: /
SELECTED MAJOR ACQUISITIONS AS OF DECEMBER 31, 1970

f

The Current Estimate of Program Acquisition Cost for the 36 major
weapon systems now being furnished to the Congress totaled §10E:658M
as of December 31, 1970. This compares with a Current Estimate of
§103zu53M for 35 systems on September 30, 1970--the additional system,
the Air Force A-X program, accounted for §85M of the quarterly increase
of §lz205M. The cost growth to date, representing the difference between
the Current Estimate and the Development Estimate, adjusted for quantity
changes, was $21,805M at the end of December or $1,338M more than the
§gozh67M cost growth reported for the 35 systems in the September reports.

In terms of cause, economic change (inflation) accounted for the
largest proportion of the cost growth at the end of December 1970--27 per-
cent, followed by estimating change, 26 percent; engineering change,

20 percent; schedule change’, 13 percent; program redefinition (change in
scope), 7 percent; support change, 5 percent; unpredictable, 1 percent;
and contractor cost overrun, 1 percent. The following table compares
cost growth by cause between the September and December reports:

December 1970 September 1970
Cost Growth by Cause Millions of Millions of
Dollars Percent Dollars Percent
Economic Change $ 5,846 27 $ 5,705 28
Estimating Change 5,767 - 26 5,901 29
Engineering Change 4,420 - 20 3,998 19
Schedule Change 2,877 13 3,074 15
Program Redefinition
(Change in Scope) 1,475 7 - -
Support Change 1,033 5 1,051 5
Unpredictable 173 1 161 1
Contractor Cost Overrun 203 1 165 1
Contract Performance
Incentive 11 - 12 -
Contingency Provisions
(C=54) - - 400 2
Total $ 21,805 100% | $ 20,L67 100%

The following table reflects the current status, the Current Estimate
of Program Acquisition Cost and the cost growth as of December 31, 1970
for the §§ weapon systems reported to Congress:

