Un\ted States Genera\ Accountmg Oﬁnce ~ Office of

| Washlngton DC20548 T o AP IRURE Genera\ Counse\ |
| o " Hf: ”Ekt;' e . inReply’ '
o T © o Referto
v Ther oAl

CQntznentnl Bl&ctrcnics nfg. CQ; *.§<;T
PO Box 2?98?9 _, »_:ﬁ'\~ N
‘-:Dallasz ?txas ;?5227 o :<5r.-A;,3 4 @g¥-37 LN

'Attentian:_r-

- Gentlenenrv'

‘March 1 . 197
Protest ?rocedares..

You now ask us to censzdet yﬂur letter of f ﬁ«
ril 10, 1979, as a prctest, aven- rhough . it was

:'Aadnittedlg antimely. ¥ou. request chat we consider

~‘the protest under: section 20.2(c) of our B pid Protest .-
- procedures; 4 C.E.R.§ z 2(c) (1978). which provides ‘
E that: ST o e A

R '{c) ?hc Camptroller Geaeral,‘ R
"for,gaod,c;use~shawn, or where he . L
-‘deterﬁinés‘thatfa protest ralses issues
'Siqnificantvto‘ptocurement practices
- ‘or‘prOGedures;,may considexr any
'.protest which is not filed timely..

~ You argue that there was 9006 cause for your
1aten¢ss because yeugnee e¢d more than 10 days

. your allegation that the speciticatzons were
W_tailored gd;favat one offexor raises an jgsue’
siqnificant to’ p:éCu:emgnt practices or. pracedures.

L i f means & campslling reason, )
‘be ond‘the_prqtgster‘a control. 52 Comp Gente. 29;
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- 23 {(1972). We have held that the following
circumstances did not constitute good cause:
taking time to consult with legal counsel before
£iling, Power Conversion, Inc., B-1B6719,
September 20, 1976, 76~2 CPD 256; being too busy
with other important business matters to pursue
the protest, California National Air Services,
Inc., B~1B9343, September 12, 1977, 77-2 CPD 185;
neglect in examining records, International '
Conputaprint Corporation, B-186948, Cctober 21,
1976, 76~2 CPD 357; and taking time to analyze an
agency protest denial to learn of the "entire”
" basis of a preteat, San Pedro Tugboat Co., B~182071,

It is our opinion that your reason for not
filing a timely protest is sufficiently similar
to the above circumstances for us to conclude
that you have not shown good cause for your untime—
liness, While the volume of documents was not
within your control, certainly the speed with
which you examined them was. We do not think that
10 working days is an unreasonably short period
of time within which to examine 423 pages of
information in a manner sufficient to permit you
to file a brief statement of the grounds of vour
- protest, ,

Significant issues are issues which are of
widespread interest to the entire procurement
community. Pairchild Industries, Inc.--request
for reconsideration, B~184655, October 30, 1975,
75-2 CPD 264. This exception to the timely
filing requirement nust be exercised sparingly if
our timeliness standards are not to become meaning~
less. COMTEN, B-185394, Pebruary 24, 1376,
76=1 CPD 130. Generally, if the merits of a prctest
involve issues which have been considered in
prior decisions, the issues are not considered
gignificant. Washex Machinery Corporation,
B~1906726, March 22, 187§, 78-1 CPD 227.

Baged on these standards, it is our opinion
that the issue raised by you is not a significant
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issue. Protests alleging that specifications have
been tailored to favor a particular bidder or that
only one corpetitor could reet the specifications
do not present a agignificant izsue within the mean-
ing of 4 C.F,R. § 20.2 {c¢). See, e.qg.. Educational
Media bivision., Inc., B-1923501, March 27, 19??; 7%~1
CPD 204; Washex Machinery Corporation. supra: Union
Carbide Cb:poraticn, B~188426, Septembier 20, 1977,
T2 CPD 204.

Therefore, we decline to consider your
untirely protest.

Sincerely faurs,

HILTON Socorag

Hilton J. Secolar
 General Counsel






