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“Eileen Mangino" <keeperlight@aol.com> on 06/06/2001 05:26:00 AM

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

Subject: FAR Case 2001-014

To Wom It My Concern::

I amwiting to express my opposition to the Federal Acquisition Regulatory
Council's proposal to repeal the Cinton adm nistration'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 company's track record of conmplying with the [aw 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 mninm wages
and overtime 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 fromtheir |awbreaking.

Federal contracts should go to responsible, |aw?abiding conpanies, not to
corporate | awbreakers. | urge the FAR Council not to repeal the contractor
aelsponsibility rules and to let the rules go into effect w thout further

el ay.

W've conme such a long way.. .How coul d you even attenpt to go back to the
sweat shop |ike era? Wuld you want your children and fam |y menbers to work
under unsafe conditions? O doesn't it apply to the rich fol ks?

Si ncerely,
Ei |l een Mangi no
Ave

Seasi de Park, NJ 08752




