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DIGEST: -

. .Deéiding whether to cancel an. RFP
is basically a matter for the sound

- judgment and discretion of respon-

- 8ible agency officials. - The Navy's:
A decision to use a. specific Military
{ _ Specification rather than a Federal -
1{ . Specification, initially used, was
reasonable.
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Holmes Ambulance Service Corp.. (Holmes) initially
: protested the prospective contract award to AID '
‘ - Ambulance Service, Inc. (AID), pursuant to request for
#

proposals (RFP) No. NOO140-81-R-BH83 issued by the
Department of the Navy (Navy). The RFP solicited pro-
1 posals for medical transport of active United States
Navy and Marine Corps patients-throughout the. New York
‘City area; primarily from civilian hospitals to United
3 States Public Health Service Hospitals or J.F.K.

; ! Airport for air medical evacuation to other naval

;,1 hospitals. Subsequently, the Navy canceled this RFP
o because of a change in specifications and Holmes filed
a protest objecting to the cancellation. - :
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The protest is without merit.

3 Holmes' position is that award should have been

‘ made to Holmes rather than canceling the RFP, since
Holmes complied with all of the RFP's requirements.
Holmes questions the Navy's motivation in changing the
specifications to meet the characteristics of AID's
ambulances. : ~ '
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, Essentially, the Navy states that the RFP was
. canceled because the Federal Specification -initially
i used was too broad.in that it required more than .
4. ‘ necessary to perform the desired transporting services.
i The ambulance described was for use in administering -
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prehospital emergency medical services. ‘Upon*
subsequent review, the Navy decided: that a specific
Military Specification better described a" patient -
transport vehicle. : ~ : o

Deciding whether to cancel an RFP ‘is basically
a matter for the sound judgment and discretion of '
responsible agency officials. . Therefore, a decision
to cancel is subject to objection upon review by -our-
Office only if it is.clearly shown to be  without a =
reasonablesbasis. . Semiconductor Equipment Corporation,
B-187159, AFebruary 18, 1977, 77-1 CPD 120. _From the

record, we find that the Navy's decision-was‘:easonablé.

Protest against the cancellation is denied.
Accordingly, we need not consider the protest against

the proposed. award -to AID. . .
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