
CONSEIL DE L’ATLANTIQUE NORD 
NORTH ATLANTIC COUNCIL 

NATO COUNTRIES‘ TRADE WITH COMMJNIST  COUNTRIES 

Note bv the  Chairman of  the  Economic  Committee 

The  present  report,  based on statistics  prepared by 
the  International  Staff (1 1, comprises: 

P a summary of the main features of  NATO countries’ 
trade  with  the  Communist  countries(2)  in 1973, an 
indication of developments in 1974, and prospects  for 
1975; 

Soviet  data from OECD  statistics  regarding values of 
- a n  Annex explaining the causes of  differences of 

. Soviet  foreign  trade  with  the  developed West; 

- a series of  statistical  tables  and  graphs. 

2. It  is  forwarded  to  the  Council for information. 

NATO, 
1110 Brussels. 

(SiDed) J. BILLY 

(l ) AC/l27-D/492 Of 29th Ju ly ,  1974, AC/127-D/497 of 
10th  October, 1974, AC/127-=D/501 of 19th December, 1974 and 
Corrigendum 2 to AC/I 27-W/420 

hastern  Europe: Poland, Hungary,  Bulgaria, Rumania, 
Czechoslovakia and the  GDR 
USSR 
China 
Other  Communist  countries:  Albania,  Korea:,  North  Vietnam, 
these  three  countries  together  represent  less  than l?; of NATO 
countries’  two-way  trade  with the Communist  countries 

(2) Communist countries: 
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-1. Eleven$h Report by $he Econo-y?m 

I. MAIN FEATURES OF B 7 3  TFLADE - 
' 3 *. In 1973 two-way trade of NATO countries with Communist 

countries expanded more rapidly (41.3%) than  their   overal l   t rade 
(36.7%), I t  continued,  nevertheless, t o  account for a small part  
of  NATO countr ies '   to ta l  world-wide trade (3.8%: &*3% f o r  exports 
and 3.274 f o r  .imports) :- however , the  imp.ortance. .of t h i s .  trade t o  
member countries  varied  quite  substantially from one . to   the  
other. It was minimal in   the   case  of  Po rhga l  and rela.'cl.vely 
small i n  that  of the  Benelux countries. On the  other hand, 
exports of  Germany (7,676) t o  t h i s  grou o f  countries were not 
much below those t o  -the United States 88.4% of  overall   sales}.  
Percentages were even higher f o r  Greek (11 .7%), Turkish ( I O .  1%) 
and Icelandic (8.7%) exports, though the  f igures  were well 
below their  l eve l s  of  t h e   l a t e  1960s and ear ly  1970s. In  all 
cases  the share of Eastern Ehrope i n  t h i s  trade was muck l a rge r  
than  that  of  the USSR o r  China,  Although somewhat smaller,  the 
share of  Communist countr ies   in   cer ts t in  NATO couLztries'  imports 
remained significant, Iceland 8.96, Turkey 8.576, Germany 6.2% 
and I t a l y  5.8%( 1 ) . 
countries had a surplus o f  $3.4 billion,  exports  exceeding 
impor ts  Dy 25%. Were it not f o r  this posi t ive  factor   the 
aggregate  deficit  ($5.2 b i l l i o n )  of NATO count r ies   in  t h e i r  
world t rade would have  been greater  by some 65:6* The surplus 
resulted mainly from trade with the USSR (S.! ,031 rr,illion) 
Cktjza ($988 million) and Poland ($316 mill ion),  The United 
States,  as a r e su l t  of  l a rge  grain sales but also following %he 
expansion of del iver ies  o f  other  comaodities,  recorded  the' 
largest   trade  surplus amounting t o  $1,900. million..  .Âhe.  Federal 
Republic of Germany was a close second wi th  a pos i t ive   t rade  
balance o f  $1,760 million. A large  proportion of the  United 
States  surplus  accrued from trade  with the Soviet Union 
($976 million) and w i t h  China ($626 mîlllton). Two countrief;, 
Italy and the United Kingdom, have seen a very substantial 
i nc rease   i n   t he i r   t r ade   de f i c i t s  which reached $538 .million and 
$460 mill_.l.on, respectively. A l l  other European Allies,   with . 

t h e  exceptisn of the Beneltlx area and France, a lso registPred 
de f i c i t s ,  

2. In the i r  t rade  w i t h  Conznnmis-t countries the Allied 

( 7  ) The rb le  of NAT9 count r ies   in  C o m u n i s ~  cow-tr ies  forci 
t r ade   i n  7973 CT in  1972 when  more decent data are  no Y ' .  

available -- was sign%f.icant and, i n  some cases, xbstantrlal. - lx;?. roxinate  share i n  t o t e l  y A  o r t s  of: USSR Ito' GD 'l 776# 
Po '1 and 27%, Czechoslovakia 8 7 2 )  *1b%, Hungary !(?9727 18%$ 
Rumania 2'336, Eulgai-îa (1972) 976, China 20% - AP roximate  share i n  t o t &  im o r t s  of: U S ~ R  22%, GDR W%, 
Po B and 336, Czechoslovakia (1872) 1696, Hungary (1972) 21%, 
Rumalrlia 34%, Bulgaria (7972) II Yi9 China 40% 

(Source: Fa t ima1  S ta t i s t ics ,   except  China f o r  which IMF, GATT ara 
OECD t r a d e   s t s t t s t i c s  have  been  used to  reach an estimate) 
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3. The growth i n  exports of member countries t o  the 
Communist area was impressive,  almost 60%. Of exports   total l ing 
$13.7 bil l ion,   nearly  one-third ( $ 4 . 3  b i l l i o n )  were channelled 
by Allied  countries t o  the  Soviet Union. Sales t o  that country 
actually  increased by 61% i n  ' l g ' f l .  The United  States and 
Germany were the  principal  trad.ing  partners,  each  supplying 
almost 28% of  total   Allied  exports,  France came t h i r d  w i . t h  
13.4% followed by I t a l y  with 8,2%. 

