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FY27 Is a Step Change

• Historically large: more than doubles FY26
enacted

• Objective Force 2040 aligned: best viewed
through lens of Space Force’s emerging
Objective Force construct

• Investment Heavy: growth led by RDT&E and
Procurement

$71.1B
FY27 Space Force 

Request



FY27 Changes the Slope

FY27 requests a step change in both size and structure

Source: OUSW(C), FY 2027 Budget Request Overview Book, pp. 3-23, and 6-16.

FY20-FY21: Service creation and stand-up; personnel costs still under 
Air Force 

FY22: Mission expansion and transfers in from other services 

FY23: Major increase from Space Development Agency transfer and 
creation of a personnel account 

FY24: Slight growth to fund resilient satellite architectures, hypersonic-
tracking constellations, and launch-facility upgrades 

FY25: Full-year continuing resolution kept FY2024 levels, with transmittal 
letter relief 

FY26: Sharp increase to ~$40.1B requested, driven by reconciliation-
funded initiatives, especially Golden Dome, and alignment with 
mandatory OBBB resources; enacted at $31.6B

FY27: Request rises to $71.1B — a base-budget step change — to fuel 
significant expansion: 2,800 additional Guardians and major investment 
in SATCOM, missile warning and tracking, National Security Space 
Launch, and space control; growth shifts from reconciliation-dependent to 
a larger $58.9B discretionary base

Source: OUSW(C), FY 2010 – FY 2027 Department of War Budget, O-1, RF-1, P-1, P-1R, R-1, and C-1 Excel workbooks
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Discretionary vs. Mandatory Funding

• FY26 was built around reconciliation. The discretionary
level was about $26B - below the $29B FY25 CR levels; the original
FY26 request was predicated on available reconciliation funding to
reach the requested total.

• FY26 still grows, but the growth is not in the
discretionary base. The updated FY26 total reaches $31.6B
with mandatory funding included, but the discretionary portion
remains below FY25.

• FY27 is a different funding strategy. The request jumps to
$71.1B, driven by a much larger $58.9B discretionary base, reducing
reliance on mandatory funding as the primary growth driver.

• FY27 discretionary is more durable but mandatory is
more exposed politically. The discretionary increase would
dramatically strengthen the base budget, while the remaining
mandatory portion is dependent upon Congress passing a second
reconciliation package.

FY26 was reconciliation-assisted; FY27 is a base-budget step change

Source: OUSW(C), FY 2027 Department of War Budget, O-1, RF-1, P-1, P-1R, R-1, and C-1 Excel workbooks, April 2026.



Objective Force as FY27 Analytical Lens

FY27 moves Objective Force from doctrine to dollars

United States Space Force. Objective Force 2040: Objective Force “Baseline.” April 15, 2026.

• Objective Force is the Space Force’s warfighting blueprint. It reframes the service from a provider of space-
enabled support into a combat force organized to gain, maintain, and exploit space superiority in a contested domain.

• Joint power now depends on space control. Missile warning, targeting, communications, PNT, data transport, and
kill-chain closure all assume space access and resilience; Objective Force makes those assumptions explicit and designs against
adversary disruption.

• The document translates that logic into a four-pillar force design. It centers three mission-outcome pillars —
Space Control, Global Mission Operations, and Space Access — with Enterprise / Enabling Functions as the connective tissue that
makes those missions executable.

• Those pillars are not generic categories; they are detailed mission portfolios. Objective Force decomposes
them into specific components: orbital, electromagnetic, and cyber warfare; MWT, NAVWAR, SATCOM, and SBST; satellite
control and launch/range control; plus C2, cyber, intelligence, and SDA.

• FY27 is where the concept starts to become a funded force design. The request begins translating Objective
Force from organizing doctrine into budget structure, with mission-area architectures, resilient operations, and integrated kill-chain
effects becoming the connective logic across programs.



