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Special 
Report No. 95 Indicators of East-West 

Economic Strength, 1980 

United States Department of State 
Bureau of Public Affairs 
Washington, D.C. 

Followi.ng is a report prepared by Lvcie 
Korn.ei, Office of Analysis for Western 
Europe, Bureau of Intelligence and Re­
search, Ocrober f6, 1981. 

This annual report consists of tables 
showing the relative importance of 
selected countries in terms of gross na­
tional product (GNP); population; foreign 
trade; trade balance; exports as a per­
centage of GNP; and the production of 
coal, crude steel, electric power, crude 
petroleum, primary aluminum, and 
motor vehicles. Defense expenditures 
are also provided, but it should be noted 
that reliable figures in that category are 
available only for the West. 

For the purpose of this report, 
"East" includes the European CEMA 
(also called CMEA or COMECON) 
members-Bulgaria, Czechoslovakia, the 
German Democratic Republic, Hungary, 
Poland, Romania, and the U.S.S.R.-and 
Cuba. "West'' includes the United States, 
Canada, Japan, Australia, New Zealand, 
the European OECD countries, and 
Yugoslavia. Yugoslavia, although a Com­
munist country, is included with the 
West because of its special status in the 
OECD. China is listed separately. 

Extensive use was made of material 
from the Organization for Economic 
Cooperation and Development (OECD), 
the United Nations, the International 
Monetary Fund, and official government 
sources. Some figures for the East are 
estimates. Where necessary-and as far 
as possible-data were adjusted for 
statistical comparability. 

In interpreting the absolute levels of 
GNP and per capita GNP for the coun­
tries of the West, it should be noted that 
market exchange rates used in convert­
ing national currencies to U.S. dollars do 
not necessarily reflect the relative pur­
chasing power of the various currencies. 
In 1980, market exchange rates were 
strongly influenced by bal~f­
payments disequilibria, which may be 
presumed to be temporary, and -by 
market expectations of future changes 
in purchasing power. 

In terms of actual 1980 purchasing 
power, the U.S. dollar was still under­
valued in comparison with the "strong" 
European currencies and the Japanese 
yen, despite its stronger performance 
against most European currencies. (At 
present, because the dollar is still 
stronger against all currencies, calcula­
tions would show entirely different 
results from those for 1980.) The same 
was true of the British pound despite its 
recovery. The Swiss franc was over­
valued in comparison with all currencies. 
As a consequence, it should not be con­
cluded, for instance, that Swit.zerland's 
standard of living was 40% higher than 
that of the United States, or that the 
United Kingdom's was 19% lower, as 
the statistics may imply. 

Published by the Unit.ed States Department 
of Stat.e • Bureau of Public Affairs • Office 
of Public Communication • Edit.orial Divi­
sion • Washington, D.C. • March 1982 • 
Editor: Harriet P. Culley • This mat.erial is 
in the public domain and may be reproduced 
without pennission; citation of this source 
would be appreciated. 



Table 1. Indicators of Comparative East-West Economic Strength, 1980 

Australia Total 
Othar Total Europ. Rut 

Item Unit European us Canada Japan and Yugo1levia USSR Eastern Cuba CEMA Chine of West OECD New Zealand Europe~ and Cube World~ 

Population (mid-!980) Millions 395 228 24 117 

GNP, total '=1 Billion dollars 3,491 2,626 246 1,040 

Per capita GNP '=1 Dollars 8,843 11,636 10,288 8,905 

Foreign trade 
Imports (c.i,f.) Billion dollars 911.0 ~241.2 ~69.0 141.1 
Exports (f.o.b.) Billion dollan 807.5 220.7 64.9 129.6 
Trade balance Billion dollars -103.6 -20.6 +6.9 -11.5 
Exports as percentage of GNP Percent-• 23.1 8.4 26.4 12.5 

,, 
Production ' 

Coal~ Million MT 322 724 33 18 
Crude steel Million MT 157 101 16 111 
Electric power Billion KWH 1,715 2,609 367 519 
Crude petroleum Million MT 119 424 70 lnsig. 
Primary aluminum Thousand MT 3,690 4,654 1,068 1,092 
Motor vehicles, total Thousand& 12,502 !le,oa1 1,375 10,382 

of which : 
Pa1Nnger cars Thousands 10,721 !le,400 847 6,378 
Commercial vehicles Thousands 1,781 !11,681 528 4,004 

NOTES: 

1, Date 1hown are latest available ■t time of publication but are subject to revisions. 

2. Some d1t1 rapreMnt n■w e1tlm1tes ■nd therefore ■re not comper■bla with date published In the 1980 
■dltlon of thl "lndloetort." 

3, All fl1ur11 ■rt rounded, but oomput1tlon1 for per oeplt1 d1t1 and percant1ge1 ■re based on unroundtd data. 

l'OOTNOT!S : 

•· lnoludll lul91rl1, C11oh01lov1kl1, tht Germen Oamooratlo Rtpubllo, Hunaarv, Poland, and Romania. 

b, Date for "!1111t of World" ,re baled on UN and US Gowrnm,nt 11tlmet11. 

18 22 804 266 109 9.7 385 1,027 2,269 

161 72 7,636 1,393 627 13.3 2,033 552 1,979 

9,108 3,236 9,608 5,246 5,731 1,371 5,285 537 872 

~26.7 16.6 1,394.6 ~68.5 ~86.2 6.0 159.7 19.4 487.5 
27.4 9.8 1,259.9 76.5 80.6 5.6 162.5 19.8 562.4 
+1 .7 -8.7 -134.6 +8.0 -4.7 -0.4 +2.9 +0.4 +74.9 

17.0 13.6 16.5 5.6 12.8 42.1 8.0 3.6 28.4 

. 
97 23 1,217 576 415 none 990 620 804 

8 2 395 148 62 0.3 210 37 97 
120 59 5,289 1,295 419 10.0 1,814 301 590 

19 4 636 583 14 0.3 597 106 1,636 
460 185 11,149 2,530 507 none 3,037 415 768 

!Y31a 261 32,893 2,199 1,012 none 3,211 220 2,036 

!Y2e3 187 24,796 1,327 793 none 2,120 none 1,579 
_IY53 64 8,097 872 219 none 1,091 220 457 

c. For tht Western countrla1, det■ are not ■djult■d for the purchasing power equivalents of the dollar. 
Currencies were converted Into dollars et average 1980 trade convenion fecton, as publl1h1d by CECO. 
Pleeae see introduction and tabla 3. Values for Communilt countrlea ■re e1tlm1tH. 

