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Post-award protest agzinst: alleged
1mproprlet1ee in RFP, 1ncludlng Depart-
ment of Navy's failure to comply with
requ;rements of Service Contract Act,
which were apparent prior to closing

date for receipt of proposals is untimeiy
under § 20.2(b)(1) of our Bid Protest
Procedures and, therefore, will not be
considered by GAO.;

' Marlne Engf%eers Bedé%olént Pssoc1atlon (MEBA)
protestb the awatds of contracts’ under recuests

for proposal= (RFP) Nos. N00037-R=3001 and MO0037-R-
3002 .by the Military Sealift Command, Department

of the Navy, to Trinided Lines. The procurements
were for the worldwide operation of five T-5 class
and four Columb1a class oil tankers.

s MEBA alleges that “the Navy (1) falled to* )
comply s wlth the:requirements of the}serV1ce Con-

tract Act of 1965,h41 U.s.C..§ 35, et sedq. (1976),

(2) failed to "clearly;dellneate within the RFP the
line between evaluation criterie ‘and responszbllltv
crltexlat, (B)Afalled to assign comparatlve weight

to various criteria which may be’or are in reality
evaluating criteria; and (4) unduly restricted com-
petition through the use of arbitrary and artificially
rigid definitive criteria in the RFP.

The cloelng dates“set for IEQEIPt of initial
proposals for RFP's ~3001 and -3002 were December 28,
1978, and Januvary 11, 1979, respectively. Best and
final offers were submitted and awards made on
April 10, 1979. MEBA filed its protest with our Office
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on April 10, 1979, arid requested ‘that the Navy cancel
the >wards and reissue the RFP's amended to conform with
our cecision on the protest.

Section 20.2{b)(1) of our Pid Protest Procedures,
4 C.F.R. part 20 (1978), states, in part:

i [T .'\ i
"Protéﬁts baggdlﬁpon alleged

1mpropr1et1es in any, type of solicitation
which are apparent prlor to.bid opening
or the closing’ 'date’ for receipt of
initial proposals shall be.filed prior
to bid opening or the closing date for
receipt of initial proposals. * » %"
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Tbe Navy 8 gﬁaeged#%allureitg%cogply*witﬁéthe
the;pther allegat1 1sed by MFBA 1nvolve alleged
1mpropr1Lt1es Ang the 5011C1tation Whlch were apparent
prlor}tntthewc1051naJBates for. recelptgof proposals.
Slnce MEBA leedwits.protest with our Office sub-
sequent to the award of the contracts: (Apr11 10) and
not. . prior fo the c1051ng dates for receipt of pro-
posials (December 28 ‘and January 11), MEBA's protest
is untimely and therefore not for consideration hy
our Office. Therefore, no useful purpose would be
served in holding a conference as reguested by the
protester.

The protest is dismissnd

Mlltcn J. \§oq aglar
General Counsel
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