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DIGEST:

1. GAO will not review protest that awardee will
not deliver equipment meeting specifications
since it involves challenge to contracting
officer's affirmative determination of
awardee's responsibility, which GAO does not
consider except in circumstances not applic- de
able here.

2. Whether item being furnished by awardee
actually complies with contract specifica-
tions is matter of contract administration
which is the responsibility of.procuring
activity, not GAO.

Nuclear Research Corporation (Nuclear) protests the
award of contract No. DLA900-80-C-2120 to Astrocom Cor-
poration (Astrocom) by the Defense Logistics Agency (DLA)
for the procurement of headsets. Nuclear contends that
the headsets manufactured by Astrocom do not meet the
specifications.

Nuclear does not allege that Astrocom's bid took
exception to any material specification requirement.
Rather, Nuclear states that its own examination of
Astrocom headsets indicates noncompliance with various
specification provisions. Thus, Nuclear is in effect
alleging that Astrocom was not a responsible bidder
because it would not furnish what its bid bound it to
furnish, that is, a quantity of headsets meeting the
specifications, and objects to DLA's affirmative deter-
mination that Astrocom is responsible.
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We do not review affirmative determinations of bid-
der responsibility, however, since those are basically
subjective business judgments, unless either fraud is
alleged on the part of the procuring agency or the solic-
itation contains definitive responsibility criteria which
allegedly have not been applied. Aerosonic Corporation,
B-193469, January 19, 1979, 79-1 CPD 35. Neither exception
applies here.

Moreover, whether the headsets to be furnished by
Astrocom comply with the specifications is a matter
of contract administration which is the responsibility
of the procuring agency, and not that of GAO. The Perkin-
Elmer Corporation, B-193146, August 6, 1979, 79-2 CPD
80.

For the above reasons, the protest is dismissed.

/--,Milton J. Socolar
General Counsel




