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DIGESYT: Where protester allegee that low
biddevs cannot satisfy volicita-
tion's work experience requirements
despite fact that contraching officer
determingd one of low bidders to be
responsible, protest will pot be con-
sidered pince matter of prospectivs
contructor's work experience presents
question of responsibility and GAO |
has discontinued practice of reviewing
bid protests of contracting offlcers’
affirmovive responsibility determinations,
except for actions by procuring officlals
which are tantamount to fraud, See 53
Comp. Gen. y B~177512, June 7, 1974,

Hooper Construction Company (Hooper) protests fhe award
of any contract resulting from a solicitation issued by
Q2 - Plattsburg Air Force Base, New York, to elther of the two ‘71/6’
~ lowest hidders on the ground that neither can satisfy the
work experience requivements set forth in the solicitation,

We have been informally advised that one of the low bidders
was determined to be a responsible prospective contractoy on
May 16, 1974, and has been awarded the contract.,

This Offé%éh%as consistently held that the matter ofin
prospective.contractor's work experience presents a questilon
of vresponsibility of the bidder.s See 45 Comp, Gen, & (19G5);
37 id. 420 (2957); B~170099, Ja%tary 22, 1971; and B-170179,
August 26, 1970, Since the detgrmination of a proposed con-
tractor's responsibility is laygely within the discretion of
the contracting officer, this Office has discontinued its prior
practice of reviewing bid protests involving a contracting
officer's affirmative determination of responsibility)r Sea 53
Comp. Gen. ___, B-177512, June 7, 1974, 1f pursuant to the
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applicable regulations the centracting officey finds the
proposed contractor responsible, as here, we do not believe
the finding should be disturted except for actions by
procuring officials which are tantumouny to fr,oud.,

zﬁccordingf&, as no fraud has be=n alleged or demonstyvated,
we must decline to fuvtlhier consider the matter,

Paul G, Dembling
General Counsel é;-





