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"MATTER OF Foreign Exchange Service-Dulles
OIGEST:

1. A protest alleging various improprieties
in the preaward actions of the contract-
ing agency is untimely under GACQ Bid
Protest Procedures where the protest is
filed more than 10 days after the pro-
tester should have known the bases of
its protest.

2. GAO has no authority under the Freedom
of Information Act to determine when or
what information must be disclosed by
Government agencies.

3. Whether a contractor is performing
according to the terms of a contract is
a matter of contract administration to
be resolved by the contracting parties,
and thus is not for consideration by GAO
under its Bid Protest Procedures.

Foreign Exchange Service~Dulles (FES) protests
the award of a contract to Tele-trip Company, Incor-
porated, for foreign money exchange services under
solicitation No. DOT-FA-81-4 issued by the Department
of Transportation, Federal Aviation Administration
(FAA). FES, which submitted a technical proposal
under the solicitation, generally alleges certain
improprieties in the actions of the FAA both prior to
and after contract award, including delays, defective
technical evaluations, failure to provide information,
and improper contract administration.

We dismiss the protest.

Our Bid Protest Procedures stipulate that a pro-
test must be filed with this Office no later than 10
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working days after the basis for the protest is known
or should have been known, whichever is earlier.

4 C.F.R. § 21.2(b)(2) (1982). The FAA informally
advises this Office that it offered FES a post-award
oral debriefing in a letter dated March 31, 1982, to
which FES did not respond, and that on August 12 it
forwarded to FES the bulk of the procurement documents
that FES sought under the Freedom of Information Act
(FOIA), 5 U.S.C. § 552 et seq. (1976), as amended.
FES did not file its protest with this Office until
September 1Q.

We have held that a protester's failure to pursue
a matter within a reasonable time by seeking informa-
tion that might reveal the basis for a protest requires
rejection of the protest as untimely. See, e.g., Infor-
matics, Inc., B-206765, June 30, 1982, 82-1 CPD 638.
Since FES had but did not take the opportunity for a
‘debriefing, we conclude that FES did not act diligently
here. At the latest, the bases of the portion of FES's
protest concerning preaward events were evident upon
examination of the FOIA documents, and thus FES should
have protested within 10 working days after receipt of that
material. Dictaphone Corporation, B~204966, May 11, 1982,
82-1 CPD 452. C(Clearly, the portion of FES's protest con-
cerning the selection process is untimely, and thus we will
not consider it.

FES also implies that the FAA failed to supply or
delayed in supplying certain information under that
firm's FOIA request. Our Office has no authority under
the FOIA to determine when or what information must be
disclosed by Government agencies. The protester's recourse
is to pursue its disclosure remedies under the procedures
provided by the FOIA. Vestec Services, Inc., B-204871,
March 19, 1982, 82-1 CPD 257. .

Finally, FES alleges that the FAA is permitting
Tele~trip to perform the contract without adhering to
its terms. This allegation is a matter of contract
administration and must be resolved by the contracting
parties. Thus the matter is not for our consideration
under our Bid Protest Procedures. A.R.&S. Enterprises,
Inc., B-197303, July 8, 1980, 80-2 CPD 17.

The protest is dismissed.
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