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COMPTROLLER GENERAL OF THE UNITED STATES
WASHINGTON, D.C, 10548

", 4.0 1o
a..moulk’:j 0CT 26 1973

Manpower Tiecrporated of Providence
10 Abbott Paykx Place i
Providency, Rhode Island 02503

Attention: NMr. Sheldon’'B, Bollosy
Preszident ,

Gentlement

Rzference is 1ade to your letter datad July 5, 1973, rrotest.
ing the rejection of your proposal as iate under xequest for pro-
posals (RFP) No. NO0LY0-73-R-0934, issued by the Naval Reglonal
Procuresent, 0ffice, Phl\ladelphia, Pennsylw\nia,.

The subject RFP, issued May 9, 1973, solicited offers for
furnishing labor aw\ materials to perforn mess attendant services
’ in Food Service Bulldings 592 and 2 at the lmval Training Center,
Bainbridge, Maryland, during the period July 1, 1973 through Juna 30,
1974, A u:odirication vas issvued on June 5, 1973, covrecting a
_refcrence to the cmployer's PIU\ contribution to reflect the current
rate, and makiny cortain revisions in the estimated number of mcals
to be cerved under the propcsed cvontract. Thoe smendrant regquested
acknovledguent by return wire. Soven responses were received by the
date for receipt of proposals, 400 p.a. on June 8, 1973, Manpower!s
proposal was rcceived on June 11, 1973, deternired to be a late
proposal, and not ¢onsidered for an wward, The contract was avarded
to Military Bace Manigement, Incorporunted,on Juue 27, 1973.

You contend that the closing date for receipt of proposals
should have been )ostponed, nince you did nat recelve the arendment
wntil 4155 p.m. on June 6, 1973, You ctate that the telegraphic
anendment as telephoned €0 you by Western !nicn did not contain the
authorization to mcknowledge by telegram, that you did not receive a
copy of the message, and that your offer containing the nc.knmlledaunt
vas malled by 2330 p.ax, ot June 7, 1973,

btandard Form 33A, incorporated Ly raference in the RFP, and
ABPR 3-506(c) apply the late bid atandards cet Yorth in ASFR 2303
to late proposala. ASFR 2-303.3 reads, in part, as follows!
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"(a) Circumstanses Permitting Consideraticn for Award
of & Iate Mailled Bid, A late mailed bid reoeived bafore
svayd may bs considexed for award only ifs
. (1) 1t was nent by registered muil ox by ver-

tified mai) for which an officinl dated post
offios ataxp (postmark) on the original Beceipt
for Cortifiod Mail has been obtained, and it is
deterninnd that the lateness was due solely to
§ delay in the mails (based on evidence obiprined
pasumnt %o (b), (o), and (&)) for which the *
hidler was not responsible; or" :

The Fhiladelphis Fost Office states that registered mail is dis
Patchad once & day fivm Providence, Riode Island, to Pailadelphis.
Bince your proposal was not sailed until after the daily dispaich on
June 7, 1973, it was hald for the mext aweilable dispatch on June 8,
1973. Your proposal arrived in the Registry Bection, Philadelphia .
Uenezul Post Office at 2105 pan,, June 8, 1973, and was (ispatched to
the U.S, laval Base Station, Buinbridge, by the first available dis-
Iatch on June 9, 1973, Ve have previously hald that delay due to
Poatal Service procedures of dispatching repistered mail oncs a day
is 1ot excusable delay within the meaning of ADFR 2-303.3. Bse
B~173559, Oeptenber 30, 1971. In viev of.the fact that your proposal
wes pandled in the ordinary coursw of tha mails, the contracting
officer actad properly in refusing to consider your late yroposal.

Mgarding your contenticn that the ctrecting officer should
have extended the time for subaitting prcposals, we note fyom the
record that you had mot yet mailed your =.oposal when you were
notified at 4:5% pam. on Juns G of the solicitation modification,
Apoavently the contracting officer exnycfiv | that offorers would have
railed their proposcls by Juns 06, amd that they therefore would be in
& poaition to respond to the szendment cha'ges before 4:00 p.. on
Jum 8, by return wire. Consicaring that the sevwn other rezpondents
lo the solicitation provided tincly mailed proposals and telezraphic
acknowledpment of the amendment, we ars ucsble to conolude that the
contvecting officer's rrucedurs was isproper, and therafore, your
motiet is denled, - .

‘fe have enclosed & copy of our decision of today regarding the
protest of this procuremsat by Southeastara Cervices, Incarporated, of
Jackson, Migsissippi, ”~

Eincerely yours,

.!‘us.l \:I. .'-'-._-Ullna

FOr tho Comptroller General
o e———gaf the puitad Btates
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