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DIGE8T: 
The government is not required-to equalize the 
competitive advantage of competing concerns where 
such advantage is not the result of preference or 
unfair action by the government. 

Automated Datatron, Inc. (ADI) protests invitation for 
bids (IFB) No. 2528-8 issued by the Government Printing 
Office (GPO) for the procurement of duplicate microfiche. 
A D 1  argues that it would be able to submit the lowest bid if 
large film manufacturers would sell raw film necessary for 
the performance of the contract to AD1 at the same price 
those same concerns will offer to the government in 
competing for this contract. 

We dismiss the protest. 

'It is well recognized that a firm may enjoy a competi- 
tive advantage by virtue of its own particular circum- 
stances. As long as the advantaqe is not the result of 
preference or unfair action by the government, the govern- 
ment is not required to equalize the competitive position of 
the bidders. 
R-211908, June 20, 1983, 83-2 C.P.D. YI 5 .  The asserted 

- See Rodenberg's Floor Coatings, Inc., 

advantage in ADI's case is not connected with any government 
action. 

The protest is dismissed. 
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