OASD(Comptroller )
Directorate for Information Operations
February 19, 1971
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s
WEAPON SYSTEM COST SUMMARY FACT SHEET
As of December 31, 1970 - .
¢ {Millions of Dollars) \ . .
' »
(1) 2) 3) 4) - (5) (6)
De'velopment Estimate Adjusted Current Cost Changes in )
Weapon Total Program Quantity Change lkv;mxln;:to::::mte Other Cost Estimate Current Estimate
System Cost Cost Growth Total Program This Quarter
Quantity Total Unit | Quantity Cost Quantity |. Tota! Unit Total Pct.* Total Unit Total Unit
(@) ®) () () ®) (@) ®) (c) (a) ®) (a) (o) @) (®)
ARMY - -
CHEYENNE (R&D) 10} 126 12,6 - $ - 10 1§ 1264126 I8+ 7 614 [$ 203 |$20.3 $ - $ -
LANCE (Battalions) 7 €53 93.3 - + 1 7 654 93.5 +  105- 16 . 759 | 108.4 + 21+ .3 - »
MBT-70 3,7k 2,101 561 -1,338 |- 602 2,h06 1,499 623 + - 16 48 2,215 921 - 1{+ .oc1 ' :
SAFEGUARD (Sites) 2 4,185 |af2.092| + 1)+ 833 3 5,018 | a/1.673] + 1,106 2 6,12k | a/2.011 - -
SAM-D (Battery) 124 4,031 3.5 | - ™ |-1,71 X k9 2,240 b5.7 + 1,682 (#] 3,922 80.0 + 8 |+ 1.7
SHILLELAGH 99.36'2 357 .00 | -10,538 | -~ 21 83,824 336 |*  .ooL} + 12 [~ &78 005 3 - N
NAVY N N
AJTE 595 1,466 2.463) - 83 |- 197 512 1,269 2.478] + 628 50 1,897 3.705 + ks - .oks
F-14 469 6,166 | 13.146| + 253 | + 2,05k T22 8,220 11.3685) + 81 1 8,301 1.497 + L' E
P-3C 10k 1,294 [ra2.uuf + 88 |+ 971 192 2,265 | 11.798] + 95 b 2,360 | 12.292 - 123].- 640
S-3A 193 2,891 | 14.528 - - 19 2,801 | 14528} + 35 1 2,926 | 1h.TO4 - +  .002
AEGIS * L= k28 - - - - 428 -1+ 13 3 ki1 - - -
CONDOR . 3,38 M1 132 -2,83% |- 211 518 230 uusf + 63 27 293 .565 + uk bl
PHOENIX 2,384 s 5% 225 + 1,195 216 3,579 752 210f + b9 66 1,251 .350 - -
POSEIDON ~ 3y} k569 |1k7.377 -/ |- o 2 5,325 | 139.519f + 788] 18 5,113 | 16,935 || - 85 {- 2.759
SPARRCW I E 35,077 Thl 21} -%5,715 |- be2 9,362 ] .03l + 18 6 337 036 |1+ 26 -
SPARROW I F 10,785 U5k ob2f + 1,438 |+ 11b 12,219 568 .Oh7] + kb6 1,01k .083 - 12{- .o FOOTNOTES
MK 48 Mod 0/1/2 ° 5,450 1k 31 -1,26 |- s2 4,234 662 L1561 + 1,905 zg 2,567 606 - w3|- .08 -
SSN-688 104/} 1,658 [165.800] + 22 |+ 3,485 32 5,143 [ 160.713| + 605 12 5,748 | 179,609 - - +  Tolumn 4a divided by
DD-963 . 30 2,581 | 86.040 - - 30 2,561 | 86.0h0] + 137| 5 2,718 | 90.593 L= - Column 3b.
DLGN-38 4 af 769 |192.300f + 19 |+ 3,211 23 3,980 | 173.043} + 1,85 46 5,805 | 252.395 - + .013 ** CVAN 68.
CVAN 68/69 + . - - s . + ’ . + 6 |+ 10.0% a/ Unit Cost is "cost per site,”
) 519.0%1 519.0%x 628.0% + 6.0% 1= includes Perimetef:\cquisi-
AIR FORCE . . o tion Radar, Missile Site
- 517 1,319 2.67 - 13 282 387 1,097 2.83 { + 310 28 1,k07 3.63 - - Radar, missiles, etc.
B-1 2b6 1,219 | .60 | - 2 |- 3 2l 1,18 | uses |- 6] -1 11,124 | 45.59 - 2k f- 0.61 b/ Includes 31 35BN's and
C-5A 120 3,613 | 28,4 | - 39 |- 736 81 2,677 | 33.05 | + 1,893 71 4,570 | S6.k2 + 133 |+ 1.63 T accompanying missiles.
F-15 9 7,355 9.82 - - 49 7,355 9.8 [- 4} -1 7,309 9.7 + 16+ 0.2 tenders, and range ships.
F-111A/D/E/F 1,388 5,505 3.97 - 934 | - 2,629 usk 2,876 6.34 |+ 3,606-] 125 6,482 14.28 + 73]+ 0.16 ¢/ Cost change due to reduction
FB-111A 264 1,781 6.75 - 187 |- 1,043 ke 738 9.59 |+ sik| 70 1,252 | 16.26 - - ~ ' in number of missiles and
AWACS b2 2,662 | 63.37 - - - ke 2,662 | 63.37 - - 2,662 | 63.37- - - range ships within 31 SSBN
MAVERICK 17,205 383 .022| - 6,000 |- 63 11,205 320 1029 + 50 16 370 .033 + 15 |+ .ca1 force.
MINUTEMAN IT 666 k,255 6.39 | + 2 ]|+ &4 68 4,259 6.3 1+ 505 12 b, 764 7.13 + 383+ .57 d/ Planning estimate;
MINUTEMAN I 760 4,674 6-1§8 - 62 |- 155 698 k,519 6.47 | + 1,552 34 6,071 8.70 + 1,058 {+ 1.52 ~  Development Estimate
SRAM 700 237 .3 41,200 {1+ 125 1,900 362 J191f + 9k2| 260 1,30k .686 - - r 0l e .
SPARROW Il E 22,740 ¢f 529 .023] -12,b97 |- 291 | 10,243 238 0231+ b 2 2k -02h - - e/ ;x;:ﬁ:ib:én:’sﬂr;g?:;amn
SPARROW W F 3B e/ 12 2031) + k4,652 | + 1k 5,027 156 0311 + 152 97 308 061 - - ~  Development Estimate not
+ A-X 13 84 | 21.12 - - ) 3 84 | 21.12 - - 8k | 21.12 - - 4 applicable since Navy is
PROGRAM COST SUMMARY . procuring agency.
Army . T4 $ 11,153 $- 1,580 $ 9,873 $+ 3,808 1 39 $ 13,701 #+ 83 N
Wavy 27,151 + B8,bh5 35,596 +7,39% 21 42,990 - 118 Source: Selected Acquisition
Air Force 43,488 - 4,960 .__38,528 +ok1 2k 147 ,5h9 +1,%38 Reports--As of
Grand Total $ 82,092 $+ 1,905 $ 83,997 +20,643 25 4104, 640 $+ 1,103 . December 31, 1970
OASD (Comptroller)

