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fAlleqed Specification ImproprietyJ. B~ 1896“0. August 17, 1977.
2 vp.

Decision re: Alton Iron Works, Inc.: by Paul G. Dembling,
General Counsel.

\

Issua Area: Federal Procurement of Goods and sgrvices‘(i900|.

Contart: Office of the Ceneral Counsel; Procurcment lLay IX.

Budget Punction: uational Dafepsr Depr tment of refensa -
Procurement £ Contracts (058).

Organization Concerned: Defense Supply Agency: Defense General
Supply Center, Richmond, VA. -

Authority: 4 C.F.R. 20.2(b) {1). B-184386 (1975).

- The protester. objected to the award of a contract,
alleqing that the delivery scheduyle. incorporated into the
suhject invitation for bids was impossible to meet except from a
known sole source. The protest was tntimely, since protests
against rolicitation specifications must be filed prior to tia

opening. (Anthor/SC)
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THM COMPTROLL.ER IIKNIHAL

OECISION OF THE UNITND STATRS

FILE: 2-189640 DATE: Auc:uzt 17, 1977

MAT‘T!H oOF- Alton Irou Works, Inc.

OIGESsT:

Protcot by bidder aguinat alleged opcc*fication
impropriety which was filed subsequent ts bid
opening date is uofiucly since under section

20, 2(b)(1) of our Bid Protest Procedures any pro-
test againsr improprieties in invitation must

be filed prior to bid oponihs.

By letter dated Ju y 15, 1977, Alton Iron Works,
Inc.,(Alton);haa protcltad against; avard of ‘a con-
ttact for 859 explosion proof cxtcn-ion lights’ under
invitotion far bids (IF3) No. DLA400~77-B-2058
1aoued by. tie: Directorate of Procurement & Production.

Defensc General Supply Centez, Richmond, Virginia.

Alton argues’ tth the delivery;schedule incorporated
intc the lubjcct IFB 18 imposaible to meet except
from a known sole -80urce.

Spooifically, it 1s asocrtcd that the testing
prcﬂeduros called for under the applicable milicary
of b montk's Ior test completion of Alton's prod:ct,
thus making it, .impoasible for the protester to lom-
ply with the 120 day first artf?cle testing provision
contained ir the soli.*tation.

i

*Jection 20. Z(b)(l) of ourxnid Protest Procedurea,

4 C. F.R; Part 20 71976) provides 1v part that pro~
tost« based upon alleged inproprieties in- silicitations
which' are apparcnt prior to bid opening shall be filed
prior - to bid” opening. Since Alton's complaint is
directed against the specificection requirements its
protest should have been filed prior to May 17, 1977,
the date on which the subject IFB was opened. On
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that baois, Alton's protest, Qilcd vell aftcr the

Lid opening data, must be. regarded as untimely,
Emor-on Electric Co., B-184346, September 9, 1975.

75-2 CPD 143,

fhcrcfore, the uerits of the protest will not

be considered.
, §
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! ' Paul G, Denhling
General Counsel
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