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Q5422

'DECISION

FILE:  © 5. y488 DATE: jupe 9, 1983

MATTER OF: Humanoid Systems

DIGEST:

1. Protest alleging that time allotted for
submission of proposals was too short is
untimely and not for consideration since
it was filed after the closing date for
receipt of proposals.

2. Protest against rejection of protester's
proposal filed more than 10 working days
after protester was advised of rejection
and reasons therefor is untimely and not
for consideration.

Humanoid Systems (Humanoid) protests that the time
allowed between the issuance of National Highway Traffic
Safety Administration request for proposals No. DTNH22-81-R-
07265 and the closing date for the receipt of proposals was
too short to permit offerors to prepare adequate proposals.
It also protests the rejection of its proposal by the agency
contracting officials.

We dismiss the protest.

The closing date for the receipt of proposals was
December 22, 1981. The Humanoid protest was received by our
Office on April 15, 1983. Section 21.2(b)(1) of our Bid
Protest Procedures, 4 C.F.R. part 21 (1983), states:

"Protests based upon alleged improprie-
ties in any type of solicitation which are
apparent prior to * * * the closing date for
receipt of initial proposals shall be filed
prior to * * * the closing date for receipt of
initial proposals. * * *"

Therefore, Humanoid's protest against the amount of time
allowed for the preparation of proposals received after the

«

ORSIES



B-211488 ' 2

closing date for the receipt of proposals is untimely and
not for consideration. Sigma Consultants, Inc., B-194706,
May 14, 1979, 79-1 CPD 350.

Humanoid was advised, we are informed, by a letter of
September 8, 1982, that its proposal had been rejected
because it was considered to be outside the competitive
range. Under section 21.2(b)(2) of our Bid Protest
Procedures, 4 C.F.R. § 21.2(b)(21) (1983), a protest had to
have been filed within 10 working days of Humanoid learning
of the rejection of its proposal and the reasons therefor.
Since Humanoid's protest was not filed with our Office until
April 15, 1983, this portion of the protest is untimely and
not for our consideration.

Finally, Humanoid also has requested a conference to
discuss the merits of its protest. Because of our summary
dismissal of the protest, that request will not be honored
because a conference would serve no useful purpose.
Waterbury Farrel, Division of Textron, Inc., B-203798,
July 24, 1981, 81-2, CPD 60.
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Harry R. Van Cleve
Acting General Counsel