Objective Force Mission Portfolios

FY27 is buying the architecture to deliver effects, control the domain, 
and fight through attack

Source: OUSW(C), FY 2027 Budget Request Overview Book, pp. 6-13, 6-16, and 6-17. Note: values taken directly from source material and may not match topline or detailed portfolio/component analysis.
Dollars in Billions.

• Space Control is the contested-domain portfolio.
Funds the shift from passive protection to proactive counterspace
campaigning across orbital, electromagnetic, and cyber warfare —
preserving U.S. and Allied freedom of action while denying adversary
use of space.

• Global Mission Operations is the Joint Force effects
portfolio. MWT, NAVWAR, SATCOM, and SBST translate
spacepower into warning, fire-control data, trusted PNT, resilient data
transport, and long-range sensing/targeting for kill-chain closure.

• Space Access is the continuity-and-reconstitution
portfolio. Satellite Control and launch/range modernization ensure
USSF can command on-orbit assets, surge launch capacity,
reconstitute losses, and operate through ground or spaceport
disruption.

• Enterprise / Enabling Functions are the fight-through
layer. C2, SDA, cyber, intelligence, test/training, and resilient
infrastructure turn mission systems into an integrated architecture
that can sense, decide, defend, and adapt under attack.



Space Control

This is the warfighting center of gravity unique to Space Force 
Guardians

Sources: FY 2027 Budget Request Overview Book, pp. 6-13, 6-16, and 6-17; Department of the Air Force, FY 2027 RDT&E Budget Justification, Space Force; Department of the Air Force, FY 2027 Procurement Budget Justification, Space Force. 
Values rounded for presentation.

• Space Control is the contested-domain portfolio.
Objective Force defines the mission around space superiority:
preserving U.S. and Allied freedom of action while denying
adversaries the same.

• The force design is broader than a single weapon
class. Organizes Space Control across orbital, electromagnetic,
and cyber warfare, backed by C2, attribution, targeting, battle
management, training, ranges, and resilient infrastructure.

• Unclassified evidence is small but directionally
sharp. Visible Space Control PE/BLI evidence rises from about
$101M in FY26 to $565M in FY27 (460%), driven by Counterspace
Systems procurement moving from $2.0M to $459.5M (226%).

• The public record shows direction, not full
composition. Space Control portfolio larger than the visible
unclassified PE/BLI evidence - unclassified discussion centers on
proactive, integrated, non-kinetic and EW-enabled counterspace
capability.



Global Mission Operations

Deliver critical space-based effects to provide a decisive combat 
edge to Joint Force military operations

Sources: FY 2027 Budget Request Overview Book, pp. 6-13, 6-16, and 6-17; Department of the Air Force, FY 2027 RDT&E Budget Justification, Space Force; Department of the Air Force, FY 2027 
Procurement Budget Justification, Space Force; Department of the Air Force, FY 2027 Operations & Maintenance Budget Justification, Space Force. Values rounded for presentation.

• Global Mission Operations is the Joint Force effects
portfolio. Space translates into warning, communications, targeting
data, and trusted PNT for combatant commands and the national
command.

• Portfolio is broad, but growth is concentrated. Global
Mission Operations at $30.7B, led by SBST ($10.8B), SATCOM ($9.8B),
and MWT ($8.5B).

• SBST becomes the largest visible component. Adds moving-
target indicator and targeting capacity, including AMTI & GMTI
procurement, and Space-Based Moving Target Indicator RDT&E.

• SATCOM & data transport are part of the growth story.
ESS, pLEO SATCOM, and Space Data Network, including the $1.392B
Long Range Kill Chains / SDN-SL line for missile-defense communications.

• MWT is the warning / tracking backbone. MWT growth is
anchored by Resilient MW/MT LEO, Resilient MW/MT MEO, and Next-Gen
OPIR Ground.

