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FiLE: D-211201] 0L E Jury &, 603

MATTER Of:  le Prix Electviexl Dizeributors, l.d,

DIGEST:

1, cContracting agency inproperly rejected
product offered under bhrand name or equal
purchase description vhare product was
rejected for failing to rneet unlisted
galient chuaracteristics,

2, Contracting agency delay heyond 25-day
period provided in I3id Protest Procedures
for submitting resort on protest is purely
procedural matter and dnes not provide
hasis to disregard report.

Le Pri% Electrical pistributors, Ltd. (Le Prix),
protests the avard of a contract to the John Bentley Conmpoiuy
under request for aquotations (RFQ) .lo. DTFA06-83-0Q-40021
issued by the Pederal aviation Administiration (FRA) for
brand namne or egual flcod light assemblies.,

Le Prix contends that it should have received the
award because the fixture for which it had enclosed descrip-
tive literatuve with its quotation was equal to the hrand
name fixtures and vas offered at a lower price than the
avard price for a brard nane fixture.

We deny the protest,

The FAR ad-iss Lhey it acted improperly in rejeating
Le Yriv's offer v fuilure Lo neet a valient characterialic
rogh vas o pot Yiste) dn Lhe novatane desaeription.  The U404
Voo inddoacsed thar L0 et with eounal dvoroncieny in
I

vedjeciing for Lhe oLae reseson o propu:al that was lowesr thas
Le L'»an's,

Tt M e AL, PeR00TIT, Peberoey 10, 207
B1=1 CPIY G2, w1 ohad an agency jrevoosorly renore
product offored 0 a brand aane or o eoual pacoahiiise

deascription wocre e oraduct vas meicctea For failinag on
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characteristiee and o give 210 Sffersyys & opportunity to
el of%erson an oo ) bhacie,  Sinro whrlfistures in the
inoediaste procuvel pt have baon delivared, it is too late
fo. renedial noetion,  bowever, the MLy hies lanviaod that it
witl o pete overy cilorb to preclulde a vivvrvenes: of the
i, romvielts, l
|

In any event, although the FLY acutexi iLnprosarly in Lhe
irnediate case, Le Priy gas not ontitle to award in the
circimstances of this case and, as indicated above, its pro-
teat therefore is denied,

vlthough Le Prix contends that its protest should he

sustained because the FAd failed to submit the aceney report
on the protest within the 25-day period provided in the Bid
Protest Proceduree, 4 C,F.R, § 21,3(c) (1983), we hava held
that a delay beyond the 25-day period is a purely procecdural
matter and does not provide a basis to disregard the report.,
Diesel Parts of Ccluitbus, B-200595, July 20, 1981, 81-2 CPD
5.
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