LIMITED SOURCES JUSTIFICATION FOR FSS ORDERS EXCEEDING THE SIMPLIFIED ACQUISITION THRESHOLD
FAR 8.405-6(g)
	This acquisition is conducted under the authority of the Multiple Award Schedule Program



1. Identification of the agency and the contracting activity and specific identification of the document as a limited source justification (LSJ).
Identify the agency and contracting activity processing the requirement. In addition, insert the name of the appropriate contracting office and include the location of the contracting office, but not the address. 

2. Nature and/or description of the action being approved.

Describe the type of action being issued, e.g., Federal Supply Schedule (FSS) order for supplies, services not requiring a statement of work, or services that require a statement of work. Also, identify the contemplated contract type, i.e. firm fixed price, time and materials, etc.  Provide sufficient information so the reviewer clearly understands the proposed approach under consideration. 

3. A complete description of the supplies and/or services required to meet the agency’s needs
Provide a clear and concise description of the product(s) and/or service(s) to be procured, including the delivery schedule and/or the period of performance (inclusive of all option periods). Always include the estimated value of the order. This provides the reviewing and approving official with a better understanding of the scope, magnitude, and complexity of the requirement.  
4. An identification of the LSJ rationale, and if applicable, a demonstration of the contractor’s unique qualifications to provide the required supply or service.

Identify only one of the following:

· FAR 8.405-6 (b) (1) - Only one source is capable of responding due to the unique or specialized nature of the work;

· FAR 8.405-6(b) (2) - The new work is a logical follow on to an original FSS order and the order was placed in accordance with FSS procedures and the order must not have been issued under sole source or limited sources procedures; or 

· FAR 8.405-6(b)(3) - An urgent or compelling need exists, and following the FSS ordering procedures would result in unacceptable delays

This should be the same authority that was cited in the opening statement of the LSJ. 

In all cases, an explanation of the contractor’s unique qualifications, the nature of the acquisition that requires the use of the same contractor as part of a logical follow on, or the reasons for urgency and an explanation of how using the procedures would result in unacceptable delays must be included. This is the most important part of the LSJ because it demonstrates that the prospective contractor has unique qualifications and/or specialized capabilities or expertise that is not prevalent elsewhere on the schedules. You must provide an explanation of what unique qualifications and special capabilities the contractor possesses.  

In those instances where an urgent or compelling need exists, discuss the nature of the urgency.  Discuss how any follow-on work will be competed (mandatory). Also, provide supporting rationale and a concise description of the extent, nature, and impact of the unacceptable delay.  
5. A determination by the ordering activity Contracting Officer that the order represents the best value consistent with FAR 8.404(d).

The ordering activity contracting officer needs to determine, after considering the level of effort and the mix of skills available for the tasks needed, that the proposed order represents a reasonable total price and will be the best value for the Defense Security Cooperation Agency.

6. A description of the market research conducted among schedule holders, and the results of the research, or a statement why market research was not conducted.  A statement must be made that the supplies and services are available from the FSS. 

Market research requires collecting and analyzing product/service information on the technical capabilities and prices/costs from appropriate FSS schedules.  If market research was not conducted, the reasons why it was not conducted should be stated.  

If the order contains a brand name specification, the ordering activity must show evidence the request for quotation and the following information was posted on http://www.ebuy.gsa.gov  (E-Buy):  If above the SAT, a copy of the proposed LSJ prepared in accordance with this guide. If an exception permitted by 8.405-6(e) exists, documentation of the exception should be provided here in lieu of the E-buy posting. 

7. Any other facts supporting the limited source justification.
When FAR 8.405-6 (b)(2) is cited for logical follow on, include an estimate of the duplicative cost and methodology used to formulate the estimated cost.  

When FAR 8.405-6 (b)(3) is cited,  provide data, estimated cost, or other rationale as to the extent and nature of the harm to the government following schedule procedures would cause.

8. A statement of the actions, if any, the agency will take to remove or overcome any barriers that led to restricted consideration before any subsequent acquisition for supplies and services is made.

Describe actions taken, or that will be taken, to remove or overcome any barriers to competition before any subsequent acquisitions for the supplies or services required, including challenges to restrictive data markings, data rights, preparation of a performance based work statement, etc. If planning a competition, include the estimated date when the competitive procurement will occur.  If this is a follow-on order, state the measures initiated to eliminate or reduce competitive barriers.
9. The ordering activity Contracting Officer’s certification that the justification is accurate and complete to the best of the Contracting Officer’s knowledge and belief. 
By signing the justification the Contracting Officer certifies that the facts and statements made are accurate and complete. 
10. Evidence that the supporting data is the responsibility of technical or requirements personnel (e.g.  verifying the Government’s minimum needs or requirements or other rational for limited sources) and which form a basis for the justification have been certified as complete and accurate by technical/program personnel.
Both the technical and requirements personnel are required to certify each justification as to its accuracy and completeness. 

Certification
Requisitioner:

I certify that the facts and representations under my cognizance, which are included in this justification and which form a basis for this justification, are complete and accurate.

___________________________    
___________________            

Signature                                     
 Date  

Contracting Officer:
I certify that this justification is accurate and complete to the best of my knowledge and belief.  
___________________________    
___________________            

Signature                                     
 Date  

Reviews and Approvals

Program Senior Official (or designee):

I certify that the facts and representations under my cognizance, which are included in this LSJ and which form a basis for it, are complete and accurate.

___________________________    
___________________            

Signature                                     
 Date  

DSCA Competition Advocate (if > $650,000 and < $12.5M):

I have reviewed this justification and find it to be accurate and complete to the best of my knowledge and belief. 
___________________________    
___________________            

Marybeth Olexy                                  Date
Competition Advocate

Head of Contract Activity (if > $12.5 M and <$85.5M):

I have reviewed this justification and find it to be accurate and complete to the best of my knowledge and belief. 

___________________________    
___________________            

Ann Cataldo                                     
 Date  

HCA
Senior Procurement Executive (if > $85.5M): 

I have reviewed this LSJ and find it to be accurate and complete to the best of my knowledge and belief. 

___________________________    
___________________            

Richard Ginman                                 
 Date  

Director, Defense Procurement and Acquisition Policy