• NAVWAR smaller but mission-critical. GPS IIIF, OCX / OCX 3F,
and NAVSTAR sustain PNT and NAVWAR resilience – not a FY27 growth
driver.



Space Access

Move and sustain equipment to, from, and within the space domain

Sources: FY 2027 Budget Request Overview Book, pp. 6-13, 6-16, and 6-17; Department of the Air Force, FY 2027 RDT&E Budget Justification, Space Force; Department of the Air Force, FY 2027 Procurement Budget Justification, Space Force; 
Department of the Air Force, FY 2027 Operations & Maintenance Budget Justification, Space Force. Values rounded for presentation.

• Space Access is continuity-and-reconstitution. Satellite
control, spacelift, and launch range control enables command of on-orbit
assets, surge launch capacity, and operation through ground or spaceport
disruption.

• Dominated by launch services. NSSL ($4.190B) and SDA Launch
($835M) — spacelift accounts for the largest share of investment.

• The main budget change is the NSSL ramp. NSSL grows
+$2.861B from FY26 to FY27; SDA Launch adds +$187M.

• Range control is the throughput backbone of every
launch. Spacelift Range System ($122M) and Space Launch Operations
O&M ($415M) support range modernization, launch operations, and
spaceport throughput.

• Satellite control is smaller, but operationally decisive.
~$147M across SCN RDT&E and AFSCOM procurement ties to TT&C
modernization, resiliency, automation, and GEP expansion.



Enabling Functions

Systems, people, data, infrastructure, and readiness to enable fight 
as one force

Sources: FY 2027 Budget Request Overview Book, pp. 6-13, 6-16, and 6-17; Department of the Air Force, FY 2027 RDT&E Budget Justification, Space Force; Department of the Air Force, FY 2027 Procurement Budget Justification, Space Force; 
Department of the Air Force, FY 2027 Operations & Maintenance Budget Justification, Space Force. Values rounded for presentation.

• The fight-through layer. C2, cyber, intelligence, SDA, infrastructure,
test/training, and workforce capacity let the mission portfolios operate as
an integrated force.

• SDA is the clearest visible investment driver. Clean FY27
SDA evidence is $3.8B, led by Automate Sat C2, Space Situation
Awareness Systems, and SDA Planning/Tasking software.

• C2 and data transport are the integration layer. Includes
Global C3I & Early Warning, R2C2, and SDIN .

• Cyber and network architecture become warfighting
prerequisites. DCO-Space, cyberspace O&M, Space Force IT, secure
transport, and cloud/data infrastructure support operations through attack.

• The support tail is not optional. Facilities, contractor logistics,
BOS, education/training, force design, and MILPERS explain much of the
bridge from clean program rows to the public $14.8B enterprise figure.



