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Ventilation Cleaning Engineers,
Incorkorated

15i69 Wet Beyenteenth Street
Long mbe,, chlfornia 90813

Attention: Mr. Bernard J. Williarw
President

Gentleenns

We reter to your letter dated Juno 22, 1973, forvarded to
our Orrice by the Department of the Air Force under cover letter
of August 13, 1973, protesting usinat the proposed award of a
contract to Federal Contracting Coa.pany (Federal) under Invitation
for Bids (B) No. ?600-73-B-0453, issued at Keesler Air Force
BDae, Mlsnissippi. Award of a contract is being withheld pending
our deoduic upon your protest, in which you allege that your bid
price was comprotised through the departure of an employee to a
competing bidder.

The above-referenced IFn was issued on Iby 17, 1973, for the
installation of 1,222 Government-turnished food waste disposer
unita in famly living quarters at Kessler Air Force Baae. The
following bld.. wore recorded at the bid opcning held on June 19,
1973:

Bidder Unit Price

Federal Contraoting Co. (ALI itews) $56,40
A111ance Properties, Inc. " N 66,10
E. J. Pizzetta 74,po
0'loit Electric Coa, Inc. 81140
Parker's Pech. C0ntr. " 9".00
Ventilation Clcanine Lngrs. 92.00
Arthur Painting Co.

Basic Bid Item 158.00
Additive Itez 19.00

You allege that your bid worh'beaots vwnr prepared by your Vice
Presidont~who theu left your ceploy to form Federal. You assert
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that "this undoubtedly shown collusion" between your formaer *ployn
and the Oetaryt= reaaumr of Fedaral,, who signed that company's
bid, whereby the ccfidatiulity of your bid price wa destroye.

Ii reaponze to your allegations, your fbzrner Vine Preaidant
observes that even if it is etablibed that he prqared Your
worksheetso the bid vii uubcitted and aip.4 by you, not his;
thst he spout the ls.t two weeks I your eqloy at your request
and with your knowledge that he Intended to ftrm a cpetitor;
that your firm had ample opportunity to revise its bid fter his
depture; and tint he did not artioipate In the preparation of
Federal's bido

In £1y event, we note tint your flir was the sixth low bidder,
and any avard to you would requir. the rejection of a1l lower bid..
Utdler these ctrowustances, It in difficult to perceive how your firm
haa been prejuldiced by the alleged "collusion" between rederal's
officers.

When a military proure ten iJino3veOd, the Armd Servieas
Procurement Regulation (AM) 1. the controlling rule of law. With
rehard to collusive tots, ASMP l-f125 provides for certifIcation by
bidders to ausure that the biddsra did not collude agn' themselves
to not prices or to restrict ocmpetition by inducing others not to
submit bids. You do not alege that coflurion occurred between
bpdderev nor toe it ppeo i that wo tles, bsluding yours, 
prevented or bitdapngd Cothequentlny no lfgib, iolis exys, fr
this Office to interfer, with the proposed award to Federal.

Sincerelf yourW,

aIul G . DeoblIng

For tUc Ccxptrouor General
of the United States
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