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L WEAFCN EYSTIM COST SMMARY FACT SHEET
As of June 30, 1972
7 ($ In Millions) . .
. ’ A
[¢9)] (2) (3) (k) (5) (6) (1)
Drveloment £atimate Adjusted
Total krcgram Quantity Change Development Zstimate Other Cost Current Cost Chacges in Changes 18
es, System Total Progrem Estimste Curreat Estimate Other Cost
poa. Total Progres This Quarter Grovtt This
Cost Cost Growth Searter
Total Unit 1 Cost 1 Total Toit Total Pct.¢] Total Wit Total Wit | ol
B N OB B © T B © s s QN B O B N O B B O B S ) AN B S O 2 B © e ) —
3 AR
‘ ’ C'ZYDOE (MD only) 10 $ 126 | $§ 12,5 « 1 $+ 15 n $ ik $12.8 4 191 13vg | $ 332 $ 0.2 » 1 s - $ 2
LAACE (Sattsliioms) 7 653 93.3 - + 6 7 659 .l + 18 18 Lz ui.o + 3 . b .+ 3
Izp. HAJL(3ury. Sets) 101 588 5.82 - 1 - 11k 90 b 527 . 264 60 758 8.62 - b - Ok - &
EAPEZARS (Sites) ot Reported af
i SAM-D(Tac.Zire s«; 1 5,241 27.30 - - 152 5,241 27.% - T 5,241 1.0 - -
H ¥Li (Component Dev. l;/ 119 - - - - - 119 - + k 3 123 - - -
t - 1,12/ 2,307 2.05 - - 1,123 2,307 2,05 + 38 2 2,45 2.09 « 1 - -
MY
4 A-TE %5 1,466 2.u63 + 9 + 20 654 1,706 2.455 | +1,0T0 63 2,716 4000 | + 626 .« 201 + 33
; AV-84 ety 4,118 - - 1% 504 “hi8 |+ 22 [ 4610 { « 6 . 05 . 6
H B-2C X 19.540 - - 30 586 19.50 | « 268 L) 81t 2.021 | + 16 . 52 ..
g r-14 69 6,166 13.1%6 - 1% -1,116 n3 5,050 . 16.133 | + 222 & 5,212 16.842 - - -
. P-3C 104 1,29 12, ki + +1,028 202 2,322 1.7 | + 165 T 2,887 .31 | <« 197 . .28 + us
t 8- 199 2,891 1k.528 - - 199 2,861 1k.528 + 261 9 3,152 15.838 - - -
31 AZGIS (2D Oaly) - 428 - - - - 28 Z .« 56 13 (" p - - i
H 3,388 Ml 2132 - 1,905 - 1k 1,63 295 208 |+ 230 ] 525 .36h b1 -« .080 . U
H HARPOON A 2624/ 1,01 -251 - - 8,262 1,0m 251 |+ 16 1 1,087 2551« 2 - .- 2
i PHOEYIX 2,364 537 225 B « 15 2,h5T7 552 225 e Esz w2 1,124 453 {-- 138 +  .086 . 32
FEZ DB 3ib/ b,569 W7.377 < - 2% 3n/ 5,325 139.519 | + hag 10 4,75 153.258 - - -
1 SPARROS 111 8 35, 741 021 -25,515 - 528 9,562 o022 |+ 126 59 319 . +« 8 - .« 6
: EPAPRON IZI ¥ 10,765 bS5 082 + 1,80 . & 12,269 519 Oh2 |+ MO 8 z‘z 000 | + 50 + .00k +«
i Eot Rsported 12 o/ - - 998 - -
3 a E-48 w0w 1 8,19 1,75 MBy - As - PR 1,79 N8 . 25 13 1,958 A2 ) e 28 + 006 e N
¢ 32 5,747 179.609 + 1 +1,967 A3 7.7 179.860 | + 32 S 8,096 188.261 | w101 . 2.09% + 08
I 20-963 » 2,5, 86040 - - k' 2,58 86.000 | +- 169 7 2,70 9167 | - & - aa -
DLCH-38 3 820 273.467 - - 3 820 ZR.N67 - - 273.467 - - -
LA 9 1,380 153.%6 1 - L) - MO . s 900 199 |+ 8 970 19%.000 - - -
4 CVAY 68/69 2 1,063 E - - 2 1,063 SAk.2se | 4+ 253 E 1,36 639.4se - - -
i 519.0neef $19.08e0 676,800
AN/BRS & 610 7.0 + 18 + 126 100 ks 3 73668 | + 95 13 8 8.309 | « Mk . o2 . 9
TR PoRCY ]
ATo 517 1,319 2.67 - 13 - 28 387 1,097 2.83 . 228 a 1,325 3.52 - & - o7 - ™
AX ] (.3 2112 - - [3 8 2,12 - - (] 21.12 - - -
B-1 246 n,29 45.60 - 2 - W Fo 1,185 A5.06 - -1 1,13 hS5.54 - - -
C-54 120 3.3 28.. - 3 - 7o 81 2,703 3.37 +1,823 68 4,526 55.88 - - -
F-5E 8r 315 3.63 - & - s 83 30 3.7% - 1 - h 291 3.58 - - -
r-15 Lol 7,355 9.82 - - ™% 7,355 S + M7 6 7,802 10.42 - - -
r-1Ua/0/R/Y ] 1,388 3. 3.97 - -2,628 [ 2,878 6.17 | +4,17 143 1995 15.01 - - -
SIACS 2 2,661 63.37 - - 2 2466 63.37 - - 2,661 63.37 - - =
MAVERICK 17,205 383 0.022 - 8,009 - 8 9,186 m 0.033 | + 6h 28 385 0.0k2 - - -
CNIDUS 1T 666 b,255 6.39 + 2 T 668 8,259 6.38 + 6hT 15 4,906 7.34 - - -
R NINUTEAN II1 %0 &,6%ie 6.15 - 62 - 155 698 &,519 6.57 +1,591 35 6,120 8.75 - - -
SFAM 00 237 0.338 + 1,200 + 125 1,900 0.191 . 266 1,326 0.698 | - [ - 0.003 - 6
SPARRON ITI P 4,900 - 0.052 - 95 - 3 3,9% ar 0.055 | + B 3T 298 0.075 - - -
PROGRAM COST SIMMARY :
AR g - 9,034 - 93 8,941 + 635 8 9,576 . 1 . -
Y 35,103 + 96 36,029 +5,078 1% 53,721 +1,439 - 85
AR PRTE L1,735 3,804 29,891 % - —_R
BATD TOTAL 335,872 $2,m $82,901 be15,610 19 | 41,125 $o1,420 b e
® Colxn La divided by Colmes 3d. % CVAN 68. #44 CVAN 69.
ymmubem(nnmmmdMdm&mmtmﬁumhnmﬂ-m-mhmﬁ-ﬂ. QASD(Comptroller)
4 b/ Inciades 31 8£23's and accoupenying missiies, tenders, and renge shipe. - Directorate for Information Operstions
5/ Cost change dus to reduction in mumber of missiles and range shipe within 31 SSEN farce. October 6, 1972
3/ Plarring Esiizmale; Engineering Development not yet approved. .
y/ The Currest atizate of $1261i shown for TRIDENT 16 based on the Ravy's POM-T4 and reflects a ten ship program of 24 Classified by: Dir., ¥al Acq Info Divisiom
missile tubes per ship; it does not include TRIDENT I backfit ($196k..M for FY Th-78), TRIDENT IT development ($1.3B) SUBJECT TO GENERAL FICASY
mmmt,dm/mmt. muzﬁzuuuwmumwnu—nrwmm OF EXBCUTIVE ORDER 11652; ALTQMATICALLY
ead the Gracd Total. DOVNGRADED AT TWO YEAR INTERVALS.