$7.5 b i l l i on ,  with Germany providing  nearly  one-half o f  t o t a l  
NATO countries '   exports t o  Communist countries.  Poland,  having 
purchased $2.5 b i l l i o n   i n  goods o r  twice as much a s   i n  1972, 
replaced the GDR ($1.6 b i l l i on )   a s  the most important customer 
of the  area,  Rumania came t h i r d  with purchases amounting t o  
$1 .l b i l l i on :  an increase of 39% i n  one year. 

and rose t o  $108 b i l lm The United States, having  raised i t s  
exports more than  elevenfold, became Chinats  principal  supplier 
($690 mil l ion) ,   but  many NATO European countr ies   a lso did qui te  
well,.  i n  pa r t i cu la r  Germany with sales  reaching $ Y O  million 
(+88%), and the  United Kingdom with exports growing by 165% 
t o  $207 mill ion,  

4 .  Sales  to  Eastern Europe,  growing by 47%, amounted t o  

5. Sxports t o  China regis tered a record growth o f  130% 

6. In 1973 imports o f  Alliance countries, from Communist 
countries  rose faster than  their  imports from the whole world 
42%, against  35%, reaching $10.3 b i l l i on .  The increase  in  
North American purchases, i n  par t icu lar  the United S ta tes ,  was 
quite  remarkable, $767 million  against $503 mil l ion   i n  1972, 
but  the  driving  force  in  the  expansion were the  i m  o r t s  by 
European members of  the  All.iance which went up by eo% t o  reach 
$9.5 b i l l ion .  All countries without  exception  increased their  
purchases i n  the Communist area, 

7. Punchases i n   t h e  USSR amounted t o  $3.3 b i l l i on .  The 
United Kingdom with $808 m i m n  was the main customer,  although 
a l a rge   par t  of  certain  Soviet  goods  which it procures,  such as 
diamonds and furs,  are  subsequently  re-exported.  France was the  
fourth  ranking  customer of the  Soviet Union, it developed its 
purchases  there  quite  substantially by 48% t o  $433 million, The 
United  'States  performance was even more impressive,  urchases 
increasing more than twofold from $96 mil l ion t o  $21 million. 
Eastern Europe delivered some 6074, $6.2 b i l l i o n ,  of NATO 
countries '   purchases  in  the Communist area. Supplies from 
Poland accounted f o r  27% of t he   t o t a l ,   bu t  were s t i l l  some 
$816 mill ion shor t  o f  Polish imports from t h e  NATO area. The 
GDR took  second  place wi th  $3.4 billion, of which almost 
$1 bil l ion  represented  sales  t o  the  Federal  Republic o f  Germany. 
The l a t t e r ,  with purchases   total l ing $2.6 billion, remained 
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Eastern  Europe's  major  customer.  Imports from China to t a l l ed  
$797 miY.lion, 45% more *thm i n  1972+ The bulk m e  purchasesp 
$680 million, were made by the European members of  the  Alliance 
whilst  North American sales,   al though expanding,  reached a 
modest f igure of $117 million, Thus, whilst the United S ta tes  
Sold t o  China  goods t o  the  value of  some $690 mil l ion . ,  i t s  
purchases i n  that country were less than one-tenth of t ha t  
f igure,  $64 million. 

II, 

C-M(75)30 

8 ,  In 1974 NATO countries?  trade with Communist countries 
recorded a surplus of  $3.8 b i l l i o n  - comparable t o  that  
r eg i s t e red   i n  1973 ($3 .4  b i l l i o n ) ,  However, the Alliarce 
members? trade balance with the Soviet Union showed an 
ins ign i f i can t   de f i c i t  amounting t o  approximately $85 mill ion 
compared t o  the $'l ,030 million  surplus  registered  in  1973(1). 
On the other  hand,  the  exports  surplus with East European 
countries  recorded a twofold  increase  reaching  roughly 
$2-6 b i l l i o n  2 . The trade  surplus with China rose 30% t o  
$1.3 bi l l ionl : ]  

9. The A'lliance countr iesf   exports   to  -the Soviet ?Jnion, 
East European countries and  China amounted approximately t o  
$4.7 b i l l i o n ,  $10.3 b i l l i o n  and $2.3 bil l ion  respect ively.  There 
was a subs tan t ia l   var ia t ion   in  the growth r a t e s  o f  exports t o  
d i f fe ren t  Communist markets;  exports t o  East European countries 
grew very rapidly (+37$6); exports to Ckina increased by 29% 
while sa les  t o  the Soviet Union regis tered a 9% growth.  Exports 
of the Euro e m  NATO countr ies   to   the USSR however grew much 
f a s t e r  - +4 x - thus  outpacing the 34% rowth  recorded i n  the 
industr ia l ised  areas  world-wide exports 7 h),  Tns volume growth 
i n  exports, however, i s  l i k e l y  t o  have  been considerably  less 
because of  price  increases  throughout the year and mod-ifications 
i n   t h e  exchange r a t e s  o f  various  currencies (i.e. Reutschmark)(5). 

('l) Estimates for a l l  of  the OECD countries'  t rade balance wi%h 
the  USSR i n  1974 however, shows a much l a r  e r  d e f i c i t  
amounting t o  $1 .fi bi l l ion .  This i s  due t o  fiarge d e f i c i t s  
incurred by Finland, Ja an and  Sweden to ta l l ing   about '  
$500 million $400 mill ! on and $200 mill ion  respectively I 

(2)  The t rade baiance of a l l  OECD countries with East Europeah 
ba e s  m i  h t  show a slight1  larger  export   surplus  (about j;e$ bi.I.1 !? on) than th@t o f  I t AT0 countrles. Among  non-lWT0 

rnembers or' the  OECD Ja.pan and A stria should  benefit from a 
trade  surplus cf ap roximately 3300 million and $200 million! 
while Sweden and Sw.Pzerland P might i n c u r a  sizeable trade defr- 
c i t  of the  order of $400 million and $250 mill ion respectively 

( 3 )  OECD countriesf trade  balance with China 

t o  non-NATO members of  the  OECD sho 
$600 mill ion) and Australia  (about 
GATT/1159, 'l3th March 1975 

i n  volume while in  value  terms i t s  growth i s  estimated a t  
4 4 %  (GATT/I I 59) 

a considerSb1 larger  surplus  happroximatel 
than tha t  of iG AT0 countries.  he  bulk of 

[g] The world trade i s  estimated t o  have increased by 5% i n  1974 
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IO. The Alliance  countriesf  imports from the  Soviet Union, 
East European countries and China to t a l l ed  $4.7 b i l l i on ,  
$7.6 b i l l i o n  and $1 bil l ion  respect ively.  I m  o r t s  from the 
Soviet Union expanded much  more quickly (+46 SHS than from  China 
(+2776) o r  from East European countries (+23%). Growth in   t he  
imports of  the  Alliance members from the  USSR thus  kept  pace 1 

with the  increase of 45% recorded in the   industr ia l ised  areas '  
imports from the world, 

( i )  Trade with the Soviet Union 

11 , Trade balances o f  NATO countries with the  Soviet Union 
varied  considerably. West Germany and the  United States  recorded 
export  surpluses. Compared t o  the  previous  year West Germany's 
trade  surplus  increased by some 10% t o  about $500 mill ion while 
that  of the United States   regis tered a sha decline,  from 
$976 mi l l ion   in  1973 t o  $259 mill ion in 197 2 . The United 
Kingdom continued  to have a sizeable trade d e f i c i t  with the  
Soviet Union, It regis tered $569 rnillicn in 1973 and rose t o  
$671 mil l ion   i n  1974. I t a l y ' s   t r a d e   d e f i c i t   i n  1974 was twice 
as la rge  as i n  1973  amounting to $180 mill ion,  European NATO 
countries'   trade  balance with the  Soviet Union therefore showed 
a r i s i n g   d e f i c i t  of about $350 mill ion compared t o  $214 mill ion 
i n  1973. 

