To: “FAR Secretariat” <farcase.2001-014@gsa.gov>
cc:

Subject: FAR Case 2001-014

To Wwom It My Concern::

| amwiting to express ny opposition to the Federal Acquisition Regulatory
Council's proposal to repeal the Cinton adnministration's rules on federal
contractor responsibility. The rules require contracting officers to | ook at
a conpany's record of conplying with the law in deciding whether the conpany
is a "responsible contractor” eligible to receive a federal contract.

A conpany's track record of conplying with the |law should be an inportant
factor in deciding whether the conpany deserves a federal contract. Conpanies
that routinely disregard worker safety and health, fail to pay mninmm wages
and overtine as required by the law, or violate other |aws providing
fundanmental protections to workers shouldn't be rewarded with federal
contracts. That's unfair to conpanies that do conply with the |aw and all ows
violators to profit from their [|awbreaking.

Federal contracts should go to responsible, law?abiding conpanies, not to

corporate |awbreakers. | urge the FAR Council not to repeal the contractor
responsibility rules and to let the rules go into effect wi thout further

del ay.

As a union organi zer who once worked as a housekeeper in a large hotel, it is

extremely inportant to me that workers have safe environments to work in.
Because housekeepers as well as all others who have to deal with biohazard
waste on a daily basis, we should be protected. Also, nost of the hotel
workers in Anerica recieve wages that are bel ow the poverty level. Like anyone
el se, we have dreans, and because of our wages we are not allowed to nmake nost
of those dreans cone true. How can anyone justify why one group has to give up
their dreams, while others are able to nake theirs cometrue?

Si ncerely,
Kate Perry
PO BOX 847
Rochester, M\ 55903