Al




Highlights gf June 30, 1972 Selected Acquisition Reports

The tn.blé preasented on the opposite page reflects comparative data » by weapon system and in terms of program Quantity
and program acquisition cost, for all weapon systems currently reported sach quarter to the Senate Preparedness Investigating

: ‘Subcommittee (Stennis Committee). In general, the table reflects for each weapon aystem a comparison between the baseline or
f Nevelopment Estimate (DE) of the total program (Col. 1) and the Current Estimate (CE) of the total program (Col. 5), identifying

!

Afferences between the two estimates in terms of changes due solely to quantity adjustments (Col. 2) and changes due to all other
reasons for cost growth (Col. 4). In addition, sn Adjusted Development Estimate (Col. 3), based on Col. 1 plus or minus Col. 2,
and Cost Changes in the Current Estimate This Quarter (Col. 6) and Changes in Other Cost Growth This Quarter (Col. 7) are shown
for comparative purposes. Each column is more specifically defined in the Insert below.

Specific conments on those weapon systems which oxperienced significent cost changes since the previous Quarter
follow:

3. A-TE - Total program costs are up by $625.6M since the March 31, 1972 report, due principally to: (a) a POM-T4 incresse
of 128 aircr in the FY 1973-1978 buy programs, including the 24 edditionsl A-TE's in the FY 1973 budget smendment; and (b) cost
increases associsted with the development and incorporation in FY 1975-1978 production aircraft of Target Recognition Attack
Multisensors (TRAM). This $625.6M increase reises the program's estimated cost growth by $314.4M to s total of $1069.7M or 63%

&8 of June 30, 1972, The POM request for & 128 plane increass was reduced to 60 in the PIM,

2. _P-3C - Total program coats, qurrently estimated at $2UBTM, are up by $197.5M since the previous report, reflecting:
(a) the POM-T4 add-on of 12 aircraft (§79.24); (b) a stretchout of the program through FY 1978 ($74.3M); (c) engineering improve-
ments ($30.4M); and (d) other minor cost changes. The request for s 12 plane increase was denied in the PIM.

3. CONDOR - The Current Estimate for this program, $524.8M for 1443 missiles, is up by $1Lk.3M since the March report, due
principally to: (a) a POM-T4 increase of 545 missiles; (b) settlement of the contractor's claim for $28.5M; and (c) increased IOTAE
requirements. The cost growth in this program is now estimated at $230.4M or 784.

L. PHOENIX - Total program costs are down by $137.7M since the previous report, reflecting the 950 missiles cutback and
program stretchout included in the Nevy's POM-74 request. Because of the reduced buy and stretchout, the procurement unit cost
of the missile increased to $392K, $70K per missile more than the March SAR and $120X per missile more than the spproved DCP
level. This raised the progrem's estimated cost growth to §562M (102%), » $32.5M increase over the March estimate.

5. SPARROW - The add-on of 100 missiles included in the FY 1973 budget amendment accounted for most of the $7.9M increase
in the Current Estimate for the Navy's SPARROW E. The $50.6M increase in totel program costs for the Navy's SPARROW F s
attributed to the extension.of the overall procurement program thru FY 1983, and the rephasing of SPARROW F procurement of
1510 missiles previously acheduled for FY 1978 and prior years. The latter, which incressed the missile's procurement unit
cost by $5K, represents a change to the schedule in the DCP which was approved on May 24, 1972.

6. TRIDENT - The SAR on TRIDENT reflects a Current Estimate of $12,614.3M for a ten ship program., This is a decrease from
the Merch estimate of $557.3M, made up of (a) a $293.5M increase in the missile development cost associated with the completion of
missile definition; (b) a $136.8M increase in submarine procurement cost resulting from a change to a more realistic estimate for
this item than reported previously; (c) a $447.6M decrease in missile procurement costs for the TRIDENT I backfit program; and (d) a
$540M reduction in construction costs reflecting & change to a more austere refit facility. The Current Estimate for TRIDENT, as
now reported in the SAR, does not include those costs which are essociated with TRIDENT I backfit, estimated at $1857.3M for
FY 1974-1978, TRIDENT II development ($13.B) and procurement, and MARV/PENAIDS procurement. The TRIDENT SAR still does not

‘ntain a program cost baseline which the Navy had indiceted it will incorporate upon approval of the pending DCP revision on

ds progrem. Also, as in the case of several other SAR's trensmitted for this quarter previously, the program cost estimate
now reported for TRIDENT is based on the Navy's POM request for FY 1974-1978, but does not reflect the PDM decision of August 30,
1972.

7. SSN-688 - The Current Estimate for this program, $8096.1M for 43 ships, is up by $1021M since the previous report, due
entirely to the POM-74 add-on of five ships in FY 1978. Tf’ua increased the program's estimated cost growth by $118.5M to a total
of $362.1M (5%) because of the added inflation associated with the edditional five ships. The PIM cut the rate of procurement
to four ships per year during FY 1974-1978, thereby cancelling the five ship increase.

8. A-TD - The Current Estimate for this program is down by $2hM due to the adjustment of prior estimates for FY 1970-1971
to reflect lower costs for airframe, peculiar support end development effort.

