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DIGEST:

i. The General Accounting Office will consider a
protest that a proposal has been improperly
evaluated under an RFP even though the result
may be a sole—-source procurement.

2. Qur Office will not question a contracting
officer's technical evaluation of a proposal in
the absence of a showing that the evaluation was
arbitrary, unreasonable or contrary to procure-
ment laws or regulations.

Aero-Dri Corporation (Aero-Dri) protests the award of a
contract to AQW, Inc. (AQW), under request for proposals
(RFP) No. DLA700-84-R-0667 issued by the Defense Construc-
tion Supply Center (DCSC), Defense Logistics Agency (DLA), -
for cartridges used in dehydrating air in airborne pneumatic
systems, identified as Aero-Dri part No. 91000,

We deny the protest.

DLA contends, first, that our Office should not review
the merits of this protest, which, in effect, requests an
award to the protester on a sole—-source basis.

Our Office will consider the protest. The protest is
not that the procurement should be sole source, but that,
because the alternate product offered could not be properly
evaluated by DLA, it was unacceptable under the RFP. (Cf.
Worthington Group, McGraw-Edison Company, B-207504, July 12,

1982, 82-2 C.P.D. § 41.

Aero-Dri contends that AQW does not qualify for an
award under the Products Offered Clause of the RFP because
..AQW has never manufactured the alternate item offered and
the government has not furnished any detailed specifications
or other data for technical evaluation.
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The Products Offered Clause provides that the offeror
may offer either the exact product listed in the schedule or
an alternate product which must be accompanied by drawings,
specifications or other data necessary to describe clearly
the characteristics and features of the product being
offered.

DLA states that AQW furnished drawings. DLA also
states that evaluation of the drawings, in conjunction with
data in DCSC's possession, satisfied DCSC's technical
operations division that the alternate item proposed by AQW
would satisfy the requirements of DCSC. The terminal
determination was influenced by the fact that a former chief
engineer of the prior supplier of the product 1is now with
AQW.

Contracting officers have considerable discretion 1in
the evaluation of proposals and our Office will not disturbd
the evaluation Iin the absence of showing that the evaluation
was arbitrary, without a reasonable basis, or contrary to
procurement laws and regulations. Litton Systems, Inc.,
Electron Tube Division, B-215106, Sept. 18, 1984, 63 Comp.
Gen. , 84-2 C.P.D. 1 317.

Aero-Dri has not presented any evidence in support of
its contention that approval of AQW's item was infeasible or
unreasonable. The alleged improper reliance on the role of
the former chief engineer does not affect our view that the
protester's unsupported allegations do not show an improper
evaluation under the above standard. (We note that the con-
tracting officer and the awardee indicate that substantial
quantities have been delivered.)
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