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(Quelification to Manviacture Solicited Items]. B-189094. Juiy
28, 1877. 1 pp.

Lecision re: A. B. Machine Works, Inc.; by Paul G. Deambling,
General cCounsel.

Issue Area: Federal Procurement of Goods and Services (1909).

Contact: Office of the General Counsel: Procuresent Law I,

Budget Function: General Government: Other General Gcvernment
(806) .

Orgarization Concerned: Defense Logistics Agency.

Claimant protested that the agency's request for data
regarding the protester's amanufacturing quaiifications vas
uanecessary. No purpose would be sarved by considering the
protest since the protester vas not tie low offeror and price
vas the determining award factor; thus, the protester would not
be awarded the contract even if qualified. (Author/scC)
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*- THE COMPTROLLER CENERAL
OF THE UNITED STATAES

s WABHMINGTON, D. 2, 20849
4]

FILE: B-189094 DATE:  July 28, 1977
MATTER OF: A,B. Machine Works, Irc.

OIGEST: Firm that submitted unsolicited offer under
LLA solicitation protests that DLA's request
for daca regarding protester's manufazturing
qsalifications was unnecessary. ilo purpose
would be served b; considering protest, since
protester is not low offeror and price Jis
determining award factor; thus, protester
would not be awarded contract even Af qualified.

A.B. Machine Works, inc. (A.B.), argues that a request by the
Dafc.ise Logistics Agency (DLA) to submit manufacturing drawings
for the purpose of determinini whether A.B. is qualified to manu-
facture rotor ascemblies being procured under solicitation No. 700-
76-R~1346 was unnecessary. A.B. contends that it has alreaay
.qualified to manufacture the items.

We have been advised hy DLA that its request came after
receipt of an unsolicited offer from A.B. to supply the raoquire~-
ment. However, DLA also states that A.B.'s offered price i3 not
low under the solicitation, which prescribes price as the
determining award factor and, therefcre, that even if A.B. were
a quslified manufacturer, it would not receive the contract award.
In thie comaection, DLA furthay advises that it has continued to
consider A.B.'s qualificailon to produce the subject totor
assembly for reference in future procurenants of the item.

In view of the abuve, there would be no purpose in

considering the matter. .
[ahb

Paul G. Dembling
General Counsel





