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DECISION OF THE UNITED BTATES
‘ WASH NGTON, D.C. 20548 30720
FILE: B-218407 DATE: April 4, 1985
MATTER OF: Mariman Security
DIGEST:

Bid is properly rejected as nonrespon-
sive where acceptance period otffereda in
bid is shorter than minimumn perioaq
reguired in solicitation. Bi1d may not
be corrected and made responsive aftec
bila opening, even where fallure to
specify minimum acceptance period may
nave pbeen due to an lnaaverteat error
by bidder.

Mariman Security protests the rejection of its oid
for security guard services undsr invitatioa for bids
(IFB) No. OPR-85-02035, issued by the General Services
Administration, We dismiss the protest.

Mariman concedes that there were two deficlencies
in 1ts oia, First, mariman inserted a bid acceptance
period of 60 days in its bid form instead of the 90 day
minimln acceptance period reguired by the I¥rB. Mariman
states tnat its failuce to offsr the reguired 90 day
acceptance period was due to an inadvertent error on its
part. Second, Mariwan subuitted a copy of the bia obondg
witn its olda instead of the origyinal bond., Mariman
argues that thess two da2ficiencies are technical errors
that 1t now should be allowea to corcect.

A regulrement in a sollcitation that a bid reaaln
available for acceptance by the government for a pre-
scribed period is material and a biader's failure to
furnish the mininun acceptance veriod renders its bid
nonresponsive and inelijible for awara. Bridgewater
Construction Corp., B-214187, Feb. 14, 1924, 54-1 CPD
§ 201, Here, since Marioan ofteral 35 tnan the Y4
day accaptance pariod reguived by the IFL, the agency
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inadvertent ervor, as Marim- - contenas, 1ts bia may not
be corrected and made responsive after bid opening,
since allowing correction woula glve tne protester which
limited its acceptance period an unfalr competitive
advantage over other bidaers which offered the required
longec period. Gerentine-Cutrone Sand and Gravel, Inc.,
B-217249, Dec. 17, 1984, 84-2 CPD y 679.

In view of our conclusion tnat the agency properly
rejectea the protester's pbid for failure to specify the
minimum bid acceptance perioa, we neea not address
Marinan's other contention regarding its failure to sub-
mit the original of its bid bona,
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LRonald Berger
Deputy Assoclate
General Counsel

The protest is disamissed.





