. —— e e e b ————panna

. ,‘443%;?354,’

.ﬁt TYHE COMPTROLLER SHIJENAL

WAZHINGTON, C.C. 2OBaPr

L B-1%91148 DATE: pebruary 17, 1978
MATTER OF: Bill Conklin Associates, Inc.
DIGEST:

Where protester knew before bid opening
that it wuid not have sufficient time
-in which to prepare ard submit bid and
Gid rot protest fact that it would not
be ‘able to bid until after bid opening,
protest is mtimely filed and not for
consideration.

Rill Conklin hacnc;at-l, Inc. (Conklin), a
manufariturer's represeéntative, recexved;a copy of
the Géiheral Services Aduinistration, rednral Supply
gervice. solicitation No. SFP-EJ—R-E—L5&71 ‘in early
November 1977. *hereaftez, Conklin reguested a copy
of the pertinant spicificeticu from the Navy Yard in

' Philadelphia. Inasmuch as Conklin A:!d not receive

that specification uantil Januvary 6, 1578 () day after

‘the January 5.bid opening date), that firm beliaves
that no cdontract award should be made on any of the
opened bids and that the procurement should be resolic~
ited so that it might be provided with enough time

in which to bid.

) Conklin knew prior to bid opening ‘thac it, not
having recelved the aspecification it needed from the
Navy Yard, would be unable to bid in the time -allot-
ted. Sane this fact “‘ac apparent prior to bid open-
ing, we believe that ‘Conklin should. have protested
(and should have requested an extenzion of the hid
opening date) prior to opening, rather than waiting
until bids ‘had been opened and exposed. Cf. 4 C.PF.R.
§ 20.2(b)(1) (1977). Accordingly, we find the Conklin
protest is untimely filed and therefore not for our

consideration.

Paul ¢. Denblan
General Counsel
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