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Diviston of Holt Hardwod Company
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Centlomen}

Reference is mde to your letter of June 1k, 1965, protesting the
avard of a contywed tomthwmmmrimmmmm
No. ANC[A)36<03Bu654088(ACT} Losued by the Frankford Arsenal, Phila-
delphta, pennsylvania.

The avard covers the procurement of 27 unlis of AC Voltage Standard,
in ageordance with draving A79113c% , Revision €, for use in the Army
calibration progran. The invitation for Dids required deseriptive lite
erature to be aulmitted by the blddevrs., Three bids were recsived. The
lov bid of $202,807 was cutmitted by Colm Elsctronies, Ine, You were
the second low bidder and your bid wes in the ampunt of $507,900. The
third bidder was Weston Instruments, Inc. (Weston<Robek) and its bid was
in the amount of $597,485. The low bid was considered technically none
responsive pince the bidder 4id not meet any of the tochnical reguirew
ments of drawing A7T911304. Your bid likewise was considered technically
nonzesponsive and was rejected. Award wes made to VestonsRotak since its
bid was congidered résponsive.

It sppears that yowr mmtaﬁmmtﬁthwmm&mar
mmtmtinsoﬁmemamz,wﬁs they were informed as to vhy
your bid wis rejected. In Attachment ‘reammwermm,
1965, yourtake Lssus wmwmm of the evalustion of your bid
vkich consluded with a detemsination that your bid was noaresponsive.
The major deviations fron the spscification requivemmts vers congldersd
to bo as followst

« Total Digtortion: ‘'~ « the distortlion characteristics
ammmmwwwmmfmmaw
dueing fiux density thereby sasily meeting the requirements of
the Avvy Praving.' The suse vith which thiz requiresent eould
be met is questiooable. The diffavenve between the specified
0155 max for the 10«10 cps ranges and the .035% specifisd by
the Holt 324 indicates possible dovelopment 1s lovelved.

* * * % *
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"1, Oubput Yoltage Amplitufle Btabilityt HRolt's state~
ment that *The long term stability of the Model 32L is gpecifis
.Glﬂ’/m ! Literature supplisd by Bolt with vid specifie

/& yonthe. This fndicates s required ods £ oation b Tae
m%&binwafmmm&&ﬁ%hw% Aloa,
Holt's statement that 'Hiwevsr, st an inorsase in cogt, it ia
ponsible to pelect oxly diodes with stabi, Tetier than 20
pp/3 months for the Medel 32MAY Mzw&mmwmm
this oversll stability for ths unit since this requirement ia
aloo dependent on eircult decsign and tamperature compensation.
For a statesof «thaeart instrument of this type, Sevelopuent
rather than mere modification seams to be in oxder.

“$. Noise Level: Mt'smtwr%ﬁamw -

8 requested moise level W ?‘« f % oaifioation is

m«ammmmmmmmmmuﬁﬁm

The basle Modal 324 doss not meet the required
epecification.

* * * * *

"i. Constructtons mtﬁmmtiﬁ.imtetbeyﬁum;ﬁy

nmmmrmwnwm@a vith platforn
at bottom extending spproximately 6" froe % and resr $o pro-

vide protection azainst ascidental tipovan Kolt's statements
mm:mmwwm%mﬁaofWa

W'MMMWW&;&&M&%
80 that a gquantitutive amslysis could by made to acvertaln cotw
formance to the specification 'Saximun difference: hatwesn atart
and m(awm}mwmémmt

AT9 reguivenmant ‘Linear, tzmimus soueped switehing
civeuits shall be ¥sed fiyousbout.' and Holt's statement 'All
mml. cﬂw&tn mi in&wve w Mﬁe&ﬁm elrcuites expomt

smmsmmussmummwaanmmaw
switehing etrouttry, possible dammge duwe to tronsiente on the
equipsents under test could result.
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m. Maouals. A791130k apecifics datailed and extensive
reguivementa for mamnl content. Holt'a mere ipdicetion in the
IFE that two zamalds will be gupplied ia inmufficient. With
state-cf~the-art instrumests of this type, our poct oxperiance
bas conclusively proven thot unless samisls conform $o the
requirevents of ATO1130%, additional ocosts mea (ncurred Ly the
w&wmwm,wmw,
and pevke identifieaticn problems.”