Explanation of Columns-Summary Fact Sheet 1/

Column 1 - Development Estimate gDE)

Based on Col. 1 of the SAR and is estimate at the time program is approved for full scale development.

Column 2 - Quantity Change
Represents the portion of cost change due to change in quantity.

Column 3 - Adjusted Development Estimate
Col. 1 of table + Col. 2.

Column L - Other Cost Growth
Represents coat changes attributable to all other reasons except quantity(engineering, schedule, inflation,

economic, etc.) (Page 9,-encl. 1 to DeDI 7000.3).

Column 5 - Current Estimate Total Program
Based on Col. 2 of the SAR and is estimate "as of" the date of the report.

Column 6 - Cost Changes during Current rter
Derived by celculating difference between Current Estimate of previous quarter and that of present quarter.

Column 7 - Changes in Other Cost Growth This Quarter
Derived by calculating difference between Cost Growth of previous quarter and that of present quarter.

1/ Data are derived from Section E, Program Acquisition Cost, of the Selected Acquisition Report (SAR), Page 5, Encl. 2,

dated 0, 1972.
ated June 30, 19 OASD(Comptroller)

s lected Acquisition Reports--As of June 30, 1972. Directorate for Information Operations
SQURCE:  Selected Acq e ’ October 16, 1972

Classified by Director, Major Acquisition Information Division. DECLASSIFIED ON DECEMBER 31, 1978.



Program Acquisition Costs and Distribution of Cost Growth
For U5 SAR "~ apon Systems

