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A chronic problem

® 1947 — Atomic Energy Commission
budget

® 1950-51 — analysis by Sen. McMahon
and USAF response

® 1957 — Rep. Scrivener’s lament -

IN WASHINGTON IN 1949, Oppenheimer conferred with the late Senator
Brien McMaho 1 te lefendin \
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Why does this matter?

and disposition of the US nuclear arsenal

It's a contributing factor to the historical and current size, composition,
®

A bigger bang for a buck?

U.S. Government Historical Obligations
by Function, 1940-1996

Total = $76,495,523,740,000 (FY 2010 dollars)
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Misleading figures

Sillignm of Then-Year Dollar
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Mota: Tha B-1 is conventional as of FY 1928 and thus funding for it is amitted.
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DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE TOA by PROGRAM
(FY 2012 Dollars in Millions)

GENERAL CUARD & CENTRAL TRAINING SUPFORT SPECIAL
FISCAL STRATEGIC PURPODSE C3, INTEL MOBILITY RESERVE RESEARCH & SUPPLY MEDICAL ADMIN& OF OTHER OPS
YEAR FORCES FORCEs & sPACE FORCES FORCEs DEVLPMNT & MAINT & OTHER ASEOC MNATIONS FORCEs OTHER TOTAL
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2016 12,911 2234901 84,077 14.73% 43,339 40,776 25,054 #6042 14,376 2,093 15,047 362,359




Current nuclear spending

TABLE 6. Total FY 2008 U.S. Nuclear Weapons Appropriations by
Category/Subcategory (billions of dollars, may not add due to rounding)

Category/Subcategory

Nuclear forces and operational support
Department of Defense
Department of Energy/National Nuclear Security Administration
Defense Nuclear Facilities Safety Board (DNFSB)
Department of the Interior (Kwajalein Atoll lease)

Deferred environmental and health costs
Environmental management and cleanup (DOD, DOE, DNFSE, EPA)
Defense nuclear waste disposal (DOE)
Victim compensation (NTPR, RECPR, EEQICPA, Marshall Islands)

Missile defense
National missile defense
Theater missile defense
National and theater missile defense

Nuclear threat reduction
Prevention/securing (DOD, DOE, DHS, State, Justice, NRC)
Elimination (DOD, DOE, State)
Nonproliferation (DOD, DOE, State, Commerce)

Nuclear incident management
Emergency preparedness (DOD, DOE, DHS, HHS, EPA)
Incident response (DOD, DOE, DHS, EPA)

Grand total




More transparency
required at DOD

U.S. Nuclear Weapons-Related Appropriations
for FY 2008 by Major Department/Agency

Billions of dollars

3124968 Muclear forces and operational support
Deferred environmental and health costs
Missile defense
Muclear threat reduction
Muclear incident management

£9.188B
$6.5698

$0.626B
$2.661B

$0.1598 ‘5“-“'5 $0.5688
/DOD |

DOE | $0.5828

$1.06968 $0.1638 ' $0.2428
Justice/FBI

$0.9812B Labor . $0.062B

State .
HHS

$0.055B

DOD = Department of Defense; DOE = Department of Energy; DHS = Department of Homeland Security;
HH5 = Department of Health and Human Services




Threat reduction too

® “There is no system for tracking resource expenditures for
combating proliferation. Doing so Is essential to an effective
Interagency effort.... No one in the Federal Government
knows how much we are spending to combat proliferation.
The success of any campaign depends on the resources
available to wage it, and on the ways in which those
resources are brought to bear. Currently, however, no one
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The solution

® Pass alaw requiring an annual
accounting (unclassified, with a

classified appendix If necessary)
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The benefits

® Proponents of increased nuclear spending, fiscal conservatives and
deficit hawks, policy analysts, program managers, advocates of arms
control and disarmament, and others will all benefit from access to
timely, complete, and accurate data.

® Once a framework is established, trends will begin to emerge. Over
time, data collection and analysis could lead to more insightful and
Informed debates and rational decisions on nuclear spending.
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