Directorate for Information Operations



‘Highlights of December 81, 1970 Selected Acqu....ion reports

The table presented on the opposite page reflects comparative data, by weapon system and
i terms of program quantity and program acguisition cost, for all weapon systems currently
eported each quarter to the Semate Preparedness Investigating Subcommittee (Stennis Committee).
1 general, the table reflects for each weapon system a parison between the baseline or
evelopment Estimate (DE) of the total program (Col. 1) and the Current Estimate (CE) of the

total program (Col. 5), - Zdtween the two estimates in terms of
changes due solely to quantity adjustments (Cox.” 2) and changes due to all other reasons | —— en
for cost growth (Col. 4). In addition, an Adjusted Development Estimate (Col. 3), based
on Col. 1 plus or minmus Col. 2, and Cost Changes in the Current Estimate This Quarter
(Col. 6) are shown for comparative purposes. Each column is more specifically defined
in the Insert below. .

Specific comments on those weapon systems which experienced significant cost changes since
ie previous quarter follow:

SAM-D - The CE is up by $85M since the previous report as a result of the transfer of
76.8M in Advanced Procurement Engineering from the Additional Procurement Costs section to the
rogram Acquisition Costs section along with $8.2M in economic escalation for anticipated price
wreases.

A-TE - The CE increase of $45M is due entirely to an 18 aircraft add-on to the total buy--
ow 512. The increased buy adds $8M to the program's cost growth, now up to $628M or 50%, since
e additional aircraft will be procured at a higher unit cost than provided for in the baseline estimate.

P-3C - The CE is down by $123M, reflecting savings resulting from the earlier procure-
ent of 24 aircraft (36 vice 12 in FY 1972) at a more economical production rate. These savings
educed the cost growth in this program to $95M or 4%.

CONDOR - The CE, now at $293M; is up by $114M since the previous report due to the
dd-on of $88M In production funds for 380 missiles restored to the program, and $26M for the
worporation of an Active Radar Seeker and a nuclear warhead in the missile. This increased the
st growth in this program by $45M to $63M or 27%.

POSEIDON - The CE, now estimated at $5,113M, is down by $86M since the previous
eport, reflecting net reductions due to transfer of certain cost items from the Additional Procure-
ient Costs section to the Program Acquisition Costs section; decreased contingency requirements;
ad the slippage of six missiles from FY 1872 to FY 1973.