d. lmpor11 f.o.b, except for New Zeeland and Hungary, which ere c.J.f. 

a. Herd coal and lignite in terms of herd-coal equlv■ l■nts. 

f, Factory sal11. 

g. Including -mbty. 
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Table 2. Indicators of Economic Strength of Western Europe, US, Canada, Japan, Australia, and New Zealand, 1980 

Item Gross National Produc~ '!!J Defense Expenditures gJ &} Foreign Trade '!!J 

Population . 
mid-1980 As Imports Exports 

Balance Exports Total Per capita Total (c.i.f.) (f.o.b.) (millions) 
(billion dollars) (dollars) (billion dollars) 

percentage as percentage 
Country of GNP of GNP 
or Area (billion dollars) 

Belgium 9.86 117.9 11,957 3.9 3.3 
71 .7 64.5 -7.2 52.7 Luxembourg 0.36 (GDP) 4.4 12,139 insig. 1.1 

Denmark 5.12 65.1 12,715 1.4 2.2 19.3 16.7 -2.6 25.7 
France 53.71 653.4 12,165 26.1 4.0 134.9 111.3 -23.6 17.0 
Federal Republic of Garmany 61.56 823.2 13,372 26.7 3.2 189.1 194.9 5.8 23.7 
Ireland 3.43 17,3 5,044 lilo.3 1.7 11.2 8.6 -2.7 49.1 
Italy 57.04 394.4 6,914 8.7 2.2 99.7 77.9 -21.8 19.8 
Netherlands 14.14 169.6 11,287 5.2 3.3 76.9 73.8 -3.1 46.3 
UK 66.89 619.1 9,288 26.3 5.1 120.2 116.2 -5.0 22.2 

Total EC of Nine!/. 261.11 2,7114.4 10,649 98.6 3.6 723.0 662.8 -60.2 24.1 

Greace 9.60 41.8 4,364 2.1 5.1 10.6 6.2 -6.4 12.4 
lcaland 0.23 2.8 11,9117 none none 1.0 0.9 -0.1 33.8 
Norway 4.09 1111.2 13,496 1,7 3.0 17.0 18.6 1.6 33.5 
Portugal 9.93 23.6 2,377 8.4 3.6 9.3 4.6 -4.7 19.7 
Turkey 411.36 112.8 1,164 2.2 4.2 6.3 2.6 - 3.7 4.9 

To.tel European NATO !l 326.89 2,913.3 8,912 112,7 3.9 7116.0 686.1 -69.9 23.6 

Austria 7.111 711.2 10,013 1.0 1.3 24.3 17.4 -6.9 23.1 
Finland 4.78 48.8 10,209 0.7 1.4 111.6 14.2 - 1.4 29.0 
Spain 37.43 211.6 11,11113 6.7 3.1 34.2 20.8 - 13.4 9.8 
Sweden 8.31 121 ,3 14,1197 ~3.8 3. 1 33.4 30.9 - 2.6 25.6 
Switzerland 6.37 103,1 16,186 2.1 2.0 36.3 29.6 -6.7 28.7 

Total European OECD 394.72 3,490.6 8,843 127.3 3.7 911.0 807.6 -103.5 23.1 

Yugoslavia 22.34 72.3 3,236 n.a. n.e. 16.5 9.8 -6.7 13.6 

Total 417.06 3,582.~ 8,643 127.3 3.7 927.5 817.3 -110.2 22.9 

us 227.64 2,626.1 11,636 144.0 5.5 !!/241,2 220.7 -20.5 8.4 
Canada 23.94 246.3 10,288 4.4 1.8 !!/59_0 64.9 5.9 26.4 

Total NATO '2f 578.47 5,785.7 10,002 261.1 4.5 1,056.2 971.7 -84.5 16.8 

Japan 116.78 1,039.9 8,905 ~9.9 1.0 141.1 129.6 -11.5 12.5 
Australia 14.62 137.4 9,398 ~4.0 2.9 !!120.2 22.1 1.9 16.1 
New Zealand 3.10 24.0 7,742 ~0.4 1.8 5.5 5.3 -0.2 21.9 

Total 803.14 7,636.6 9,508 290.0 3.8 1,394.5 1,259.9 -134.6 16.5 
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~ General iJ. Coal lL Crude 

Index (million MT) Steel 
1975• 100 (million MT) 

Belgium 115 6.3 12.3 
Luxembourg 108 none 4.6 
Denmark 119 none 0.7 
France 118 19.8 23.1 
Federal Republic of Germany 117 126.1 43.8 
Ireland 134 0.1 insig. 

Italy 128 0.9 26.5 
Netherlands 112 none 5.3 
UK 107 130.1 11.3 

Total EC of Nine~ 118 283.3 127.6 

Greece 129 7.8 1.2 
Iceland n.a. none none 

Norway 132 0.3 0.9 
Portugal 141 0.2 0.4 
Turkey n.a. 8.1 1.7 

Total European NATO!! 117 299.6 131 .8 

Austria 128 1.4 5.0 
Finland 127 none 2.5 
Spain 117 20.7 12.6 

Sweden 100 none 4.2 
Switzerland 114 none 0.9 

Total European OECO 117 321 .8 157.0 

Yugostavie 139 23.1 vi 
Total 117 344.9 159.4 

us 125 724.3 100.8 
Canada 116 32.5 15.9 

Total NATO hf 121 1,056.4 248.5 

Japan 142 18.4 111.4 
Australia 114 95.1 7.6 

New Zealand n.a. 2.0 0.2 

Total 123 1,217.2 395.3 

NOTES: 
1, Oatl shown are letalt available at tima of publication but are subject to revision,. 
2, Some data repreunt fft imetas and, therefore, are not comparable with data 

publlthtd In tha 1980 edit ion of tht " Indicator,." 
3, All figures art rounded, but computations for per capita data and percontagas ara 

blNd on unroundtd d1t1. 

~OOTNOTIS: 
1, 0111 lrt not ldjuslld for tht purch■lng power 1qulv1lant of tht dolltr. Plt■M s11 

ln1roduo1lon, 
b. Currtnal11 Wirt oonvertad Into dollars 11 average 1080 trad9 oonver,lon faalors, as 

pu bUthed II'( Ol!CO. Pl- - llblt 3, 
a. Otltnll up1ndlturN trt aaaordlng to NATO dlllnltlon1 for NATO oountrl111xatpt 

Oanm1rk. Otn■r1ll y, blldglt d111 Wirt UMd lor other oountrlll, Tot1l1 do not 
lnolud1 Vugo111vl1. 

