BAE Systems Presents First AMPY Prototype to US Army

By: Jen ludzon, December 15, 2016 (Phote Credit; Jen Judson/Staff)

YORE, Penn. = BAE Systems rolled out its first peneral purpose variant of the Armored Multi-Purpose
Vehicle (AMPY] prototype for the US Army Thursday inoa ceremany at its facility in York,
Pennsylvania, just two years after being awarded the contract to build 29 vehides in five variants.

It weas the second rollout cerermony in a week tor the company, which presented its Amphibioas
Combat Vehicle offering to the US Marine Conps Tuesday. BAE 5 competing with SAIC 1o win a
production award for A0

The crginal AMPY aweard was for 5382 million but the contract provides an optional low-rate initial
production phase to produce 283 vehicles that would bump the value up to 51.2 billion.

The ARPY will replace M113 armored personnel carriers, first fielded in 1960, The K113 has been
used 1o resupply, conduct battle command functions, deliver organic indirect fires, provide logistics
support and medical treatment and perform medical and casualty evacuation for armored brigade
combat teams (ABCT]. The obsolete vehicle can no longer keep pace with the M1 Abrams and the
M2/m3 Bradley Infantrg Fighting Vehicle resident in those formations.

Ma). Gen. Dawvid Bassert, the Army’s program executive officer for ground combat systems,
applauded BAE Bystems at the ceremany for moving through the design and prototyping phase of
vehicle development with flexibility and at a record pace

Baszett told reporters followiang the ceremony that in The past Dwo years as the Army and BAE
designed the five AMPY variants, some requirements were adjusted, adding some features or taking
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For one, the Army decided to add an additional seaz in the mission command variant in the back in

arder to integrate all of the advanced network and communications that might be lorthooming as the




Army evolves its network. The change carme at an additional cost, but the Armny Telr it was a tradeoff
it had to make.

some tweaks could still come down the pipeline, Bassett added. The Army, for example, is Inoking at
the gunner protection kit on the top of the vehicle because it is 3 “fairly costly” component and there
are some “very technical requirements,” therefore, “we are Iooking to see how we might adjust
those for what could be a substantial reduction in cost to the vehicle.”

The Arrny will now allow for six months of contractor tests, Bassett said, and will then take the AMPY
into government testing for a year before holding a imited user test.

The service is looking at the possibility of streamlining some of the testing schedule based on test
results of the Bradley Infantry Fighting Vehicle Engineering Change Proposal 2 vehides because of
the commonality between Bradley and AMPY in terms of its automaotive structure, Bassett said.

BAE Systems also manufactures the Bradley and the design for AMPY derives from the tracked
fighting vehigle,

The Arry ¢ould also consider speeding up the rate of production once the engineering and
manufacturing development phase comes 1o a dose. The current rate that is budgeted is 160
withicles a year which fields one and a half brigades.

"I think we've got the capacity to go faster than that,” Bassett said, but it all depends on resourcing
and need. “It's a matter of when do we have enough confidence in the readiness of this so that we
don’t have to go retrofit a whole bunch of changes later.”

But if the opportunity to accelerate makes sense, Bassett said, it would result in savings. "We have
run some drills on if you could do two brigades instead of a brigade and a half 2 year, how much
cauld you save? And the answer is literally billions of dedlars could be saved if additional resources
were made available and we were able to ramp up production,” he said.

While AMPY is slated to replace 2,897 M113 vehicles for the Army's ABCTs, there are still 1922
M1135 in use supporting Echelons Above Brigade [EAB) that the service eventually wants to replace.

General Dynamics Land Systems withdrew itself from the initial competition to replace the ABCT
P113s because it argued the Army unfairdy favored the tracked Bradiey derivative from BAE in its
requirements for ARMPEY.

GOLS may want to get back into the ring once the Army signals its plan to replace thece M1 135, hut,
according to Bassett, a replacement has not been resourced in the Army's Budget within its five-year
plan. He said the Army did just complete an analysis of alternatives for what could be done for EAR
M1155 and has submitted the report to Congress.

“It’s a little too early for me to announce any plans,” he said, " There may be experimentation, things
we are looking at to make sure we understand it a little better, but the basic study has been done
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