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Prior decision is affirmed on reconsideration
where the protester has not shown any error of
fact or law which would warrant reversal of the
decision.
Business Communications Systems, Inc. (BCS) requests
reconsideration of our decision in Business Communications
Systems, Inc., B-218619, July 29, 1985, 85-2 C.P.D. 11 -,
denying its protest of the cancellation of request for proposals (RFP) No. DCXOH-85-009 issued by the Administrative ,
Office of the United States.Courts (Administrative Office).
The RFP was for telecommunications equipment and related
services for the United States District Court for the
Eastern District of Virginia in Norfolk (the court). We
found that the Administrative Office had a reasonable basis
to cancel the RFP and that SCS had not shown that the
General Services Administration (GSA) intended to force this
procurement into GSA channels. For the reasons discussed
below, we affirm our decision.
As noted in our decision, the Administrative Office
canceled the RFP when GSA advised it that the cost of its
proposed procurement of a Private Automatic Branch Exchange
(PABX) system should include $199,305 in Federal Telecommunications System (FTS) access costs. These costs were
based on G S A ' s determination that the PABX system would tie
into the FTS system through an exclusive use switch in
Faulknor, Maryland. Rased on GSA's figures, the Administrative Office determined that a PABX system was not cost
effective. The Administrative Office decided instead to
purchase different equipment under GSA's Purchase of Telephone and Services (POTS) contract, a competitively awarded,
indefinite-quantity/indefinite-delivery contract which
federal agencies may use for the purchase of telephones,
other equipment and related services.
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In its request for reconsideration, RCS contends that
the Administrative Office's cancellation of the PARX system
procurement was unreasonable because the option of PABX
installation with Norfolk FTS access was not examined. BCS
alleges that there is no evidence that GSA would permit
connection to the FTS only through the Faulknor switch.
GSA has provided our Office with written advice that
access to the FTS through the Faulknor switch is required
because connecting a PABX system to the FTS through Norfolk
would cause a service degradation that is not permitted for
new locations on the FTS network. While a connection to the
Norfolk switch is technically possible, it would be inconsistent with GSA's policy to provide the highest quality FTS
service at the lowest practical cost.

Since BCS has not shown any error of fact or law in our
See Richard Hoffman Corp.-prior decision, it is affirmed. Reconsideration, R-218134.2, Feb. 25, 1985, 85-1 C.P.D.
11 238.
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