Motor V1hlal1t 
Electric Crude Prlmery 

P11senger Car, I Commercial V1hlcl11 Power Petroleum Aluminum 
(million MT) (thousand MT) (billion KWH) 

(thousands) 

53.6 none none none none 

1.1 none none none none 

25.2 0.3 none none none 

243.3 1.4 432.0 3,487.2 505.2 

368.8 4.6 730.8 3,512.4 380.4 

10.9 none none none none 

186.0 1.8 271.2 1,445.2 166.6 

64.8 1.3 312.0 80.4 16.8 

285.0 80.5 374.4 924.0 489.6 

1,237.7 89.9 2,120.4 9,449.2 1,558.6 

21 .1 none 145.6 none none 

3.1 none 74.8 none none 

84.0 24.4 651.6 none none 

14.3 none none none none 

23.3 2.3 34.2 none none 

1,372.8 116.3 3,026.6 9,449.2 1,558.6 

42.0 1.6 94.8 7.2 7.2 

38.5 none none none none 

110.3 1.2 386.5 1,028.8 152.0 

93.6 none 96.0 235.3 63.1 

46.6 none 86.3 none none 

1,714.6 119.3 3,690.2 10,720.5 1,780.9 

59.3 4.2 184.8 187.2 63.6 

1,773.8 123.5 3,875.0 10,907.7 1,844.5 

2,609.4 424.0 4,653.9 !Ys,400.0 !Y1,667.0 

366.7 70.4 1,068.2 847.2 528.0 

4,248.7 610.7 8,748.7 16,696.4 3,753.6 

519.4 0.4 1,092.0 6,378.0 4,004.4 
98.1 18.5 303.6 .!.1262.8 .!J52.8 

22.0 0.3 156.2 none none 

5,289.4 637.1 11,148.9 24,795.7 8,096.7 

d. Fiscal years: For Japan and Naw Zealand ending March 31 , 1981 ; for Australia, 
I raland, Sweden, ending June 30, 1981 . 

,. EC ol Nine; Greece Joined in January 1981 . 
f. Total of countrl11 llntd above, axcepl Ireland. 
g. F.o.b. 
h, Europ11n NATO plUI US and Canada. 
I, Totals trt ba11d on UN wtlghtl, Totals only for countrl11 for which lnformttlon w11 

av1ll1bl1. 
J, Hard coal and llgnltt In terms of h1rd-co1I aqulv1l1nt1, 
k, Faatory 11111. 

I, lnaludlng -mbly. 
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European OECD 
Austria 
Belgium-Luxembourg 
Denmark 
Finland 
France 
Federal Republic of Germany 
Greece 
Iceland 
Ireland 
Italy 
Netherlands 
Norway 
Portugal 
Spain 
Sweden 
Switzerland 
Turkey 
UK 

Rest of OECD 
Australia 
Canada 
Japan 
New Zealand 

Table 3. Exchange Rates Used 
(Currency units per US dollar) 

National unit 

... 

Schilling ...•... . ............•..••..•..•....• 
Franc ....•.....•...•.... • . • . • • • • • · · · · · · · · · · 
Krone ....• . •.....•..............•.•...•.•• 
Markka .. . ... . ....... .. ....... .. .......... . 
Franc ........ . ................. • . • . • • • • • • • • 
OM •.•.••...•• • .• •. •....•••.• . •.. . ......•. 
Drachma 
Krona ...•..........•...•.•..•..•......... . 
Pound ••....•..• ; .........•...........•.•.. 
lira .................•..........•. . ..•..... 
Gulden ......•.........•...•..••............ 
Krorie 
Escudo 
Peseta 
Krona 
Franc ...........•..•.•......••.•..•.• •. • •­
lira ........•....•...••....•...•.••..•.•.•. 
Pound .......•..•.••.....••.•.•••..•.•.•... 

Dollar •..•.•....•....•••••••••••••.••.•.... 
Dollar ..•..•..•..•••.•••••••••••••••.•.•... 
Ven .........•••..••..••.•.•••••••.•.••.... 
Dollar ••.....•••.•.••••.•......•••...•.•... 

GNP, 
defense 

expenditures, 
trade 

OECD average 
1980 trade 
conversion 

factor 

13.02 
29.24 

5.636 
3.73 
4.226 
1.82 

42.61 
479.76 

0.486 
856.45 

1.99 
4.94 

50.06 
71.71 

4.23 
1.675 

76.04 
0.430 

0.8776 
1.169 

226.744 
1.0274 IIMFI 



Background Notes 
Baclcground Notes are concise, authoritative pamphlets 
describing about 170 countries of the world, as well as 
sleeted international organizations. They contain the 
most current information on each country's people, 
culture, geography, history, government, economy, and 
political conditions. Background Notes also include 
raacling list, travel notes, and maps. . 
Approximately 60 Background Notes are updated and 
published each year. Price: $18.00 per year, domestic; 
$22.50, foreign. 

Order Form for New Subscriptions 

0 Background Notes (BGN) 
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$18.00, domestic; $22.50, foreign 
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Department of State Bulletin 
This monthly magazine is an indispensable foreign policy 
reference tool-no library, research center, or world af­
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the official record of U.S. foreign policy, including ma;or 
addresses of the President and the Secretary, statements 
to the Congress; special features and analytical articles 
on International affairs by State Department experts; list 
of treaties and other agreements; and a brief chronology 
of world events. 

Subscription to the Department of State Bulletin includes 
an annual index. Price: $21.00 per year, domestic; 
$26.25, foreign. 

GPO prices are subject to change..._. Mlil:a. 
(Confirm by calling 202-783-3238. 

Mail to: 
Superintendent of Documents 
U.S. Government Printing Office 
Washington, D.C. 20402 

Annual subscription of 12 issues plus index: $21.00, domestic; $26. 75, foreign 
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Current 
Policy No. 321 East-West Trade 

Relations 
I 

September 16, 1981 

United States Department of State 
Bureau of Public Affai,rs 
Washington, D.C. 

Foll-Owing is a st,aJ,ement fly Myer 
Rashish, Under Secret,a,ry for Economic 
Affairs, l>efore the SubcommiUee on 
International Econumic Policy of the 
Senaf;e Foreign Relations CommiUee on 
Sepi;emher 16, 1981. 

The Administration's trade policy 
toward the Eastern bloc-indeed our 
overall economic relationship with the 
East-cannot be divorced from our 
broad political-security objectives vis-a­
vis these countries. As a result, our 
trade policy contains some basic and sig­
nificant aspects which do not charac­
terize our trade policies toward other 
countries. Essentially this is due to the 
political-military situation in which we 
find ourselves today. 

