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Albert. 8. Preedman >
d/b/a Rellable ficcurity Sekvices G- /822

2301 Second Avenue
Seattle, Washington 98122-%

pear Mr. Freedmant

‘ He have received your racent letter containing
sdditional[cllegations of impropristias by the

curyeel

{fashington.,
\

\‘t_holdsx—of.a security guard contractiat the
United Statea Public Health Hovpital. fivattle, DHzg

o3P L

With regiad to your atatemﬁhﬁ; cdﬁcaining non-

performance by the’ contractor, a

our decision B-194016, February 16,

s 'we explained in '
1979 ’ xj.'.h“ES&_ ‘

are matters of contract adninistraxion ang; as such. .
are not for reseclution under our Bid Protast Fro-
caduxeg. - However, as stated in tlie decision, &

copy of your original letter was brought to the
attention of the Szovetary of limaith, Fducation,

and wWelfarve,

You also ask whether a wcontractor's. unsatisfied,
current and an=going ‘federal tax lien at 'the time of
hid and award violatea the statutory, reyulatozy. '
arnd/or other legal recquirements under youyr jurigdic-

tion."”

L

vle are avaxe of no statute

A ' ¥ o
r requlation which

specifically prohibits a contractor who has an’

outstanding tax lien fron receidving an award. .

Howevey,” A contracting nwfficer nust precede the ‘
award of a contract with an affirmative determination N
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that the contractor is raesponsihble; that {s, the
contractox's financlal resources; equipnent,
ability, past performance and integrity Indicate
it can successfully perform .the conptract, .. The
existence of an outstanding unsatisfied tax lien
is one factor which should be conaidered by the
contracting officer in determining thg] responai-
pllity. bf the potential awardee., Sea redexal
Procurement Requlatjons, subpart 1-1,13,

. Affixmative responaibility détérminatluhs
involve subjective judgnents which are largely
within the discretion of. the procuring officlals
who mugt suffer any difficulties which result
from a contractor's inability to parform, ' For
this reason, we have declined to'rev;ew such
deterninations absent either a quaat&on of com=-
pliance by a biddexr with definitive guidelines

or a showing of fraud, timely raised in accordance

with our Bhid Protest Proceduras.
We trust this answers your 1nqu1r§;
Sincerely yours,

ks/

Ronald Berger

Assistant General Counsel
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