SPARROW E/F - The CE for the Navy SPARROW E is up by $26M due to the add-on of
FY 1972 buy of 700 missiles. This additional procurement is required to provide sufficient E's to
sep up inventory objectives while resolving the problems delaying the F. Because of further set-
1cks in the latter, consideration is now being given to increasing the Navy E buy this year to 725
iissiles, and restructuring the Navy FY 1972 program from 100 F production missiles to 50 R&D
‘st missiles. The Afr Force is also considering changing its F buy in FY 1972 from 100 production
issiles to 50 R&D missiles. The R&D missiles will support F-15 tests.

MK 48 - The CE is down by $403M to $2,567M, due principally to a reduction of 56 in
rpedo procurement, projected price adjustments, and reduced torpedo target requirements. Asa
ssult, estimated cost growth to date decreased by $232M to $1,905M or 288 The Navy now reports
.at the scheduled May 15 date for selection of the winning MOD will probably slip by six weeks.

CVAN 68/69 - The CE for the two ships is now $],234M, up by $16M due to the inclusion
: FY 1972 funds in this amount for on-board sewage anti-pollution facilities. The Navy has included
revised baseline this time which is earlier {December 1967) and $155M less than the one used in

the previous report (contract award September 1970). The $155M adjustment and the
$16M Increase in the CE result in a cost growth of $171M or 16%. Construction is now
estimated to be 54% complete for the CVAN 68 and 6 complete for the CVAN £9.

B-1 - Because of reductions in the number of development aircraft from five
to three, in structural test articles from two to one, and in engines from 40 to 27. the CE
of $11,124M is down by a net of $240M, including a reduction of $642M in esumating costs,
partially offset by other increases, primarily $402M in engineering costs. The reduction
in estimating costs occurs because of changes in cost methodology and management
revisions instituted in order to achieve an eartier first flight and the deferral of certain
tasks until after the production decision is made. The increase in engineering costs is a
result of design evolution in aireraft configuration. The Development Estimate for the B-1
has been revised to incorporate an estimated $1, 11IM in projected escalation not pre-
viously included.

C-5A - The CE increase of approximately $333M reflects the most current
estimate of the amount the government must outlay (expend) to complete delivery of the air-
craft. The apparent acceptance of a $200M fixed loss by Lockheed recognizes that Lockheed
already has a $100M investment (loss) in the C-5A program for which they will not be paid.
Additionally, over a period of years, Lockheed will repay to the government $100M.

F-15 - Anincrease of $16M in the CE is the result of the reduction in quantity
of engines to be procured in support of the Navy's F-14B program.

F-111 - Net CE increase of $73M is due to increased estimating costs (S81M),
offset by reduction in support costs (88M). The principal reasons are: Higher negotiated
prices to be negotiated associated with development and producibility problems with the
engine air inlet and Penetration Aid tasks ($23M); and increases associated with the F-111C
(over-target, storage and modification costs). Potential future cost increases center
around resumption of production on the Integrated Display Set, the extent of latest Wing
Carry-Through Box failures on increased 'proof testing™ costs.

MAVERICK - The net increase of $15M in the CE of $370M, represents an
increase in estimate for abnormal {(excess over contractor's contractual obligation) economic
escalation,

MINUTEMAN I - The CE of $4, 764M shows a net increase of $383M this quarter
due to the Transler of costs of MM Rebasing (Upgrade Silo Program) to MM II program.

MINUTEMAN III - As a result of the transfer of costs of MM Rebasing (PEL2I5F)
and Command Data Buffer (PELI216F) to the MM III program, the CE for MM I was increased
by $1, 058M to a total of $6, 07IM.

I
Explanation of Coly

- Summary Fact Sheet v

olumn 1 - Development Estimate (DE)
sed on Col. e and is estimate at the time of completion of
Validation Phase.

olumn 2 - Quantity Cha
on . 3 of the SAR and represents the portion of cost chanee A
to change in quantity.
olumn 3 - Adjusted Development Ei t
Col. Tof table ¢+ Col. 2.

