indian Alfairs,

Hr, Quadri is claiming per diea for tha period in vhich he waa
assigned to represent the Burcau in conducting a group of lational Edu-
caticn Aosociacion ropresentatives onm a tout of the area, You state.
that a portion of tha amounta reclained by Mr., Quadri represent an over-
uight stay at the li{lton ilotel, Albuquerquan, New Mexico, and were origi-
nally disallowed on the basgis that Hr. Quadri reaides in Corrales, only
1S niles fron the hotel, Ve note hovever, from a copy of the original
travel ‘/oucher, that amounts claimed for tvo overnight stays in
Albuguerque were certified for paynest, The anounts disallowed and
reclaiced are for tiue spant in or near Santa Fe, which you state were
di{salloved because Santa Fe is Mr, Quadri's permanent duty statiom.

Reparding the clains for per diem for teimporary duty in Santa Fe
and Albuquerque, the Standardized Govarment Travel Regulatioms (SGIR),
in force and effect during the time in quertion, read in pertinent part
as followat

6,6 Per diem computation rules, &, No allowance at
peraanent duty station., UPer diem in lieu of subsistence
vill not be allowed an ewploysa either at his pernanent duty
station or at his place of abode from vhich ha commutes
dafly to his official statiom, ® & #"
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"1.,4 Afficial station—post of duty, Dcliguatcd post of
duty and official station msan one and the same, tha linits

of which will be the corporate limits of the city or town .
in wvhich the officer or smployes is statinned, but if not .°
stetioned in an incorporated city or town, the official
station is the resarvation, station, or established area,

or, in the case of large reservations, the eatablished
suddivision thereof having definits boundaries within

which the deaignated poat of duty is located."

In our decision of Octobsr 2, 1939, 19 Coaxp. Gen. Al4, 415, cited
in your subuission as B-6042, we found that there was '"no provision of
the law or SGTR precluding paynent of a per dien in limu of subsistence
to an e¢=ployea in an authorirzed travel status eicply because ha is
assigned at a place which happeus to be his home,” In this case, para-
graph 6.6(a) of SCTR, supra, does prohibit psynment of a per diem for
toxporary duty at the employes's place of abode from which he covoutes
daily to his official station, However, we find pothing in the applica~’
ble statutes and regulations which prohibits payment of a per diea simply
because an employea is ossigned to a place within 15 niles of his perma-
nent residence, Ths dotermination as to allowance of a par diem in that
case 13 vholly within the diacrationary authority of the ajency, to be
guided by the direction and caution containad in paragraph 6,3(a) of
ECTR, that:

"It ia the rvesponsivility of each department and
agency to authorize only such per diem allowsnces as ara
justified by the circunstances affectinp the travel,

Care should be exercised to prevent fixing per dien rates
in excess of thone required to meet tha necessary autho—
rixed subsistenca expenses. # # A"

Accordingly, ve have no objection to ths cur:iticnéion of those awounts
on the original voucher for per dienm at Albuquerque,

.Our decision of Septembar 4, 1944, 24 Comp, Gen, 179, cited in your

 submission as B-43793, concerned ¢ clain for per diem for tcmpoxary duty .

3 niles bayond tha boundary of Washinagton, N. C., the employea's official
station. We held' that whether or not parformanre of duty beyond the
corporate limits of the official statdon constituted a travel atatus
depended vpon the facts of ths case, Under the circumstances of that
case the cmployee was allowed per diem since the particular dutisa
sssigned were of such a nature as to render the etployes's reaturn to his
home or officinl station each day impracticable thus subjecting Lim to
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greater inconvenisnce and expsuze than tha performance of duty at his
offica.

Unlika the szployes in our decisiuvm of Septenber 4, 1944, MHr, Quadri
is reclainming per dien for duty within the corporate linivs of his parma-
pent duty staticn, Thir case falls claarly within the prohibition of
paragraph 6,6(a) of SGIR, supra, Nevaertheleas, in support of his claim,
Mr, Quadri stated on his reclain voucher that: -

"NOTR: Santa Fe is troveler'e official duty statiom, Mew-

evar, Commissioner's amsigmnent forced traveler to renmain in

the overnight lolping used by the tour group} chucafore, uva

of notel accommodations necessitated by assignment ss tour

director and not by traveler's own choosing."

In this connaction we have held that the subsistence of civilian employ-
eea &t their official duty stotiou 18 personal to such employees and in
the absence of specific authority may not Le providad at Govermment
expense regardless of any wnusual working conditions involved, B-169163,
Septecber 11, 1970, copy enclczed, and casea cited therein, Since we
find nwo specific authority for use of the Lureau's general appropriation
for tha expense incurred by Mr, Quadri in Santa Pe, Che per diem on the
reclain voucher, which is returned herewith, may tiot be certified for

payment, /

8incerely yours,

.o R.F.XELLER
Fospure Comptroller General
of the United States





