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DIGEST

To be considered an interested party to protest goverument
solicitations, a party must be anm actual or prospective
bidder or offeror whose direct economic ianterest would be
affected by the award of a contract or the failure to award
a coutract. Poteutial subcontractor which 1s not an actual
or prospective bidder itself. is not an iaterested party.

DECISION

Coeur d'Alene Asphalt, Inc. protests the award of a
contract to Glen L. Waddell uader invitation for bids No.
R1-04-86-35 issued by the United States Forest Service for
alrport paving services. Coeur d'Alene, alleging that it
is the ounly swall business paving coatractor in the area,
complains that Waddell, a general contractor, has failed to
solicit small business participation for the project.

We dismiss the protest.

Our Office generally will only review protests that involve
a direct federal procurement and are filed by a party
that meets the definition of an interested party. See
Industrial Combustion, B-222043, Feb. 26, 1986, 86-1 CPD
Y 201; Stacor Corp., B-220390, Nov. 4, 1985, 85~2 CPD
 521. An interested party is defined by the Competition
in Contracting Act of 1984 (CLCA), 31 U.S.C. § 3551(a)
(Supp. II 19Y84), as an "actual or prospective bidder or
offeror whose direct economic interest would be affected
by the award of the coutract.” This statutory definition
of an "interested party"” is reflected in the language of
our Bid Protest Regulations which implement the CICA.

4 C.F.K. § 21.0(a) (1986).

Coeur d'aAlene's submission indicates that the protester
is not an actual or prospective bidder, but a potential
subcontractor disappointed at not being selected by
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Waddell. Such a remote relationship does not qualify the
protester as an interested party under CICA or our Bid
Protest Regulations. Further, our Office does not review
protests concerning the award of subcontracts except in
circumstances not present here. 4 C.F.R. § 21.3(£f)(10);
Stacor Corp., supra. Moreover, the extent to which the
prime contractor meets its obligations under small
business subcontracting provisions of its contract is a
matter of contract administration; such wmatters are the
responsibility of the contracting agency, and are not
considerea under the Bid Protest Regulations. See

4 C.F.R. § 21.3(f)(1).

The protest is dismissed.
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