Y s

DOCUMENT RESCME
02990 - [A2013098°

[Request f£or Reconsideration of Protest Ruled Untimely],
B-189273. Juijy 14, 1S77. 2 gp.

Decision re: Wessel Co., Inc.; by Faul G. Dembling (for Elmer B,

Staats, Comptrolier Gemner’ . ;.

Issue Area: Federal Procurement of Goods and Services (1300).

Contact: Office of the General Counsel: Procurement Law II,

Rudget Punction: General Governaent: Other General Governaent
(806) .

Organj.zation concerned: Govarnment Printing Office,

Authority: 4 C.F.5, 20.2, 40 FPed. Reg. 17979. 53 Coup. Gen. 533,
B-180u8%1 (1974) . B-186495 (1976).

The protester requpsted reconsideration of a decision
dismissing as untimely theix protest of the awarl of a
readvertised contract. “he prior decision was affirmed since the
Bid Prctest Procedure . ware putlisbed in the Pederal ERegister,
and the protester was therefore deemzd to be on constructive
notice of their contents. The failure of the contracting agency
of ficials to inform the protester of GAO time liamits was not
sufficient justification to consider an otherwise untimely

protest. {(Autlhor/SC)
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THE COMOTROLLER OENERAL

DECISION OF THE UNITED 8TATES
WASBHINGTON, D.. 20864 U
FILE: 1-189273 DATE: July 14, 1977

MATTER OF: The Wessel Company, Inc. (Reconsideration)

DIGEST:

Prior decision that protest filed nmore than 10 days after
basis of protest was known to protester is untimely and not
for consideration on merits is affirmed wince Bid Protest
Procedures were published in Federal Register and protester
is therefnre deemed to be on constructive notice of their
contents and failure of contracting agency officials to
irform protester of GAO time limits ie not sufficient jus-
tification tuv concider otherwise untimely protest,

The Wessel Company, Inc. (WCI) has requested reconsideration
of our decision’ B-189273, Junz 21, 1977, 77-1 CPD ___, dismissing
as untimely that firm's protest of the award of readvertised Jacket
No. 233-068 by the United States Government Printing Office (GPO).
We held that the protest was untimely because it wac not filed with
this Office within 10 working days after WCI leained of the basis
for protest, as prescribed by Section 20,2 of our Bid Protest
Procedures, 4 C,F,R, 20,2 (1977).

. In requesting reconsideration, WCI points out that it
fuitially contacted GPO about the mattey and that GPO responded,
advising WCI of the basis for the action complained of and further
advising that any further protest should be made to this Office,

GPO did not, however, advise WCI of any time requircments for §il-
ing a protest here. WCI states that it had no independent knowledge
of the time limits and that since GPO failed to advise of them, the
time standards should not be applied.

We appreciate that WCI was not on actual notice of the time
scandards prescribed in our Bld Protcst Procedurcs. However, this
lack of knowlcdgo is not sufficient justification for our consider-
ing an otherwise untimely protest. The Bid Protest Procadures were
publisiied in the Federal Register, see 40 Fed. Reg. 17979 (1975),
and under the law we must regard WCI as being on constructf{ve notice
of their contents, Gee e.g., Dewitt Transfer‘and Storage Compnng,
53 Comp, Gen, 533 (1974), 74-1 CPD 47; Lanc~ Investigation Service,
Incorporated, B-180481, April 5, 1974, 74-1 CPD 177.
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While this may seem unfair io WCI, we point out that to
raise a legal objection to the award of a Government contract is
a serious matter, At stake are not only the rights and interests
of the protester, but those of the contracting ageni.y and other
interested pavties, Effective and equitable procedural standards
are nececsary so that parties have a fair cpportunity to nresent
their cases and protests can be resolved in a reasonably speedy
manner, The timeliness rvles are intended to provide for expedi-
tious consideration of ohjections to procurement actlons without
undulv burdening and delaying the procurement process. Service
Distributors, Inc, (Reconsideraticn), B-1864%¢5, August 10, 1976,

75-2 CPD 149,
Consequently, our decision of June 21, 1977, is affirmed.
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For th# "Comptroller General
of the United States
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