Column 4 - Other Cost Growth
sed on Col. 3 of the SAR and represents cost changes attributable
to all other reasons except quantity (engineering, schedule, inflation,
economic, etc.) (Page 8,9 Encl. 1to DODI 7000. 3).

Column 5§ - Current Estimate Total Program
’ sed on Col. 4 of the a 8 estimate "as of"' the date of the report.
Column 6 - Cost Changes during Current Quarter

Derived % csImétlng difTerence between Current Estimate of previous

quarter and that of present quarter.

/ Data are derived from Section E, Program Acquisition Cost, of the Selected Acquisition Report (SAR), Page 5, Enclosure 2, DODI 7000. 3, dated June 12, 1970.

wrce: Selected Acquisition Reports--As of December 31, 1970.

OASD (Comptroller)



Distribution of Cos: ywth by Category (Othér than Quantity Changes)
As of December 31, 1970
(Millions of Dollars)

. . . Unpre- Gther Weapon System
Weapon Engineering Support Schedule Economic Estimating dictable a/ Total
System This To This To This To This To This To This To This To This To
Qtr Date Qtr Date Qtr Date Qtr Date Qtr Date Qtr Date Qtr Date Qtr Date

ARMY :

T CHEYENNE (R&D) |- 1 2, - A - - - 1 + 1 3 - 7 - 1 - o
LANCE (Battalions) - - - 7 + 2 sk |+ 3 19 + 3 20 - 5 5 - - + 3
MBT-70 - - 119 - 150 - 87 |- 1 L6 - 1 133 - - - 5 f- 2
SAFEGUARD - (3 - 101 - 280 - 591 - 128 - - - - -

SAM-D (Battery) - n 6 - -2 - 109 |+ 55 641 - 8 918 - - - 10§+ L3
SHILLELAGH - 2 27 - 5 - 12 |- 11 ko - 58 - - - - - 3

NAVY .

—A-TE - - - 1]+ 6 67 | © - - - - . - - - + € R
F-14 - - -1 5 - - - - + 5 Ls - ki - - + L 1
P-3C - 1 1- 22 - 222 - 83 158 |- 19 151 - - - - - 7 8- 123
S-3A + 1f - €6 |- 1 - 81 - 5 - - - 116 - - - 1 - 3=
AEGIS - - - 13 - - - - - - - - - - - iz
CONDOR + 2% 33 |+ 4 - 12 - 16 |+ 1k 15 + 1 9- - | .- - - + L5 =2
PHOENIX - - - - - 332 - 17 - - - - b ue - L
POSEIDON + 23 k7 §- 39 - 8 - 1 bo |- 154 59 + 86 650 - - - - - 3 T3
SPARROW MOl E - 6 - 14 - 31+ 1 4 - 1 -9 - - - - - 13
SPARRGCW Il F + & n |- 1 8 - 126 131 |+ 107 185 - ™ - 36 - - - 12 JANS
MK 48 Mod 0/1/2 + 5 27 j+ 1 72 - - + 2 5 - 20 | 1,78 - - - 2 ) - a3 1,325
SSN-688 - - - - - - - 605 - - - - - - - 835
DD-963 - - - - - - - 137 ~» - - - S - 137
DLGN-38 - £95 - - - - - 509 - k21 - - - - - 1.:2%
LHA - - - - - - - 62 - 23 - - - - - e
CVAN 68/69 + 47 k7 |+ 7 7 - - + 102 102 - - - - + 15 15 f+ 171 17

