
 
 

 

 
 

 
NPM-017-2026 

  

13 August 2026 
 

 

 
 

 
 

Subject : Request for Extension of Procurement Process 

 
Dear :  
 

We refer to your letter dated 30 July 2026 requesting the Government Procurement 
Policy Board (GPPB) for an extension of the procurement process timeline from sixty 
(60) calendar days to ninety (90) calendar days. 

 
According to your letter, the bids for the procurement project were opened on 01 June 
2026, and that the Bids and Awards Committee (BAC) issued its resolution 

recommending award on 15 June 2026. However, your BAC deemed it prudent to first 
elevate to the Office of the Solicitor General (OSG) a request for legal opinion 
regarding the validity of the funding and the authority to proceed with the award of 

the contract, considering issues affecting the funding validity of the project. In view 
of your request, you stated that the Head of Procuring Entity (HoPE) could not act 
upon the resolution recommending award. You also stated that the next meeting of 

your Board of Regents is scheduled on 27 August 2026, well past the sixty-day period 
limit between opening of bids up to award of contract under Section 67 of the 

Implementing Rules and Regulations (IRR) of Republic Act (RA) No. 12009, or the 
“New Government Procurement Act.” 
 

You then requested an extension of the procurement process timeline from sixty (60) 
calendar days to ninety (90) calendar days. Your letter stated that such extension will 
allow the Procuring Entity to await the legal guidance of the OSG, permit the Board of 

Regents to consider the matter during its scheduled meeting, and thereafter enable 
the HoPE to act on the BAC recommendation in accordance with law. 
 

At the outset, please be informed that the GPPB and its Technical Support Office 
(GPPB-TSO) render policy and non-policy opinions, respectively, on issues pertaining 
to the interpretation and application of procurement laws, rules and regulations. The 

GPPB-TSO does not possess quasi-judicial or investigatory powers and, thus, has no 
jurisdiction to resolve actual cases or controversies involving specific procurement 
activities. Likewise, neither the GPPB nor any other agency, authority, or official may 

encroach upon or interfere with the exercise of the functions of the HoPE and the BAC, 
as these fall exclusively within their authority and discretion under the law.  

 



 

Please be advised that Section 67.2 of the IRR of RA No. 12009 provides that the 
GPPB may adjust the period from bid opening to award of contract as may be deemed 

appropriate, as long as the adjusted period shall not exceed ninety (90) calendar days. 
As clarified under GPPB-TSO Non-Policy Matter Opinion No. 012-2026,1 the authority 
granted to the GPPB under the cited provision pertains to the adjustment of the 

prescribed procurement period itself and not to the approval of extensions for specific 
procurement projects of individual Procuring Entities. 
 

Accordingly, any adjustment under Section 67.2 is generally exercised through the 
issuance of appropriate GPPB policy issuances of general application, upon a 

determination and after due evaluation that an adjustment of the prescribed 
procurement period is warranted. Considering that your request pertains only to a 
specific procurement activity of the , we regret that we are unable to favorably 

act on your request. 
 
Nevertheless, may we invite your attention to Section 92 (b) of RA No. 12009 which 

provides that liability attaches only where the award is made beyond the prescribed 
periods of actions under the IRR without justifiable cause. Thus, should the 
procurement process extend beyond the prescribed sixty (60)-day period, the 

existence of any liability under the law would depend on whether the delay is 
supported by justifiable cause based on particular facts and circumstances of the 
procurement. The determination of the existence of such justifiable cause is a factual 

matter that properly falls within the Procuring Entities’ authority and responsibility. 
 
We hope to have sufficiently addressed your concern. Kindly note that the foregoing 

reply is based on existing laws, rules, and regulations and other related issuances, 
particular facts presented, and circumstances availing, and may not, therefore, be 
applicable to a different set of facts and circumstances. 

 
Very truly yours, 

    
 
(sgd) 

ATTY. SOFIA C. YANTO-ABAD 
Deputy Director General for Legal and Research Division-B 
 

 
1  Accessible at the GPPB-TSO site for NPMs. 




