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Unsigned bid properly rejected as
nonresponsive where not(accompanied

by other material indicating bidder's
intention to be boundz fid™~lack of sig-
nature may not be waived or corrected
as minor informality pursuant to
Federal Procurement Regulation

§ 1-2.405(c).
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-(/Professional Display (Professional) protest@ﬁthe
rejection of its unsigned bid -submitted in response to

the Department of Agriculture.qaﬁééﬁggsional was the low
bidder on the solicitation, but none of the copies of
the bid submitted were signed? only a typewritten name
was supplied, - Moreovert/PESteéssSional's bid was not
accompanied gy any other material bearing a signature

of a representative of Professional.
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In support of the contention g&gg_its unsigned
bid should have been accepted, BtdtssETénal indicate |
that its failure to sign its“bid should be viewed as a . |,
minor echnica;ﬁfy. Further, the protester notegl that o shoentd
award “£6ProfestiBnal would result in a savings to the
Government. that

N s

Professionals,.bid wa xﬁgoperly rejected as non-
responsive sincd ﬁﬁ@ podtester's failure to sign its

bid iﬁ—éhié_inséaﬂee~could.not be waived or corrected
after opening as a minor informality or irregularity.} N e
Federal Procurement Regulation § 1-2.405(c) (1964 ed. .wu»”“”? ;

That -regulation states that failure of the bidder to : £§£4
sign its bid is a minor informality only if:

"(1) the unsigned bid is accompanied by
other material indicating the bidder's
intention to be bound by the unsigned
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bid document * * * or (2) the firm
submitting a bid has formally adopted

or authorized before the date set for
opening of bids, the execution of docu-
ments by typewritten, printed or stamped
signature * * *," .

This regulation is in accord with the decisions
of our Office in which we have held that the failure
of the bidder to sign a bid which bears his type- .
written signature, but is not accompanied by documen—
tary evidence indicating that the typewrltten
signature had been adopted or authorized, is a
substantive defect which could not be waived after
opening of the bids. See 34 Comp. Gen. 439 (1955);
Jonard Industries Corporatlon, B-192979, January 30,
1979, 79-1 CPD 65. 1In connection with the
protester's contention that the contract award to
the successful bidder will result in a higher cost
to the Government, it has been our position that the
strict maintenance of the competitive bidding procedures
required by law in the letting of public contracts, is
infinitely more in the public interest than obtaining a
possible pecuniary advantage in a particular case
by a violation of the rules. See, e.g., Redifon
Computers Limited--Reconsideration, B-186691, June 30,
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1977, 77-1 CPD 463.
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§£w§m$ The protest is summarily dismissed.
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