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MATTER OF: DPerry C. Harford--Request for Reconuideration

DIGEST:

Request for reconélderation of protest decision
. f1led more than 10 days after basis for raguast
is knovm %8s untimely arnd not for consideration.

Perry C. .Herford has requeated ieconsideration of our
decilion (Pergz C. Herford, R-1876656, Dacember 5, 1976) deny-
.ng“hil protest agajust the rejsction of Lis bid \hieh was
du*ernined tOJba nonresponsive becaugse it did n-i: conply with
the bid. -rcoptanca period., The solicitation was issusd by the
United Stutcn Department of Agriculture, Yorest awarvica, and
was for spot-site prepararion in the Fort Rock Ranger District,-
Bend, Oregon.

.

Mr. Herfurd contends that we feiled to considar hia entira
protest aud that pursuaant to Federal Procuiement Ragulations
§ 1-2.405 (1964 ed.) the centracting officer should have waived
the deficienny, )

Our Bid Protsst Procedures, np*cifically 4 C.F.R. § 20. 9(b)
(1976), state <hat:

"(b) Requnur for reconsiderntion of a deciaion
of the Comptroller General shall be f£iled not' “later
than 10 [working]-days:after the basis for reconsid—
eration ip known or should have bean known, whichever
is earlier. The term 'filed' ss used in this section
means receipt in: ha General Accoumting office."

* Wa have been 1n£orled tﬁutJHr. Herford received our: docision
. within 1 weak from 1:- dnte of igsuanca. Thnrcfore, 'the'latest
.|1t would hava been: rcccived would ba December 12 -1976. 51nce the
vequast for reconsideration was filed iz our Ofrice on I .lwary 3,
1977, more than 10 working days after the basis for rec: - ieration
was known, it is untimely filed and, therefore, not for coiisideration.
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