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COMPTROLLER GENERAL, OF THE UNITED STATES ¢
WASHINGTON, D.C, 20543

B~179272 ’ October 12, 1973 HLOO 7@

Walls and Breaux _
Attorneys at Law “
1633 S5t, Charles Avenue

Naw Orleans, Louisiuna 70130

Attantfon: John f, Wells, Bsquire

Gantlemans
L

Reforence is made to your letter dated July 19, 1973, protesting
on behalf of WostLuank Data Entry, Uivision of Westbank Business College,
Incorporated, against the award of a contract te tha low bidder, Coopar
Data Systens, Incorporated (Cooper), under invitation for hids (1FD)
No. §0-73-8, issued Hay 29, 1973, by the Forest Service, Southern
Forest Experiment Station, lew Orleans, Louisiana,

The invitation covera card handling support services relating to
automatic data processing work on a pick-up and delivary basia, the
plek-up and delivery stotion being the Southern Forest Nxperiment
Statiou. Bids were opcnad June 22, 1973, and the low bid was submitted
by Cooupar, You contend that this bid may not be accepted bocause it
was unsigned, : )

The unsigned bid, howavaer, was accompanied by a sipgned "Experience
Quastionnaire" which was raquired to be awbmitted with the bid and which
containad thc solicitation nunber and an affirmative statensnt that the
firm bas adoquate personnel and cquipment to perforam the required
sarvicen, The Forest Servicae accepted the lov bid in accordanca with
Faederal Procurenont Regulations (FPR) 1..2.405(c) which provides that the
failure of 4 bidder to sign his bid may bLe valved as a minor informality
 § '

"the wmsigned bid is accompanied by other matorial

indicating the bidder's intention to ba bowmd by

the unsigned bid document, such as the subnisciorn ‘
of a bid gunrmtea, or o latter signed by the bidder

with the bid referring to and clearly ideatifying

tha bid itself; * &« & P
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Tha abova cited repulatiin is in accord with daecisions of our
0ffico in which we have held that an unaigned bid 1ay ba considered
foy eward if accoupanied by soma docurmentary evidence showing a
claar intenticn by the bidder to subnit the bid in quastion, 48
Comp, Gan, 648 (1969), affiymed B-166190, May 8, 19489; B-1784136,
June 25, 1973, In the inatant case the aipgned Expoxience Quaeationnaive
acconpanying the submisaion of the uneigned bid clearly eatablished
tho bidder's intention to be bound by the unsignad bid document.

Therefora, we find that Cooper's bid was properly accoapted for
award. Accordingly, your protest is danied.

fincerely yours,

Paul G, Dombling

Actingoomptroller General
of tha United Statcs






