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fProtes'. by Subcontractor). B-189426. Auguast 9, 1%77. 1 Dp.

pecision re: Varni:ron Medical Prcducts; by Paul G. Dembling,
General Counsel.

Issair Area: Federal Procurement of Goods and Services (1900,

Conttic~: Office of the General Cnunsel: Procurmrent Lawv IX.

Budget Tunctlion. General Government: Jthor Genewal Sovernment
(R08) .

Organization Concerned: Department ci Agriculture; Joseph Morton
Co., Inc.

Authoritv: 4 C.P.R. Part 20. 54 Comp. Gen. 767. B-188037 (1977).
B-1874370 (1976).

A subcontractor protested th2 cejection of equipaent it
proposed to furnish ¢o the prime ccoutractor for construction
work. This protest involved a matter of contract adAministration
and, therefore, vwas not a watter for consideration by GAO.
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DECISION

FILE: B-189426 DATE: August 9, 1977

MATTER OF: Vernitron Mediesl Products

-

DIGEST:
Protest bv subcontractor of agency decfsion that equipment
to be furnished by subcontractor under prime contract is
unacceptable will not be considered under GAQ Bid Protest

Procedures.

Vernitron Medical Products (Vernitron) protests the rejec-
tion by the Department of Agriculturc of equipment it proposed to
furnish as a subcoutractor to Josebh Morton Company, Ine., (Mortoun),
the prime contractor for construction work to be pexformed at the
Plum Islaad Arimal Disease Cent:r, Plum Island, New York.

According to Vernitron, it was awarded a contract by Morton
on December 6, 1976, for steril’uing equipment for the, Plum Island
project. Subsequently, in Miy und June 1977, it vas informed that
some of the equipment it planned to fummiszh was unacceptable to
the Department of Agriculture, Vernitron objects to both the
Department's ‘decision and its refusal to afford Vernitron a hear-
ing on the matterx., Vernitron also takes issue with Morton's inter-
preting the Department's position as disqualifying all of Vernitron's
equipmant,

; Under our BEid Protest Prccedures, 4 C.F,R. Part 20 (1977),
this Office considers complaints concerning the award cf Government
contracts, This Office also considers protests ccncerning ‘the
award of subcontracts in limited eircumsta' ces. "Optimumn: Syslems,
Inc., 54 Comp. Gen, 76~ (1975), 75-1 CPD 166, However, Veruitron's
complaint is not directed to the award of a subcontract, Rather,
it concerns the decision of the Government that Vernitroun's equip-
ment is unacceptable. This is a matter of contract adminiustration
between tne Governwent and the prime contractor which is ust
cognizahlz: under the Bid Protest Procedures. Lyco-ZF, B-188037,
January 17 ‘77, 77-1 CPD 36; Flair Manufacturing Corp., B-187870,
Decembe: | £76, 76-2 CPD 488,

In view of the foregoing, Vernitron's protest will not be

considered on Lhe merits. :::)

Paul G, Dembling
General Counsel
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