In the first instance and most impor­
tantly, the Soviet Union and its Warsaw 
Pact allies remain the principal threat to 
Western security. This prevents us from 
being able to deal with the Soviet Union 
and Eastern Europe as we can deal with 
most other countries in the world. Our 
economic policies must support our key 
objectives of deterring Soviet adven­
turism, redressing the military balance 
between the West and the Warsaw Pact, 
and strengthening the Western alliance. 
Economic relations must reflect and 
reinforce our political goals of influ­
encing the behavior of Communist 
governments in ways which serve the 
vital interests of the United States and 
its allies. 

In formulating our economic policies, 
we must also keep in mind that trade 
may enhance Soviet military capabilities 
directly and transfer technology not 
otherwise available which may make a 
significant contribution to the military. 
East-West trade also contributes more 
broadly to Soviet ability to support 
military programs at levels that Western 
countries find increasingly difficult to 
match. Furthermore, certain economic 
relations with the East may lead to 
levels of dependence which increase 
Western vulnerability to political 
influence and coercion by the Soviet 
Union. 

On the other hand, our trade ties 
offer certain opportunities. There are, of 
course, the obvious benefits to our 
economy from increased exports. In 
addition, we must always keep in mind 
that our economic relations may offer an 
opportunity to influence future Soviet 
and Eastern European economic and 
political behavior. Keeping these con­
siderations in mind, it is very important 
that the United States systematically 
review our policies regarding economic 
relations with the Soviet Union and 
Eastern Europe. 

We will work closely with our allies 
to insure, in the words of the Ottawa 
summit declaration, that" ... in the field 
of East-West relations, our economic 
policies continue to be compatible with 
our political and security objectives." It 
is extremely difficult to carry out an 
effective East-West trade policy uni­
laterally. We cannot allow East-West 
trade to become a source of dissension 
and division in the alliance. 



In undertaking our review, we are 
seeking to develop a prudent and car~ful 
approach which would, at the same _time, 
improve our ability to deny the SoVIet 
Union equipment and technology to fur­
ther its military objectives while allow­
ing us to broaden certain economic ties 
that will permit us to exercise greater 
leverage and influence on Soviet 
behavior. 

U.S.S.R. 

In reviewing East-West trade policy, the 
Administration has given priority atten­
tion to our relations with the Soviet 
Union. One of our major goals has been 
to eliminate the transfer of Western 
equipment and technology ":'hich -~on­
tributes significantly to SoVIet military 
capabilities. There is a need to 
strengthen multilateral controls on the 
tran5fer of technology. At the July 
Ott.a wa summit meeting we agreed to 
hold a special high-level meeting of the 
Coordinating Committee for East-West 
Trade Policy (COCOM) to discuss how to 
improve the effectiveness of controls on 
trade with the East. We are now devel­
oping our position for this important 
session. 

An additional area of concern has 
been the increasing importance of Soviet 
raw materials-particularly energy-for 
the economies of many allied countries. 
We continue to have serious reserva­
tions about the west Siberian pipeline 
project which, if completed, would . 
substantially increase the share of SoVIet 
gas as a proportion of Western Em"?pe's 
gas consumption and has the ~ten~ 
for significantly increased SoVIet polit­
ical leverage as a result. We plan to 
meet with European leaders m the 
coming months to discuss alternatives 
and ways to reduce vulnerability to 
possible Soviet pressure. . 

If the Soviets act responsibly and 
with restraint in the international arena, 
we are prepared to continue and expand 
our trade in nonstrategic areas on the 
basis of mutual advantage. The removal 
of the partial grains embargo ~ the 
1-year extension of the U.S.~So~e~ 
grains agreement is a clear mdication of 
our readiness in this respect. However, 
even in the area of nonstrategic trade 
we cannot divorce our policies from 
overall Soviet behavior. While it is the 
Reagan Administration's goal to reduce 
foreign policy trade controls, we are not 
prepared to forswear the use of these 
controls as part of an overall response 
to future Soviet aggressive action. 
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Eastern Europe 

In developing U.S. policy toward the 
countries of Eastern Europe we must 
take into account the distinctive 
character of each country in the area 
and the fact that each of these nations 
has its own internal dynamic. Our goal 
is to encourage evolutionary change, 
increased assertion of national self­
interest, and greater respect for the 
rights of individual citizens by East 
European governments. Throughout 
Eastern Europe our economic and trade 
'ties constitute a key component of our 
bilateral relationship. However, we must 
continue to deny equipment and tech­
nology that would contribute signifi- . 
cantly to the Warsaw Pact'~ warmaking 
capabilities or coul~ othE:r_wise be 
diverted to the SoVIet military. 

The state of our bilateral relations 
varies from country to country. 
Yugoslavia, Poland, li?~ and 
Hungary receive no~tory or 
most-favored-nation (MFN) tariff treat­
ment and are eligible for government­
supported credits from the Export­
Import Bank and the Commodity C~t 
Corporation.. This summer the Admin­
istration renewed bilateral trade . 
agreements with Hungary and Romama 
and proposed t.o the Congress that MFN 
for these countries be extended for 
1 additional year in accordance with the 
provisions of Section 402 o~ the 197 4 
Trade Act. (No such extens10ns are re­
quired in the case of Poland and 
Yugoslavia, t.o which MFN treatment 
bad been extended before enactment of 
the 1974 act.) 

In each instance the granting of 
MFN has been an important stimulus to 
an improved bilateral relationship. In 
the case of Poland, Yugoslavia, and 
Romania our relationship has grown to 
the point that our bilateral trade 
exceeds $1 billion per year and the 
exchange of presidential visits has 
become a frequent phenomenon. We. 
have consult.ed particularly closel~ wi~h 
Poland during its current economic dif­
ficulties and have granted debt relief 
and emergency credits for the purchase 
of agricultural commodities. 

While C7.eehoslovakia, Bulgaria, and 
the German Democratic Republic do not 
receive MFN tariff treatment and are 
not eligible for U.S. Government-. 
supported credits, our trade relations 
with each of these countries have con­
tinued to expand in recent years. These 
countries are becoming more important 
markets for U.S. exports and partic­
ularly for agricultural commodities. We 
are currently involved in intens~ve 
negotiations with Czechoslovakia ~ 
settle outstanding claims of American 

citizens against that country. We are 
encouraged by the constructive attitude 
which the Czechs have shown in these 
negotiations and are hopeful that a final 
agreement can be reached in the near 
future. 