12. NATO countries '   exports  to the Soviet Union o f  
approximately $4.6 b i l l i o n   i n  1974 reg is te red  an increase of 
only 9% over  the 1973 level ;  this was due t o  a large  extent  t o  
a drop of  almost $850 mill ion (presumably  mostly g ra in )   i n  
United  States and Canadian exports, European NATO countries '  
s a l e s  t o  the  USSR on the other hand recorded a rapid growth  of 
44%. Yest Germany, which i s  the chief  trading  partner of  the 
Soviet Union among European NATO countries,  expanded i ts  
exports by roughly 50% to over $1.7 b i l l i o n ;   I t a l y  by some 7OYi - 
almost  twice as fas t  as in 1973 - t o  about $600 mi l l ion .  Exports 
of France,  totall ing $660 mill ion,  however, regis tered an 
increase of about 1% i n  7974 compared t o  71 % i n  1973. 

46% in 1974 compared t o  52% i n  1973. With the  exception o f  
Turkey  and Canada all NATO countries  contributed t o  t h i s  upturn 
i n  1974. West  Germany remained the  major  customer ra i s ing  i ts  
imports by 70% t o  $1.2 billion,  Increases  exceeding 10096, 75% 

and the United  States. 

13.  Outlays f o r  Soviet goods (about $4.7 b i l l ion)   rose  

P 

l and 64% respectively were reg is te red  by the  Netherlands,  Italy L 
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14. In  1974 East European countries  extended  their lead 
considerably as the most imp.ortant Communist markets f o r  NATO 
countries, which earned a trade  surplus  there of  about 
$2,6 billion,  Three-quarters of %he t o t a l  NATO country  surplus 

accrued t o  West  Germany which  remained by far  the most 
import 'mt-  trading  partner of  East European states,   focusing 

t o t a l l i n g  roughly $4.9 b i l l i o n  t o  the  area grew f a s t e r  - 35% - 
than i t s  imports  which rose by 15% t o  about $2.9 b i l l ion .  

U .  and over  four-fifths of the surplus of  the European members 

.- especially on Poland and East Germany,  West  Germany's exports 

15. Among East European countries Poland and East Germany 
remained the principal  markets - over one-half o f  the t o t a l  NATO 
countries'  exports t o  East Europe - about $5*5 bi l l ion   ou t  of 
approximately $1003 b i l l i o n  -- were directed t o  those  countries. 
Poland and the GDR were a l s o  the  pr incipal   suppl iers-of   the 
Alliance members, accounting f o r  one-half of  t h e   t o t a l  East 
European countries'   exports - about $?,6 b i l l i o n  - tu the  
members. Moreover one-half of the  total   t rade  surplus   earned 
by NATO countr ies   in   Eastern Europe was recorded i n  trade with 
Poland , 

16, In contrast  t o  the  previous year when exports o f  the 
Alliance laembers t o  Poland marked a record-breaking  increase of  
9836, i n  1974 exports   to  Bulgaria, Hungary and Rumania registered 
the most rapid growth -= about 65%, 507: and 45% respectively. 
The rap id   r i se   in   expor t s  of the members, however, was no t  
matched by as fast  a growth i n  t h e i r  imports.  Imports from 
Bulgaria rose roughly by from Hungary 13% and from 
Rumania 37%. 

17. NATO countries '  export surpluses with those three 
countries  therefore  increased  consiclerably: the surplus with 
Hun ary rose from $808 mil l ion   i n  1973 t o  about $340 m i l l i o n   i n  
197 t ; the  favourable trade balance with Bulgaria moved up from 
$67 mil l ion   in  1973 t o  $285 million i n  "174, and that  with 
Rumania rose 75% and reached $330 million, 

18, The slowest ra te  of growth in   the  All iance members! 
., exports was r eg i s t e red   i n   t r ade  with Czechoslovakia, Expor ts  

rose some 20% t o  about $1.3 b i l l i o n  while imports increased 
by about 15% t o  over $1 b i l l i on .  

& 

( i i i )  Trade with China 

79. NATO countries'   export sur'p1v.s of $988 m i l l i o n   i n  1973 
rose t o  $1.3 b i l l i o n  in 'l974. The bulk of the  trade  surplus 
again  accrued t o  the  United  States ($693 million) and t o  
Canada ($41 l million) 
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20. NAT3 ;mmtries*  exports  t o  China rose some 30% - down 
from 130% in 1973 - t o  about  $2.3 billion, .while the i r  imports  
increased by  27% - half as f a s t  as i n  the  previous  year - and 
amounted t o  approximately &i ,O b i l l i on ,  The United S ta tes  and 
Canada together  accounted f o r  over  one-half of  NAT6 co;mtries1 
expor t s   to  China, The share of  these %WO countr ies   in   the 
t o t a l  NATO countriesJ  imports from China,  however, was much 
smaller - about 17%. 

Y 

III. TRADE PROSPECTS FOR 1972 

two years s t  proba"33.y continue  to have 
a sizeable  surplus  in  -their  trade  balance with Cornmis t  
countr ies  and in   par t icuLar  with Eastern European countries, 
although  in 1974 the members' exports Lo t h e  area expanded more 
slowXy, about 37% compared t o  47% i n  1973. This trend may well 
continue  over 1975 and might  even de ter iora te ,  The  slowdown 
in   the   Al l iance  menbers' imports from East European countr ies   in  
1975, on the  other  hand, may be much more pronounced than in 
1974  becaxse 03 the present  slowing of the economic ac t iv i ty  
i n   t h e  West and a possible  further  slackening of  demand for the 
type of goods  which East European countries  are  exporting. 
Moreover, East European countries may be  forced t o  d iver t  some 
of their   exportable  goods from Vestern  markets t o  the  Sovi.et. 
Union in order t o  pay f o r  the i r   purchases   in   the  USSR of energy 
products and cer ta in  raw materials, the pr i ces  of which  have 
increased  considerably  not  only  in  the  world  markets  but  also 
within  the COlvlECON area, 

21 b : in '1975 as in  the  previous 

-. 

22. The bulk of t'ne NATO countries?  trade  surplus w i t h  
Eastern Europe will probably  again  accrue t o  ?est Germany, 
The Federal  Republic  of Germany i s  likely t o  remain the  chief 
t rading  par tner  o f  the  GDR with o r  vi-Ynout any governmental o r  
other  agreement on economic o r  industrial  co-operation. 

