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PGI 207.1—ACQUISITION PLANS 
 
PGI 207.105  Contents of written acquisition plans. 
 
  (b)(19)  Other considerations. 
 
   (E)  Special considerations for acquisition planning for crisis situations outside 
the United States. 
 
     (1)  Acquisition planning must consider whether a contract is likely to be 
performed in crisis situations outside the United States and must develop appropriately 
detailed measures for inclusion in the contract.  Combatant commanders establish 
operational plans identifying essential services that must continue during crisis.  DoDI 
3020.37 requires the military departments to develop the resources to carry out these 
plans.  When planning the acquisition, consider these operational plans and the 
resources available to carry out these plans. 
 
     (2)  During acquisition planning, identify which services have been 
declared so essential that they must continue during a crisis situation.  A best practice is 
to create a separate section, paragraph, line, or other designation in the contract for 
these essential services so they can be tracked to an option or separate contract line 
item.   

 
             (3)  Operational-specific contractor policies and requirements resulting 
from combatant commander “integrated planning” will be described in operation plans 
(OPLAN), operation orders (OPORD) or separate annexes, and must be incorporated 
into applicable contracts.  The plans may include rules for theater entry, country 
clearance, use of weapons, living on-base, etc.  Therefore, the requiring activity is 
responsible for obtaining pertinent OPLANs, OPORDs, and annexes (or unclassified 
extracts) from the affected combatant command or military service element or 
component and for ensuring that the contract is consistent with the theater OPLAN and 
OPORD.   

 
             (4)  Ask the requiring activity to confirm that the appropriate personnel 
department has determined that inherently Governmental functions are not included in 
the contract requirements.  If contract services will become inherently Governmental 
during a time of crisis, ensure that the contract states that work will be removed from the 
contract (temporarily or permanently) upon the occurrence of a triggering event 
(specified in the contract) or upon notice from the contracting officer that informs the 
contractor when its responsibility to perform affected duties will stop or restart.  The 
contract should require the contractor to have a plan for restarting performance after the 
crisis ends.   
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            (5)  If the combatant commander’s contingency plan requires military 
members to replace contractor employees during a crisis or contingency, acquisition 
planning must consider whether the contract should require the contractor to train 
military members to do that.  

 
   (F)  CONUS Antiterrorism Considerations.  For acquisitions that require services to 
be delivered to or performed on a DoD installation, DoD occupied space, ship, or aircraft, 
ensure that the requirements of DoD Instruction 2000.16, DoD Antiterrorism Standards, are 
addressed.  DoD Instruction 2000.16 is available at the Washington Headquarters Services 
website at http://www.dtic.mil/whs/directives/. 
 
    (1)  Acquisition planning must consider antiterrorism (AT) measures when the 
effort to be contracted could affect the security of operating forces, particularly in-transit 
forces.  Contracting officers must work closely with Antiterrorism Officers (ATOs) and legal 
advisors to ensure that AT security considerations are properly and legally incorporated into 
the acquisition planning process.  Consider AT performance as an evaluation factor for 
award (past performance and proposed performance under the instant contract), and as a 
performance metric under the resultant contract. 
 
   (2)  The geographic Combatant Commander’s AT policies take precedence over 
all AT policies or programs of any DoD component operating or existing in that command’s 
area of responsibility.  These policies, in conjunction with area specific AT security guidance, 
form the core of AT security criteria which shall be applied to all contracts as a baseline.  The 
ATO has access to the Joint Staff's Antiterrorism Enterprise Portal on the NIPRNET, 
https://atep.dtic.mil/portal/site/atep/, a password-protected integrated interface for current 
and planned AT tools.  Coordinate with the ATO to incorporate AT security considerations 
into the contracting process, including suggestions for specific AT security measures that 
should be employed.  At a minimum— 
 
     (i)  Consider AT Risk Assessment results when developing alternative 
solutions to contract requirements that will mitigate security risks.  The impact of local 
security measures on contract performance and possible contract performance outcomes 
that could improve or leverage local security measures should be considered when 
selecting among alternative contract performance requirements. 
 
      (ii)  Antiterrorism procedures incorporate random schedules, access, 
and/or search requirements.  There also may be frequent changes in the local threat level.  
Consider the impact of these practices when developing performance work statements and 
special contracting requirements, especially those related to site access controls.  
 
       (iii)  Consider the need for contractor personnel screening requirements to 
be met prior to commencing work under the contract.  The contracting officer should notify 
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the ATO prior to the start of contract performance to ensure all required AT security 
measures are in place. 
 
