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Edron, Inc.--Reconsideration

DIGEST:

Prior decision dismissing protest as
untiraely is affirmed where significant
issue is not present to justify exception
to the application of GAO Bid Protest
Procedures and fact that protest was only
a few days late does not satisfy timeliness requirements which are strictly
applied.
Edron, Inc. (Edron), requests reconsideration of
our prior decision in the matter of Edront Inc.,
B-207353, June 9, 1982, 82-1 CPD 557, which dismissed
as untimely Edron's protest against the Defense Personnel SupFort Center's (DPSC) award of a contract
under solicitation No. DLA120-82-R-0789.
Edron contends that the protest raises issues
significant to procurement practices which should be
considered on the merits under section 21.2(c) of our
Bid Protest Procedures (4 C.F.R. part 21 (1982)) and
that the protest was untimely by only 1 or 2 days.
Our June 9, 1982, decision was based on the fact
that on April 12, 1982, Edron received DPSC's reply
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denying Edron's protest to the contracting officer.
Edron filed a protest with cur Office on May 3, 1982,
which was untimely.
Under S 21,2(a) of our Bid Protest Procedures,
which requires that when a protest is initially filed
with the contracting agency, a Eubsequent protest to
our Office must be filed within 10 working days of
knowledge of the initial adverse agency action.
Consequently, we held Edron's protest was untimely
because the lasf: day for timely filing its protest
was April 26, 1982.
Although the rule may seem harsh to Edron because
the- protest is r.ily a few days late, we do not regard
our timeliness standards as mere technicalities. To
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raise a legal objection to the award of a Government
contract is a serious matter. At stake are not only
the rights and interests of the protester, but those of
the contracting agency and other interested parties.
Effective and equitable procedural standards are necessary so that parties have a fair opportunity to present
their cases and so that protests can be resolved in a
reasonably speedy manner. Accordingly, the rules on
timeliness impose strict time standards that we enforce
strictly. Cessna Aircraft Company; Beech Aircraft
Corporation, 54 Comp. Gent 97 (1974), 74-2 CPD 91.
Furthermore, the significant issue exception to our
timeliness rules, which is exercised sparingly so that
our timeliness standards do not become meaningless,
contemplates a protest which involves a procurement
principle of widespread interest or which affects a
broad class of procurements. Kemp Industries, Inc.,
B-206653, March 19, 19132, 02-1 CPD 262. In our opinion, the issues presented by Edron's protest merely
concern the conduct of the procurement and specifications of the solicitation. As a consequence, the
issues are not of sufficient impact to warrant review
under our significant issue exception,

See Compre-

hensive Health Services, Inc., B-201725,Iay 20, 1981,
81-1 CPD 394.
Our decision is aftirmed.

Acting Comptroller General
of the United States