23. Poland and the GDR should  remain the  principal.  markets 
f o r  NATO country  exports, in   par t icu lar   mchinery  and equipment, 
Estimated Po l i sh  orders f o r  machinery placed i n  NATO countries 
i n  '1974, p a r t  of  which w i l l  be delivered i n  1975, amounted t o  
about &.I b i l l i on ,  compared +Q $254 mi l l ion  in 1973 and 
$370 mil l ion   in  1972.  Poland will a l s o  probably  continue t o  ? 

incur a s izeable   t rade def ic i t  with NkTO countries. 

24, The relatively  rapid  expansion  registered in NATO L 
countries!  exports to Rumania i n  1974 may possibly  -decline  in 
1975. Rumania, which accounted f o r  over 50% of t o t a l  machinery 
orders placed i n  NATO countries by East European countries i n  
1973, reduced sharply i ts  o rde r s   i n  1974. The f inanc ia l  
pos i t ion  of %mania i s  qui te  weak: the  burden o f  debt on 
Rumania's export  earnings from NATO countries amounted t o  as much 
as 5095 i n  1973 which might cons t i tu te  a ser ious   cons t ra in t   in  
1975 on that  country's t rade   re la t ions  with the  Alliance members. 

N A T O - ,  U N C L A - S S I F I E D  
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25. _USSR: i n  1975 NATO countries1  -trade with the  Soviet 
Union may possibly be reconverted from a small d e f i c i t   i n  197h 
in to  a earplus.  Leaving  aside  the  special  trade  in diamonds and 
f u s ,  NATO countr ies* trade with the USSR might show a surplus 
f o r  a number of  reasons.: as regards  imports from the USSR, 
demand f o r  Soviet oi l .  and gas w i l l  no doubt  remain  strong. 
However, the  pr ice  aad/or  volume of Soviet   sa les  of r a w  materials 
couïd r e g i s t e r  a decline as a r e s u l t  o f  general  slackening o f  
economic a c t i v i t y   i n  the West  and the slovdown i n  demand i n  
world markets for  certain  basic  products.  Furthermore, exportable 
surpluses i n   t h e  USSR might; a lso be reduced by growth of  
domestic demand o r  f a i l u r e s   i n  meeting the objectives of the 
Plan, 

26. In   cont ras t ,  NATO countries'   exports t o  the USSR i n  
1975 will probably g r G w  f a s t e r  than i n  1974. The Soviet 
economy, not  being  affected  unfavourably by the o i l   c r i s i s  and 
a general  climate o f  recession as are  NATO countries '  economies, 
w i l l  maintain a r e l a t i v e l y   r a p i d - r a t e  o f  growth of demand for 
imports,   particularly of Western  machinery and technology. The 
improved f inanc ia l   s i tua t ion  whfch the  USSR enjoys a t   p resent ,  
due t o  the importance of i t s  gold reserves and the  high  price-of 
this  metal on world markets,  along  with  the  export  credit 
f ac i l i t i e s   ava i l ab le  in NATO countries, also strengthens  the 
capacity of that  country t o  increase i-ks purchases i n  NATO 
countries. Western  equipment i s  increasingly needed by Soviet 
industr ies  for exploitation of Soviet   natural  resources such as 
o i l ,  coal,  timber and metals f o r  which there  i s  a demwld. i n  
world markets, The growing demand in the  Soviet  Union f o r  
Western machinery i s  already  ref lected  in   the volume of machinery 
orders  placed  in 1974 by the  Soviet Union i n  NATO countries: 
$4.5 b i l l i on (1 )  i n  1974 compared t o  $2.2 b i l l i o n  i n  1973. 
Assuming that   orders   placed  in  1974 are carried  out  over a 
period  of  five  years, machinery and pipe  exports from HAT0 
countr ies   . to  the USSR in 1975 may a t  l ea s t  amount .to $1,5 b i l l i o n ,  
compareci t o  r o w h l y  $900 mi l l i on   i n  1972. 

27 , 'But the   s i ze  of the tpade surplus  in  favour of MATO 
countries w i l l  g rea t ly  depend on how much grain  the  Soviet  
Union decides t o  buy from XATO countries, i n   p a r t i c u l a r  from 
the United States and Canada, 

(l) This figure does n o t ,  inchde  the  Soviet  Union's  machinery 
crders  to'calling $2.4 b i l l i on   p l aced   i n   I t a ly ,  which are  
based on barter  arrmgements 
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28, The fu ture  development of t rade between the United 

States  and.  the  Soviet Union s t i l l  hinges on  a number o f  
pol i t ical   considerat ions and on the volume of  c r ed i t s  which 
the  Export-Import Bank is  wil l ing o r  able t o  g r a n t   t o  that 
country, Although the   po ten t i a l   fo r  a trade expansion  exists, 
the   re jec t ion  by the  Soviet Union of  the 7972 Trade Agreement - .' 
with Washington makes it doubtful that US/USSR commerce w i l l  
expand subs t an t i a l ly   i n  1975. But i f  pr iva te  American banks 
show more wfllfngness- t o  take risks by extending , t o .  the  Sovi-et 1 . *. 
Union substant ia l   credi ts   wi thout  government guarantee( 1 ), 
exports from the United S ta t e s   t o   t he  USSR may wel l   r ise  
considerably,  Nevertheless  there i s  a f a i r   p r o b a b i l i t y  that 
the  development  of Soviet imports  will st i l l  benef i t  some 
specif ic   highly  industr ia l ised  krropean  countr ies   l ike  the 
FRG. 

29. China: NATO countries should continue t o  have a 
sizeable t m s u r p l u s  with China i n  1975. This, however, would 
depend on the   l eve l  o f  China's  purchases of  agr icu l tura l  produce 
which probably  accounted f o r  almost  one-half  of its imports 
from NATO count r ies   in  1974, If China continues  to  import  as 
much foodstuffs in 1975 as in   the   per iod  1973-1974, i t s  impost 
surplus with NATO countries may well  exceed $1 b i l l ion .   In  
such a case the bulk o f  the t rade surplus accruing t o  NATO 
countries  should  benefit  mostly North American NATO members 
whose trade surplus w i t h  China i n  197-"7 and 1974 accounted f o r  
over  four-fifths o f  t o t a l  NATO countries'   surpluses. On the. 
other  hand a sharp reduction of Chinats imports of foodstuffs 
i n  1975 - although  rather  improbable - would considerably  reduce 
the s i ze  of NATO countries '   surplus with China. In  that  case- 
the  sürplus may well amount t o  $600 n i l l i o n  compared t o  about 
$1 * 3  b i l l i o n  i n  1974 and may be d is t r ibu ted  more o r  l e s s  evenly 
between  European NATO countries and North American NATO members. 
In  1974 exports of  the  NATO European members rose by about 
2'7% - down from.77% in 1973 - t o  approximately $1 bi l l ion,   whi le  
i m  o r t s  from China,  growing by 230/:, amounted t o  roughly 