China 

The 1979 trade agreement with the 
People's Republic of China, extension of 
MFN, and the granting of government­
supported credits havf: h~lped U? fuel an 
expansion of our economic relations 
which has made China our most impor­
tant trading partner among the centrally 
planned economy count:-i.es. Our_ fA?tal. 
trade with China reached $4.8 billion m 
1980. U.S. exports to China were $3."i 
billion or approximately half_ the total _of. 
all U.S. exports to Commurnst countries. 

We have a strategic interest in a 
secure, stable, and friendly China which 
is able to resist Soviet pressures. To 
advance this interest, we have 
eased-but not eliminated-restrictions 
on the sale of advanced equipment and 
high technology to China. Nevertheless. 
we will continue to operate on a case-by­
case basis taking into account our secu-­
rity interests. We will also cons?1t with 
Congress and will seek approp~te con­
gressional action ~ end e~onomic 
discrimination against.China no longer 
consistent with our relationship. In this 
connection we are considering recom­
mending amendments to the Fo~ign 
Assistance Act of 1961, the Agricu)tual 
Trade Development and Assistance Ad 
(PL 480), and the '.!'rade A~~~ents 
Extension Act (which prohibits rmports 
of seven categories of furs from China 
and the U.S.S.R.). We have also pro­
posed to the Chinese the establishment 
of a new joint commission on commerce 
and trade. 

Cuba, Vietnam, North Korea, and 
Kampuchea 

Very tight controls remain on trade 
Cuba Vietnam, North Korea, and 
Kampuchea. Export licen~es for ~ 
countries are issued only m exceptional 
circumstances, particularly when 
humanitarian concerns are involved. 
will be reviewing these controls in the 
near future as part of a general re~ 
of all foreign policy trade controls. WWII 
Cuba's increasingly adventuristic mili­
tary activities in support of S?viet. 
expansionism, Vietnam's continued 
tary occupation of Kampuchea, and ex­
treme North Korean truculence, any 
liberalization of these controls is un­
likely. 



amrfits for U.S. Economy 

previously noted the important 
~c benefits which accrue to us 

result of our trade relations with 
~ Communist countries. However, 
must not lose sight of the fact that 
principal returns on our East-West 

relationships are those which 
- to the U.S. economy. Our exports 

centrally planned economies 
ndnrting Yugoslavia) totaled $7.6 

in 1980 or roughly 3.4% of total 
..,.....,,..,t<::_ For the American farmer this 

was especially significant; 
.a:picultmal sales were $5.05 billion or 

of our total agricultural exports. 
$5.1 billion surplus we enjoyed in 
trade with the Communist world last 

• made a significant contribution 
toward improving the overall U.S. 
bllance of payments. Exports to the 
Cl!IJlrally planned economies generate 
..-,oximately 300,000 American jobs. 

Most of the U.S. restrictions on 
trade with the Communist world are 
-.,osed. for reasons of national security. 
I don't believe that I need to elaborate 

the need to have national security 
controls on trade with these countries. 
Foreign policy controls imposed in the 
East-West trade area are relatively few. 
The most important of these are the 
CIDlltrols pertaining to the sale of oil and 
gas exploration and production tech- , 
nology and equipment to the U.S.S.R. 
Other foreign policy controls include 
restrictions on the sale of crime control 
equipment (controlled for export to all 
countries other than NATO members, 
Japan, Australia, and New Zealand) and 
our very tight controls on trade with 
Cuba, Vietnam, North Korea, and Kam­
puchea. ff all these controls were to be 
suddenly eliminated, the effect on U.S. 
exporters and our economy would be 
modest. 

We maintain foreign policy controls 
to make clear to Communist govern­
ments that we will not completely 
insulate our economic relations from 
their behavior in other areas. When 
Communist governments take actions 
that are particularly repugnant to us, it 
is important that we react, preferably 
with the cooperation of our allies, in an 
area which will hurt them. While 
economic actions of this sort will invar­
iably have costs, to us as well as to 
them, failure to take action when pro­
voked may have a far higher price tag in 
the long run. Our readiness to take 
strong retaliatory action, including 
measures in the economic sphere, has 
helped to discourage inclinations to try 
to resolve the current situation in 
Poland by the use of outside military 
intervention. 

It is critical that our export control 
policies be consistent and predictable. 
We are very much aware of how impor­
tant these factors are for our exporters 
and for foreign customers for U.S. prod­
ucts. There have been difficulties in this 
regard in the past which this Admini­
stration will try very hard to remedy. 
Our objectives are to make export con­
trols less burdensome to the busi­
nessman by speeding up the processing 
of export license applications and loosen­
ing controls of equipment not critical to 
defense-related industries. 

Attitudes of U.S. Allies 

Let me now turn to the attitudes of our 
major allies. Our NATO allies and Japan 
share our general political objectives in 
dealing with the Soviet Union, the other 
Warsaw Pact countries in Eastern 
Europe, and China. However, we do not 
always see eye-to-eye with our allies on 
the use of restrictive trade policies to 
promote these political objectives. There 
are several reasons for these dif­
ferences. Geographic proximity, the 
need for raw materials, and marketing 
possibilities have turned Western 
Europe and Japan naturally toward 
trading with the COMECON [Council of 
Mutual Economic Assistance] countries 
and China. Many of our NA TO allies 
have more extensive commercial links 
with the Soviet Union and Eastern 
Europe than does the United States, 
partly because of the belief that strong 
economic ties can moderate political 
attitudes and behavior among the 
Communist states. Unfortunately, in the 
case of the U.S.S.R., such moderation 
has not occurred and the era of detente 
has been a period of unprecedented 
growth of the Soviet military coupled 
with increased adventurism worldwide. 

The Japanese and the West Euro­
peans provide extensive government­
supported export credits and/or 
insurance to promote their exports 
worldwide including, to Communist coun­
tries. The Federal Republic of Germany 
has a special trading relationship with 
the German Democratic Republic. Our 
allies, in general, extend non­
discriminatory (most-favored-nation) 
tariff treatment to exports of Com­
munist countries. For purely commercial 
reasons the European Community main­
tains quantitative restrictions against a 
fairly narrow range of Communist coun­
try products. 

Our NATO allies have cooperated 
with the United States to control the 
export of strategic equipment and 
technologies to the Communist countries 
in Europe and Asia for over 30 years. 
Agreed controls are negotiated in the 
informal multilateral organization, 
COCOM. The COCOM embargo does not 

. extend to oil and gas equipment and 
associated technology for the U.S.S.R. 
except to the extent that items 
embargoed for other reasons might also 
have oil and gas applications, for ex­
ample, computers to process seismic 
data . 