In caper vhere, as hers, there is involved o guestion gs to whelther the

supplies offered by o bidder will novt the teehnical requirenemts of 3
gpecification, the matter is o primaeily for deterwimition iy the pros
curing ageney sinve our Office does not employ techniosl porsomnel for
mwmwﬁmmmammm»mmmw
shandatly elear wmwmuwmwm Soe
38 Cemp. Oen. 1917 There does not appedar anything in this case vhich

would varmsat disagreammt by our Offics with the detemminstion so mada.

Turning to the summry of your a8 seb out on the last two
pages of your laotter o June 1k, ,mmmmuma
your bid wvas rejected beeauge you foiled to fuynish deseripiive literse
ture wbereis Weston<Rotakts bid was acceptod even though it failed to
furnish degeriptive literature. As polnted out herefrabove your bid
was yejectad mainly because the supplics you offered to furnish were not
consldered g8 pasting the specificntions, With regurds to the alldped
fallure of Veston-Rotek to furnlch descviptive literature, 1% is noted
that in 1ts letter of My 18, 1065, submiting its bid 1t iz steted
that the “itew offered is the modal 1504 Aupolute AZ Valtage Stundard
ummmzuwmmxmmmmw
Wm#mwzsem., and that "Che Hodel 1504 1s basically a

mmgzm,mm,wmmammm
deserived herein.” In the letter of May 18, 1965, there are sat oub the
significant featuves of the J50A unit offered. In reviewing the suffie
clency of the literature furnished, the Acking Divector, Hetrology and
Calitenticns Conter, in s mémorandum deted July 1, 1965, ctates thut
Yaston-Rotek provided adequate &mp&iw Liteorature of their besic
mode) 150 and included standard commwredally avallable optiows. In the
abhsence of convincing evidamee that the statements of techniwal personnel
are erropgous, ve mst conclude that the litersture and information
mmwwmmummmmmmm&mﬁm
22 to vhether the suppliecs offered met the oposificgtiong.
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As to tha second point in your sumsary, samely, that you have »

record of good perfurmance vherens Weston«Botek haa no record of supply-

ing the equipmant in guestion %o the Avmy, 1% {s stated in the memow
randuss of July 1, 1965, referréd to hereimabove, thutes

“Roteak vap on schedule in providing Mudels 150 to
Fronkford Arsenal (mzﬁs}mwmmw{m
1965). Holt wes upable to supply tvo Model 324 for the
digita) voltamter training course (Mar 1965).

Your third polnt in your summry of contemtions is that the specie
fications vere unneceagarily restrlictive and this resultsed in a higher
bid prics and poover oversll technical capability in the egpuipment to
be delivered. In this regard, it is stated in the refmxved-toc memde

vandun of July 1, 1965, thates

"Frankford Areenal considered Holt's comments @
movise the w&fﬁwﬁm ad ineluded all but one, Holt's
reforence to a "eepoorer overall techiical capability in
the equipmemt to be dalivered is not understood in view of
mm&mzmmxwmmwwmﬁww
180 vy the Alr Force for their calibration program,
mwwmmmwmzmms
spesks of is svailable oply at the sxpense of increased
degradation of performunce characteristics. * * # No pav
specifications are required sinee k?anszgk fully satisfies
the nowds of the Army Calibration Progrem.”

In viev of the foregoing we find no hagis for connldering that the
avsyd in thio cese was improner and youwr protest is denied.

Very truly yours,
FRANK H. WEITZEL

of the United States