AIR FORCE
A-7D - 152 |- 6 57 - 50 |+ 6 k1 - 10 - - - - - 23
B-1 + o2 W2 1+ 20 57 + 163 211 | -1,260 1h - 6h2 - 45 - - - - -1,317 -
C-5A - 266 - 219 - 96 - Lo 1+ 533 902 - - - koo - + 133 1,523
F-15 - - - - 62 - - - - - - + 16 16 - - + 1€ - L5
F-111A/D/E/F - 1,k3 |- 8 525 - 682 - 77 |+ 81 809 - - - - + 72 2,474
FB-111A - 174 - 118 - 103 - 73 - 46 - - - - - Tk
AWACS - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
MAVERICK - 1 |- 2 1 + 1 13 j+ 15 26 - 2 - 6 + 1 3 + 2 12§+ 3 =2
MINUTEMAN 11 - 120 |- 3 16 - 1 - - - - 30 - - + 3F6 w5 f+ 323 <5
MINUTEMAN II - 3 5T7 - - 107 + 3 17 - 25} - 1 - 190 - 70 +1,000 ] 1,00 ff 41,008 1,552
SRAM - @ 178 |+ 1 13 - - - L6 - 522 - - + 10 83 - a2
SPARROW Il E - b - - - - - - - - - - - - - 4
SPARROW III F - 152 - - - - - - - - - - - - - 152
A-X - - - .- - - - - - - - - - - - -

SUMMARY R
Army - 71 - s4 - 269 + 2 sk2 j+ 56 ]1,738 - S 1,291 - 5 12 - LN EIERAT g
Navy + 112 ] 1,063 |- 51 - 203 - 2041 1,312 |+ 53 1,951 - 149 3,111 - 71 + 15 59 - 2fc 4
Air Force + 32wz | 3,L33 |+ 2 937 + 167 1,186 |-1,239 882 - 31 1,318 + 17 Bu 41,007 | 1,570 B+ 2l -1

Grand Total + U51 | L,LU8 |- L9 1,003 - 35§ 3,040 |-1,130 {4,571 - 185 5,720 + 12 172 +1,112 | 1,63 f+ 17¢ 20423
Fercert of Total 21 5 15 22 28 1 8 100

OASD (Comptroller)
3/ Includes cost growth due to contractor overruns, contract performance incentives, contingency Directorate for Information Operations
provisions, etc. ’



' ‘ 31 December 1970
Current Status
Weapon System Current Cost
Development | Production - Estimate Growth
($ in millions)
Aircraft
CHEYENNE X 203 77
A-TE X 1,897 628
F-1k4 X 8,301 81
P-3C X 2,360 95
S-3A X 2,926 67
A-7D X 1,406 310
AWACS X 2,662 -
A-X X 85 ‘ -
B-1 X 11,124 1,050
FB-111 X 1,252 51k
C-5A X 4,570 1,893
F-111 X 6,482 3,606
F-15 X 75309 - L7
Subtotal ‘ 50,577 8,274
Missiles
LANCE X 759 105
SAFEGUARD X . 6,124 1,106
SAM-D X 3,922 1,682
AEGIS X 551 13
SHILLEIAGH X 478 1o
MINUTEMAN II X 4,764 505
MINUTEMAN III X 6,071 1,552
MAVERICK X 370 . 50
CONDOR X 293 63
PHOENTX X 1,251 499
POSEIDON X 5,113 788
SRAM % X 1,304 9lio
SPARROW E, X 579 22
SPARROW F X 1,322 598
Subtotal 32,791 8,067
Tanks, Torpedoes
MBT-T70 X 2,215 717
MK 48 X 2,586 1,924
Subtotal 4,801 2,641
Submarines, Aircraft Carriers, Ships
SSN 688 X 5,747 605
DD 963 X 2,718 137
LHA X 985 85
CVAN 68/69 X 1,234 171
DIGN-38 X 5,805 1,825
Subtotal 16,489 2,803
GRAND TOTAL ; $10k4,658 $ 21,805

* Includes reports submitted separately by Air Force and Navy.



