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DIGEST: 

Agency properly rejected a bid as nonrespon- 
sive where the bidder failed to complete the 
required certification that components of the 
offered items would be obtained from only 
approved sources as set forth in the IFB. 

Fraser-Volpe Corporation (FVC) protests the award of a 
contract to Aluf Industries under invitation for bids (IFB) 
No. DAAA09-83-B-4786 issued by the Department of the Army for 
M118 elbow telescopes. The agency rejected FVC's bid as non- 
responsive because the firm had failed to certify that com- 
ponents of the telescopes offered would be obtained from only 
approved sources as set forth in the IFB. FVC complains that 
its failure to complete the required certification was merely 
a clerical error which did not affect its intent to be bound 
by the terms of the solicitation. In addition, FVC asserts 
that its low bid should be accepted in the best economic 
interest of the government. We summarily deny the protest. 

Section K-9 of the IFB required all bidders to represent, 
and certify by checking the appropriate box, that: 

"The items/component(s) being offered will be 
obtained from only the approved source(s) 
identified on the source control drawing(s)." 

This requirement was immediately followed by a cautionary note 
to the effect that failure to complete the certification would 
render a bid nonresponsive. In addition, page 3 of the IFB, 
in its entirety, contained the following notice: 

"YOUR ATTENTION IS DIRECTED TO THE CERTIFICA- 
TION IN SECTION K ENTITLED: SOURCE CONTROL 
ITEMS OR COMPONENTS. THIS CERTIFICATION MUST 
BE COMPLETED OR THE BID WILL BE REJECTED." 
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A responsive bid is one that on its face is an offer to 
perform, without exception, the exact thing called for in the 
invitation; the government's acceptance of the offer therefore 
effectively binds the bidder to perform according to the invi- 
tation's requirements. Edw. Kocharian 61 Company, Inc., 58 
Comp. Gen. 214 (1979), 79-1 CPD 20. 

We have held that where an IFB identifies previously 
approved source controlled components and requires the bidder 
to certify that it will furnish only those components, the 
bidder's failure to do so requires rejection of its bid as ~~ 

nonresponsive. 
September 27, 1983, 83-2 CPD 382. Our holding is founded on 

MVI Precision Machining, Ltd . , B-210730, 
thi rationale that, absent such certification, a bidder could 
offer alternative components for the agency's approval rather 
than those previously approved and identified in the IFB's 
drawings, thereby varying its obligation from that intended by 
the agency. Id. Because the same circumstances are present 
here, the Armyacted properly in rejecting FVC's bid as non- 
responsive. Although it is unfortunate that an apparent 
clerical oversight led to this rejection, the burden is on 
each bidder to insure that its bid conforms to IFB require- 
ments. Zero Manufacturing Co., B-210823, June 28, 1983, 83-2 
CPD 35. 

A s  to FVC's assertion that acceptance of its low bid 
would be in the government's best economic interest, the 
possibility that the government might realize a monetary 
savings by waiving a material bidding deficiency does not 
outweigh the importance of maintaining the integrity of the 
competitive bidding system by rejecting nonresponsive bids. - See Marino Construction Company, Inc., 61 Comp. Gen. 269 
(1982), 82-1 CPD 167. 

The protest is summarily denied. 

of the United States 
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