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This matter is before the Chief Procurement Officer for Construction (CPOC) pursuant to a request from
Christie Brothers Heat & Air, LLC., under the provisions of section 11-35-4210 of the South Carolina
Consolidated Procurement Code, for an administrative review of the Arco Lane Warehouse Xerox I-Gen
Equipment Addition bid (“the Project”), for the Medical University of South Carolina (MUSC). Christie
protests MUSC’s posting of a Notice of Intent to Award a contract for the project to Stenstrom &

Associates, Inc.

NATURE OF THE PROTEST

Christie’s protest is incorporated herein by reference and attached as Exhibit A.

DISCUSSION

On January 5, 2009, pursuant to S.C. Code Ann. Regs 1-445.2085(C), the CPOC posted a determination
cancelling the award of the contract to Stenstrom due to administrative error. More than fifteen days have
passed since the CPOC’s cancellation of award without a request for review having been filed with the
Procurement Review Panel and the CPOC’s cancellation of award is final. See S.C. Code Ann. 11-35-
4410(1)(b). The award to Stenstrom having been cancelled, Christie’s protest of the award to Stenstrom

is moot.



DECISION

It is the decision of the Chief Procurement Officer for Construction that Christies protest is moot.

For the foregoing reason Protest dismissed. M/‘ % m

J hn St. C. White
Chlef Procurement Officer for Construction

R % el OF

Date

Columbia, South Carolina



STATEMENT OF RIGHT TO FURTHER ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW
The South Carolina Procurement Code, in Section 11-35-4210, subsection 6, states:

(6) Finality of Decision. A decision pursuant to subsection (4) is final and
conclusive, unless fraudulent or unless a person adversely affected by the decision
requests a further administrative review by the Procurement Review Panel
pursuant to Section 11-35-4410(1) within ten days of posting of the decision in
accordance with subsection (5). The request for review must be directed to the
appropriate chief procurement officer, who shall forward the request to the panel
or to the Procurement Review Panel, and must be in writing, setting forth the
reasons for disagreement with the decision of the appropriate chief procurement
officer. The person also may request a hearing before the Procurement Review
Panel. The appropriate chief procurement officer and an affected governmental
body shall have the opportunity to participate fully in a later review or appeal,
administrative or judicial.

Copies of the Panel's decisions and other additional information regarding the protest process is available
on the internet at the following web site: www.procurementlaw.sc.gov

FILE BY CLOSE OF BUSINESS: Appeals must be filed by 5:00 PM, the close of business. Protest of
Palmetto Unilect, LLC, Case No. 2004-6 (dismissing as untimely an appeal emailed prior to 5:00 PM but
not received until after 5:00 PM); Appeal of Pee Dee Regional Transportation Services, et al., Case No.
2007-1 (dismissing as untimely an appeal faxed to the CPO at 6:59 PM).

FILING FEE: Pursuant to Proviso 83.1 of the 2008 General Appropriations Act, "[r]equests for
administrative review before the South Carolina Procurement Review Panel shall be accompanied by a
filing fee of two hundred and fifty dollars ($250.00), payable to the SC Procurement Review Panel. The
panel is authorized to charge the party requesting an administrative review under the South Carolina
Code Sections 11-35-4210(6), 11-35-4220(5), 11-35-4230(6) and/or 11-35-4410(4). . ... Withdrawal of
an appeal will result in the filing fee being forfeited to the panel. If a party desiring to file an appeal is
unable to pay the filing fee because of hardship, the party shall submit a notarized affidavit to such effect.
If after reviewing the affidavit the panel determines that such hardship exists, the filing fee shall be
waived.” 2008 S.C. Act No. 310, Part IB, § 83.1. PLEASE MAKE YOUR CHECK PAYABLE TO THE "SC
PROCUREMENT REVIEW PANEL."

LEGAL REPRESENTATION: In order to prosecute an appeal before the Panel, a business must retain a
lawyer. Failure to obtain counsel will result in dismissal of your appeal. Protest of Lighting Services,
Case No. 2002-10 (Proc. Rev. Panel Nov. 6, 2002) and Protest of The Kardon Corporation, Case No.
2002-13 (Proc. Rev. Panel Jan. 31, 2003).



From: Randy Christie[SMTP:CHRISTIEBROSHEATAIR@HOMESC.COM]
Sent: Thursday, October 30, 2008 12:25:00 PM
To: Protest-OSE EXH. A

Subject: project# H51-NI59-PG Arco Lane Warehouse Xerox iGen Equipment Addition
Auto forwarded by a Rule

Hi MR engineer we bidded job for $99,866.00 and we feel that are bid was the lowest vs the award bid
0f$124,500.00.Are base bid#1 was $38,991.00 and base bid#2 was $60,894.93 T was told that these were
two seperate bids by Mr. Alex Chung and we totaled it $99,886.00 on our bid bond. I was asked by
meca was my total number and when I told him that amount on the bid bond he said I loss to h.r. allen



