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Protest of cancellation of IFB filed
more than 10 working days after pro-
tester was notified of cancellation
and after protester received revised
IFB with allegedly "minor" changes
only is untimely and will not be con-
sidered on merits.

John R. Wood Trucking, Inc.(JWT) otests)the United
States Department of Agriculture's (US X~ cancellation
after bid opening of invitation for bids )(i-FB) No. R5-14-
Q-50 for the construction qf roais for a timber sale. JWT

Has the apparent low bidder.) The requirement was resolic-
Uated, with cerrain specification revisions) under IFB No.
R5-14-80-112, And a contract was awarded to Northwest Con-
struction .JWT essentially argues that an invitation
should not be canceled after bids have been exposed and
asserts that the specification changes made here were
minor.

JWT as advised in a letter from USDA dated May 16,
1980, tha IFB-50 had been canceled "due to defective
specificationsj and that the requirement would be revised
and readvertised. JWT also bid on the resolicitation, but
by letter of July 20 was notified by USDA that Northwest
Construction Co. was the low bidder. CWT filed the protest
in ou- Office on October 2/V

Our Bid Protest Procedures require that protests be
filed not later than 10 working days after the basis for
protest is/known or should have been known, whichever is
earlier. /4 C.F.R. § 20.2(b)(2) (1980).
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Thus, we have held that ordinarily X$ere a firm bids
on the resolicitation of a canceled solicitation, it may
not first protest the cancellation after learning that it
is not entitled to award under the resolicitation. Consoli-
dated Photocopy Company, Inc., B-196136, January 2 , 1980,
80-1 CPD 80; Sheriff Construction Company, Inc., B-192357,
October 2, 1978, 78-2 CPD 249.

In this case, Wood's general objection to the cancel-
lation should have been filed within 10 days of when it
was notified of the cancellation. To the extent it believes
the cancellation was not warranted because the new solic-
itation contained only minor specification changes, it
should have filed the protest within 10 days of its receipt
of the revised IFB. JWT did neither. Consequently, we view
the protest as untimely.

With respect to the protester's first concern, we point
out that precisely because the cancellation of an IFB after
bids are exposed has a potential adverse impact on the compe-
titive bidding system, cancellation must be warranted by a
cogent and compelling reason. See Joy Manufacturing Company,
B-200043, September 10, 1980, 80-2 CPD 188. The procurement
regulations authorize a contracting officer to cancel an IFB
after bid opening where "inadequate, ambiguous, or otherwise
deficient specifications were cited * * * Federal Procure-
ment Regulations § 1-2.404-1 (1964 ed.).

The protest is dismissed.
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