[N

01530|

' -

George Muppert
Proc. I

THMEC . "TROLLER OENMNERAL
or T-~7 LUNITED BTATRES
WABNM LTYTOM, D.C, ROUaN

.
PILE: 31§ 36 | DATE:  Februezy 15, 1977

MATTER ", ' / Jets Bervicas, Inc.

DIGEST:

Navy's failure to solicit firm om reprocuresent was
Teasonable vhere performance on defaulted contract
was to begin morning after default as thare was

doubt as to firw's ability to timely commence per-
formatce and insufficient time for preavard survey.

, Jetl Bervi-ea, Ine, (Jet-). ‘protests the awatd to Hslﬂtary Base
Minagemer't, Ine.,” of a contract by the Maval Regional Procurement
Office (NI?O) under request for proposals (RFP). N00161-5182-3401,
1--und on Hay &, 1976.. This RFF wau iss.ied in order that reprilure-
ments, neceo-itated by the tcrnlnltlan for{dnfnult of contract No.

§100500-76-b-0661. might be made. The defailted contractor, Viet-My,
t>d., vao awarded ‘the contract on December 19, 1975, for the furnish-
in; of mess attendent services at the United States Naval Acadeay.
Viet-My was fifth low bidder under the formally advertised solicitarion
which led to award of the contract. Jets was -he sixth low bidder
under the IFB,

JetJ contends .that the NIPO 1uproper1y failed:to afford ita firn
an: opportunity to puhlit in offer tor tha rnproeured services stntins
‘that‘itl fitw was thc‘logicll source .for negotiation #ince it was the
next “low' bid&er under the, originnl IFB. Jets cohtends that it was
unranlannblc for the Govcrn-on: not to sciicit its fire for the repurchase
contrnct. Jets alsoc stsles that the Govermmeént ‘has not fulfilled its
obligation to the defaulted contractor to ni:igate dasages since the
contracting ‘of ficer negotiated with’ the ‘eighth and ninth low bidders and -
totally ignored the sixth and seventh low bidders, .

. The. contractins officer teporta that "Jets wae not’ solicited for the
-  reprocuremant because representativen of the Naval Academy and the Navy
Yood Scrvicej reported - to the NRPO contracting officer that Jets had
.:puricncod extrema difficulties in startup of parforuunce at Fort Carson,
Coloradc, 1n addition to having generil performarce problems at the
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Navzl Station, Mayport, Florida, aand there was in-ufficicnt tima to
perform a preavard survay on Jatf as tha naw contractor had to start
performance the morning following termination of Viet-My's contract.

The Navy reports that to assure thars would be no break in sarvices
at the Midshipmen Wazdroom, a new contractor had to be obteinad the sama
day that Viet-My was defaulted in order to provide service at breakfast
the following day. Therefore, we conclude that tha Navy's urgent need
to reprocure the smervices, the Navy's concern regarding Jecs' difficul-~
ties experieuced on its contracts at Fort Carsou and Mayport, Florida,
and the ingufficieat time to perform a preawvard survey on Jets constjtuted
Teasonable bases for not including Jets in the resolicitation.

Arcordingly, Jeta' protest is denied.
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