Nuclear Security Spending:
Assessing Costs,
Examining Priorities




Five Categories

® Nuclear forces and operational support

® Deferred environmental and health costs




U.S. Nuclear Weapons-Related Appropriations
for FY 2008 by Category

Total - $52.4 Billion

Nuclear forces and operational support
. Deferred environmental and health costs
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$29.093 Billion



Findings

® Nuclear weapons and weapons-related spending
accounts for about:

® 67/ percent of the Department of Energy budget;

° 8 5 percent of the FBI budget
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U.S. Nuclear Weapons-Related Appropriations
for FY 2008 by Major Department/Agency

Billions of dollars

$22.496B

$25B

Nuclear forces and operational support
Deferred environmental and health costs
Missile defense

Nuclear threat reduction $20B
Nuclear incident management




U.S. Nuclear Weapons-Related Appropriations
for FY 2008 by Category/Subcategory

Nuclear Forces and Operational Support - $29.1 Billion

$6.569 Billion
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$22.496 Billion




Operational U.S. Strategic Nuclear
Delivery Systems, 1945-2009




Estimated U.S. Nuclear Weapons Inventory,
1945-2009

40,000

Estimated deployed warheads as of early 2009:
3,374 (plus 1,830 in reserve). Total below for 2009 includes
an estimated 4,400 warheads awaiting dismantlement. Data

through 1961 are actual totals.
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U.S. Nuclear Weapons-Related Appropriations
for FY 2008 by Category/Subcategory

Deferred Environmental and Health Costs - $8.3 Billion

$0.708 Billion
$0.259 Billion @ Environmental management and cleanup (DOD, DOE, DNFSB, EPA)

@ Defense nuclear waste disposal (DOE)
@ Victim compensation (NTPR, RECP, EEOICPA, Marshall Islands)

Environmental Management and Cleanup Breakout

$6.243 Billion



U.S. Nuclear Weapons-Related Appropriations
for FY 2008 by Category/Subcategory

Missile Defense - $9.2 Billion

.

National missile defense (NMD)
- Theater n ISSI|e defense TMD)

$4.2 Billion
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$2.7 Billion



U.S. Nuclear Weapons-Related Appropriations
for FY 2008 by Category/Subcategory

Nuclear Threat Reduction - $5.2 Billion

$1.069 Billion
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U.S. Nuclear Weapons-Related Appropriations
for FY 2008 by Category/Subcategory

Nuclear Incident Management - $0.700 Billion
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Recommendations

e Create Comprehensive Nuclear
Accounting Systems

® Annual nuclear spending report
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Recommendations

¢ Quantify and explain nuclear security-
related intelligence expenditures

® How much is spent supporting operational
nuclear forces, defensive measures, nuclear
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Recommendations

® Focus on Proactive Threat Reduction
Strategies
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Recommendations

® Ensure Equity for Atomic Veterans




Conclusion

® This is the start of a national conversation, not the
end.

® We don’t know all the answers because we don’t have
all the relevant data, and in several major areas neither
does the government.
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