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DIGEST: TNt T

Protester requesting reconsideration of a GAO
decision must present a detailed statement of
the factual and legal grounds warranting
reversal or modification, specifying any
errors of law or information not previously
considered, When the only basis for recon-
sideration cited by the protester is an
unsupported allegation of bad faith on the
part of agency officials, the request for
reconsideration will be denied.

Janke and Company, Incorporated, requests reconsidera-

tion of our decision in Janke and Company, Inc., B-216152,
Aug. 30, 1984, 84-2 CPD ¢ 242, dismissing Janke's protest
against the decision of the Department of the Navy to award
a contract to the Small Business Administration (SBA) and
the proposed award of a subsequent subcontract to JWM
Corporation pursuant to section 8(a) of the Small Business
Act, 15 U.S.C. § 637(a) (1982). We affirm our prior
decision.

Section 8(a) authorizes the SBA to enter into
contracts with any government agency having procuring
authority and to arrange for performance by letting
subcontracts to socially and economically disadvantaged
small business concerns.

In its initial protest, Janke alleged a possible
failure to prepare an adequate assessment, as required
under SBA's Standard Operating Procedures (SOP), of the
‘impact on firms not in the 8(a) program of reserving the
contract for the program. We held that because SBA's SOP
merely provide internal policies and guidelines that
complement the SBA requlations implementing the 8(a)
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program at 13 C.F.R. part 124 (1984), we would not review
SBA's compliance with those internal procedures absent a
showing of possible fraud or bad faith. Since Janke failed
to allege fraud or bad faith, we dismissed the protest.

In its request for reconsideration, Janke now alleges
that SBA and the Navy have acted in bad faith in setting
aside the procurement for the 8(a) program. In particu-
lar, Janke refers to a letter from SBA it received on or
about August 21, 1984 and in which SBA informed Janke that
since the procurement was considered a first—-time buy there
could be no adverse impact on Janke and thus there was no
need for an impact study. Janke contrasts this position
with a June 19 letter from SBA assuring Janke that SBA
would conduct an impact study prior to accepting a contract
and with a July 19 letter from the Navy advising a member
of congress of the SBA statement, Janke argues that this
vacillation in regard to the impact study, when considered
with the allegedly unannounced agency decision to set aside
this procurement for the 8(a) program even though it had
been previously synopsized in the Commerce Business Daily,
demonstrates bad faith.

While Janke may believe that SBA and the Navy were
acting solely to deprive Janke of an opportunity to com-
pete, it has submitted no evidence that this was in fact
the case. Rather, it essentially asks that we infer bad
faith from the actions of the SBA and the Navy. However,
inference and supposition is not sufficient. See Ebonex,
Inc., B-213023, supra, 84-1 CPD ¢ 495 at 4. Consequently,
Janke's request for reconsideration falls short of making
the requisite showing of possible bad faith.

The request for reconsideration is denied.
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