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DIGEST 

1. A dismissal is affirmed when a request for reconsidera- 
tion is based on reiteration of previously rejected 
arquments. 

2. An agency's attempt to increase the number of offerors 
is consistent with the Competition in Contracting Act's 
mandate that agencies obtain full and open competition. 

3. General Accounting Office Bid Protest Regulations do not 
permit a piecemeal presentation of evidence, information or 
analysis. Where protester presents no evidence that the 
information on which it bases its reconsideration request 
could not have been presented prior to the closing of the 
original protest record, the request for reconsideration 
will not be considered. 

DECISION 

Burrell Maier requests reconsideration of our dismissal of 
his protests in Burrell Maier, B-232086, B-232087, Aug. 2, 
1988, 88-2 CPD 11 112, concerning the award of a contract 
under request for quotations (RFQ) No. 8800-8-0017 (0117) 
and the rejection of his quotation under RFQ No. 8800-8-0016 
(0116) issued by the National Park Service ( N P S ) .  

The agency withdrew RFQ N o .  0016 and, on March 31, 1988, 
issued RFQ No. 0017 in its place. Because Mr. Maier knew 
that RFQ No. 0017 had been issued and did not protest.the 
rejection of his quotation under RFQ No. 0016 until May 16, 
more than 6 weeks later, we dismissed his protest as 
untimely. 



I n  h i s  r e c o n s i d e r a t i o n  request,  M r .  Maier s t a t e s  h e  d i d  n o t  
f i n d  o u t  t h a t  N P S  had  i s s u e d  RFQ N o .  0017 u n t i l  A p r i l  14, 
1988. N e v e r t h e l e s s ,  M r .  Maierls May 16 pro te s t  is s t i l l  
u n t i m e l y  b e c a u s e  h e  f i l e d  it more t h a n  10 d a y s  a f t e r  h e  
knew t h e  bas i s  o f  t h e  protest .  See 4 C.F.R. S 21.2(a)(2) 
(1988). 

R e g a r d i n g  RFQ N o .  0017, M r .  Maier a r g u e d  i n  h i s  o r i g i n a l  
p r o t e s t  t h a t  K i m  Wood, t h e  awardee, d i d  n o t  s u b m i t  a 
breakdown o f  costs  p e r  i t e m  i n  t h e  s t a t e m e n t  o f  work and  
t h e r e f o r e  h i s  q u o t a t i o n  was u n a c c e p t a b l e .  We e x p l a i n e d  t h a t  
s i n c e  a c o n t r a c t  was awarded  for t h e  e n t i r e  e f f o r t  spec i f i ed  
i n  t h e  RFQ, and  b e c a u s e  there  was n o  r e q u i r e m e n t  t o  q u o t e  on  
each i t e m  of work s e p a r a t e l y ,  t h e  award was proper. M r .  
Maier a l so  a l l e g e d  a c o n f l i c t  o f  i n t e r e s t  b e t w e e n  M r .  Wood 
a n d  t h e  N P S ,  w h i c h  w e  f o u n d  t o  be w i t h o u t  merit because no 
b i a s  or  p r e f e r e n t i a l  t r e a t m e n t  was a l l e g e d ,  a n d  Mr. Maier 
o n l y  i n f e r r e d  and  s u s p e c t e d  p o t e n t i a l  c o n f l i c t .  - See 
Chemonics  I n t e r n a t i o n a l ,  8-222793, Aug. 6, 1986, 86-2 C P D  11 
161. W h i l e  t h e  p ro tes te r  now s u g g e s t s  t h a t  w e  i n v e s t i g a t e  
t h i s  p o t e n t i a l  c o n f l i c t ,  w e  p o i n t  o u t  t h a t  it is t h e  
protester  t h a t  h a s  t h e  b u r d e n  o f  a f f i r m a t i v e l y  p r o v i n g  i t s  
case a n d  t h a t  w e  w i l l  n o t  c o n d u c t  a n  i n v e s t i g a t i o n  t o  
e s t a b l i s h  t h e  v a l i d i t y  o f  t h e  p ro tes te r ' s  s p e c u l a t i o n s .  
D i v e r s i f i e d  C o n t r a c t  S e r v i c e s ,  I n c . ,  B-224152.2, J u l y  27, 
1987, 87-2 CPD (I 99. N o  e v i d e n c e  t h a t  s u c h  a c o n f l i c t  
a c t u a l l y  e x i s t s  h a s  b e e n  p r e s e n t e d .  F i n a l l y ,  M r .  Maier had 
a l l e g e d  t h a t  t h e  c o n t r a c t o r  f a i l e d  t o  p e r f o r m  i n  a c c o r d a n c e  
w i t h  t h e  c o n t r a c t .  W e  d i s m i s s e d  t h i s  issue a s  a mat te r  o f  
c o n t r a c t  a d m i n i s t r a t i o n  w h i c h  w e  d o  n o t  r e v i e w .  Motorola 
C o m m u n i c a t i o n s  and E l e c t r o n i c s ,  I n c . ,  8-225613, J a n .  27, 
1987, 87-1 CPD 7 91. 