$190 milli'on i n  favour o f  European NATO countries. I t ' i s  
reasonable t o  assume tha t  in   the   p resent  economic world 
s i tua t ion   t rade   re la t ions  between  European NATO countries and 
China w i l l  no t   d i f f e r  very much from tha t   r eg i s t e red   i n  1974. L 

In  t h i s  case  exports of  the European members o f  the  Alliance t o  
China  should r i s e  by some 30% t o  $1.3 bil l ion  while  imports,  
growing  approximately 20$, would probably  reach $1,000 million. * 

$ S t 0  million. This gave r i s e   t o  a t rade   surp lus   to ta l l ing  

(1) The Financial Times reported tha t  some American banke 
agreed t o  extend  credi ts   to   the USSR of the  order o f  
$3500 mil l ion  
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30. China may continue t o  r e l y  on Western c red i t s  t o  
cover i t s  t rade   def ic i t ;  with European members o f  the  Alliance 
t h i s  d e f i c i t  may well t o t a l  $300 million in 1975 and with North 
American MATO countries some $300 million,  Indeed, China now 
seems t o  accept  supplier  credit  as a normal complement t o  
machinery and complete plant  purchases. China  can, therefore,  
be expected t o  increase its use of Western c r e d i t  t o  overcome 
i t s  short-term  foreign exchange  problem. Thus, China would 
avoid an immediate dra in  on i ts  reserves  (estimated a t  about 
$3,000 million)  while  continuing o r  .increasing i t s  purchases of  

"badly needed  Western technology.  China's growing i n t e r e s t   i n  
Western  machinery and equipment i s  r e f l ec t ed   i n   t he  growing 
s i ze  o f  its orders  placed i n  the West in   recent   years   (near ly  
$1.4 b i l l i o n   i n  1973 and $760 m i l l i o n   i n  -the f irst  eight  months 
of q974). Outside NATO countries  China's  trade w i l l  probably 
grow  most rapidly  with Japan which has recently become an 
important  customer of China's  fast-growing oil industry.  Indeed, 
China's o i l  exports t o  Japan  are  expected t o  r i s e  t o  e ight  t o  
ten  mil l ion  tons  in  1975. 
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-1- ANNEX I t o  

1. Data recently  published  in the  West and i n   t h e  East 
d i f f e r   i n   r ega rd  t o  the  balance o f  Soviet  trade with 
industr ia l ised Western countries in 1974. This note examines 
the  causes of  these  differences. 

2. 'It appears t ha t  f o r  the year 1974 there  is a difference 
of the o.rder of $1,000 nillion between (i). the Soviet   trade 
su l u s  with OECD countries as reflec'ced i n  OECD d.ata and (iz th3 Soviet   trade surplus with indus t r ia l i sed  Western 
aations as indicated  in   Soviet  figures, This discrepamy  has 
appeared i n  ear l ie r   years  as well md f o r  comparable  amounts, 

1 (1 ).  OECD data (Soviet 1 i 1 

i trade  balance with 1 +420 -456 1 +l ,3OO(c) 
i OECD countries  (a) ) , i 

~ ~ i (2) Soviet  data (Soviet 1 
i trade  balance with -129 ' -1,215 -1,120 ! i 
i 1 i 

* ;  

industr ia l  West(b) ) 1 
i " ~  ~ - " ~ ~~ Difference: (2)-(1) -549 - -771 1 -764 i -I ,050 i 1 

OECD monthly bul le t ins )  
oscow I s t a t i s t i c a l  yearbooks); 
aze t t ep  Most-OW, No. 15, 

April Î 975 

f igures  which show-trade cjf some Western countries f o r  . . 

only 10 o r  I I  months (see Table III and a l so  
AC/I 27-w/420 y 27th January, 1975 and Corrigenda) 

( C )  Advance estimate (partly by èxtrapolation) on basis of OECD 

( d )  Advance estimate (see Table III,, footnote (d)  ) 

In   e f fec t ,   Sovie t   da ta   re f lec t  a trade  balance that  has been 
several 'hundred million do l l a r s  less favourable t o  the USSR 
than t h a t  shown i n  OECD f igures ,  

A, Main ,factors explaining 4 2 1 . 2 1 .  

believed t o  cause  the  apparent  inconsistencies between the  two 
ser ies  o f  da-ta: 

3. The following a r e  the better-known factors %hat a re  

\ 
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(i) Z)lifferences i n  Western countries  included  in  trad 
t o t a l s  . T h m e -  
t h t o e s  not  solve  the problem. In the  Soviet 
def ini t ion  fFIndustr ia l ised Western countriestt 
consis t  o f  Common Market nations,  Canada, Norway, 

Finland,  Japan, Sweden and Switzerland, On the 

Turkey, Greece, Iceland,  Spain and Portugal. 
Deduction o f  these  f ive  countr ies  from the  OECD 
l i s t  reduces  but  does  not  eliminate  the  discrepancy 
between trade  balances: 

Australia,  New Zealand, the United States,   Austria,  e. 

. .  .other .hand,. OECD countries  include  .these plus. .. - .  

(mill ion  dollars) 

I 1972 i 1973 i 1974 i 
1 (1) OECD da ta  "7 

1 (2) Soviet data -1,215  -1,120 1 +250 1 
i Difference: (2)-(I) I -639 ! -528 1 -800 1 

~ ~. ~ -~ -~ i 
I -576 : -592 ' +l ,050 ! 

I i 

Tables I through III show the  differences between 
the two da ta   se r ies  i n  more d e t a i l ,  comparing the 
magnitudes of  Soviet  exports,  imports, and 
balance f o r  the indus t r i a l  West a s  a whole and 
f o r  the  l?estern  areas where most of the  discrepancy 
was ref lected.  Such var ia t ions  have  been so 
appreciable that  one Western authori ty  termed it 
t tpoint less  t o  compare magnitudes from Western 
sources with those from Soviet  sourcest1. 

(ii) The time  factor. Many Western  goods  exported i n  
becember  1973 aid not   a r r ive   in   the  USSR u n t i l  
January 1974; these  transactions  thus appeared 
under different   years  i n  OECD and Soviet 
s t a t i s t i c s  on foreign  trade. This s i tua t ion  
would be espec ia l ly   l ike ly  f o r  Western countries C 

that   are  geographically  distant - e.g. the United 
S ta tes  - from Soviet   ports and might thus  explain 
p a r t  o f  the   s ta t i s t ica l   devia t ions  as regards 
these  countr ies   in  1972 and 1973 (see  Tables I 
and 11). The Soviet trade d e f i c i t  with the 
United  States  in 1973, for instance, was  more 
than $200 mi l l ion   g rea te r   in   Sovie t   da ta   than   in  
Ol3C;E) figures.  This might conceivably  reflect 
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i 

s izeable   de l iver ies   in   ear ly  19'73 of  grain  that  
was shipped from the United S t a t e s   i n   l a t e  1972; 
i f  so, the  value of such shipments would be 
included i n  1973 Soviet imports in  Soviet  but 
n o t   i n  United. States  accounts. 