As of 30, 1972
-
Distribution of Cost Growth (Current Est. minus Developcert Est.)
Planning| Develop. Current Estimate Jontr. , :
weajon System Estimate| Estimate !Planning |Develop.| FY 1973 Qnty Eng. Supt. | Sched. Econ.| Est. | linprei.l Cest |Perf L]
Date Date Estimate | Estimate| & Prior [FY 1974 | Balance Total | Change] Chunge| Change| Change | Change! Charge | Change | Over lincen. | Qtrer Totat
LANTE Aug 63 Jan 68 587 653 696 8s 147 928 | + 145] « g + 151+ 58|+ L2« 6 - - - - + 7S
Izp. HASK " Oct 6b | gep 68 336 588 529 109 115 753} - 121} + 32| + 821+ B9+ LB;+ W} - + 1 - - . 5
CEZE7IARD May €9 Mey 69 4,185 4,185 5,043 Lug 61 5,5501 - 739] + 3] + 362| + 697+ 70 + 221 = - - - + £s
SAM-3 Aug 65 | Mar 72 L,917 5,21 559 194 4,488 | 5,241 - - - - - - - - - - -
w1z Jun 71 | Jun 71 119 y 119 101 4 22 - 123 - - P 2]+ 1] 1 - - - - B A
TTTES Jun 71 Jun 71 2,307 | &/2,307 96 109 { 2,138 2,345 -1 - 2] - 7 -1+ 152 - 82 - - - - + 38
C2AN Oct 65 | Feb 66 382 Lok 180 71 334 5851 - 57} + 21|+ 9|+ 60|+ bO|+ 108} - - - - <18
bso’ | Aug 65 Jan €46 410 727 513 66 268 87| - 174) + 148| + 9+ 13]+ 981+ 23 - -+ 3 - + el
TAIE2 Nov 64 May 66 162 206 ho2 - - ho2} - kS| + 176| + 5 -1+ o514 35 - - - - EES
IATTINE Nov 67 Dec 67 124 161 83 L1 11 2371 + 30+ 17] - 2] + 61+ 251 - 1 - +30f{- © - - w5
TOTAL APMY i 313,529 | $1L,591] $8,204 | $1,143 | $7,664 1$17,011 | - D1 + LiZ| + G73]| + 025 | +1,22L] + 345 = +111- o - [+ 2.000
vay 68 | May 68 1,466 1,h66 1,563 190 | 1,033 | 2,786 + 24o| 4+ 102f + 18|+ 713+ 20uf+ W3] - - - - I N
Jan 71 Jun 71 504 S04 Log 112 - 521 -1+ 6] + 3 -+ 28] - 16 - - - + T
Jul 68 | Jul 68 586 586 696 165 16 879 -+ 51+ 46|+ sS2|+ s57{+ 88| - - - - . 3
Jan 69 Jan 69 6,166 6,166 3,488 616 1,199 5,303 | -1,116 -1 - T+ 71|+ 154] + 6] +29 - - - - 33
Jul 67 Jul 67 1,2 1,294 1,647 156 705 2,508| +1,028] + 67| - 220+ 172 |+ 160 - - + 7 - - + 14
Kov 67 Aug 69 1,764 2,891 1,75%6 ské 850 3,152 -l - 10+ 12+ 35|+ 212| + 11 - 1 - - + 1
Apr 66 | Jen 70 388 428 3291 . 43 112 LBk - -1+ 213 -1+ W3 - - - - - . =6
Rov 65 FNov 66 356 k1 212 32 282 526 | - 146} + ST| - 71+ 29|+ Bi1l+ T - - - - + 8s
Mar 71 Mar 71 1,071 | a/1,071 122 |. 86 886 1,094 -1+ 3l + 10+ T1+ 3 - - - - - . 23
Apr 63 Jun 63 371 537 sk7 98 69 1,1tk + 15 -1+ 33+ 362+ 117 - 4 + bb - - +  &77
o Yov 66 Hov 66 4,569 | .k,%9 4,305 340 16k 4,809] - 13| + 47| - 25/+ LOod4+ BA]+ 271} - - - - + 2L
)3T 11T B Yay 60 Jan 62 687 Thi 325 2 12 339f - 528{ + 6]+ 18]+ 9|+ 17]- 11 - - - - - Loz
™ III F May 65 Jun 68 1Lo Lsh 182 L3 76k o89| + 65l + 191+ 10|+ 1091+ 2631+ 321 +37 - - - + 538
