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DECISIONW

MPEa ;ter, Ltd. 7'requests reconsideration of our denial of its
request for declarationillof entitlement to costs. MP Water,
Ltd't.-Entitlement to Costs, 8-257954.3, Nov. 14, 1994,
(unpub.). We deny the request.

I r~-deisiion'9we pointed outa that wewilltmd an
etkn rlement ivo!cotsts nl hete an aqencjS uxy delayed
eMa4lh r e ft 1fcoive ts onlyii 'fade oIffait6ae~arly .,
meritorious protest. 'QiA m'a- n i Cm or
cedCs, s70OComp. Gen. 558t (1991), 91-1 CPD 19_558. Because we
found that th&T:ggency took.prompt corrective action, there
was;,no basis for:determriningtithat the payment of protest
cosEts was warranted. See S§cial Sys. Servs., Inc.--
Entitlement to Costs, B-252210.2, June 8, 1993, 93-1 CPD
T 445..

. ~~~rq - ec_;s 1$' - I , .on-.*v' -Thetprotesterarues that our dectsionmprope focused on
tfiettaa&icj':s correctiyegc kenjprior^o the due

d for~a4~comibinted repor t 'r':without ing<how.long the
dagentytd5k' 'tafnd- .t erits f e promtejThe.tnswr _j ,, owhou tcnitti *L long the
proteNs~ter s essence repedts argumentsjtuitade mpreviously -
anx pf 3ressescd-isagreemen t-with 'our dec'~ison Under our Bid

ProtesRtegulationso obfain reizdtid.rat'on, £he
request: ng artyCmusts6hbow-that our priordTsiBW may
containvreither eroz+s56t fact or!lawwFor preset ,information
not previously consicf5 tai that wisrvrts reversaal"or
modifidation of our decision. 4 C.F.R. § 21.12(a) (1994).
The repetition of arguments made during our consideration of
the original matter and mere disagreement with our decision
do not meet this standard. R.E. Schegrerj Inc.--Recon.,
B-231101.3, Sept. 21, 1988, 88-2 CPD ¶ 274.

The request for reconsideration is denied.
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