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FILI-: B-1873o) DATE: Cn.toter t" 1976

nMATTER OF: Uniroval Inc.

D IGEST:

Protest egainst alleged improjriety In
solicitation as to method of evaluation
not filed prior to closing date for receipt
of proposals with either contractilng agency
or GAO is untimely.

Uniroyal Inc. ban protested against the award of a contract
made by thy Defense Ceneral Supply Center, Picihmnondl, Virginia, tunder
request for proposals (HEP) No. DSA40C-76-R-5117. The clositig date
for receipt of proposals was August 13, 1976. Under the terms of the
R1I1 Lhe required piastic sheets could be 36 to 42 inches wide and 48
co 56 inches long. AII award was made baed on the lowest co't. per

I ~~~sheet.

Uniroyal procested the aware to this Office on August 26, 19,6,
on the grounds that evaluation should have been performed on a cost'
per- square- foot basis because of the size tolerances allowed for the
plastic Sheets.

4Section 20.2;b)(1) of our Bid Protest Procereq, 4 C.F.R. Part '0A
(1976), provides ts at protests based upon alleged improprieties iI tl,

x ~~~~~solicitatioi, whlichl are cppareni. prior to tlle closling (~Lte for receipt
of proposals shlill be filed (rccivei) prier to stinh closgig date to be
[tmely.

Here, the PPil did riot provide that evaqluation of the offers was
to be on a cost-pcr-sqiiare-foot basis, bit on the basis of cout per
sheet. Since it was apparent that the offers were to be evaluated
solely on cost per sheet, Uniroyal's protist is untimely and not for
consideration on the merits as it was filedk after the closiusg dlate for
receipt of proposals.

/ ; PalO G. Dembling
C encral Counsel.
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