Some Western countries  re-export 
goods originating i n  developing 

countries. Such transactions may appear i n  ..Sovie-t.. 
accounts as imports from the Western re-exporter. 
The l a t t e r ,  however, may consider  such a shipment 
a s  a Soviet  import from the  developing  country 
concerned; i n   t h i s   ca se  it would be excluded 
from OECD data on Vestern commerce with the USSR. 
Similar ly   del iver ies  t o  Eastern Europe of  US 
grain  paid f o r  by the USSR have appeared as  a 
Soviet  import i n  Soviet   statist ics  (because  the 
USSR was the  purchaser) but n o t   i n  US f igures  
(because  the shipment was a t t r ibu ted  t o  the  East 
European country where it was delivered). 

(*tfree on boardg')  in-both  data  series;  they  differ 
as regards  Soviet  exports, which are  valued FOB 
by the USSR but CIF (cost,  insurance and f re ight )  
by Western Europe and Japan. The insurance and 
freight  charges  are usually estimated a t  about 7% 
of  the  cargo  value. These extra costs  make the 
Soviet  trade  balance more posi t ive o r  l e s s  
negative in. OECD data than  in  Sovi,et  figures, 
where they  are  considered instead as p a r t  of  
t ransport  payments under "invisible"  accounts, 

(v) Flexibl-e~. exchan-. Since 1971 values of 
ship= by indus ri Western count r ies   in  
foreign  trade have fluctuated  considerably  during 
the  year because o f  s h i f t s   i n   r a t e s  o f  exchange 
among world currencies. By using  dollar  f igures 
t o  express t rade magnitudes  over a year,   the OECD 
and Western  governments  have attegpted t o  convert 
the   sa lue  o f  each  shipment from the  currency  in 
which it was transacted into US dol lars  a t   t h e  
rate  then  prevail ing,  In the  case o f  commerce with 
the USSR, this means that   the   dol lar   value of a 
Soviet shipment sold, e.g. f o r  Deutschemarks,  could 
vary  considerably depending upon the  precise  time 
during t h e  year when the  transaction took  place,  
TMs may not be the  case i n  Soviet  accounts, which 
apparently assume relat ively  constant  exchange 
rates  during a given year. 

N A T O  U N C L R S S , I F I E D  

-3- 

D
E
C
L
A
S
S
I
F
I
E
D
/
D
E
C
L
A
S
S
I
F
I
E
E
 
-
 
P
U
B
L
I
C
 
D
I
S
C
L
O
S
E
D
/
M
I
S
E
 
E
N
 
L
E
C
T
U
R
E
 
P
U
B
L
I
Q
U
E



JI N A T O  E D 

B. 

Chan e of destination- of- Shi ment en rou-te. 
&xi-g&mmom a 
Western  country might occasionally be  changed while 
the cargo is en rou te .   I f . t he  USSR i s  the  ultimate 
destination,  the  transaction would appear as a 
Soviet import  i n  Soviet  data; Western s t a t i s t i c s ,  
however, might a t t r i bu te   t he  shipment to   the  
original  destination  noted  in  the  export   invoice 
f i l e d  a t  the p o r t  o f  departure. *I 

Extrapolation made  when usfn OECD data. A t  the 
time t m c e  estimate of -oviet trade 
surplus was carried  out,   relevant OECD data were 
incomplete:  i.e. f o r  sone  Western countries, 
f igures  vwe available for only I O  o r  11 months of 
1974 (see Table. III, footnote ( c ) )  In  such casesd 
the  estiruate of the  trade  balance with the USSR 
was based on extrapolation  plus  adjustments t o  
take . into account  "ce  excected  impact of the 
recession on Western demand and imports. 

~~ - .  - 

General comments 

4. From the  pract ical   point  of  view of  the users,  one 
should also remark t h a t  while OECD and Soviet data indeed  give 
different  information as regards  levels of Soviet-Western 
exchanges, they may nevertheless -step with each  other 
concerning  another  significant  feature - i , e ,  Lem-to-year 
trends in? t h i s  cornerce, In  t h i s  respect the  - h o  se r i e s  of 
=tics have agreed and yielded s b i l a r  indications.  As 
Table I V  showsg both OECD f igures  and Sovie t   da ta   re f lec t   the  
same feature  of:  

(i) very little change in the Soviet trade balance 
i n  1973 a s  compared with 1972; and 

( i i )  a pronounced sh i f t  from d e f i c i t  t o  surplus i n  1974, 

5. The two s t a t i s t i c a l  systems do not y i e ld  much different 
r e s u l t s  and thus  both can be regarded as useful  and relevant f o r  
policy-makers Ln NATO. The Alliance i s  interested  in   assessing 
whether  Soviet economic capabi l i t i es   a re  becoming stronger o r  
weaker,  whether the  pcrtentials of the  USSR as customer and 
suppl ier   are   increasing o r  decreasing. An important pa r t  of 
the  answer t o  such questions i s  information on year-to-year 
changes  such as 3ECD and Soviet  figures  provide - and without 
contradicting  each  cther t o  a signfficm-t  degree. 

L' 
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TABLE III 

. .  

(million US dollars(b)) 
. .  . i _  

See Table I, footnote (a) 
See Table II, footnote (b) 
Advance estimate on basislof OECD  Statistics on Foreipn T r a d e ,  
February 1975, which reports trade of some Western countries 
in 1974 for only 10 or l 1  months ~ 

Approximate  value,  indicated by article in Economic Gazette 
(Moscow, NO, 15, April 1975) which implied  that  the surplus 
was between about I O 0  and O0 million roubles 
(i e $1 35 to $400 mil l ion  3 
See Table I, footnote ( c )  

(million dollars) 

SOURCES: Tables I to III 
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-1 - m x  II to 

T B L E  I, 

f 
l 

i 
i 
i 
i 

i 

L 
I 

1 

i 

l 
f 

i 

i 
l- ! 

c 1 

1 
1- 

..b 

NATO COUNTRY EXPORTS TO COlPlFIUNIST COUNTRIES AS 

Belgium/Luxembourg 
Deimark 
F'rance 
Federal Republic of 
Germany ( 1 ) 
Greece 
Iceland 
I t a l y  
Netherlands 
Norway 
Por tuga l  
Turkey 
United Kingdom 

To ta l  NATO Europe 

Canada 
United S ta tes  

Total MATO North America 

Total NATO 

1960 
i. 