Our experience has demonstrated 
that export controls are more effective if 
supported by collective action. This was 
illustrated clearly by the U.S. economic 
sanctions imposed on the Soviet Union 
following that country's invasion of 
Afghanistan. Our major allies supported 
some, but by no means all, of those 
measures. It seems clear that those 
actions would have been more effective 
had the support for the U.S. efforts 
been greater. Because of that experience 
the United States, as well as our allies, 
are convinced of the need for contin­
gency planning for future Soviet aggres­
sion. We have already worked with our 
allies on contingency planning in NATO 
and bilaterally. The Ottawa summit 
underscored the determination to con­
tinue such consultations. 

There are relatively few areas where 
unilateral action by the United States 
without similar actions by other impor­
tant suppliers can seriously limit the 
Communist countries' access to major 
products or technologies. This is true 
even with regard to many advanced 
products and technologies, where a U.S. 
monopoly or supremacy has diminished 
over the years. For this reason we will 
continue in our effort to coordinate our 
own export controls with those of our 
major allies in COCOM and in other 
fora. 

I have stressed the need to consult 
with our allies on coordinating our 
export controls. I should add, however, 
that the Administration is prepared, if 
necessary, to consider unilateral controls 
either to protect our national security or 
to further overriding national objectives. 
I do not believe that either Congress or 
the American public would want us to 
adopt any other policy. 

Application of U.S. Export 
Controls Abroad 

Let me say just a few remarks about the 
problems caused by the application of 
U.S. export control regulations and law 
outside the United States. Our export 
control regulations apply not only to 
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Benefits for U.S. Economy 

I have previously noted the important 
noneconomic benefits which accrue to us 
as a result of our trade relations with 
many Communist countries. However, 
we must not lose sight of the fact that 
the principal returns on our East-West 
trade relationships are those which 
accrue to the U.S. economy. Our exports 

;to the centrally planned economies 
(excluding Yugoslavia) totaled $7.6 
billion in 1980 or roughly 3.4% of total 
exports. For the American farmer this 
trade was especially significant; 
agricultural sales were $5.05 billion or 
14.4% of our total agricultural exports. 
The $5.1 billion surplus we enjoyed in 
our trade with the Communist world last 
year made a significant contribution 
toward improving the overall U.S. 
balance of payments. Exports to the 
centrally planned economies generate 
approximately 300,000 American jobs. 

Most of the U.S. restrictions on 
trade with the Communist world are 
imposed for reasons of national security. 
I don't believe that I need to elaborate 
on the need to have national security 
controls on trade with these countries. 
Foreign policy controls imposed in the 
East-West trade area are relatively few. 
The most important of these are the 
controls pertaining to the sale of oil and 
gas exploration and production tech- , 
nology and equipment to the U.S.S.R. 
Other foreign policy controls include 
restrictions on the sale of crime control 
equipment (controlled for export to all 
countries other than NATO members, 
Japan, Australia, and New Zealand) and 
our very tight controls on trade with 
Cuba, Vietnam, North Korea, and Kam­
puchea. If all these controls were to be 
suddenly eliminated, the effect on U.S. 
exporters and our economy would be 
modest. 

We maintain foreign policy controls 
to make clear to Communist govern­
ments that we will not completely 
insulate our economic relations from 
their behavior in other areas. When 
Communist governments take actions 
that are particularly repugnant to us, it 
is important that we react, preferably 
with the cooperation of our allies, in an 
area which will hurt them. While 
economic actions of this sort will invar­
iably have costs, to us as well as to 
them, failure to take action when pro­
voked may have a far higher price tag in 
the long run. Our readiness to take 
strong retaliatory action, including 
measures in the economic sphere, has 
helped to discourage inclinations to try 
to resolve the current situation in 
Poland by the use of outside military 
intervention. 

It is critical that our export control 
policies be consistent and predictable. 
We are very much aware of how impor­
tant these factors are for our exporters 
and for foreign customers for U.S. prod­
ucts. There have been difficulties in this 
regard in the past which this Admini­
stration will try very hard to remedy. 
Our objectives are to make export con­
trols less burdensome to the busi­
nessman by speeding up the processing 
of export license applications and loosen­
ing controls of equipment not critical to 
defense-related industries. 

Attitudes of U.S. Allies 

Let me now turn to the attitudes of our 
major allies. Our NATO allies and Japan 
share our general political objectives in 
dealing with the Soviet Union, the other 
Warsaw Pact countries in Eastern 
Europe, and China. However, we do not 
always see eye-to-eye with our allies on 
the use of restrictive trade policies to 
promote these political objectives. There 
are several reasons for these dif­
ferences. Geographic proximity, the 
need for raw materials, and marketing 
possibilities have turned Western 
Europe and Japan naturally toward 
trading with the COMECON [Council of 
Mutual Economic Assistance] countries 
and China. Many of our NATO allies 
have more extensive commercial links 
with the Soviet Union and Eastern 
Europe than does the United States, 
partly because of the belief that strong 
economic ties can moderate political 
attitudes and behavior among the 
Communist states. Unfortunately, in the 
case of the U.S.S.R., such moderation 
has not occurred and the era of detente 
has been a period of unprecedented 
growth of the Soviet military coupled 
with increased adventurism worldwide. 

The Japanese and the West Euro­
peans provide extensive government­
supported export credits and/or 
insurance to promote their exports 
worldwide including' to Communist coun­
tries. The Federal Republic of Germany 
has a special trading relationship with 
the German Democratic Republic. Our 
allies, in general, extend non­
discriminatory (most-favored-nation) 
tariff treatment to exports of Com- . 
munist countries. For purely commercial 
reasons the European Community main­
tains quantitative restrictions against a 
fairly narrow range of Communist coun­
try products. 

Our NATO allies have cooperated 
with the United States to control the 
export of strategic equipment and 
technologies to the Communist countries 
in Europe and Asia for over 30 years. 
Agreed controls are negotiated in the 
informal multilateral organization, 
COCOM. The COCOM embargo does not 

. extend to oil and gas equipment and 
associated technology for the U.S.S.R. 
except to the extent that items 
embargoed for other reasons might also 
have oil and gas applications, for ex­
ample, computers to process seismic 
data. 

Our experience has demonstrated 
that export controls are more effective if 
supported by collective action. This was 
illustrated clearly by the U.S. economic 
sanctions imposed on the Soviet Union 
following that country's invasion of 
Afghanistan. Our major allies supported 
some, but by no means all, of those 
measures. It seems clear that those 
actions would have been more effective 
had the support for the U.S. efforts 
been greater. Because of that experience 
the United States, as well as our allies, 
are convinced of the need for contin­
gency planning for future Soviet aggres­
sion. We have already worked with our 
allies on contingency planning in NATO 
and bilaterally. The Ottawa summit 
underscored the determination to con­
tinue such consultations. 

