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T COMPTROL.AR ORNERAL
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SHMINGTON, D.C. ROB4S

FILE: B-137958 DATE: pocesber 21, 1976
MATTER OF: D.A. Cruciani{ and Frank A, Agnone

DIGEST:

1. Protest filed with GA) more than 10 working days after
protesters' agent knew of basis for protest is untimely,
since notice of grounda for rotest to agent constitutad
notice to protesters.

2. Issues considered in pnvxoul decisions are mot Vsigaifi-
cant” within the meaning of GAO Bid Proteat Procaduras
which permit consideration of proiest motwithstaniing
protest's untimelincss when significant issue is raised,

DA, Crucllnl, or. nnd Frank A. Agrpuu protuc thc Oc.:obnr 27,
1976, award of Lease No. CS5-C3-B-60073. Lo\swnehedtr ‘Lim{i ted
Partner by the Gem-ral &wices Adniniatution (GSA) for -certiin
space in the Mm Plazs, Srunton, Pennnylvanh, to be. urilized
by the Scranton’ Ficld Office of the - Interml Revenue Service, The
proZesters, who own the&spacu puvloualy l.und to GSA-by tbeoir
agent, Management Enterntiuu,'mc., coupluin that the lease
awarded to Stonahedge will result in a- considerably Bigher rantal
rate than that enjoyed by the Govermmen|: under che prior lease
and that the nsw icease was awarded. w!.thuut any - :ffou. to comply
with conpcl:itivc bidding or negotiation requirenenta.

Tha protost is unti.uly. 'I'hc Bid Protest Procedurea of this
Ofﬂ.ce require tha!. a protest such as this be filed with “his

Office within 10 workiug days afts the bui: of . the protedt is

knowm ‘or fshoul.d have .been known, . 4.0.P .R. § 20, z(b)(Z) Here

the prol:ult was "filed some 6 weel:s affcr the award of the lease.
Although the p:oteaura argua that their protest-is’ timely becauss
so formal notice of "the lease award: was given by GSA ard they only

‘recon"l.y ducovcrcd the - groundl for' ptoteat, the' prot:euteru' wm

submisaion shows that tho; knew of the basis for protest at least

by October 27, 1976. The suhniu:lon {acludes a copy of an,

October 22, 1976, letter sent to the proteatets P GSA teminat:ing
the a.'dsting lesse, as well as « copy of an articie concerning the -
award of the lease to Stounehedge which appeared in the October 27,
1976, edition of tie Scranton Times, 1In that article a representative
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of Manaigemenc Entorptiles clearly mfyrs to toth the higher rental
cost under the new leasu and the lack uf colpctltlvc bidding in
connecticn with that lease., Since the protestera’ agent tbviously
was avare of the grounds for protest on .October 27, and since that
motice to the agent also constitited notice to the protestars, by L]
Restatement (Secund) of Agency § 268 (1937), the protest filed
haze on December 3, 1976, is untinoly and oot for consideration on
the merits,

The protesters alsc state that if their protest is untimely,
1t should still be considéred baciuse it prusents a significant

" issue snd therefore is eppropriste for conoideration under.4 C.F.R,

§ 20,2(c). We have held that this exception to our timeliness
rules has veference to the ptclcnce of a principle of widalpttud
procurement Lnterrs:, ‘52 Comp. Cen. 20,23 (1972); MD Asbociates,
B-184564, Séptembexr 24, 1975, 75-2 CPD 181, and must, be invoked.
lplr1n31y1£f our tLaalincls atandarda are not to become meaning-
less.” c.talztic|;[nco rated, :B=187444, . Novelber 23, 1979,776-2
CPD 3 COMTEN, !-LH53;E Febtucty 24, 1976, 76-1 CPD:: 130, affirmed
3-13?‘9'4 , May.18, 1976, 76-1 CPD 330. - "Ve have also indicated that .
vhere the merits of a protast involve isaues ‘which have baen conss -
ered in previous decisions, such 1sater, are not. "significant" within
the meauing of &4 C.F.R. § 20.2(c). Bse Delta‘Scientific forporating,
3-~184401, August 3, 1976, 76-2 CPD 113. This Office has on many
occaaiona enunciated its view on the' reiuirement for coopetition,
While the issue prnaented here i3 obviously an important one to
protesters, we caunot conclude that it is “significent” under our
Procedures,

In the light of the foregoing, the protest is dismiased.

Mo
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Ceneral Counsel






