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Reference 1s wade t5 lebter W:m mm Qetober m, 1472,
vith snclomisres, from the Cotnsel, Naval Paciiities Ingineering Comand,
reporbing ob. the yegquest of Ventiletion (Qeaning Engineers, Inc., that
the price of itesm 2 in contract Ho. RORETOW7I~CW0355 Ye incrénsed from
QLM@W.@»&WM of #m amrmegaata tmm’bem made fn the
bid ot thist 1152!!& : 4

mmmwmumtmwmwbm -thet the error
oosuired when the price on item 2 wes copled Trom the worksheets as

§3,902 tnstend of $7,00%. In support of fhe allsption of ervor, the
contracter

Dixnished the worksheets for Ltem 2, The individual who pre-
mmmmmfmamwymbmtmnmmmm

wmmmﬂmchﬁmbi&mm Additional affie
dnﬂti weye furntghed by the individuad who prepaded the wexkshests and
tmwm«mmmaammwmmmarmawm*
cmumwmmzhnbmmw s )

mmmcmmiaﬁartmmm. mﬁmm;:ag@slist
the suddtens wirkeh wake up itén 2 end e price for each subiten. Ab the
thwmaﬂmargﬁmmt&enem&m&, it usmm: "pYD
mzmwmx.mom " thizﬁpugamtem‘ .
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wORAL, BID ;3 #%4?‘%"

: M‘bmv mumwtmmmmmmmmmwm
the cliaim of erxtr, the conbracting officer advised the comtractor by let-
wmwmm,mmmuumnmw,mmm
that altiough s srror bod been comaibtéd in bid prepawaticn, the exsct
mﬁafﬁhmmmeﬂmmWmetm

M¢Wemmmmommmmmwﬂthumamtm

mtmuwthabid primwtvxdwdm Hhre bﬁ. L
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axbmmtay, an m wis made toh the contreotor ot Aupast
197, However, on August 30, 1971, the contractor asknowledged m.eipt
wmmmmnmmmmmmmmmwmwm
sation on Awmgt 27, 197L, 1t was condlomfss thet aceepiance of the
contrmet. wag nob. intended to be & wadver of its right to seek 6n
adfustment in t*-%w emtmﬁ ;ﬁm wfm o0y thﬁme. :

In the :m;m of m%s:ber 10, 1572, tlm Ravy Qmmael recomtumded
that tha cloim be deded s untinely bocmuse the. contrastor eccepted
mwmmmﬁmmmmwmw g’,gﬂj/
our Office until elmost & year afier the contvact was awarded !
port of the reccemendshkicn thave i clted déoision Bm*s??g, aﬁﬁ ““ s
1972, vhercin apmtmzmm saother bidder wes danied aa
wtinely 10 nentiid after adverge abtion Yy ¢he sontiesting sgency. Tual
docision inwolved o protest wilch g detopmined to be untimely under
the provigims of seetion 20.2{a) of ome Intewim BAY Protest Procedurcs
end Stendapds. However,. tast decisjom i inappliesbly hore siwce bhere
is not dnvolved & tid protest bk o request for equitable melief by way
of comtyuct rufoismtion, Purtaer, our Office has held st acrvection -
iz not precluded even thwbsz 8 bEddi signs & contract ond procoeds with__
performance subiect to & r%amtim of claim of error. Bed7EYe, L

Sepbesber 18, 1972

T Wit rmpwt. 4743 ’ma wits o tm COBE, wmaez provided the Fallowe
ing axpmmm z’w deniam of the requsst for m«e&tﬂm of . the bl

¥ & & Pha Bhipyesd and this mmm ﬂmlimdtnpem“t '
‘tho- correction for fhoke reastns: Since the Govesmnent
el rejected bids mnd eepdvertided becmuse bids were

.. exegesive and since item 2 was wichangsd, aa increase
‘Trom $5,198 to 47,000 for iten 2 pomed wilikedy. The
work nheets cubtmitbed renite, page 3, 'S0 increese for

o overhiond, . prafit, Sravel, mino. and x:mtingemv' !:m. then
Wmm‘mmmmmfwm*mﬁ%, 0
increane, The sboel showing tese Anzpoasey s.mﬂxi ecmaig
bave been mde up after bid oponlng, and @ M00% increuds
for the naped 1tomo mmzmuzllgmgi. Tt ia not olsmr
whethel the bid intesded was 50% imovense, se yepited, or
Lh mo:é ‘a3 aotually ﬂ&!ﬂh}at%;“ Acsordlogly, tie Ship-
yerd made mwird et the pid wim wwfmt meatim omy &7
- Bt 1971. www :

| "inte that Sncreaging the itds 8 price SO, for cveriends »
$3§0’£ plug $Lr5)-renndts in -a price a,‘ﬁ?‘bg a.mmsﬁ t}» 3a0e 58
9&? bm on tha ﬁrm odvertisdng.”
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uoed by the contwector in'srriving st its. intended price, while somewhat

mumwmﬁltﬂtthebmaermmwmtotmsnmamaXmiw.
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. ummitwwmatuthatthamwmmmmvemw
after bid opening, we find nothing of record to mubstantiate thab sug-

- gewtion. The workshoets re gworn to be the originals from which the

mammﬁmmmwmmeMm gueh fack. - Purther, wiile
the Yritten statemont o page '3 of the worksheets appesrs to be incongrue .
mumm@msawmmecmhmmmmﬁamtmm

‘aost, the actusl eamumtim that follows thereafber end the gbabtement,

PHOPAL BID TR #0-u=87,004," 15 indfgative of the iftended bid: Whlle

'mlmtamummnmtwmmtmmmmmwa

mmwmmmmmmtmxaiam ftenm 2

. 50-perount
sudited by the comtrastor on the first invitation, the fact remaing

that the contractor's computation mmring on 1ts worksheet indicates

_mmmwmalmmtmﬁm Such & perkap is cootendsd to

 blghy However, ve nots that the $7,00% price 15 eubstanti-

‘~ my Yeas than the $10,469 Goversment estinate and the $3,590 price

quoted by the othar bidder for ites 2 tn ¢he original invitation for bids.
O the seadvertisemont, the contractor was the only biddor. The mathod

wiorthodox, femlted in 5 9rice within the realm of reasonablences. We
note elso thet whille it is stated thet the specifications remained
wohshged aven though the produrement was veadvertised, the Goveriment's
eotiiate inoreased fram $4;325 on Lhen 2 to $10,b69. : Since the Government
wpon resonsiderition of the mciﬁmmw considersd that & substantial
upeard revision dn the original estisbte wes In opder, it does not atrike

. In the: emmtmes, we cmelude thst: the cmtmt ghomld be appro-
mmmcﬁﬁmw auw the. amomt of :haoh astheprice Tor item 2.
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