7.200

military departments, the Under Sec-
retary of Defense for Acquisition,
Technology and Logistics for the de-
fense agencies, or the Deputy Sec-
retary or equivalent for the civilian
agencies may determine that bundling
is necessary and justified when—

(1) The expected benefits do not meet
the thresholds in paragraphs (b)(1) and
(b)(2) of this section but are critical to
the agency’s mission success; and

(2) The acquisition strategy provides
for maximum practicable participation
by small business concerns.

(d) Reduction of administrative or
personnel costs alone is not sufficient
justification for bundling unless the
cost savings are expected to be at least
10 percent of the estimated contract
value (including options) of the bun-
dled requirements.

(e) Substantial bundling is any bun-
dling that results in a contract with an
average annual value of $10 million or
more. When the proposed acquisition
strategy involves substantial bundling,
the acquisition strategy must—

(1) Identify the specific benefits an-
ticipated to be derived from bundling;

(2) Include an assessment of the spe-
cific impediments to participation by
small business concerns as contractors
that result from bundling;

(3) Specify actions designed to maxi-
mize small business participation as
contractors, including provisions that
encourage small business teaming;

(4) Specify actions designed to maxi-
mize small business participation as
subcontractors (including suppliers) at
any tier under the contract or con-
tracts that may be awarded to meet
the requirements; and

(5) Include a specific determination
that the anticipated benefits of the
proposed bundled contract justify its
use.

(f) The contracting officer must jus-
tify bundling in acquisition strategy
documentation.

(g) In assessing whether cost savings
would be achieved through bundling,
the contracting officer must consider
the cost that has been charged or,
where data 1is available, could be
charged by small business concerns for
the same or similar work.

(h) The requirements of this section,
except for paragraph (e), do not apply if

48 CFR Ch. 1 (10-1-02 Edition)

a cost comparison analysis will be per-
formed in accordance with OMB Cir-
cular A-T76.

[64 FR 72443, Dec. 27, 1999, as amended at 65
FR 46054, July 26, 2000]

Subpart 7.2—Planning for the Pur-
chase of Supplies in Eco-
nomic Quantities

SOURCE: 50 FR 35475, Aug. 30, 1985, unless
otherwise noted.

7.200 Scope of subpart.

This subpart prescribes policies and
procedures for gathering information
from offerors to assist the Government
in planning the most advantageous
quantities in which supplies should be
purchased.

7.201 [Reserved]

7.202

(a) Agencies are required by 10 U.S.C.
2384(a) and 41 U.S.C. 253(f) to procure
supplies in such quantity as (1) will re-
sult in the total cost and unit cost
most advantageous to the Government,
where practicable, and (2) does not ex-
ceed the quantity reasonably expected
to be required by the agency.

(b) BEach solicitation for a contract
for supplies is required, if practicable,
to include a provision inviting each of-
feror responding to the solicitation (1)
to state an opinion on whether the
quantity of the supplies proposed to be
acquired is economically advantageous
to the Government, and (2) if applica-
ble, to recommend a quantity or quan-
tities which would be more economi-
cally advantageous to the Government.
Each such recommendation is required
to include a quotation of the total
price and the unit price for supplies
procured in each recommended quan-
tity.

Policy.

7.203 Solicitation provision.

Contracting officers shall insert the
provision at 52.207-4, Economic Pur-
chase Quantity—Supplies, in solicita-
tions for supplies. The provision need
not be inserted if the solicitation is for
a contract under the General Services
Administration’s multiple award
schedule contract program, or if the
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contracting officer determines that (a)
the Government already has the data,
(b) the data is otherwise readily avail-
able, or (c) it is impracticable for the
Government to vary its future require-
ments.

[62 FR 30076, Aug. 12, 1987]

7.204 Responsibilities of contracting
officers.

(a) Contracting officers are respon-
sible for transmitting offeror responses
to the solicitation provision at 52.207-4
to appropriate inventory management/
requirements development activities in
accordance with agency procedures.
The economic purchase quantity data
so obtained are intended to assist in-
ventory managers in establishing and
evaluating economic order quantities
for supplies under their cognizance.

(b) In recognition of the fact that
economic purchase quantity data fur-
nished by offerors are only one of many
data inputs required for determining
the most economical order quantities,
contracting officers should generally
take no action to revise quantities to
be acquired in connection with the in-
stant procurement. However, if a sig-
nificant price variation is evident from
offeror responses, and the potential for
significant savings is apparent, the
contracting officer shall consult with
the cognizant inventory manager or re-
quirements development activity be-
fore proceeding with an award or nego-
tiations. If this consultation discloses
that the Government should be order-
ing an item of supply in different quan-
tities and the inventory manager/re-
quirements development activity con-
curs, the solicitation for the item
should be amended or canceled and a
new requisition should be obtained.

Subpart 7.3—Contractor Versus
Government Performance

7.300 Scope of subpart.

This subpart prescribes policies and
procedures for use in acquisitions of
commercial or industrial products and
services subject to (a) OMB Circular
No. A-76 (Revised) (the Circular), Per-
formance of Commercial Activities,
and (b) the Supplement to the Circular.

[67 FR 60575, Dec. 21, 1992]

7.302

7.301 Policy.

The Circular provides that it is the
policy of the Government to (a) rely
generally on private commercial
sources for supplies and services, if cer-
tain criteria are met, while recognizing
that some functions are inherently
Governmental and must be performed
by Government personnel, and (b) give
appropriate consideration to relative
cost in deciding between Government
performance and performance under
contract. In comparing the costs of
Government and contractor perform-
ance, the Circular provides that agen-
cies shall base the contractor’s cost of
performance on firm offers.

7.302

The Circular and the Supplement—

(a) Prescribe the overall policies and
detailed procedures required of all
agencies in making cost comparisons
between contractor and Government
performance. In making cost compari-
sons, agencies shall—

(1) Prepare an estimate of the cost of
Government performance based on the
same work statement and level of per-
formance as apply to offerors; and

(2) Compare the total cost of Govern-
ment performance to the total cost of
contracting with the potentially suc-
cessful offeror.

(b) Provide that solicitations and
synopses of the solicitations issued to
obtain offers for comparison purposes
shall state that they will not result in
a contract if Government performance
is determined to be more advantageous
(see the solicitation provisions at
52.207-1 and 52.207-2);

(c) Provide that each cost compari-
son shall be reviewed by an activity
independent of the activity which pre-
pared the cost analysis to ensure con-
formance with the instructions in the
Supplement; and

(d) Provide that, ordinarily, agencies
should not incur the delay and expense
of conducting cost comparison studies
when the full-time equivalent Govern-
ment employees involved are fewer
than those specified by law, the Cir-
cular, and implementing agency guid-
ance. Cost comparisons may be con-
ducted in these instances if there is

General.
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