T NOT REPORTED - 1,119 1,712 | 8,8% k/11,671 NOT REPORTED %R
M-8 MGD 1 Mar 64/Jun 67 Apr 69 721 1,754 773 194 9% [ 1,93{ - 217+ 9, + 80 -+ 11+ 10y - - - - + 200
. L6883 Dec 68 | Jan 71 1,658 5,747 3,255 958 3,925 8,138 +1,987 T - - - |+ Lol - - - - - + 233
pD-93 Bov 67 Jun 70 1,784 2,581 2,960 612 122 2,79% - -1+ <31- 21+ 2131 - 1 - - - - . 3
rL%-38 Feb €5 Dec 71 769 820 802 11 23 836 - - - -1+ 18 - - - - - . 2
75} Feb 67 | Apr 69 651 1,38 957 192 16| 1,165 - u80 - - -+ 133)+ 132, - .- - - - o=
~ A58 Class Sep 65 Dec 67/Aug 72 47 2,036 1,600 | g/711- - 2,311 -1+ 2]+ 7 -{+ 120 - - + 56 - - + 2=
AL, 55 Sep 70 Sep 70 610 610 26 102 L83 831f + 126} + 95 . - -]+ 7. 7 - - - - + 221
£2-52 Kov 6L Apr 68 690 818 1,138 135 4o7 1,680 + 166! + 11| + 172+ 183}+ 210; - 10 - - - - + 862
TRIT-2WT Dec 66 Apr 68 2h2 312 336 47 _55 L38! - 187{ + 100 + 98 - b+ 2l - Y| +36 + 11 - - P s
1774L GATY 27,833 1 37,206 27,869 | 7,103 | 21,359 56,331 | +1,015] + 7B5] + 26b | +1,060 {+2,552] + 745 | +106 3121 - - PR
A-TD Dec 67 | Dec 67 1,379 1,379 1,04 1 - 1,405 - 237} + 1521+ 90|+ s0{+ W1}- 701 - - - - . o3
A-10(A-X) Mar 70 Dec 70 59 Bk eu e/ - Co- 84 - - - - - E - - - -
i Mar 69 Jun 70 8,90 ! 11,219 1,134 Th 9,669 1 11,2771 - 34} + ko2 + o7|+ 313]+ 2Ly - 734 - - - -
odt &h Oct 65 3,k23 3,413 U,425 u3 57 4,526 - 710f + 266] + 164 |+ 96+ LlOI + 887 - - - -
liov 70 Nov 70 315 315 288 7 - 2951 - 5l + 71+ W+ 5 -1- 3 - - - -
Jul 63 Jan 70 6,739 7,355 1,932 1,148 4,722 7,802 -1+ 3} - 101 - -1 - 71 +552 - - -
Mar 62 | Oct 63 L ,687 5,506 ; 6,99 - 1} 6,93 -2,628| +1,u57) + 627+ 766 |+ 207} +1,058] - - - -
fiov 68 | Jul 70 2,657 2,661 788 210 1,663 2,661 -+ 1+ 6 - -1 - 7 - - - -
Jun 66 Jul 68 243 383 300 112 70 482 I 1]+ 81+ 1]+ 9| - 8! 2 + 24 + 9 -
Jn 63 Budg | May 67 3,h1k 4,255 4,353 |. 9 u86| 4,848] + Ul + issl+ 83|+ 1k -1 - 8§ - - <1
FY 66 Budg | Mar 68 2,69 b,674 4,835 769 501| 6,105] - 155} + 658f - 13ul+ 20|+ 95| - 237| +89 -1 +5
Oct 64 Nov 66 167 237 1,053 139 6| 1,198 + 971 + 176} + 119 -+ L2y + LB - + 76 + 3 -
Jen 67 Mar €3 12 254 31 sk 114 100 - el - al 4 T ) - - B
304,047 41,735 27,620 2,956 1 17,2891 47,8751 -3,8038] +3,2¢5| + 905 | +1,31h |+ Swlf 11,075 | 1043 +10C “IC | *L.e.C  § + Caoiee
SR IOTAL 1 75,009 | 93,532 ¢ €3,693 | 11,212 | 46,312 [ 121,217°| -3,754] +4,u66 | +1,702 | +1,105 | +4 ,665) +2,363 | +749 4232 210 | #2070 TN
!/ Flarning Eztimate; engineering development not yet approved. .
y Izcisles MINUTEMAN Command Dets Buffer and Upgrade Silo Progrem.
_:/’ TRIDEST costs included in Current Estimate Totals only.

