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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 

• 1960 – Gen. Maxwell Taylor’s 
explanation 

• 1961 – McNamara introduces the 
FYDP 

• 1962 – President Kennedy’s request 



Why does this matter? 
• It’s a contributing factor to the historical and current size, composition, 

and disposition of the US nuclear arsenal 

• A bigger bang for a buck? 



Misleading figures 



. 



Current nuclear spending 

 



More transparency 
required at DOD 



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 
decides what level of resources should be devoted to 
proliferation-related efforts, there is no overall plan for how 
those resources should be allocated and no consistent 
evaluation of the effectiveness of these expenditures.” 

      Commission to Assess the Organization of the Federal 
Government to Combat the Proliferation of Weapons of 
Mass Destruction (1999) 



The solution 

• Pass a law requiring an annual 
accounting (unclassified, with a 
classified appendix if necessary) 

• Agree on a methodology 

• Collect and assess the data 

• Ask GAO and CBO to audit and 
recommend changes 

• Make available with the annual federal 
budget submission 



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. 

• True cost-benefit analysis will become possible, and the risk of 
making important programmatic decisions based on misleading 
budgetary data (or no data at all) will decline. 

• Fiscal planning will become easier, as will the ability to more 
accurately estimate the costs or savings  from projected changes. 

• Greater public awareness and increased opportunities for 
policymakers to rally public support for critical programs. 
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