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}  Dear Sir: . ' Opinion K

S ; " Re: employees

[ : Zpenses la-
O t & regaon-
I : | ] .
ol I IOur opinion requeft , Teads

3 o : _as follows:

'; - "A state employee

: : ment, & travelips
{ of October.

i cess mileage/en

; reasonable/iin® of

'ellminated f‘om ie orj in 2 account, end & sup-
Pleetcid ,

aN/nt, a stgten 4t as to why he considers
3 gbout which I am objecting, should

Neithér the expense account accompanylng your re-
quest nor the supporting statement of the employee attached
‘thereto reveal that any 3tate business was attended to ie
Dallas by the employee though clalm is made for mileceze on
& return trip from 19s Angeles to Austin via DPallas. Purther-
more, the claimenl stetes 1n his letter of explsnation that,
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Bonorable George H. Sheppard, page 2

"Zhis expense account includes only expenses incurred out -
side of a direct line from Los Angeles to Austin.”

. Section 2, (12)a, Chapter &DO. Acts of ths hath
zggislature, one or the general provisions releting to de-
partmental appropriations, provides that, "No travellng ex-

- penses shall be claimed, allowed or pald unless incurred

vhile traveling oa Stzte business." The seme langusge was
used in Section 12, of 3. B. 8423, Acts 47th leglslature, snd
our Opinion no. 0 5923 had this to say about ius conatruc-
tion' . . -

e "From the expense account-auhmitted; the trip
. §0 Dallas represents a distinct end nnexplained de-
' parture from eny usuel or reasonable line of travel
" by automobile from Anerillo to pustin. In the ab-
sence of a statenent of fects showing & necessity
- for such deperture from e reasoneble line of treovel,
.the presumption obtaina thet the depsrture or side
- ;excurglon was not on State business, but upon a per-
" sonal mission or for rcasons personal to the em-
ployee. So far a3 appeers fron the expenss account, -
" therefore, the expoenses dilsslloved were not lancurred '
wvhile on State buginess, end the Comptroller was nof
. ‘only euthorized but required by lau to reruse pay-
: iment.- ‘ : . :

‘Section (12)1 of the pieaent Act provides, that, "If
the Comptroller 1s of the opinicn that sald officer or employee
61d not tske the shortest prscticel route, he shall have tho
authority aad 1t shall be his duty to coopute the mileage of
the shortest practical route, between the point cf origin and
destination of each trip via intermediate points vislted, and
he shall issue his warrant in re-imbursement therefor a:the
basis of the gbove rate,”

¥e thiok the COmncrollnr properly enarcised his an-
thority in refusing this account on the ground thet the stated
expenses were incurred outalde of the claimunt's “reasonable
line of travel” or his "shortest practical route
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