Department of Defense

215.404-71-4 Facilities
ployed.

capital em-

(a) Description. This factor focuses on
encouraging and rewarding capital in-
vestment in facilities that benefit DoD.
It recognizes both the facilities capital
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that the contractor will employ in con-
tract performance and the contractor’s
commitment to improving produc-
tivity.

(b) Determination. The following ex-
tract from the DD Form 1547 has been
annotated to explain the process.

- . Assigned Amount em- + obiecti
Item Contractor facilities capital employed value ployed Profit objective
LaNd oo N/A (2 N/A
BUIldINGS ... N/A (2) N/A
EQUIPMENT ..t (1) 2) 3)

(1) Select a value from the list in
paragraph (c) of this subsection using
the evaluation criteria in paragraph (d)
of this subsection.

(2) Use the allocated facilities capital
attributable to land, buildings, and
equipment, as derived in DD Form 1861,
Contract Facilities Capital Cost of
Money (see 230,7001).

(i) In addition to the net book value
of facilities capital employed, consider
facilities capital that is part of a for-
mal investment plan if the contractor
submits reasonable evidence that—

(A) Achievable benefits to DoD will
result from the investment; and

(B) The benefits of the investment
are included in the forward pricing
structure.

(ii) If the value of intracompany
transfers has been included in Block 20
at cost (i.e., excluding general and ad-
ministrative (G&A) expenses and prof-
it), add to the contractor’s allocated
facilities capital, the allocated facili-
ties capital attributable to the build-
ings and equipment of those corporate
divisions supplying the intracompany
transfers. Do not make this addition if
the value of intracompany transfers
has been included in Block 20 at price
(i.e., including G&A expenses and prof-
it).

(3) Multiply (1) by (2).

(¢) Values: Normal and designated
ranges. These are the normal values
and ranges. They apply to all situa-
tions.

Normal .
Asset type value DerS;grllnaeted
(percent) 9
Land ... 0| N/A
Building: ol nNA
Equipment .. 175 |10 to 25
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(d) Evaluation criteria. (1) In evalu-
ating facilities capital employed, the
contracting officer—

(i) Should relate the usefulness of the
facilities capital to the goods or serv-
ices being acquired under the prospec-
tive contract;

(ii) Should analyze the productivity
improvements and other anticipated
industrial base enhancing benefits re-
sulting from the facilities capital in-
vestment, including—

(A) The economic value of the facili-
ties capital, such as physical age,
undepreciated value, idleness, and ex-
pected contribution to future defense
needs; and

(B) The contractor’s level of invest-
ment in defense related facilities as
compared with the portion of the con-
tractor’s total business that is derived
from DoD; and

(iii) Should consider any contractual
provisions that reduce the contractor’s
risk of investment recovery, such as
termination protection clauses and
capital investment indemnification.

(2) Above normal conditions.

(i) The contracting officer may as-
sign a higher than normal value if the
facilities capital investment has direct,
identifiable, and exceptional benefits.
Indicators are—

(A) New investments in state-of-the-
art technology that reduce acquisition
cost or yield other tangible benefits
such as improved product quality or
accelerated deliveries; or

(B) Investments in new equipment for
research and development applications.

(ii) The contracting officer may as-
sign a value significantly above normal
when there are direct and measurable
benefits in efficiency and significantly
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reduced acquisition costs on the effort
being priced. Maximum values apply
only to those cases where the benefits
of the facilities capital investment are
substantially above normal.

(3) Below normal conditions.

(i) The contracting officer may as-
sign a lower than normal value if the
facilities capital investment has little
benefit to DoD. Indicators are—

(A) Allocations of capital apply pre-
dominantly to commercial item lines;

(B) Investments are for such things
as furniture and fixtures, home or
group level administrative offices, cor-
porate aircraft and hangars, gym-
nasiums; or

(C) Facilities are old or extensively
idle.

(ii) The contracting officer may as-
sign a value significantly below normal
when a significant portion of defense
manufacturing is done in an environ-
ment characterized by outdated, ineffi-
cient, and labor-intensive capital
equipment.

[63 FR 55040, Oct. 14, 1998, as amended at 67
FR 20691, Apr. 26, 2002; 67 FR 49255, July 30,
2002]

215.404-71-5 Cost efficiency factor.

(a) This special factor provides an in-
centive for contractors to reduce costs.
To the extent that the contractor can
demonstrate cost reduction efforts that
benefit the pending contract, the con-
tracting officer may increase the
prenegotiation profit objective by an
amount not to exceed 4 percent of total
objective cost (Block 20 of the DD
Form 1547) to recognize these efforts
(Block 29).

(b) To determine if using this factor
is appropriate, the contracting officer
shall consider criteria, such as the fol-
lowing, to evaluate the benefit the con-
tractor’s cost reduction efforts will
have on the pending contract:

(1) The contractor’s participation in
Single Process Initiative improve-
ments;

(2) Actual cost reductions achieved
on prior contracts;

(3) Reduction or elimination of ex-
cess or idle facilities;

(4) The contractor’s cost reduction
initiatives (e.g., competition advocacy
programs, technical insertion pro-
grams, obsolete parts control pro-
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grams, spare parts pricing reform,
value engineering, outsourcing of func-
tions such as information technology).
Metrics developed by the contractor
such as fully loaded labor hours (i.e.,
cost per labor hour, including all direct
and indirect costs) or other produc-
tivity measures may provide the basis
for assessing the effectiveness of the
contractor’s cost reduction initiatives
over time;

(5) The contractor’s adoption of proc-
ess improvements to reduce costs;

(6) Subcontractor cost reduction ef-
forts;

(7) The contractor’s effective incor-
poration of commercial items and proc-
esses; or

(8) The contractor’s investment in
new facilities when such investments
contribute to better asset utilization
or improved productivity.

(c) When selecting the percentage to
use for this special factor, the con-
tracting officer has maximum flexi-
bility in determining the best way to
evaluate the benefit the contractor’s
cost reduction efforts will have on the
pending contract. However, the con-
tracting officer shall consider the im-
pact that quantity differences, learn-
ing, changes in scope, and economic
factors such as inflation and deflation
will have on cost reduction.

[67 FR 20692, Apr. 26, 2002, as amended at 67
FR 49255, July 30, 2002]

215.404-72 Modified weighted guide-
lines method for nonprofit organi-
zations other than FFRDCs.

(a) Definition. As used in this subpart,
a nonprofit organization is a business
entity—

(1) That operates exclusively for
charitable, scientific, or educational
purposes;

(2) Whose earnings do not benefit any
private shareholder or individual;

(3) Whose activities do not involve in-
fluencing legislation or political cam-
paigning for any candidate for public
office; and

(4) That is exempted from Federal in-
come taxation under section 501 of the
Internal Revenue Code.

(b) For nonprofit organizations that
are entities that have been identified
by the Secretary of Defense or a Sec-
retary of a Department as receiving



