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g FILE: B-189877(3) DATE: Uctober 19, 1977

MATTER OF: Kentucky Building Maintenance, Inc.

DIGEST:

Protest by suvccegsful bidder against solicita-
tion provision 4{s d.smissed Because protester
no longer challenges award itself, but terms

of contract, a matter of contract administcra-
tion which is for resolution by the contracting
agency.

. On September 8, 1977, Kentucky Building Maiatenance,
Inc. (Kentucky) prorested to our Office the rejection of
| its August 11, 1977 protest to the contracting agency
‘ against the propriety of a "special note"” contained in
Amendment No, 2 to Invitation for Bids No. 03C7-0885-01,
isBueac by the Ceneral Services Administration. Notwich-
standing Kentucky's protest to the agency, bid opening
took place om August 16, 1977,

Wa are advisod that, notwithstanding the allaged
solicitation defect, Kentucky was able to submit a2
saccessful bid under the instant solicitation, notice
of award having been sent to the protester by letrer
dated September 30, 1977. Under the circumstances, thes
protester's objection no longer relates to the propriety
0of the contract awarA, {tself, but to the terms of contract

o performance, fox resolution by the contracting agency.
: As we stated in What-Mac Contractors, Inc., B-~187782,
' December 15, 1976, 76-2 CPD 500

"k % % gince [the protester) has been
awvarded the contract, any gueation it
now has regarding specificarion rzquire-
ments is for admiiistrative resolution
with the contracting egency."
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Accordirgly,

the protest ig dismisoed,
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{2v Paul G. Dembling
é’ General Counsel
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