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THE COAPTOOLUS NEUIIIAL T

Ca DECISION OF Th UMTHEUCLLUNUTT

FILE; a-±aoe DATE: Jubr7 24, 1977

MATTER OF. Ceerciei. Envlope KAiifecturtag Company, Inc.

DIGEST:

Where *mall buaitaasu concern I. found to be
uareospoSiblb- bidder by procuring agency,
Cho has no authority to review COC detertina-
elt , to requixe SBA to issum CC, or to reopen

.came lf COC is denied.

Comaer-lal FzIelope MNnufacturing Company, Inc. (CDI), protests
against the rejection of Its low bid uoder *olicitatdons Nom. SFO--FPOP-
fl-5429-AL end !1VO-FTOP-fE-546S1-A, lisued by the CGneral Services
Administration.

The- coneraciia h fficer dgteruined, CDI uovreeponsible beclAuxa
the coany had i led bin1kruptcyrocyepdingu. Since CD1 in asmall
budinaema the question of the cmpany' a capacity mud/or credit hAs
'een appealed to the Small SDuinesm Adniniatration (SM).

.~a *

In this ragai~d, the SBa has 1the authority to issue or deny a
certificate rf comp'etency (COC) and our Office h1a no authority to
review an-S&kI'm&ti ati ionti.to require itsuance of *sCOC, -or to
reopen a came if aCOC it. denied. Xinger Construction Compiny. Inc.,
B-185390, Deceubher' l6, 1975, 75-2 CPD 397, and cases cited in text. 
Additionally, vC hase conmiutently' bli1d that the refucal by' SBA to
issue COC ust be viewed t aun affirmation of the contrarting
officer's negative'determination even though the denial ivam made for,
reasons other than those relied upon by the contracting officer.
UZnger Conqsruction, * *rar.

Consequently, iur Office vill not consider the morits of the
protest.
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