! 1971 

i 
I 
i 

l 
! 
i 

1 
f 
t 

! 
I 

3.7 
3.9 
4.0 

6.6 

22.0 
23.1 
5.8 
1.7 
4.8- 
2.3 

12.2 

3.5 

4.7 
___I 

1 e 5  
4.0 
4.1 

6.8 

13.0 
10.9 

5.4 
1.9 
2,s 
0.6 

12.3 
3. -l 

1972 

1.7 
3.5 
3.9 

7.0 

I 3.6 
42.1 

4.7 
2.1 
3.7 
0.6 

11.9 
3.2 

2.4 
3.2 
4.1 

7.6 

11 07 
8 a 7  
4,s 
2.2 

3.5 
0.6 

10.1 

3.3 

300 
3.8 
4.1 

8.2 

11 .? 
12.5 

5.8 
2.5 
4.3 
0.8 

10.9 
3*1  

-f 

(1) In the case o f  t h e  Federal  Republic of Germany the 

(2) Percentages are approximations, see footnote ( + c ) ,  Table VI 

figures cover both exports  t o  the Communist countries and 
deliveries to the GDR 
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N A T O  - U N C L A S S I F I E D  

ANN%x II to -2- 

1 

i 

NATO COUNTRY IMPORTS FROM THE COI~ïMUNIST CCIUNTRIES AS 
A PE-m 

Bebgium/Luxembourg 
Denmark 
France 
Federal  Republic of 
Germany ( I ) 
Greece 
Iceland 
Italy 
Netherlands 
Norway 
Portugal 

. .  

1 Turkey 
United  Kingdom 

~ ~~ 

1 Total NATO Europe 

Total NATO Nor-th America 
i i Total NATO 

1.9 
3.3 
3. .i 

5.8 

5.0 
18,2 
6.0 
1 e 9  
4.2 
1.2 

10.4 
3.9 

i 

i 
l 

i 

4.0 1 
roT 

(l) In the  case of the  Federal  Republic of Germany  the  figures 

(2) Percentages  are approximations,  see footnote id:), Table VI 

cover both imposts  from the Communist countries and 
.deliveries by the GDR 
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ANNEX II to 

NATO COUNTRIES' BALANCE OF TRADE WITH THE 

1972 1960 

53 e 1-6 

96.00 
-30.48 

25.29 

-10-56 
-4.80 

-78 .O0 
-49 32 
-6 60 
-0.72 
-3.36 

-99.12 

1971 
.Le 

-46 . 63 
-6.36 

187.44 

351 53 

-1eb83 
-5 04 

-? 56 4% 
-22 L!-4 

-93 * 83 
-15.49 
-29 . 89 

-244.20 

-1 O5 32- 

i 
i 
1 
i 

-A6*44 
-19.80 
175.32 

903.55 

-9.93 
-I*lO 

-333.48 
-12,48 
-21 , l 2  
-12.37 
-56 . 35 

Belgium/Luxembourg 
Denmark 
France 
Federal  Republic 
of Germany( 1 ) 
Greece 
Iceland 
I t a l y  
Netherlands 
Norway 
Portugal 
Turkey 
United Kingdom 

i 

27.1 
-28 . 6 

-288.6 
61.3 
35.5 

-10.9 
-100.4 
-549 . 1 

l 

l 
l 

-304.20 -460.32 , I 

3p 

Tota l  NATO Ewope -108.51 

Canada (fob) 1 26.52 
United S ta tes  
( fob 1 . .  

I 
f 114,OO 

432.60 ! 999..72 i ! 2,401.30 j 1,679.2 Total NATO North 
America 1 140.52 

i 1 l i 
T o t a l  MATO 32.01 I 327.28 11,290,77 1 3,391.56 j 4,078.9 

! ! ! 

(l) In  the  case o f  the  Federal  Republic o f  Germany the   f igures  

(2) Figures are partly  extrapolated,   see footnote ( + c ) ,  Table V I  
cover  trade  with  the GDR 
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N A T O   U N C L A S S I F I E D  

ANNEX 11 t o / w X E  II au - 130 

TABLE  IV/TABLEAU  IV 

1 EXPORTS  TO  EASTERN EUROPE THE USSR. COMMUNIST  CHINA AND THE WORLD 
1. E X P O R ~ A T I O ~ K  DE  ST , L*URSS. LA C-ONDE 
Millions US Dollars (Annual Totals)  - Millions  de  Dollars  EU  (Totaux  annuels) 

(1) Figures are partly  extrapolated,  see  footnote (*) in  Table VI 
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N A T O  U N C L A S S I F I E D  

5 bis - ANNEX II t o  

TABLE V I  

NATO COUNTRIES TRADE WITH THE SOVIET UNION. EAST EUROPE AND CHINA IN 1974(*) 

I USSR 

I Exports I Imports 

BELGIUM 
DENMARK 
FRANCE 
FRG 
GREECE 
ICEUWD 

354.9 256.7 
42.6 125.2 

660.2 587.6 
1,743.9 '1,215.2 

71 .? 55.9 
23.7 49. l 

ITALY 595.8 775.4 - 169.9  228.1 
NORWAY 36.0  68.7 
PORTUGAL 1.2 1.4 
TURKEY( l ) 77.5  95.0 
UNITEB KINGDOM 257.3  928.6 

I 4,034.7 1 4,386.9 

balance 
Trade 

+ 98.2 

+ 72.6 
+ 528.7 

- 82.6 

+- 15.8 - 25.4 
- 179.6 
- 58.2 
- 32.7 
- 0.2 
- 17-5 
- 671 a 3  

- 352.2 

+ 8.3 
+ 258.9 

- 85.0 

-7 ,305 .O 

T 
Exports 

457.6 
236.6 

4,966.3 
143.8 

950.5 

17.5 
981 - 7  
569. l 
160.1 
15.8 
67.9 

746.8 

9,373.7 

135.4 
82'1 .8 

10,270.9 

11,448.0 

Exports 

33.3 
14.2 

160.4 
408 .? 

