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3 J ackson. Our research shows that both the Congress in general and
‘,‘Jackson in partxcular have been genera.l supporters of crm.se mlssﬂe |
prog;rams. S S : : : ‘
AR :
In the FY 73-74 pemod, the missile bemg developed by the A1r Force was
" 'the Subsonic: Crmse ‘Armed Decoy (SCAD). The SCAD was intended to be
. carried by the: B-52 and B-1; it would present additional objects that the
e bov:.ets“wmﬂd have to counter with area air defenses, It was being designed
L "~ to carry both a decoy package to simulate a bomber to Soviet radars, and a
' warhead and an improved guidance system to give it a capability to attack
- targets. This would force Soviet air defenses to deal with it even if the
E decoy pa.ckage chd not work ‘ :

1 FY 3, the Pres1dent requested $49 million for SCAD development The
L Congress appropnated the full amount, g

g ‘In FY 74 the Presxdent requested $72 m1111on for the SCAD However, ‘
, (_the request ran into two problems, First, the Senate Armed Services
- .Committee (of which Senator Jackson is a member) believed the Air Force
.~ was-dragging its feet on developing the warhead and guidance system vvh:.ch
' would make the SCAD a lethal weapon rather than a decoy only, Second,
~the Air Force encountered technical, cost and schedule difficulties with the
SCAD, This triggered DOD to cancel the program and delete the initial
“budget request, At this point I objected to the deletion and forced Defense
to put a cruise missile program back in, Defense asked for $22 million for
‘a reoriented technology program (which laid the groundwork for the Air . '
SRR Launched Cruise Missile program). In response to all th].s, the Congress
R eventually appropnated $11 million for FY 74,
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o The lrésuif of the FY 74 technology ‘progré.m was the Air Lﬁ‘uhched Cruise
“'Misgsile Program (ALCM). - The ALCM was planned from the outset as '

. an attack missile rather than a decoy. It is being designed for a 200 KT -

_'"jy1e1d, an accuracy of about 600 feet, and a range up to about 2500 km

111 FY 75 the Presa.dent asked for $80 million for the ALCM plus $45
 million for the Navy 8 Submarine Launched Cruise stsﬂe (SLCM).

- The Congress balked at the request, expressing concern that DOD was
developmg two duplicative systems and was asking for more money than -
it could usefully spend, The Senate Armed Services Committee directed
DOD to prepare a report justifying the need for cruise missiles, assess-
;,ng system effectiveness, and describing program controls to insure.a
Jomt“ Service development effort, The final FY 75 appropriation was -
©$67 million for the ALCM, and $38 rmlhon for the SLLCM «- close to

the ongma,l requeam ST

In prepanng its budget for FY 76 DOD dec:.ded to cancel the ALCM and’
iy consolidate cruise missile development into one program -- the Navy' s
- SLCM, However, in response to your concern, DOD reversed its
decision and reinstated the ALCM. The President's FY 76 budget :
. now mcludes $51 mlllwn for ‘the ALCM and $102 million for the SLCM

Senator J’ackson g Pos1t1on’ '

Although he has not openly pla.yed an advocate's role ’ Sena,tor Jackson
~has supported cruise missile development since SALT 1. He has voted
‘in favor of cruise missiles in every floor vote.- (Thete is no available
record of how he voted in the Senate Armed Services Committee, al-
- though he has probably' voted the same way there as he has on the Senate
- floor,) Informal sources indicate that he recently offered even stronger
---:f—-support_ for the ALCM.. (The Boeing Company, Seattle, Washington,
" has a substantial interest in the ALCM, Boeing is building the airframe
-and carrier aircraft equipment, e. g., racks, pylons, and electronics
mterface systems.-) S ‘ ‘ :
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‘9’ Hhade permd, the nussile bm.ng developed by the Au' Force was the :

o Subsomc Cruise Armed Decoy (SCAD) "The\SCAD was intended to e
be. ca.rriad by the B-52 and B-1; it would pregent rnany add1t1ona1 ob- .

R Jects that the Soviets would. have to counter ‘with area air defenses ' o

dr i It was being designed to carry both a decoy pacl}:age to simulate’'a "o
.7 bomber to Sovmt radars, and a warhead and an 1mproved guxdance Sy

pEgm syﬂtem to gwe it a ca.pabﬂﬂ:y to. a.ttack targets. _This would force Sov;let
SR Iﬂdefenses to. deal with 1t: even if the decoy package did not work

. “In FY 73 the Pres;ldent requested $49 mﬂhou for SCAD development. A%
o The Congress appropnated the full amount._ ‘ ‘ \ - ‘

CIn FY 74. tha President requested $’72 rn1111on for the SCAD. "However,
> the request ran into two problems. First, the Senate Armed Services

Connnxttee (of which Senator Jackson is a member) beheved the Air

Eq;:ce was dragging its feet on developing the warhead and‘ guidance
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qoy only "‘Sec:ond the Air Force”“"
“ schedule difficulties. w:,th the SCAD.
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s ‘_In preparmg its. budget f 'FY 7L DOD dec1ded to cancel the ALCM
and consohda.te cruise yhissile development mto one program -- the
. 'Nawy's SLCM. However, in response to your concern, DOD reversed -
S dts dec:.smn and: rem;{tated the ALCM. The: President’s FY 76 budget LR
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hé" s rio‘t-o enly played gg advoca.te - role, Senator Jackson
: upp jse missile development since SALT 1. He has voted
. in favor of ruise missiles in every floor vote.. (There is no available
- *"»“xecord of How he voted in the Senate Armed Services Comnuttee, al-
. though he\l as probably voted the same way there as he has on tha Senate
.7 floor.) JInformal sources indicate that he recently offered even stronger
i support for'the ALCM. Jackson's support is not uninfluenced by the -
Lo fact at the Boeing Cornpany, Seattle, Washington, has a substantla.l
- -iotepest in the ALCM." Boemg is buﬂdmg the airframe and carrier . .
o IJ-PZ!’a.ft equ;pment (e. g. ; racks, pylons and electronics: mterface ‘systems).
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