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Tear My. Conlon:

Thig 1 io resvonse to vour letter of Yovermher 13,
1278, recuesting information concernine the proprer
arreal vrocedure nnder the Tisputes Clavse of Interior
rerartrment Contract Yo, 14-02-0001-=1€25%, In that
letter, vou stated that vour client filed a request
for a contract nodification with the contractina officer

C.00.) an” the .0, avreared to he delaving in raking &
decision, despite numerous recuests to Jdo so. You ashked
wvhether there is a tine lirit under which the C,0. must
resrond to such a recuest, or whether hisg failure to
respond constitutes & Aecision arpealakle o the
rerartment of Interior Foard of Contract Arreals (RCRA)Y.

cpr Cffice no loncer reviews decisions rendered
under the “"risputes” clause. S&f  Contractors, Inc,,
A0F .8, 1 {1872): Yuah Prasinagteon Contracting Conpany,
187022, Septermber 16, 107F, 76-2 Crn 243, However, in
Frany ®riscce Company, Inc., M=1f13R3, March 1€, 107f,
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e3P 177, Twe tat:ml:

f...qgenerally a contractinn officer's
failure to ismsue 2 ‘final decisicn' doee
not rreclude anpeal to the Poard of Contract
apreals.  F.g leader Mfa. Co., ASFCR 441F,

4

o2 BOA 8 18777

?n addition tn thﬁ Leader case, you micht want to
Cexarmine Fonqnliﬁatpd “ieseT Cﬁfbﬂ”&tiﬁh, ARBCOA Yo, 427),
K7=2 "CA & 144A: and r, Dubo & fon=, Inc., ASPCA Yo,

3pen, ®7-) NCA & 13PF. -
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I hope this i{nformatien may be of some agsigtance’
| to you, ' DR |
: Sincerely your, o
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