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DIGEST 

Reconsideration request is dismissed where request merely 
provides untimely details missing from original protest, 
which was dismissed for absence of detailed protest grounds, 
and does not challenge dismissal of original protest on legal 
or factual grounds. 

DECISION 

M-l, Inc., requests reconsideration of our January 28, 1957, 
dismissal of its protest challenging a contract award under 
Department of the Army request for proposals (RFP) 
No. DAEA26-86-R-0012 for Ada language system development. We 
dismiss the request. 

M-l's original protest submission sets forth the single 
allegation that "excessive favoritism" was accorded the 
awardee during "secret negotiations," and indicated that "the 
various grounds for this protest will be spelled out in 
detail." As no details were forthcoming and the protest 
included no documentation setting forth the factual or legal 
bases for the favoritism allegation, we dismissed M-l's pro- 
test for failure to set forth a detailed statement of the 
legal and factual grounds of protest, including relevant 
supporting documents, as required by our Rid Protest Regula- 
tions, 4 C.F.R. S 21.1(f) (1986). 

M-l's reconsideration request essentially provides details to 
the original protest, and asks that we reconsider the protest 
based on these details. Our office will entertain a request 
for reconsideration of a prior decision only where the pro- 
tester presents information challenging the prior decision as 
legally erroneous or for failing to take into account all 
facts presented. 4 C.F.R. 6 21.12(a). As M-l's request 
based on new details does not challenge our prior dismissal 



on legal or factual grounds, there is no basis for 
considering the request. See GTC Group--Reconsideration 
Request, R-218447.5, July 9,1986, 86-2 C.R.D. (1 46. 

Also, since the reconsideration request was not received 
until February 13, which the record shows was more than 
lo working days after M-l knew the basis for the protest, the 
details presented would be untimely filed for purposes of 
considering them as a new protest. 4 C.F.R. 6 21.2(a)(2). 

'Aeration request is dismissed, 

General Counsel 
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