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COMPTROLLER GENERAL OF THE UNITED STATES
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20548 ) ' -

paglesos) - e

Breed Corporation
20 Spielnan Road .
Fairfield, Few Jersey 07

Attention: ¥Mr, Allen Breed
President :

Gantlenent _
Your letter of January 30 1970, protested the cancellation of

_4nvitation for blds Ho. F42600+70-B-1333, issued by Hill Air Force Base,

Utah, for 86,730 MALDT/B drive sssembly couplers. The cancellation of
the set-aside ﬁgrt.ion of enother invitetion for the same item (invitation

for bids Ho. Yho600~69-B=3486) was protested by Comtract lachining Corw

poration and from Porest fcientific, Inc, Those tests are the subject |

of our deciglon of todsy, B«160259, B-168259(3){ copy barevith, . . i

7., -

rhe Lnvitation ~1333 wag igsusd on Septesber 3, 1969, and bids were

_opensd on October 7, 1969, but because of delays in determining the-

responsibllity of your firm, the second low tidder, and that of Forest
Bcientific, the low bidder, no @rard had been nade by January 23, 1970,

- when bidders were edvised by the Air Force thaty

"X Toranalgais of the requireasnt in subject IFB disclds

that these assets sre no longer neadsd by the Air Force, -
therefore, I¥B Fi2600=T0-B=1333 15 cancelled.” o

You point out that aotwithstending ihe cancellation action, enother

1nvitation for the same item, invitation for dids He. Fh2600=T0+B~1T6k
vas izsusd on January 16, 1970, snd you therefore dispute the cleim of
the Alr Porce that the items called for by invitation ~1333 were "o

longer needed.”

mepouﬁmofthempumntofthemromvithregatdtothis,'

cancellstion is pet forth in e contracting officer’s statensnt dated
March 2, 1970, wherein it iz stated: ‘ '

"y # % A delay ip sward resulied from negative pre-mqni‘ )
surveys isgued on the low bidder (Porest Belemtific, Ine,)
erd ths sscond low bidder (Breed Gozp.). The consequential
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delsy in dalivery of hardwere, in part, required that require-
ments be re-evaluated, especielly in view of reduced usage,
computed FY70 program requirements, and technicel changes
vhich had cccurred since IFB Fi2600~70+B-1333 had besn issued.
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"Value Engineering Change Proposals were accepted on
3 Dec 1969 and 19 Jen 1970. These materially changed appli-
cable drawings, the materisl composition (i.e., housing from
aluminum bar to die cast aluminum and plate bearing from
aluminum to steel), and the manufacturing processes, These
changed conditions plus the probable quantdity price bresk from
soliciting the FYTO requirement of 477,709 # * *® in total as
opposed to wwarding 86,730 * 4 % on IFE FU2600=70-B-1333 and
soliciting only 390,979 dictated that IFD Fh2500~70-3~1333 be
cancelled. The VECP's were incorporated into IFB FA260070-
B-l?% on' 10 Fab 1970 and the opening extended to 17 Mar 1970."

A supplemental contracting officer's statemnt subnitted in response to.
Quastions propounded by our Office concering the relationahip between
iuvita’cions ~1333, «1754, and -3&86 stated:

"IFB FPUe600-TO=B-1T5k (hereinafter IFB 1.751&) was iszied’

© 16 Jan 1970 for the second asix montbs production of FY70 proe’
granmed requirements, Conslderztion was being givea to adding
the reguirement of IFB 1333 to the second six months produg-
~tion on IFB 1754 for the purpose of incorporating VECP's
spproved 3 De¢ 1969 and 19 Jan 1070. Before this could be
accomplished, the requirement om IF3 1333 was cancelled., This
cencellation was effected by reason of the fact that the
requirement no longer existed. We considered reducing quane
tity on IFB 1754 and comtinuing with award under IFB 1333.
This was rot considered feasible since FY69 funds were not .
aveilable for this item, It was determined the best solution

L was to cencel I¥B 1333. This would also reault in our getting
X %ﬁ the new configuration," (&xphaais supplied,) -
¥hile our decision B-168259,: &168259(3)731’ today quastions the

position of the Air Force that the specification changes wore go. signifs
icant a8 to warrant invitation carcellation after exposure of bid prices,
the recoxd substantigtes the fact that the requiremant for the specific

. Quantity of couplars covered by invitation <1333 related to fiscal year
B S "“”1969 requiremsnts and that funds for that fiscal ysar were no longer
availeble to procure thess couplers, Therefore, while invitadion -175h
wag, a&s you conbepd, for the same item, a5 modifled, such fact does rot
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affect the propriety of the cancellstion action taden yith Tespect to -
uvitation ~1333. Accordingly, we conelude that the cancellation of
{nvitation ~1333 was in accordance with ASPR 240k, 1(b)(ii1), authorizing

juvitation cancellation where "the cupplies or services heing procured
are no longer required.” See, in this regard, B—l6h721ﬁ)ecember 20, 1968.
Your protest is therefore denled. .
Very truly yours,
R.F Keller '

Assiston: com;mz'oller Genaral
of the United States
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