December 31, 1970

SELECTED ACQUTSITION REPORT COST SUMMARY

\$ In Millions)

30 September 1970 31 December 1970
Planned Current 4 Cost Planned Current % Cost
Weapon Contract Cost @ Estimate Growth Over Cost @ Estimate Growth Over
System Definition Current Total Cost Original Current Total Cost Original
Plan Quantity Program Growth Plan Quantity Program Growth Plan
ARMY
CHEYENNE (R&D) $ 106 $ 126 | $ 203 $+ 77 619 $ 126 $ 203 $+ 77 6Jg
LIANCE (Battalions) 653 655 757 + 102 16 654 759 + 105 1
MBT-70 . 2,100 1,498 2,216 + 718 L8 1,499 2,215 + T16 L8
SAFEGUARD (Sites) 4,185 5,018 6,124 +1,106 22 5,018 6,124 +1,106 22
SAM-D (Battery) 3,989 a/ 2,198 3,837 41,639 75 2,2L0 3,922 +1,682 75
SHILIEIAGH 357 336 481 + 1ls 43 336 478 + 12 L2
NAVY
T A-TE 1,466 1,230 1,852 + 622 51 1,269 1,897 + 628 50
F-14 6,166 8,220 8,297 + 77 1 8,220 8,301 + 81 1
P-3C 1,294 2,265 2,483 + 218 10 2,265 2,360 + 95 L
S-3A 2,801 2,801 2,926 + 35 1 2,891 2,926 + 35 1
AEGIS 428 428 kL + 13 3 L28 4L + 13 3
CONDOR bl 161 179 + 18 11 230 293 + 63 27
PHOENIX 536 752 1,251 + Lg9 66 752 1,251 + 499 66
POSEIDON 4,569 4,325 5,198 + 873 20 4,325 5,113, + 788 18
' SPARROW III E 741 293 311 + 18 6 319 337 + 18 6
SPARROW III F sk 568 1,026 + U58 81 568 1,014 + lLL6 79
MK 48 Mod 0/1/2 714 833 3,970 +2,137 256 662 2,567 +1,905 288
SSN 688 1,658% 5,143 5,748 + 605 12 5,143 5,748 + 605 12
DD-963 2,581 2,581 2,718 + 137 5 2,581 2,718 + 137 5
DLGN-38 T69* 3,980 5,805 +1,825 L6 3,980 5,805 +1,825 46
LHA 1,380 900 985 + B 9 900 985 + B 9
CVAN 68/69 1,218 b/ 1,218 1,218 - - 1,063 1,234 + 171 16
AIR FORCE
A-TD 1,379 1,097 1,406 + 309 28 1,097 1,k07 + 310 28
B-1 10,108 ¢/ 10,108 11,364 +1,256 12 11,185 11,124 - 61 -1
C-54 . 3,413 2,677 4,438 +1,761 66 2,677 4,570 +1,893 71
F-15 7,355 7,355 7,293 - 62 -1 7,355 7,309 - k6 -1
F-111A/D/E/F 5,505 2,876 6,409 43,533 123 2,876 6,482 43,606 125
FB-111A 1,781 738 1,252 + 51k T0 738 1,252 + 51k 70
AWACS ' 2,662 2,662 2,662 - - 2,662 2,662 - -
MAVERICK ' 384 320 355 + 3B 11 320 370 + 50 16
MINUTEMAN IT 4,255 4,259 4,381 + 122 3 4,259 L,76kL + 505 12
MINUTEMAN III 4,674 4,519 5,013 + Lok 11 4,519 6,071 +1,552 34
SRAM 237 362 1,304 + 9l2 260 362 1,30k + 9l 260
SPARROW III E 529% 238 242 + 4 2 238 242 + N 2
SPARROW III F 1% 156 308 + 152 97 156 308 + 152 97 7 -
A-X Added in December submission. 8y 84 - -
TOTALS $81,010 $82,986 [$103,453  |$+20,467 25% $83,997 | $10u,640 | $+20,6L3 25%

r

[

%/ Corrected to $4,031M.
Corrected to $1,063M.
Corrected to $11,219M.

¥ Planning Estimate.



