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COMPTROLLER GIENERAL OF THE UNITID STATEN 'd
WASHINGTON, D.C. 80340 3 I f v

' | Ju.. 9 1913

Charles Jo Dispunea & Aviiociaten
Pox 9
Cohocton, New York 2826

Attentiont M. Charivs Je Dlaponcs
Oentlenemy

: Your letter of May 2, 1073, and prior correspandence, protested
againat the evard of a contrac? to any other fixm because of the allened
geatrictiveness of the specificaticns for item L and the “all or none"
bidiing requircment for itema 2, 2, 4 and ¥ of the favitation for bids
glj‘.ii!z 01:2-51&-73. dssued by the Vetorans Adxinistretion (VA), lines,

e ‘

, The I¥B wns issued January 23, 3973, as anended six timos, for
five iteme of lomndry equimaent. Ilem 1 vas for the “IRZER, FLATVORK,
JARGE ROLL, COSITRCIAL (APRGILEAS) AND VINTIIATING CANOTY,“ in accorde
an:: with VA stecificaticn X-1k21 anit avondeent §io. 3, vith tirce ldseted
L AL T TS

Yot protestad to the VA prior to bid opening that the design
requizemnt Ain the sapecification for iten ), requiring the use of' &
olest«type ironar %0 the exclusion of tiwe Titan stcan roller type
offered Dy ymi, 1estricted the procuvomnt to cnly two manufacturers.
Tou /lso proteated that the inclusion of dtem L 4n the “all or nome"
requiremcnt fucther preclwded canpetition that would othexvise be availe

able for items £; & and 5,

Fowsver, VA opened the bids notwitusianding jour protest because 1t
deternined the equipment was urgently nceded tn fuoilitate the planned
oonsolidation of lawndry cperations for tht Poaton and Brockton VA Hose
pitals. When bidu wore openmd on AMid &, 1973, Amstekx had submitted
the low bid of $51,013. Your "all ur nocae" bid in tue smount of $53,333

v was Ligher thon the low bid of £U1,013 fxum Anetelk, one of the ccopanies
which you contended the specificatims favored. O April 23, 1973, the
Dirootor, Supply Bervice, advised wu> Office, iu accordance with section
I-E.W-&(b)( 3) af the Pedersl Proauremont Mgulations, that wvard would
s ande t0 Ametek as lov yespousive biddar about May AU, 1973, duwe to the

(‘} detormined urgercy.
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fiince yor sulmitted a Hid, tut wie not lov, no determiration vas
e conctesning the respousiveneas of your bid. As such, we cannot say
that you vere prejudiced by the allened vestrictiveness of the specif. v
tiows. Howewy, inasmuzh as avavd hos bien made, any determination regaxde
ing the ¥vatictiveness of the specifications would, et best, wwve a
proapective effect caly, In this wein, VA has steted that 4t intends to
evaluate the performamnce of your offered froner and Af 1t $s found to meet
VA's xoquireaants the specificatior vill by ancnded for future procurenenta:,

You apso question whelhwr the squipnent otfered by Ametek will meet
VA's perforvanage requinement of 900 sheets per hour under the conditicns
disted in the IFH, When a bidder sulmits its bid vithout exception %o %he
specificatione 1t sssumes, upan avard, the oblipation to perform in accoxd-
ance therewithe In any cvent, €' 1w 4» 4 matter relating to contract admine
$stration which 4v a regpusibility of the procurament activity.

Oincecely yours,

PAVL G, DEMBLINC

Acting v mtroller General

of’ the itcd Btates
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