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DIGEST:

Request for reconsideration is denied
because, while protester strongly dis-
agrees with prior decision, he submits
no facts, arguments or points of law
which were not previously considered
during .review of procurement in connec-
tion with initial protest.

(Bichard Bercutt has requested reconsideration

ﬂpf our decision!of October 28, 1980 (80-2 CPD 324)

denylng his protest with respect to invitation for

bids - (IFB) MNo. RS 14-80- 11611ssued by the U.S.

ForeSt Serv1ce, JPepartment of Agrlculture. L.The

Forest Service rejected Bercutt's bld)for "cull tree
felllng"‘because the bid included the following state-
ment: "On condition that work commencement be con-
tracted to begin after August 21, 1930."JAs the IFB
required work to begin within 10 calendar days after
notice to pgpceed and to be completed 25 calendar days
thereafter, we agreed with the agency that Bercutt' s
bid was nonresponsive because it limited the agency's
right to 1ssue an effective notice to proceed as it saw
fit and thereby limited the completion date of contract
performance.:}

Section 20.9(a) of our, Bld Protpst Proccoures, 4
C.F.R. part 20 (l980),.requ1res that a request fot
reconsideration contain a detailed statement of the fac-
tual or legal grounds which allegedly warrant reversal
of a decision of our Office and be submitted within 10
working days after the basis for reconsideration is
known or should have been known. By letter dated tlovem-
ber 20, 1980 and received in this Office on November 28,
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1930, Xr. Bercutt submitted his request for reconsidera-~
tion Which included a statement indicating his strong
disagreement with the conclusion we reached with respect
to his protest. He did not, however, submit any facts,
arguments or points of law which were not previously
considered in our rev1eq)of the record of this procure-
ment. Indeed, he concedes his initial protest argued all
of the points presented in his request for reconsideration

and states "Again I will reiterate and add to my argument.”
Therefore, his request provides no basis for considering

the matter further. United States Management Corporated,
B-189784, February 1, 1978, 78-1 CPD 92. HMoreover,iwe
question the timeliness of Mr. Bercutt's request indsmuch
as it appears it was received in this Office more than .
10 working days from the time Mr. Bercutt should have
received our decision ,of October 28.

e

N . . . e,
{The request for recon51derat10n is denled.

For the Comptroll neral
of the Unlte States





