NONCOMPETITIVE REQUIREMENTS (SOLE SOURCE/BRAND NAME)


The information and attachment for processing SOLE SOURCE/BRAND NAME requirements through the Contracting Squadron are provided to assist you, our customer.  Normally, true valid requirements are not difficult to justify and should be well worth the extra effort to obtain the best end product to meet the Air Force’s unique needs.  If you find that you have to struggle with completing the attached analysis and justification, it may be more appropriate to solicit and fill the requirement competitively.


It is the basic Air Force Policy for all commanders to encourage maximum procurement integrity for all local purchase requirements, avoid wasteful spending practices, provide realistic descriptions, timely receive supplies and services, and assure vendors/contractors are timely paid to assure an overall effective Local Purchase Program (Air Force Regulation 70-18).  The local Competition Advocate (Logistic Group Commander) is responsible for promoting Full and Open Competition through challenging barriers to and promote competition, develop new initiatives required to increase competition, and avoid the use of unnecessarily detailed or restrictive purchase descriptions (FAR 6.502).


As you can readily see, the Contracting Officer is required to challenge sole source requirements, certify the completeness of your justification, and ultimately determine pricing as fair and reasonable (FAR 6.304).  The same light, you (technical personnel) are responsible for “proving and certifying” all necessary data to support your recommendations as accurate and complete to the best of your ability (FAR 6.303.1(b)).


All Noncompetitive Requirements as defined below require complete justification and certification:

1. SOLE SOURCE – only source which will meet Air Force needs.

2. BRAND NAME – only single manufacturer considered acceptable.

3. SPECIFIC MAKE/MODEL – when”salient characteristics” in the purchase description are so restrictive that no other product can meet requirements.

Minimum competitive description known as BRAND NAME OR EQUAL, while permitting competition, is the least preferred purchase description.  If at all possible, you should attempt to provide a detailed description which is not restrictive as to preclude competition.  Remember, the purpose of competition is to assure fair and reasonable pricing and avoid wasteful spending practices.  The Contracting Officer must make an independent determination of FAIR AND REASONABLE PRICING on all SOLE SOURCE purchases and you may be asked to provide information in this respect.  If you are still convinced that only one product or source exists to meet the unique needs of your organization and the Air Force, complete the attached justification/certification and submit to the Contracting Officer for appropriate approvals and processing.

DAVID CHITTENDEN

 

Chief, Specialized Acquisition Flight

 

NONCOMPETITIVE ANALYSIS AND JUSTIFICATION

SOLE SOURCE/BRAND NAME RESTRICTIVE

DESCRIPTION OF REQUIREMENT/PRODUCT IDENTITY/SOURCE:  /   /  Attached





ESTIMATED COST/VALUE:

ANALYSIS/JUSTIFICATION



1.  Are the minimum needs of the government stated and does the evidence verify these minimum requirements?  /   /  YES   /   /   NO

EXPLANATION:





2.  Do any other manufacturers/contractors offer goods or services similar to these minimum requirements:  /   /   YES   /   /   NO

EXPLANATION:





3.  Were any other similar items purchased previously?   /   /   YES   /   /   NO

LIST:





4.  Has there been previous justifications processed?   /   /   YES   /   /   NO

LIST:





5.  Does your technical data package, specifications, purchase description (ref. 1 above) overly restrict competition?   /   /   YES   /   /   NO

EXPLAIN:





6.  Is this acquisition request a result of an unsolicited proposal or quote from a private source?                 /   /   YES   /   /   NO

EXPLAIN:





7.  Can you document damages/injury to government if a noncompetitive acquisition is not made?               /   /   YES   /   /   NO

EXPLAIN:





8.  Have actions been taken to prevent noncompetitive requirements from occuring in the future?                 /   /   YES   /   /   NO

EXPLAIN:





CERTIFICATION

By signature hereto, it is certified that the requirement and analysis cited above has been reviewed for noncompetitive acquisition and all known data and information has been provided.

SIGNATURE OF REQUESTOR:                                                                             DATE:

I certify that the information contained in this analysis is fully justified, accurate, and complete.

SIGNATURE OF COMMANDER:                                                                           DATE:

TITLE:

ATTACHMENT 4