2.1 
0.2 

163.4 
48.0 
72.0 
0.6 

16.7 
167.4 

? ,027.0 

474.8 
807.5 

2,30903 

4,693.6 

CHINA T OTKER C0"NIST COUNTRIES 

Exports 

19.4 
4 . 3  

102.8 
103.3 
4.7 

21.4 
16.1 

- 

- 
- 
0.8 
32.9 

305.7 

54.9 
0.5 

361.1 

722. O 

Imports 

9.2 
0.5 

35.9 
22.7 
2.0 - 

22.2 
5.9 
0.4 
1 . 3  
1.1 

5.8 

107.0 

1.1 

0.5 

108.6 

258.3 

Trade 
balilance 

+ 10.2 
+ 3.8 
+ 66.9 
+ 80.6 
+ 2.7 

- 
- 0.8 
+ 10.2 
- 3.4 
- 1.3 
- 0.1 
* 27.1 

+199.7 

+ 53.6 - 
c252.5 

+463.9 
" 

(1 )  Data  suppliecl by the  Turkish  Delegation,  except  those  concerning  trade  with  "other Communist countries", which has been drawn from 
s t a t i s t i c s  

Figures f o r  t o t a l  OECD countr ies?   t rade may diverge  the  individual members' aggregate  trade figures, because  the annual f igure  f o r  tO' t ;& 
Exports FOB, Imports CIF 

OECD countr ies '   t rade i -s extrapolated by using  the  eleven months average  quoted in the  OECD s ta t i s t ics ,   publ i shed   in   Febmary  1975$ whereas 
in the  case al' each member country annual f igures  are given where avai lable ,  or extrapolat ion is made on the   bas i s  of the  average f o r  t en  or 
eleven inonths depending on cur ren t   da ta   ava i lab i l i ty  

So.urces: S t a t i s t i c s  of Foreign  Trade @ECD/OCDE, February 1975, Wirtschaft und s t a t i s t i k  7/75 

(*) @.era ful l  data  for 1974 are not given estimates have been made on the bas i s  of f igures   ava i lab le  for t en  o r  eleven months as the case may be 
Sta t i s t i ches  Bundesamt, Wiesbaden Verleg W. Kohlhammer 
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- 6  - 

GRAPH I - G R A P H I Q U E  I 

THE DEVELOPMENT OF NATO  COUNTRIES'  TRADE 
WITH THE WORLD AND  THE COMMUNIST  COUNTRIES  1959- 1974 

L E  DEVELOPPEMENT  DU COMMERCE DES  PAYS DE L'OTAN 

AVEC LE MONDE ET  LES PAYS COMMUNlSTES 1959- 1974 

NATO EUROPE EXPORTS 1960 = 100 (*) 
EXPORTATIONS OTAN EUROPE 1960 = 100 (*) 

ANNEX III to 

C-M(75)30 

1959 60 61 62 63 64 65 66 67 68 69 70 71  72  73 74(X) 

(*) The absolute values (million US $) for  1974 would read as  follows : 
USSR = 4.035; Eastern Europe = 9.314;  Communist China'= 1.027; World 282.410 

Les valeurs obsolues (en mi l l ions de $ E U )  des exportations pour 1974 s'établissent comme sui t  : 
URSS = 4.035; Europe de l ' E s t  = 9.314; Chine Communiste = 1.027;  Monde = 282.410 

I x )  1974 : Partly  extrapolated  figures 
1974 : Chiffres en partie extrapolés 
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N A T O  U N C L A S S I F I E D  
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GRAPH II - G R A P H l P U E  I l  

THE  DEVELOPMENT OF NATO COUNTRIES’ TRADE 
WITH THE WORLD  AND THE COMMUNIST COUNTRIES 1959- 1974 

L E  DEVELOPPEMENT DU COMMERCE DES PAYS DE L’OTAN 
AVEC LE MONDE ET LES PAYS COMMUNlSTES 1959-1974 

NATO EUROPE IMPORT 1960 = 100 (*) 
IMPORTATIONS  OTAN  EUROPE 1960 = 100 (*l 

ANNEX III to 

C-M(75)30 

1959 60 61 62 63 64 65 66 67 68 69 70 71 72 73 74 (X) 

The  absolute  values (million US $1 for 1974 would  read os follows : 
USSR = 4.387; Eastern Europe = 6.950; Communist China = 838; World = 308.460 

Les voleurs  absolues (en mill ions de $ EU) des importotions  pour 1974 s’étoblissent comme sui t  : 
URSS = 4.387; Europe de l ’Est  = 6.950; Chine  Communiste = 838; Monde = 308.460 

1974 : Partly  extrapolated  figures 

1974 : Chiffres  en  partie  extropolés 
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- 8 -  
ANNEX III to 

GRAPH I I I  - G R A P H l Q U E  111 

THE DEVELOPMENT OF NATO COUNTRIES' TRADE 
WITH THE WORLD AND THE COMMUNIST COUNTRIES 1959 - 1974 

,. 
L E   D E V E L O P P E M E N T  DU COMMERCE  DES  PAYS  DE  L 'OTAN 

AVEC  LE  MONDE  ET  LES  PAYS  COMMUNlSTES 1959- 1974 

NATO NORTH AMERICA  EXPORTS 1960 = 100 (*) 
EXPORTATIONS  OTAN AMERIQUE DU NORD 1960 = J O 0  p) 

I 14  244 
11 

10 

-c 
/ 

4 O00 

3 500 

3 O00 

2 500 

2 O00 

1 500 

1 O00 

500 

1 00 
O 

1959 60 61 62 63  64 65 66 67 68 69 70 71 72  73 74(x) 

(*) The  absolute  values  (million US $) for 1974 would read  as follows : 
USSR = 639; Eastern  Europe = 957; Communist  China = 1.282; World = 130.894 

L e s  valeurs  absolues  (en  millions de $ E U /  des  exportations  pour 1974 s'établissent comme su i t  ; 
URSS = 639; Europe  de l 'Es t  = 957; Chine  Communiste = 1.282; Monde = 130.894 

(x) 1974 : Partly  extrapolated  figures 
1974 ; Chiffres  en  partie  extropolés 
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ANNEX III to  

GRAPH IV - G R A P H I Q U E  IV 

THE  DEVELOPMENT OF NATO  COUNTRIES'  TRADE 
WITH THE WORLD AND  THE COMMUNIST COUNTRIES 1959- 1974 

L E   D E V E L O P P E M E N T  DU COMMERCE  DES  PAYS  DE  L'OTAN 
A V E C  LE MONDE ET  LES  PAYS  COMMUNlSTES 1959- 1974 

NATO  NORTH  AMERICA  IMPORTS 1960 = 100 (*) 
IMPORTATIONS  OTAN  AMERIQUE DU NORD 1960 = 100 (*) 

1 420 

1 380 

1 340 

1 300 

1 260 

1 220 

1 180 

1 140 

1 100 

1 060 

1 020 

980 

940 

900 

860 

820 tern Europe 
ope de / 'Est 

780 

740 

700 

660 

620 

580 

540 

500 

460 

420 

380 

340 

300 

260 

220 

180 

140 

1 O0 
60 

1959 60 61 62 63 64 65 66 67 68  69 70 71 71 73 74(x) 

The  absolute  values (million US $) for 1974 would  read as follows : 
USSR = 372; Eastern Europe = 703; Communist  China = 178; World = 132.953 

L e s  voleurs  absolues  (en  millions de $ EU) des importations  pour 1974 s'établissent comme suit : 

URSS = 372; Europe de l ' E s t  = 703; Chine  Communiste = 178; Monde = 132.953 

1974 : Partly  extrapolated  figures 

1974 : Chiffres en partie  extrapolés 
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