There are relatively few areas where 
unilateral action by the United States 
without similar actions by other impor­
tant suppliers can seriously limit the 
Communist countries' access to major 
products or technologies. This is true 
even with regard to many advanced 
products and technologies, where a U.S. 
monopoly or supremacy has diminished 
over the years. For this reason we will 
continue in our effort to coordinate our 
own export controls with those of our 
major allies in COCOM and in other 
fora. 

I have stressed the need to consult 
with our allies on coordinating our 
export controls. I should add, however, 
that the Administration is prepared, if 
necessary, to consider unilateral controls 
either to protect our national security or 
to further overriding national objectives. 
I do not believe that either Congress or 
the American public would want us to 
adopt any other policy. 

Application of U.S. Export 
Controls Abroad 

Let me say just a few remarks about the 
problems caused by the application of 
U.S. export control regulations and law 
outside the United States. Our export 
control regulations apply not only to 
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direct export from the United States but 
also to reexports from third countries of 
U.S.-origin items, exports of the prod­
ucts of U.S.-origin technologies, and ex­
ports of non-U.S.-origin items by U.S. 
subsidiaries. But we must approach the 
extraterratorial application of U.S. 
export control regulations in foreign 
jurisdictions with considerable caution. 
Many of our closest allies have shown 
that they are extremely sensitive to our 
attempts to apply U.S. laws to conduct 
of persons within their territories, 
though in many instances they do coop­
erate with us. For example, the British 
alert their firms to the possible need for 
U.S. re-export licenses for certain types 
of embargoed equipment. Overzealous 
efforts on our part to apply our regula­
tions abroad, forcing a showdown over 
conflicting interpretations of inter-
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national law and sovereign rights, could 
end this kind of cooperation. It would 
certainly cause friction in our bilateral 
relations, with detrimental effects on the 
operations of U.S. firms overseas. 

Conclusion 

Thank you for giving me and my col­
leagues from the other agencies the 
opportunity to appear before you today 
and provide an overview of our current 
thinking on East-West economic policy. 
Our economic policies are and will likely 
remain an important factor in our rela­
tionships with Communist governments. 
Where trade is pursued on the basis of 
mutual advantage with appropriate 
national security precautions, it can 

bring important benefits to our domestic 
economy as well as serve our overall 
foreign policy goals. We must not forget 
that the effectiveness of our East-West 
economic policies will be greatly en­
hanced by close consultation and 
cooperation with our allies. The develop­
ment of mutually compatible policies will 
be one of our major goals as we proceed 
in the months ahead.■ 
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New York Times , Tuesday, September 22, 1981 

Soviet Seeks Gas Line Loan: 
'IOKYO, Sept. 21 (Reuters) - 1be be a strategic threat to Europe. 'Ille 

Soviet Union wants to buy about $7.4 bank offlcials said the Semel team llad 
blllklawonbof equipment from~ ·g1wnnonMOD for the project~ 
trla1lzed nationl to build a natural gas but bad said agreement bad -­
ppellnefroma western area of Siberia .reached wttb Eun,pean coantrlll a:11 
to IUlll9 Western Europe, 1....., as West Germany and France·• a. 

mport Bank officials said nanclngputoftbennproject. • 
. The bent ottldala said Vlktor .... 

officials mentioned the ftgare rot, Scfflet Deputy Trade MJr:IMn. 
dmill8negotlatloas wttb the bank an a · bad told the bank tliat Mmcow .. -. 
loan lor flnllDcing tlle $14.8 bUlloa gotlatlns to buy Jai,arae 111 .... 
lll'O:lect. the bank ottldala added. . . prt!SIIClr' atatiam and related ....,. 
- 1'he blnk officials quoted the Soviet IDSIL 11ds iDcluded a caou. .,._ 
teamua:,tna any loan would be used wartb$Ubillila, tblyadded. 
for a JIQlellne stretching fl'.'OID Vrm- · • 

· Pf, bi ~ western part of Siberia, to 
uznaoroa, near the CzecbosJ"'8k bor­
der. 
· The United States bad expressed 

,.eaaceril tbat an earlier plan - the 
· Yamburl project - for a 3,000-mlle 
plpeUne atartblg ID north Siberia cauld 
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APPLICATlONS APPROVED FOR EXPORT TO USSR, 
EASTERN EUROPE, FAR.EASTERN COMMUNIST COUNTRIES AND 

APPLICATIONS DENIED FOR ALL DESTINATIONS FOR THE WEEK 
ENDING J·uly 10, 1981 

DESTINATION 
COMMODITY & REMARKS 

BULGARIA 

Elect. Computing Equip. 
(Reex. from Austria) 

Elect. Computing Equip. 
Elect. Test Equip. 

CZECHOSLOAVKIA 

Elect. Computing Equip. 
(R~ex. from Austria) 

Magnetic Recorders & Pts. 
Elect. Computing . Equip. 

(R~ex. from Austria) 
Elect. Computing Equip. 
Elect. Computing Equip. 

(Reex. from W. Germany) 
· Elect.Computing Equip. 

(Reex. from W. Germany) 
Elect. Computing Equip. 

(Reex. from w. Germany} 
Oscilloscopes 

(Reex. from Isle of Guernsey) 
Oscilloscopes 

(Reex. from Isle of Guernsey) 
Oscilloscopes 

(Reex. from Isle of Guernsey) 
Elect. Computing Equip. 

(Reex. from Austria} 
Elect. Computing Equip. 

(Reex. from Austria) 
Elect. Computing Equip. 

(Reex. from Aust~ia) 

CCL 

1565 
1565 
4529 

1565 
1572 

1565 
1565 

1565 

1565 

1565 

1584 

1584 

1584 

1565 

1565 

1565 

VALUE 
APPROVED 

218,776 
206,110 

570 

97,456 
2,060 

4, 59,0 
42,500 

10,993 

662 

153,613 

1,680 

1,680 

1,680 

145 

145 

145 

VALUE 
DENIED 



:ASE 

560802 

560803 

560804 · 

560806 

445531 

520855 

526805 

531243 
531244 

558068 

558069 

559852 

508597 

ACTION 

(1) (3a). 

Cl) (3a) 

(1) (3a) 

(1) (3a) 

(1) (3d) 

(1)(3d) 

(1) (3d) 

(1) (3d) 
(1) (3d) 

(1) (3d) 

.(1)(3d) 

(1} (3d) 

( 1) ( 3d) 

. APPLICATlONS APPROVED FOR EXPORT TO USSR, 
EASTERN EUROPE, FA~ .EASTERN ~OMMUNIST COUNTRIES AND 

APPLICATIONS DENIED FOR ALL DESTINATIONS FOR THE WEEK 
ENDING July . 10, 1981 

DESTINATION 
COMMODITY & REMARKS 

CZECHOSLOVAKIA (CONTIN.) 