/ HIE total has teen increased subsequent to 9/30/72; FY 74 btudget is $60M vice $22M shown for balancing purposes.
=/ A-X total bas been increased subsequent to 9/30/72; FY T4 budget is $142M vice O shown for balancing purposes.
F-5E total has been increased subsequent to 9/30/72; FY 7h budget is $127M vice $7M shown for bulancing purposes.
CVA5-68 Class budget for FY 74 is $721M vice $711M shown for balancing purposes; Prior year funding has been
reiuced subsequent to 9/30/72.
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Digletbattog o) U b o onth by vabogury (Gt v Lhan quonlivy Chunges)

As of June 30, 1972
($ Millions)

\d
Engincering Support Uchedule Eeonam ¢ Estimuting Unpre= count vontr.berty, otizr ay

Weepon dictable Overrun Incentive Y Sty

System This To This To This To This To This To This To This To Tris To This To Tnis i

Qtr Date ! Qtr Date | Qtr Date | Qtr Dzte | Qtr Date | Qtr Date Gtr Date | Qtr Date | Qtr Date oir T5te

ARMY

HEYENNE (R&D Only) $e2 [ $m2 | ¢ | s s+ 1| $ 2] 8 - | ¢ b)s -8 -] [$88 | $a $ 218%- $ -]$-1 ¢ -]¢+1 | $12
LANCE (Battalions) - 9 + 7 24 1 4+ 1 s8] - 1 21| - b - - - - - - - - -1+ 3 118
Imp. HAWK (Battery Sets) - 32 -2 81 - 89| - 1 L8 -1 33 - - - 1 - - - I ZRL
SAFEGUARD (Sites) - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - n/% o/
SA*-D (Tac.Fire Sec.) - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - <
HIH (Component Dev.) - - - - - 2 - 1 - 1 - - - - - - - - - L
UTTAS - -25 -1 -7 - - - 152 - - 82 - - - - - - - - _ i

RAVY
A-TE +94 9% + 17 15 +117 721 | + 97 203 -1 37 - - - - - - - | 318 1,070
AV-8A - - + 5 3 - - - 29 +1 - 10 - - - - - - - -1+ 6 22
E-2C - b7 +16 45 - 51 - 57 - 88 - - - - - - - -] 416 ZE8
F-1h - - -1 -3 - 6L - 151 - - 19 - 29 - - - - - - .
P-3C +30 ST +14 | -231 + Ly 172 | + 30 160 - - - - - 7 = = = = | #1186 it
S-3A - -10 - 12 - 35 - 213 - 10 - - - 1 - - - - - 231
AEGIS (R&D Only) - - - 13 - - - 43 - - - - - - - - - - - =
CGIDOR +29 57 - - 7 + 13 29 { + L4 81 +62 70 - - - - - - - - s1bs Z30
HEARPOON - - - 2 - 121 + 2 2 - - - - - -r - - -] +-2 14

