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DECISION 
 
AMEC Programs, Inc., of Alpharetta, Georgia; Pennsylvania Remediation Company 
LLC, of Alexandria, Virginia; and Parks Closure Group, LLC, of Hellwood, Pennsylvania, 
protest the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers award of a contract to Jacobs Field Services 
of North America, Inc., under request for proposals (RFP) No. W912P4-15-R-0001, to 
provide environmental remediation services at a designated site in Armstrong County, 
Pennsylvania.  The protesters assert that the agency misevaluated various aspects of 
the offerors’ proposals.            
 
We dismiss the protests based on the agency’s pending corrective action.   
 
By correspondence to our Office dated June 23, 2017, the agency stated that it is taking 
corrective action and will reevaluate all of the offerors’ proposals.  Letter from 
Department of the Army to GAO, June 23, 2017, at 1.  The agency elaborates that:  
 

Upon reevaluation, a competitive range will be established and discussions 
will be conducted if determined to be necessary.  In that case, the Government 
will request final revised proposals from all Offerors included in the competitive 
range.  The contract award to Jacobs Field Services of North America, Inc. 
(Jacobs) will remain suspended until completion of the reevaluation and 
contract award decision.   

 
Id.   
 
The jurisdiction of our Office is established by the bid protest provisions of the 
Competition in Contracting Act of 1984, 31 U.S.C. §§ 3551-3556 (2012).  Our role in 
resolving bid protests is to ensure that the statutory requirements for full and open 
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competition are met.  Pacific Photocopy and Research Servs., B-278698, B-278698.3, 
Mar. 4, 1998, 98-1 CPD ¶ 69 at 4. 
 
Where, as here, an agency undertakes corrective action that will supersede and 
potentially alter its prior source selection decision, our Office will generally decline to 
rule on a protest challenging the agency’s prior decision on the basis that the protest is 
rendered academic.  See Dyna-Air Eng’g Corp., B-278037, Nov. 7, 1997, 97-2 CPD 
¶ 132.  Since it is not our practice to consider matters that are academic, the protests 
are dismissed.  
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