THE COMPTROLLER QENERAL
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DECISION

FILE: B--187310 DATE: November 2, 1976
MATTER OF: Uniroyal, Inc,

IGEBT:

]

y Untimely pratest 1nv01ving evaluatinn criteria

i3 not significant isasve so asi to justify decision
on meritc of protest, Since protestqr does not
advance any additiopal facts or legall argumcats
which shoy that earlier Jdecision was erroneous,
prior decision holding protest uantimely is affirmed,

Unirnyal Inc;\ hae requested reconsideration of our decision
oi October 5, 1976, which declined to ccnsider the merits of its
protest as: the protest was determined not to have been timely filed
in our Otflce. \

In its’ Anitial proteat Uniroyal contended that offers should
have been evaluated on & roat-per-aquara-foot basis rather than on
a coat-per-sheet basis,

Since we found that tha RFP clearly prnvided for evaluation of
offers on a coat-per-aheet baaia, wa concluded that Univoyal's pro-
test iavolved an alleged dwficieucy in the method of evaluation
stated in the solicitation and should have "been protested prior to
the clusing date for submission of propusals, citlng gection
20,2(b) (1) of our Bid Protast Provedurea. 4 C.F.R. § 20 (1976).

Uniroyal requesta reconaideration under anction 20.2(c) of our
Bid Protest Procedures, which permits consideration of an otherwise
untinely proteat where the! proteat raises issues significant to
procurement practicea or procedures.

it is our view thet the use of a coat—per—aheet method of evalua-
tisn in this particular pcocurement does not raise any issues signifi-
cant to procurement practices or procedures. We have held that
"Issues significant to procurement practices ovr procedures' refers to



5-.187310

the rpseqre of a nviuciple of wideapread interest, *Hifuh;;d
Induatviﬂa, Inc., B~184655, Octob~r 30, 1975, 75-2 CPD 264%

Questions regarding evaluatiou criteria of the nature 1nvolved

have do pot contain th: Tequisite level of procurement intervest
exeapliff{cd by applicable cases, Howmemaker Healtin Aide Sexvice
of the National Capital Area, Inc_J--Rocnnsideration, B-185924,

Hay 12, 1976, 76-1 CPD 317,

: 'y
Since Uniroyal does 1ot advance additlowpl facts or offer auny
arguients of law that demoastrate our initial decision was in ervor,

our decision of October 5 18 affirmed, %
* \

For tha CQmptrollvr General
"of the Unjted States (5/
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