SOENTX - -] +32 33 -1 362 - 117 - - - Y - L - - S oe 22 bs
POSEIDON - y -1 -25 - Lo - 35 - 329 - - - - - - - - Ld
SPARROW III B -. 6 + 2 19 + 2 5] + 2 17 -] -1 - - - -1 - - - -]+ 6 136
SPARROW III F - 94 + 3 10 -1 1w09] +25 263 | +23 32 - 37 - - - - - -] + 351 LEG
TRIDENT - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ‘x b/
M¥-L8 MOD 1 +3 9 + ko 69 - - - 1 -2 146 - - - - - - - -+ m o35
SSN-688 - - - - - -1 +118 362 - - - - - - - - - -1 +118 362
DD-963 - - - 3 -1 - 21~ b 169 -] -1 - - - -1 - - - I 13
DLGN-38 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -.
LHA - - - - - - - 42 - 28 - - - - - - - - - 79
CVAN 68/69 - 88 - 7 - - - 102 - - - - - s6| - . - _ - 23
AL/BRR-5 +5 95. - - - o A 7 ol I - - -l - -1 - -1+ 9 5

AIR FORCE
A-TD - 152 - 82 - 50 - bi| -ab | -97 - - - - - - - -] -2k z-8
A-X - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
B-1 - 402 - 34 -1 212 - b - | -73h4 - - - - - - - - - - -2
C-5A - 266 -] 16b - 9% - L1o - 887 - - - - - - - - - 1.3
F-5E - 6 - 4 - 10 - - - -33 - - - -1 - - - - - - 1i
F-15 - 3 - | -101 - - - - -1 -7 - 552 - -1 - - - - - L
F-111 - 1,b57 - 627 - 766 - 207 - | 1,060 - - - - - - - - - Lo
ARACS - 1 - 6 - - - - - -7 - - - o= - - - - - -
MAVERICK - - - 1 - 12 - 35 -1 -5 +1 3 - 29 - 9 -1 . - - &
MINUTEMAN II - 189 - 99 - 1k - - - - Lo - - - - - -1 - +385 _ 2o
MINUTEMAN III - 684 - | -1b7 - 17 - 95 - -222 - 70 - - - 5 - {+1,089 - 1,521
SRAM -2 176 131 - -1 -1 L7 - 530 - - -3 7 - 3 - -1 - et
SPARROW I1I F - -20 2 - 9 - us s - - - -1 - - - - - g1

SUC4ARY )

TARY + 2 128 + 1 122) + 2 150 - 2 232 -5 - 18 +1 48 +1 3 - - - - - £35
NAVY +161 499 +116 -35] +176 | 1,688 | +318 | 2,054 +83 ] 692 - 70 - 110 - - - | -1 83k c.L7k
AIR FORCE |- 2 |.3,316 -1 _902 - 11,186 - 1 8 =25 ¢ 1,377 _+1 625 | _-3 06| __- 16 | - (1,475 ¢ | 2T

GRAND TOTAL $+161 43,943 $+4217| $989 | $+178 [$3,024] $+4315 | $3,180 | $+53 ! $2,021| $+2 | $7H3 | $-2 $2191$ - $16 | $ - R1,L75 3482k [i5,f10

€ Of Total 25 6 19 20 : 13 5 2 10 100

a8/ MM Command Data Buffer and Upgrade Silo Program.

B/ SAR on TRIDENT does not contain a Program Cost Baseline; thus, cost growth not reported. OASD(Comptroller)

c/ SAFEGUARD program is being restructured based on SALT agreement and will sgein be reported as soon as treaty is ratified. Directorate for Information Operations

October 2, 1972



FUNDING STATUS OF SAR SYSTEMS
As of June 30, 1972
($ in Millions)
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SCHEDULE OF EXECUTIVE ORDER 11652
AUTOMATICALLY DOWNGRADED AT TWO

YEAR. INTERVALS.

