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' Where swall busiuluys concern i{s found to ba
. nouresponsibie tidder dy procuring agency,
F- GAO hes no authority (o review COC determina-
tim, to require SHA to issue COC, or to reopen
.cuse 1{ COC {is denied. )

| ) Commarziel . Ervelope Hmufncturin; Company, Inc. (cnn. protests
sgainst the rejuction of its low bid under solicitations Nos. SFO--FPOP-
F3-5429-AL end SPO-FPOP-FE-54681-A, issusd by the Genersl Serviceg
Administration.

The contuckin' uff:lc.at d.t-lnlin.d 'C¥M ‘norresponsible becausa
the company had {iled binkruptey: procuding-.: Since CEM is & srmall
business, the question of the company's capacity sud/or credit hus
oeen appealed to :ho Small Business Administration (SB.\)

D 'In this ngn‘id the SBA has the- authori‘cy to h:ue or deny a
S _ certificate nf conpctnncy (CCC) and our Office has no- nuthority te
'rwiw an SBA® dnnrntmt:lon, to require. issuance of a:COC, -or to
TeOpen & case ﬂ atCoC 1s denfed, iZinger Comstriction. cmmz, Inc., /
B-185390, Dece-ber‘ilﬁ 1975, 75-2 CPD 397, and cases cited in text. /
Md:ltiomlly. w! lwvt consistently hald. that the refunl by 8BA to
issue a COC wmust be viewed a8 an affirmation of the contrarting /
. officer's negative ‘determination cven though the denial was made for,
reasons other than those relied upon by the contracting officer. N
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' Zinger Coas:xuction, gupra. ;

Consequently, sur Office will not consider the wmerits of the '
protest. ;
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Paul C. Dembling
General Counsel





