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THE COMPTROLLER GENERAL
OF THE UNITED B8TATES
WABHKHINGTON, D.C. 20348

FILE: B-212963.2 DATE: October 24, 1983

MATTER QF: Graphics Industries Association--
Reconsideration

DIGEST:

Request for reconsideration of GAO dismissal
of initial protest is denied. 1Initial pro-
test was dismissed because it concerned the
propriety of the standard industrial classi-
fication contained in a solicitation, a
matter for resolution by the Small Business
Administration (SBA). Since SBA's deter-
mination is conclusive and because the pro-
tester has raised no matters other than the
issue of the propriety of the industrial
classification, GAO will not consider the
matter further. Protester's request that
GAO hold its decision on the reconsideration
request in abeyance pending the protester's
appeal to SBA is also denied.

The Graphics Industries Association (GIA)
requests reconsideration of our decision of
September 20, 1983 (Graphics Industries Association,
B-212963, 83-2 CPD ___ ), wherein we dismissed its pro-
test under solicitation No. N0O0600-83-R-3350 issued by
the Department of the Navy. In its initial protest,
GIA alleged that the Navy had used the wrong standard
industrial classification in the solicitation. We
dismissed GIA's protest on the basis that appeals of
contracting officers' decisions regarding industrial
classifications are within the jurisdiction of the
Small Business Administration's (SBA) Size Appeals
Board; therefore, we stated that the Size Appeals
Board's determination on such matters is conclusive.
GIA has filed an appeal with the Size Appeals Board
and requests that our Office "stay" its decision on
GIA's reconsideration request until the SBA decides
GIA's appeal.

As we stated in the original decision on GIA's
protest, the SBA's determination on GIA's appeal is
conclusive with regard to the propriety of standard
industrial classifications under regulations issued by
the SBA. 13 C.F.R. §§ 121.3-8 and 121.3-6 (1983).
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Accordingly, the SBA's decision is binding on the contracting
agency. Moreover, GIA has raised no issues other than the
issue of the proper industrial classification to be used.

Therefore, we will not consider the matter further, and we see
no reason for holding this decision in abeyance.

The request for reconsideration is denied.

Comptroll General
of the United States