DECTASSIFIED ON DECEMBER 31, 1980

Directcrate for Information Operations

2 October 1972

) Current & FY 1973 Total Current
~ge:€:; Prior Year Budget Balgnce Estimate
i Funds Qty Funds | Qty Funds Qty Funds Qty
ARMY
CHEYENNE (R&D Only ) $ 278 10 54 1 - - 332 11
LANCE (Battalions) 597 1 102 2 78 i 777 7
Imp. HAWK (Btry.Set)- 417 s 117 18 224 27 758 90
SAFEGUARD (Sites) E/ a/
SAM-D(Tac.Fire Sec)~ 388 - 172 - 4,681 192 5,241 192
HLH (Comp.Dev.Only) 48 - 53 - 22 - 123 -
UTTAS : 34 2 64 2 2,247 1,119 2,345 1,123
DRAGON 120 560 60 | 4,500 305 51,556 485 |56,616
TOW 460 |Lk4,107 41 {12,000 151 22,837 652 |78,9Lk
M60A1E2 298 230 105 316 - - 403 546
TACFIRE 79 18 5 - 134 103 218 121
NAVY
A-TE - 1,37k 398 190 48 1,212 2LU8 2,776 694
AV-8A - 275 60 133 30 118 24 526 114
" E-2C - 510 13 184 8 180 9 874 30
F-14 - 2,758 86 733 48 | 1,781 179 | 5,272 313
P-3C 1,409 106 236 ol 842 72 2,487 202
s & 1,086 21 671 b2 1,395 136 3,152 199
AkuLS (R&D Only) 2l - 82 = |7 155 - L84 -
CONDOR 188 128 19 4o 318 1,275 525 1,443
HARPOON . 62 12 - 60 - 965 4,250 1,087 4, 262
PHOENIX - L5 412 102 245 567 1,800 1,114 2,457
POSEIDON - 3,832 20b/| 503 6b/| 116 5p/| 4,751 31
SPARROW E 314 9,462 11| 100 14 - 339 9,562
SPARROW F - 95 i7h 87 520 797 11,575 979 [12,269
TRIDENT 165 - 977 - 11,472 10 |12,614c/ 10
MK-48 MOD 1 - 583 590 190 500 1,185 | ~3,059 1,958 4,149
SSN-688 - 2,214 - 12 1,042 -6 4,840 25 8,096 43
DD-963 . 1,448 16 612 7 690 7 | 2,750 30
DIGN-38 ~ 802 3 - - 18 - 820 3
LHA, — 952 5 5 - 13 - 970 5
CVAN 68/69 - 1,203 2 94 - 19 - 1,316 2
AN/BQQ-5 170 b 76 6 585 80 831. 100
RA-6B 957 Lo 185 7 434 12 1,576 59
VAST-247 2597 L6 78 16 100 21 435 83
Classified by: Dir., Maj Acq Info Div )
SUBJECT TO GENERAL DECLASSIFICATION OASD (Comptroller)



Funding Status of SAR Systems.- Cont'd

($ in Millions)

Page 2

Current &

will be reported as soon as treaty is ratified.

o g

SSBN conversions

—

Reflects Navy's POM—7h request for ten ship program of 24 missile tubes
- per ship. A ) A

FY 1973 Total Current
§§§§2§ Prior Year Budget - Balance Estimate
Funds Qty Funds Qty Funds Qty Funds - Qty
AIR FORCE
A-7D - 1,323 387 2 - - - 1,325 387
A-X (Prototype) - 77 L 7 - - - 84 4
B-1 689 - Lhs5 - 9,979 24l 11,113 2Ly
C-5A - 4,319 - 81 207 - .- - 4,526 81
F-5E 169 26 118 57 10 - 297 83
F-15 1,022 20 910 30 5,870 699 7,802 749
F-111A/D/E/F - 6,819 L5k 175 12 1 - 6,995 466
AWACS — 318 - 470 3 1,873 39 2,661 L2
MAVERICK 220 2,186 79 | 3,000 86 4,000 385 | 9,186
MINUTEMAN II - 4,375 668 14 - 517 - 4,906 668
MINUTEMAN III ° 4,023 Ly2 8Ll 128 1,243 128 6,110 698
SRAM 843 566 219 480 264 854 1,326 | 1,900
SPARROW F 8 50 25 100 265 3,800 298 | 3,950
TOTAL 48,270 $10,558 $56 ,066 $11k4,804
g/ SAFEGUARD program is belng restructured based on SALT agreement; new estimates



