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Decision re: Alton Iron Works, Inc.; by Paul G. Dembling,
General counsel.

Issue Area: Federal Procurement of Goods and Services 'M19OO.
Contait: Office of the General Counsel; Procurement Lati It..
Budqet Function: wational Defpst Depr tuent of Pefense

Procurement t Contracts (058).'
Organization Concerned: Defense Supply Agency: Defense General

Supply Center, Richuond, VA. ( 
Authority: 4 C.FP.R. 20.2(b)'(1). B-184346 (1975).

The protester.objected to the award of a contract,
alleqinq that the aelivety sche9Vle.ncorpo;ated into the
subject invitation for bids was impossible tonmeet except from a
known sole source. The protest was unt4,ely, since protests
against rolicitation specifications must be filed prior to tid
opening. (Anthor/SC)
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CUCIUUlON ( .O- oF TH* UNITUDO STATU
WAS*HINO'ON. D.C. 2OU46

FILE: 3-189640 A.ATE: Auzut 1 7D 297

itt <MATTER OF' Altos Iron Works, Inc.

DIGEST:

,I . Protiit by bidder aglhnt alleged apecification
improprilety whtch was, filed subsequent to bid
opening date is un.itely mince under section
20.2(b)(1)of our Did Protest Procedures any pro-
test against improprietieu in invitation must
be filed prior to bid openlng.

by letter dated July 15, ii7i, Alton Iron Works,
'l ~~~Inc, (Alton)e>;hi4-Wproteted, againatiairard of- n ron-
. e~~~ract for 8Sexplomion"'proof extansion lights'under

!invta~tion tr bids (IF3) No. DLA400-77-U-2058
fnlsiedby t'ate.Directorate of Procurement & Production,
.DefensGeneiiralSu'pply Cetter, Richmand, Virginia.
Alton argues' tht the deliveryqa~chedule incorporated
into the zubjeCt ID is impossible to meet except
from a known sole-source.

* SpeOifacally, it is *aserted that the testing
prccedulr's called for under the applicable military
specificiion, 1IL'-F-16377F,. would r4itquire a miutimum
of b moat'.s 'ftr eest completion of Alton's prodact,

l t~~~hus Maiking i't.impaosfsible for the protester to fsom-
;ply with the 120 day first artlcle testing provision

contained ir. ths solij1tation.

.,:ection 20.2(b)(1) of our Bid Protest Procedures,
4 C.F.Ri Part 20 '1976) proVNides JAv part that pro-
tess based upon alleged improprieties in-s~llcitations
which'are apip'tent prior to bid opening shall be filed
prfor to bid opening. Sine. Alton "s complaint is
directed against the specification requirements its
protest should have been filed prior to May 17, 1977,
the date on which the subject IFB was opened. On
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thab badip A'tonas protest, flied vell after the
bid opening dat R ust be regarded an untimely,
Euxerson Electric Co., 3-184346, September 9, 1975,
75-2 CP) 141*.

therefore, the merits of the p:oteut will not
be considered.

Paul G. Dembliag
General Counsel
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