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DOCUKENT BESUNE

02064 - [(A1112102])

[Protest Disaissed for Uiiilclinill]. B-1883A2. April 18, 1977.
1 PP

Decision re: Miltoge Corp.; by Paul G. Dembling, General
Counsel.

Issue Area: Pederal chcu:cuont of Goods and Services (1900).

Contact: 0ffice of the General Counsel: Procureseat Law II.

Budget Function: Wational Defense: Lepartment of Defense -
Procurement & Ccntracts (058).

Organizatica Concerned: Defense Logistics Agency.

Authority: 4 C.,F.R. 20.2(b) ().

Protest that spare part specified was not tqunl to .
original manufacturer’s equipsent and wag beset with townnical
probleas wvas untilely. Protest baasel on an alleged ilproptie Y
appareat on the facc of ‘the solicitation vas fileu after tine
for receipt of initial progposals. (DJN)
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OF THE UNITED SBTATES
WABHINGTYTON, O.C, s0B a8

DECISION

' I EILE; "’l..": OAT. ~H118 lm
o MATTER OF: Il.lltopc corporation

DIGEST:

Protast th-t spare part lpecified is not
eqlaal to original manufadturer's equip-
pent and is beset with tcchuical problens
is unti-oly. bacauss protent vas apparent
on. tha facs of the solicitation and’ was
filed after time for receipt of initial
proposals, in violation of GAO protest
procedurel.

ﬂ g ,¢Tée HiltOpe cirporatiou (Hiltope) proteutc the

A spncxfication of PBI Pcrxphcral ‘SBupport Part Ko. 16-
320010; aw\cqual to; Hiltope Pnrt No, 43175 Rev...J,

the. origxnal -anufccturcr 5 cquipuent 1n.nc£enle
Logistics Agency (DLA)" solicttation DSA900-77-R-0877,
Miltope lratea that. Havy personnel have'conplained in
the past thar the PSI drive solenoid described is un-
acceptable and cannot- be.satisfactorily uséd in connec-
tion with the UYK-5 nh:pboard ;onputer system.

Howcver. DLA requeots that the protest be dismissed
as untimely because it wae filed in this Office by tele-
- gram received February 8, 1977. The closing date for
/f the receipt of initxal proposalu wvas February 7, 1977,

Our Bid Proteut Proceduren tequlre that protests
balad upon allcged inpraprieties apparent on the face
of an RFP be, fxlcd iﬂnthil Office prior to the closing
date for: recaipt of inxtxal proposala. 4 C.F.R, l,

20, 2(b)(1) 1976) Hg agrée with DLA that Miltope's
conpllint thlt the specified ?8T part is pot a suitable
spare part presents a proteést which is based on an

* lll:ged impropriety apparent on the face of the solici-
| tation,

Accordingly, the protest is dismissed.
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