COMFTROLLER GENERAL OF THE UNITED STATES

WASHINGTON
N
dui, 191928

Daloo lLubricants, [no.,
66 L Street, !tgi'v
W“. Uy Co

Gentlemens

Leferring to yow letter of Februsry 27, 1935, receips of
which was soknowledged March L, you are advised that there has
been investigated yowr protest against the rejestion by the
Prosurennt Division, Tressury Department, of your bid for delivery
of goar oil, Class lj, for the period from January 1, 1935, te
Mersh 31, 1536, and you are advised that the fagte disvlosed sre
not sufficient to justify this office in withholding the uses of
sppropristed moneys %o zake ctherwise proper peymsnts under the
oontract swrded to ths DeA Lubrizant Compuny far the delivery of
the geer oil in question.

The advertiesé speeificetions provided that the romr oil
~ should be“siyistly nom~sbrasive; all densities; mmst be and remain
ot wiforn sousisteansy; DeA, or oqual.” Then the bids were received
sanples of tha gear oll were submitted to the “weau of Standerds
for test, and such test diselosed that the semple: sumitted by you
showd less stability than the DA Lubricsm$ Company producty that
it comtained mare asbostos nd consequently less ~11,

There has been noted yowr statement that any mechanie snd
most "outside” mutanotive engineers would censider such s test for
lubrieating value as »¢ much theeretioal uselsssness, but 1% is to
be remenbered that the Bureau of Standards has been sstablished and
meintained for the pwpose of testing various mamufastured artioloes,
and this office may not properly sonslude that sush a test is of
1ess valus tham the opiniom of any meshanie or cutside sutcmotive
engineer,

4s the product offered by you was shown by the Uuresu of
Btanderds'test not to be the equal of the DeA ludriocant, either in
stability or oll coxtenmt, there is no legal basis for thie effice

te sustaln your proteet sgalust the aduinistrative sotien takem in
the matter.

Tou are advised scoardingly.
Pespestiully,

g et

of the United Statea.