      (iv)  Performance work statements should be written with the 
understanding that the need for and level of AT measures may change during contract 
performance.  Performance work statements should provide for the conduct of periodic 
inspections to ensure adherence to access control procedures.  Consider the need for 
reviewing contract AT measures if the local threat changes and/or if contract terms or 
requirements change.   

 
PGI 207.171  Component breakout.                      
  
PGI 207.171-4  Procedures.                      
 
 (1)  Responsibility. 
  
  (i)  Agencies are responsible for ensuring that— 
 
   (A)  Breakout reviews are performed on components meeting the criteria in 
DFARS 207.171-3(a) and (b); 
  
   (B)  Components susceptible to breakout are earmarked for consideration in 
future acquisitions; 
  
   (C)  Components earmarked for breakout are considered during requirements 
determination and appropriate decisions are made; and 
  
   (D)  Components are broken out when required. 
  
  (ii)  The program manager or other official responsible for the material program 
concerned is responsible for breakout selection, review, and decision. 
  
  (iii)  The contracting officer or buyer and other specialists (e.g., small business 
specialist, engineering, production, logistics, and maintenance) support the program 
manager in implementing the breakout program. 
  
 (2)  Breakout review and decision. 
  
  (i)  A breakout review and decision includes— 
  
   (A)  An assessment of the potential risks to the end item from possibilities such 
as delayed delivery and reduced reliability of the component; 
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   (B)  A calculation of estimated net cost savings (i.e., estimated acquisition 
savings less any offsetting costs); and 
  
   (C)  An analysis of the technical, operational, logistics, and administrative factors 
involved. 
  
  (ii)  The decision must be supported by adequate explanatory information, including 
an assessment by the end item contractor when feasible. 
  
  (iii)  The following questions should be used in the decision process: 
  
   (A)  Is the end item contractor likely to do further design or engineering effort on 
the component? 
  
   (B)  Is a suitable data package available with rights to use it for Government 
acquisition?  (Note that breakout may be warranted even though competitive acquisition is 
not possible.) 
  
   (C)  Can any quality control and reliability problems of the component be 
resolved without requiring effort by the end item contractor? 
  
   (D)  Will the component require further technical support (e.g., development of 
specifications, testing requirements, or quality assurance requirements)?  If so, does the 
Government have the resources (manpower, technical competence, facilities, etc.) to 
provide such support?  Or, can the support be obtained from the end item contractor (even 
though the component is broken out) or other source? 
  
   (E)  Will breakout impair logistics support (e.g., by jeopardizing standardization 
of components)? 
  
   (F)  Will breakout unduly fragment administration, management, or performance 
of the end item contract (e.g., by complicating production scheduling or preventing 
identification of responsibility for end item failure caused by a defective component)? 
  
   (G)  Can breakout be accomplished without jeopardizing delivery requirements 
of the end item? 
  
   (H)  If a decision is made to break out a component, can advance acquisition 
funds be made available to provide the new source any necessary additional lead time? 
  
   (I)  Is there a source other than the present manufacturer capable of supplying 
the component? 
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   (J)  Has the component been (or is it going to be) acquired directly by the 
Government as a support item in the supply system or as Government-furnished equipment 
in other end items? 
  
   (K)  Will the financial risks and other responsibilities assumed by the 
Government after breakout be acceptable? 
  
   (L)  Will breakout result in substantial net cost savings?  Develop estimates of 
probable savings in cost considering all offsetting costs such as increases in the cost of 
requirements determination and control, contracting, contract administration, data package 
purchase, material inspection, qualification or preproduction testing, ground support and test 
equipment, transportation, security, storage, distribution, and technical support. 
  
  (iv)  If answers to the questions reveal conditions unfavorable to breakout, the 
program manager should explore whether the unfavorable conditions can be eliminated.  
For example, where adequate technical support is not available from Government 
resources, consider contracting for the necessary services from the end item contractor or 
other qualified source. 
  
 (3)  Records. 
  
  (i)  The contracting activity shall maintain records on components reviewed for 
breakout.  Records should evidence whether the components— 
  
   (A)  Have no potential for breakout; 
  
   (B)  Have been earmarked as potential breakout candidates; or 
  
   (C)  Have been, or will be, broken out. 
  
  (ii)  The program manager or other designated official must sign the records. 
  
  (iii)  Records must reflect the facts and conditions of the case, including any 
assessment by the contractor, and the basis for the decision.  The records must contain the 
assessments, calculations, and analyses discussed in paragraph 2 of this section, including 
the trade-off analysis between savings and increased risk to the Government because of 
responsibility for Government-furnished equipment. 
 

 


