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Protest which essentially involves
dispute between private parties
concerning their business practices
is not for consideration under GAO's
Bid Protest Procedures.

Ted R. Brown and Associates, Inc., protests the
award of a contract to Roger M. Brewster, d.b.a. Am-
Tek Engineering and Manufacturing, under solicitation
No. F42650-80-R3745, issued by Hill Air Force Base,
Utah.

Brown alleges that Mr. Brewster was employed by
Brown for the past 2 1/2 years as its technical repre-
sentative on the predecessor contracts to the one which
is the subject of the instant protest. As such, Brown
contends that Mr. Brewster had acces~s to Brown's pric-
ing information, enabling him to reasonably project the

amount Brown would bid. Brown further contends that
Mr. Brewster has in his possession certain equipment,
material and supplies which are Brown's property and
without which the contract allegedly cannot be per-
formed.

These allegations essentially relate to a dispute
between private parties concerning their business prac-
tices. We do not consider those types of allegations
under our Bid Protest Procedures, 4 C.F.R. Part 20 (1930).
Computer Science Corporation, B-194286.3, July 3, 1979,
79-2 CPD 5; B. F. Goodrich Company, B-192602, January 10,
1979, 79-1 CPD 11.
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The protest is dismissed.

Brown also expresses concern that the Air Force might-
pay Mr. Brewster for services rendered by Brown "through
Brewster's activity." However, at this point any question
regarding Brown's entitlement to- payment for such services
is a matter for resolution between Brown and the Air Force.

Brown has requested a conference in our Cffice on these
matters. However, under the circumstances, we do not believe
a conference would serve any useful purpose.

For Milton J. Socolar
General Counsel




