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THE COMPTROLLER GENEBRAL

DECISION OF THE UNITED STATES
' WABHINGTON, D.C. 2085489
l
FILE: B-211677.2 ~ DATE: July 13, 1983

MATTER OF: Martin Machinery Company--Reconsideration

BDIGEST: .

Where protester reiterates an argument
which was rejected in the original pro-
test, a request for reconsideration of the
prior decision dismissing the protest as
untimely is denied.

Martin Machinery Company (Martin) requests that we
reconsider our prior decision, Martin Machinery Company,
B-211677, June 7, 1983, 83-1 CPD __ , in which we refused to
consider Martin's protest concerning alleged improprieties
in Naval Weapons Center invitation for b1ds (IFB)

No. N60530 83-3~0123.

In that decision we found that Martin's protest was
untimely under our Bid Protest Procedures because it was not
filed within 10 working days of April 14, 1983, the date
Martin received notice that its bid had been rejected. See

4 C.F.R. § 21.2(b)(2) (1983); GBC Inc., B-211124, April 4,
1983, 83-1 CPD 353.

Our Bid Protest Procedures require that a request for
reconsideration specify any error of law made or information
not considered in the original protest. 4 C.F.R. § 21.9
(1983). Martin's request for reconsideration reiterates
that on April 15, 1983, it requested that a United States
Senator investigate purchasing irregqularities in the
solicitation and was advised on April 29, 1983, to file a
protest with GAO. We considered this fact in the original
protest decision and held that since Martin had constructive
notice of our timeliness requirements, which are published
~in the Federal Register, Martin's inquiry to the Senator's
office did not provide a basis for us to waive our
timeliness requirements. See J.S. Mathers, Inc., B-191323,
September 25, 1978, 78~2 CPD 225. -

The request for reconsideration is denied.
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