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MATTER OF: Grantex Industries, 1nc.--Reconsideration 

DIOEST: 

GAO will not consider a challenge to a 
contracting officer's determination 
that a small business is nonresponsible 
since by statute the Small Business 
Administration is to review such deter- 
minations. 

Grantex Industries, Inc. requests reconsideration 
of our decision in B-216933,  Nov. 2 6 ,  1 9 8 4 ,  84-2 CPD 
ll 5 6 1 .  In that decision, we dismissed Grantex's pro- 
test that i t  was not allowed sufficient time to pro- 
vide the information required for the Small Business - 

Administration (SBA) to make a certificate of com- 
petency (COC) determination, after the Defense 
Logistics Agency (DLA) found Grantex nonresponsible 
under request for quotations N o .  DLA400-84-R-7251- 
0 0 0 1 .  Grantex asks us to reconsider our decision 
because we did not address its allegation that DLA 
improperly assessed Grantex's delinquency ratio on 
existing contracts when making the responsibility 
determination. 

We will not review the D L A ' s  assessment of 
Grantex's delinquency ratio. Under 15 U.S.C. S 6 3 7 ( b )  
( 7 )  ( 1 9 8 2 ) ,  the SBA has conclusive authority to deter- 
mine whether a small business is responsible by issuing 
or refusing to issue a COC. Skyspares Parts, Inc., 6 3  
Comp. Gen, 207 ( 1 9 8 4 ) ,  84-1 CPD 11 1 7 0 .  Thus, the 
propriety of D L A ' s  action was subject to review by the 
SBA. H o w e v e r ,  the SBA declined to issue a COC here 
because Grantex failed to submit on time certain 
information requested by the SBA during the COC con- 
sideration. A s  our initial decision in this case 
emphasized, time is of the essence in COC proceedings, 
and a small business which fails to complete its COC 
application on time forfeits the ability to avail itself 
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of the protection provided by statute and regulation 
against the possibility of an unreasonable responsi- 
bility-determination by a contracting officer. 
and Mabel's Maid and Cleaning Service, B-207520, July 1 ,  
1982, 82-2 CPD (I 6. Therefore, we will not question a 
contracting officer's negative responsibility determina- 
tion where, as here, the protester fails to file a 
timely COC application with the SBA. American KAL 
Enterprises, Inc., R-211938, Jan. 1 1 ,  1984, 84-1 CPD 
11 66. 

Hazel 

The prior decision is affirmed. 
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