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of protesters relying on GenAI). GAO
denied the protest on the merits, noting
that the protester completely ignored
the DOJ’s claims that it failed to provide
valid citations. Instead of addressing that
concern, the protester doubled down,
citing new authorities. These were just as
problematic. An analysis of all hallucinated
protester citations is shown in Figure 2.

GenAl misuse can be intentional or
unintentional. As with the preceding
case, most misuse is likely unintentional
negligence: a failure to verify the accu-
racy and relevance of the LLM output.
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Consider one contractor that filed 15
bid protests and two CBCA appeals within
eight months.” All have been denied or
dismissed to date. After repeated misuse
of GenAl in separate bid protests, GAO
issued sanctions, dismissing four separate
protests at one time because the protest-
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er’s “actions undermine the integrity and
effectiveness of our process.”"

That was an egregious example of
intentional misuse. Other situations are
murkier. Consider a protester that filed
three protests related to the same solici-

tation on September 4, September 10, and
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protests: one on August 8 and the other on
August 21, 2025.% During the litigation,
GAO “identified several irregularities in
the decision citations provided by the
protester.” GAO asked for copies of the
authorities and the protester failed to
provide them. This is a trend in GenAl
misuse. In 2025, only three contractors
caught and confronted with misuse of
GenAlI admitted their reliance on an LLM.
Worse, eight of the 20 implausibly denied
using an LLM.
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