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DIGEST:

A protest filed 2 months after contract
award, which challenges that award, is
untimely where the protester knew the
expected contract commencement date and
thereafter did not diligently pursue infor-
mation concerning the actual award.

Young Patrol Service: protests the award of a contract
for guard services. to Nor-Cal Security under solicitation
No. PBS-9PPB-82-0055 issued by the General Services Admin-
istration (GSA). Young alleges that GSA improperly awarded
one contract instead of multiple contracts for the serv-
ices, which were to be performed in six separate service
areas.

We dismiss the protest.

. Our Bid Protest Procedures require bid protests to be
filed not later than 10 working days after the basis of the
protest is known or should have been known, whichever is
earlier. 4 C.F.R. § 21.2(b)(2) (1982). Nor-Cal was
awarded the contract on November 12, 1982. Young filed
this protest on January 18, 1983, stating that it did not
learn of the award until January 7. Young indicates, how-
ever, that prior to October 1, 1982, the contracting
officer told Young that the firm awarded the contract was
expected to commence performance on October 1. Since Young
knew that contract award was scheduled to be made by Octo-
ber 1, we believe that Young should have diligently sought
information after that date concerning the status of con-
tract award. Under these circumstances, we conclude that
2 months was an unreasonable amount of time for Young to
wait before pursuing information concerning the award that
ultimately formed the basis of its protest. Thus, we do
not consider the protest to have been timely filed.  See
XTEK Corporation, B-207170, May 10, 1982, 82-1 CPD 448.
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The protest is dismissed.
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