Golden Dome

Sources: Department of War, FY 2027 Mandatory Budget Overview and Dash1, pp 8, 26.
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Advanced component development and prototypes* 18 0604250D8Z Advanced Innovative Technologies 12,000 12,000
Research, dev, test & eval* 11 0104159D8Z Golden Dome - Directed Energy System Development, Integration and Assessment 142,000 142,000 452,000 452,000
Operation and maintenance* 4 0901159D8Z Golden Dome for America 55,700 55,700 105,684 105,684
Research, dev, test & eval* 15 0901159D8Z Golden Dome for America 2,243,200 2,243,200 30,971 2,792,517 2,823,488
Operation and maintenance* 3 0207159D8Z Golden Dome for America - Air Force 143,500 143,500 143,500 143,500
Procurement* 7 0207159D8Z Golden Dome for America - Air Force 365,700 365,700 365,700 365,700
Research, dev, test & eval* 13 0207159D8Z Golden Dome for America - Air Force 182,800 182,800 615,000 615,000
Operation and maintenance* 2 0205159D8Z Golden Dome for America - Army 135,000 135,000 7,050 7,050
Procurement* 6 0205159D8Z Golden Dome for America - Army 516,100 516,100
Research, dev, test & eval* 12 0205159D8Z Golden Dome for America - Army 839,000 839,000 427,000 427,000
Research, dev, test & eval* 8 0603159D8Z Golden Dome for America - DARPA 697,700 697,700 174,300 174,300
Operation and maintenance* 1 0604139D8Z Golden Dome for America - MDA 893,000 893,000
Procurement* 5 0604139D8Z Golden Dome for America - MDA 414,400 414,400 1,781,400 1,781,400
Research, dev, test & eval* 9 0604139D8Z Golden Dome for America - MDA 3,603,100 3,603,100 367,000 4,129,600 4,496,600
Research, dev, test & eval* 10 0604159D8Z Golden Dome for America - SCO 340,000 340,000 200,000 200,000
Advanced component development and prototypes* 17 0604159D8Z Golden Dome for America - SCO 25,000 25,000 10,000 10,000
Research, dev, test & eval* 16 1204159D8Z Golden Dome for America - Space Programs 10,623,800 10,623,800 4,536,698 4,536,698
Operational system development* 19 1204159D8Z Golden Dome for America - Space Programs 9,000 9,000 132,000 132,000
Research, dev, test & eval* 14 0304159D8Z Golden Dome for America - USD(I&S) 641,100 641,100 496,702 496,702

Total of Displayed Rows

• Accelerating the Hypersonic and Ballistic Tracking Space Sensor (HBTSS) layer
• Developing and deploying a proliferated layer of Space-Based Interceptors
• Fielding robust underlayer and terminal-phase intercept capabilities
• Developing and deploying non-kinetic tools to augment missile defeat
• Integrating all sensing and interceptor layers into a unified command and control system
• Conducting rigorous, realistic testing and evaluation of all system components
• Ensuring interoperability with key allied missile defense systems
• Establishing a secure and resilient supply chain for all critical components



New Starts, Terminations, Major Shifts

Heat Map



FYDP Profile

Source: OUSW(C), FY 2027 Budget Request Overview Book, p. 6-13.

FYDP 
Contributors

Acquisition 
Accounts

Procurement & 
RDT&E

Source: OUSW(C), FY 2010 – FY 2027 Department of War Budget P-1 and R-1 Excel workbooks.



Strategic Implications and Watch Items
Strategic Implications

• FY27 could be a pivot point if Congress enacts the base-budget increase.
Unlike FY26’s reconciliation-heavy spike, the FY27 signal is more durable because

much of the increase moves into the normal discretionary appropriations process.

• The central political question is whether Congress sustains the
discretionary step-up.
The request tests whether there is bipartisan will to lock a larger Space Force topline into

the base budget, not just fund one-time acceleration.

• Mandatory funding still matters, but as an upside and risk variable.
The $12.1B mandatory request could further accelerate the portfolio, but it depends on

whether Congress has the political will and procedural path for another reconciliation

package.

• Execution capacity may become the binding constraint.
The investment accounts are moving faster than some enabling infrastructure, especially

launch/range capacity, ground integration, facilities, manpower, cyber, training, and

sustainment.

• The timing window is tight.
The question is how much can be enacted, obligated, contracted, and put on a credible

path before the November 2026 midterms potentially change the fiscal and political

outlook.

Watch Items
•Will Congress enact the discretionary base increase, or trim the step-change

back toward historical growth?

•Is there a viable path for the $12.1B mandatory / reconciliation request?

•How much of the FY27 acceleration is under contract or otherwise locked in

before the November 2026 midterms?

•Do the midterms change the outlook for FY28-FY31 Space Force growth?

•Does launch/range capacity scale in parallel with satellites, proliferated
architectures, and reconstitution concepts?

•Are C2, cyber, ground systems, manpower, training, sustainment, and
facilities funded early enough to avoid becoming pacing constraints?



Closing / Discussion / Q&A



Thank You to Our Sponsor
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