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[ Protest reqarding Postal Service Sclicitation]). B-193424,
Yoveaber 27, 1978. 1 pp.

Decinion re: lose Yalley Construction Co.; by HMilton J. Socolar,
General Counsel.,

Contact: Office ¢f the General Counsel: Procuresent Law II,

Oorqanization Concerned: Postal Service,

Authority: Postal Keorganization Act of 1970 (P.L. 91-375; 29
U.S:’C- .013 39 u,.S,C. 2008(\‘:}). =4 C.,F.R. <0. B-188402
(1977,

The protester contended that certain requirements in a
Podtal)l Service solicitation were asbiguous and reguested
cancelletion and readvertisesent of the invitation for Lrids.
2rotests involving Postal Service coatracts are not for
consideration by GAO mince Postal Sexvice accounLts ace not
subject to sectlement by GAO. (Author/SC)
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FI'.E: B-193424 DATE: November &7, 1978
MATTER OF: Rose Valley Construction Comj any

DIGEST:

Protest involving United State,y Postal
Service contract is not for counsideration
by General Accounting Office (GAN) as
Postal Service accounts are not subjuct
to settlement by GAO,

Rose Valley Conztruct.on Company {(Rose Valley)
protests invitation for bids {IFB) No. 104230-79--A-0007,
Space Renovation Term Contract, issued by the Office
of Contracts, United States Postal Service (Postal
Service). Rouse Valley contends certain solicitation
requirements ar:z ambigqguous and requests cancellation
and readvertisement of the IFB,

The Postal Renrganization Act, Public Law 91-375,
approved August )2, 1970, which created thc Postal
Service, gave the Servicz authority to settle and com=-
promise claims against it, 39 U.S.C. §401(8) (1976), and
to enter inte contracts “upon such terms and conditions
and in such manner as it deems necessary." 39 0.S.C,

§ 2008(e¢). Although the Comptroller General is author-
ized to audit the "accounts and operations of the Postal
Service", 39 U.5.C. § 2008(a), this Office does not have
settlemant authority over its accounts. Since ocur bid
protest jurisdiction is based on our acrcount settlement
authority, see 4 C.F.R. Part 20 (1978), we do not decide
bid protests involving the Postal Service. See Thomas 3.
Brown Associates, Inc., B-188402, March 3, 1977, 77-1

CPD 161. It :is our understanding that the Postal Service
has its own procedures for the resolution of such matters.

The protest is dismissed,
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Mxlton J JSocolar
General Counsel
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