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BEFORE THE
OFFICE OF PUBLIC ACCOUNTABILITY
PROCUREMENT PETITION

IN THE PETITION OF DOCKET NO: OPA-PA-12-016

TELEGUAM HOLDINGS LLC
Appellant

COMMENTS ON AGENCY REPORT BY
INTERESTED PARTY PACIFIC DATA
SYSTEMS

R N NN

Pacific Data Systems (PDS), an interested party in this matter, hereby makes these comments to

the Agency Report filed by GSA in OPA-PA-12-016.

PDS agrees with the Agency Report made by GSA. GSA explains that it re-evaluated the award
for Bid Form 2 and 3 in GSA-064-11 after it was determined by GSA that GTA submitted a telephone
(Cisco SPAS01G) that did not meet IFB specifications or GTA’s own representations. GSA liberally
conducted a re-evaluation using other telephone models that GTA submitted that it determined did meet
the IFB specifications. After this re-evaluation, using the evaluation formula for Bid Form 2 and 3, it was
further determined by GSA that the offer from PDS was the lowest bid for Bid Form 2 and 3 and thus

GSA made the revised award for these items to PDS.

Though the GSA Agency Report does not go into detail regarding the re-evaluation done by
GSA, PDS has prepared an analysis of the re-evaluation of Bid Form 2 and 3 for GTA. This analysis is
attached as Exhibit A. The PDS analysis clearly shows that the PDS offer scored the lowest at 1,612.45
while the GTA offer scored 1,748.05. These scores contradict the scores noted in the GTA appeal due to
the fact that GTA continues to run its evaluation using the telephone model and associated bid prices that
were rejected as non-compliant. GTA cannot, as proposed in page 9 of its appeal, make model

substitutions after bid opening.
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As an interested party in this appeal, PDS would like to make note for the record that PDS
believes that GSA should have also rejected the GTA protest for GTA’s inappropriate modification of Bid
Form 3 and the inclusion of additional telephone models beyond what was specified by GSA for this Bid
Form. The inclusion of additional, alternative telephone options was in contradiction to specific
instructions to bidders by GSA. GSA rightfully should have denied the GTA protest for this additional

reason.

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this 5" day of November 2012.

JOHN DAY
President

Exhibit A: PDS Analysis of GTA Bid Form 2 & 3 Evaluation.
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