— et ey

Ly

The Comptroller General
of the United States

Washington, D.C. 20548

Decision

Matter of: CORE International, Inc.
File: B-225640

Date: January 21, 1987

DIGEST

1. An offeror's ability to meet its contractual obligations
at the price offered is a matter of the firm's responsibility
for the contracting agency to determine before award, and
General Accounting Office will not review an affirmative
determination in that respect except in limited circum-
stances.

2. Whether an awardee's delivered equipment actually
conforms to the contract requirements is a matter of contract
administration which is the responsihility of the contracting
agency, not the General Accounting Office's bid protest
function,

DECISION

CORE International, Inc., protests the award of a contract to
Eltech Research under Department of the Navy solicitation

No. N00140-87-R-9025 for peripheral devices and software for
microcomputer systems. CORE states it has been advised that
Eltech offered CORE products for two solicitation line items
at prices much lower than the best ones available from CORFR's
dealers. The protester suggests that Eltech therefore will
not be able to furnish the items at the contract price, and
that Eltech therefore probably intends to provide other than
CORE products.

We dismiss the protest.

An offeror's ability to meet its contractual obligation at
the price offered is a matter of the firm's responsibility.
Peterson & Associates, B-223472, Sept. 18, 1986, 86-2 C,P.D.
1 319. Before awarding any contract, the procuring agency
must determine that the offeror is a responsible concern.
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See Federal Acquisition Regulation, 48 C.F.R. § 9.103(b)
11985). Our Office does not review a protest of an affirma-
tive determination of responsiblity absent a showing that it
was made fraudulently or that definitive responsibility
criteria set out in the solicitation were not met. 4 C.F.R.
§ 21.3(£f)(5) (1986). Neither exception applies here.

Moreover, whether the equipment Eltech actually delivers
complies with the obligation that results from the award
involves a matter of contract administration. See Motorola
Communications & Electronics, Inc., B-223715, Sept. 19, 1986,
86-2 C.P.D. § 325. We do not review such matters, since they
are the responsibility of the procuring agency, not our
office. 4 C.F.R. § 21.3(f)(1).
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