I n  h i s  r e q u e s t  f o r  r e c o n s i d e r a t i o n  M r .  Maier e x p l a i n s  i n  
more d e t a i l  t h e  b a s e s  o f  h i s  o r i g i n a l  protest .  H i s  
r e p e t i t i o n  o f  h i s  ea r l ie r  a r g u m e n t s  shows t h a t  he  s i m p l y  
d i sag rees  w i t h  t h e  c o n c l u s i o n  i n  o u r  p r ior  d e c i s i o n .  Mere 
d i s a g r e e m e n t ,  o r  r e i t e r a t i o n  o f  p r e v i o u s l y  re jected 
p o s i t i o n s ,  h o w e v e r ,  does n o t  p r o v i d e  a bas i s  f o r  r e c o n s i -  
d e r a t i o n .  Sony Corp. of A m e r i c a - - R e c o n s i d e r a t i o n ,  
B-225512.3, A p r .  10, 1987, 87-1 CPD 11 397. M r .  Maier a l s o  
objects t o  t h e  N P S  a t t e m p t s  t o  seek o f f e r o r s  o the r  t h a n  
M r .  Maier a b o u t  wh ich  h e  l e a r n e d  f rom t h e  a g e n c y ' s  repor t  o n  
t h e  r e c o n s i d e r a t i o n .  The N P S  d e c i s i o n  t o  e n h a n c e  competi- 
t i o n  is c o n s i s t e n t  w i t h  t h e  s t a t u t o r y  m a n d a t e  i n  t h e  
C o m p e t i t i o n  i n  C o n t r a c t i n g  A c t ,  41 U.S.C.  s 253(a)(l)(A) 
(Supp. I V  1986), t h a t  c o n t r a c t i n g  a g e n c i e s  o b t a i n  f u l l  a n d  
o p e n  c o m p e t i t i o n .  T h u s ,  t h i s  aspect of t h e  p ro t e s t e r l s  
request f o r  r e c o n s i d e r a t i o n  d o e s  n o t  p r o v i d e  a b a s i s  f o r  our  
O f f i c e  t o  object  t o  t h e  p r o c u r e m e n t .  
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To the  ex ten t  M r .  Maier p re sen t s  add i t iona l  information o r  
arguments r e l a t i n g  t o  h i s  p r o t e s t ,  t h e r e  i s  no evidence t h a t  
t h e  information could not have been t imely presented d u r i n g  
our cons idera t ion  of t h e  i n i t i a l  p r o t e s t s .  That information 
does n o t  provide a b a s i s  f o r  recons idera t ion ,  a s  our 
r egu la t ions  do not permit a piecemeal presenta t ion  of 
evidence, information or  ana lys i s .  AWD Mehle GmbH-Request 
f o r  Reconsideration, B-225579.2 J u n e  1 1 ,  1987, 87-1 CPD 
11 584. We f i n d  no b a s i s  i n  t h e  record t o  d i s t u r b  our 
o r i g i n a l  dec is ion .  

T h e  d i smissa l  is affirmed. 

Jam& F. Hinchman 
General Counsel 
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