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Question whether agency may properly
request bid extension is not a signi-
ficant issue warranting exception to
GAO timeliness standards.

Singleton Enterprises (Singleton) requests
reconsideration of our decision Singleton Enterprises,
B-194491, April 18, 1979, 79-1 CPD' 276, dismissing its
protest as untimely.

Singleton protested the award of a contract by
the Department of the Army to the second low bidder
under solicitation No. DABT02-78-B-0140. Award was
apparently not made to Singleton, the low bidder,
because of its refusal to grant the Government a 30-
day extension of its bid acceptance period. We dismissed
the protest since it was not timely filed as regquired by
our Bid Protest Procedures, 4 C.F.R. Part 20 (1978).

Singleton contends that its protest should have
been considered on its merits because it raises issues
significant to procurement practices and procedures.
Our procedures do permit consideration of untimely
protests where issues significant to procurement
practices are raised. 4 C.F.R. § 20.2(c).

However, the significant issue exception is
limited to matters which are of widespread interest
to the procurement community {(a principle of broad
application which has not been considered before) and
is invoked sparingly so that the timeliness standards
do not become meaningless. We have held that it is
not illegal for the Government to reguest bid exten-
sions, although it is for each bidder to decide whether
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it wishes to extend its bid. See Tennessee Apparel
Corporation, B-194461, April 9, 1979, 79-1 CPD 247.

Thus, we see nothing in the present case to warrant
invoking this exception.

Our decision is affirmed.
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