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DIGEST

1. Allegation that awardee failed to consider a line item in
pricing its proposal 1s without merit where awaraee priced all
required items and the line item in question was a fixea
anount which was added to all offerors' prices.

2. Allegation that awardee was afforded the opportunity to
review the protester's proposal is regarded as mere
speculation where no evidence is submitted to support the _
allegation.

DECISION

Electronics in Medicine, Inc. (EIM), protests the award of a
contract to the General Electric Co. (GE) under request for
proposals (RFP) No. F41800-86-R-4160 1issued by the Department
of the Air Force for the maintenance of government-owned
medical equipment. EIM alleges that the competition was

not conducted on an egqual basis and that GE improperly was
provided an opportunity to review EIM's proposal.

We deny the protest.

The RFP was issued on July 16, and the Air Force received
proposals from GE and EIM by the amended closing date of
September 2. The Alr Force initiated discussions with both GE
and EIM on September 8, and best and final offers (BAFOs) were
due by September,

GE's BAFO was evaluated at an overall price of $1,799,718 and
EIM's was evaluated at $1,943,511. Under the RFP, award was
to be made to the lowest priced, technically acceptable
offeror and, as a result, the Air Force awarded the contract
to GE October 8.
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EIM alleges that GE failed to take into account line item 10
of the RFP in submitting its offer. Line item 0010 was a
fixed $160,000 amount, to be added to each offeror's price
representing replacement parts for items 0001-0008. 1In
addition, EIM alleges that GE was provided an opportunity to
examine EIM's proposal on or about August 22,

Our review of GE's proposal shows that GE priced all contract
requirements, took no exception to any requirement, and 1is
therefore bound by the government's acceptance of the offer to
perform in accordance with the RFP., Electronics Systems,
USA, B-224472, Oct. 8, 1986, 86-2 CPD ¥ . In fact, GE
has submitted comments to our Office which show that 1its
understanding of the requirements coincides with what the
Navy intended. To the extent EIM is suggesting that the
$160,000 may not have been added to GE's price proposal, the
record shows that the $160,000 in fact was added to both the
proposals.

With respect to EIM's allegation that GE was afforded an
opportunity to review its proposal, the Air Force denles
that this ever occurred. EIM has presented no evidence to
support its claim ana, therefore, the allegation 1s properly
regarded as mere speculation. Par Steel Products Co., Inc.,
B-221966.2, May 30, 1986, 86-1 CPD 4 512. -

Finally, we note that EIM indicates the Air Force advised
the firm that it was not the low bidder prior to award and
contends that this leaves open the question as to whether
there were additional breaches of confidence. The Alir Force
acknowledges that in response to an EIM inquiry, EIM was
advised that 1t was not the low bidder. This occurred after
the evaluation was completed and GE was determined to be

the low bidder but prior to the time that the actual award
letter was signed. We fail to see, however, how this action
was prejudicial to EIM or how it shows that there were other
irreqularities in the selection process,

The protest 1s denied.
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