Elect. Computing Equip. 
(Reex. from Austria) 

Elect. Computing Equip. 
(Reex. from Austria) 

Ele·ct. Computing Equip. 
(Reex. from Austria} 

Elect. Comp,uting Equip. 
(Reex. from Austria) 

Machinery for Mfr. of 
Integrated Circuits 

Terminal w/Access. 
(R~ex. from Switzerland) 

Laser Calibration System 
(Reex. from Austria) . 

Converters 
Converters 

GER. -DEM~ REP. 

Elect. Computing Equip. 
(Reex. from Netherland) 

Elect. Computing Equip • 
(Reex. from Netherland) 

Magnetic Recorders & Pts. 
(Reex. from United Kingdom) 

Board Test System 
(Reex. from Austria) 

CCL 

1565 

1565 

1565 

156.5 

1355 

1522 
1564 
1564 

1565 

1565 

-'i572 

1355 

VALUE 
APPROVED 

580 

145 
145 

145 

75,000 

20,000 

37,500 

VALUE 
DENIED 

220,000 

3,250 

29,100 
164 

23 

188,620 



509689 

529521 
529522 
535915 
535916, 
537121 
560128 

U7941 
U7942 

424312 
442401 
442634 
514123 
502755 
520162 
521113 
524877 
525171 
526439 
540740 
543457 

543464 
545739 
54 7899 
553893 
553894 
556069 
559346 

ACTION 

( 1) ( 3d). 

(l)(3a) 
(1) (3a) 
(1) (3a) 
(1) (3a) 
(1) (3a) 
(1)(3a) 

(1) (3d) 
(1)(3d) 

(1)(3a) 
(1) (3d) 
(1)(3d) 
(1) (3a) 
(1) ( 3d) 
(1) (3d) 
(1)(3a) 
Cl) (3d) 
(1) (3d) 
(1) (3d) 
(1) (3a) 

(3d) 

(3d) 
(1)(3a) 
(1) (3a) 
(1) (3a) 
(1) (3a) 
(1) (3a) 

(3a) 

APfLICAT~ONS APPROVED FOR EXPORT TO USSR, 
EASTERN ·EUROPE, FA~.EASTERN COMMUNIST COUNTRIES AND 

APPLICATIONS DENIED FOR ALL DESTINATIONS· FOR THE WEEK .. 
ENDING July 10, 1981 

DESTINATION VALUE 
COMMODITY & REMARKS 

HUNGARY 

Elect. Computing Equip. 
(Reex. from Austria) 

Integrated Circuits · 
Integrated Circuits 
Ele~t. Computing Equip. 
Elect. Computing Equip. 
Elect. Computing Equip. 
Oscilloscopes 

(Reex. from Isle of Guernsey) 
Elect. Computing Equip. 
Elect. Computing - Equip. 

PRC 

Elect. Computing Equip. 
Elect. Tubes 
Elect. Computing Equip. 
Elect. Test . Equip. 
Elect. Computing Equip. 
Elect. Test Equip. 
Elect. Computing Equip. 
Gallium Compounds 
Elect. Computing Equip. 
Elect. Computing Equip. 

' Magnetic Recorders & Parts 
Data •re: Mfr. of Civil Aircraft 
Components 

General Industrial Equip. 
Communications Equip~ 
Elect. Computing Equip. 
Elect. Computing Equip. 
Elect. Computing Equip. 
Oscilloscopes 
Elect. Test Equip. 

CCL 

1565 
1564 
1564 
1565 
1565 
1565 

1584 
1565 
15~5 

,i565 
1549 
1565 
1529 
1565 
1529 
1565 
1757 
1565 
1565 
1572 

5399 
1519 
1565 
1565 
1565 
1584 
4529 

APPROVED 

146,184 
697 
697 

42,240 
63,360 
42,240 

10,700 

1,703,477 
3t360 

300,000 
280 

123,714 
15,062 

4,320 
2,900 

50,000 
172,570 

26,314 

X 

100,000 · 
224 
498 

97,500 
·162, 500 

3,134 
35,490 

VALUE 
DENIED 

2,633 
3,690 



:ASE 

559351 
560387 
560788 

509691 

509692 

541295 

555188 
509483 
522029 
536620 

389806 
393839 
!146111 
509709 
389806 

402993 
535904 
538290 

539771 

ACTION 

( 3a). 
(1) (3a) 
(1) (3a) 

(1) (3d) 

(1)(3d) 

(3d) 

(1)(3a) 
(1)(3a) 
(1) (3d) 
(1)(3d) 

(1) (3d) 
(1)(3a) 
(1)(3d) 
(1) (3d) 
(1)(3d) 

(1)(3a) 
( 3d) 

(1) (3a) 

(3d) 

APPLICAT~ONS APPROVED FOR EXPORT TO USSR, 
EASTERN EUROPE, FAR .EASTERN COMMUNIST COUN~RIES AND 

APPLICATIONS DENIED FOR ALL DESTINATIONS FOR THE WEEK 
ENDING July 10, 1981 

, 

DESTINATION 
COMMODITY & REMARKS 

PRC (CONTIN.) 

Elect. Test Equip. 
Oscilloscopes 
Elect. Computing Equip. 

(Reex. from Sweden) 

POLAND 

Elect. computing Equip. 
(R,eex. from Austria)_ 

Elect. Computing Equip. 
(Reex. from Austria) 

oat~ re: TV Picture Tube 
Equip. 

Communications Equip. 
Wafer Inspection Station 
Microcircuits 

Mfg. 

CCL 

4529 
1584 

1565 . 

1565 

1565 

1501 
Access.1355 

0

1564 
Spectrum Analyzer w/Access. 

( Reex •. f roin Austria) 1533 

ROMANIA 

s·ynchros and Resolvers 1568 
Elect. Computing Equip. 1565 
Elect. Computing Equip. 1565 
Elect. 1565 Computing Equip. 
Integrated Circuits & Convertersl564/15~8 

USSR 

Elect. Computing Equip. 
Magnetic Recorder~ & Pts. 
El·ect. Computing Equip. 

(Reex. from France) 
Petroleum Equipment 

1565 
1572 

1565 
6191 

VALUE 
APPROVED 

39,825 
5,819 

6,160 

49,728 

924,560 

X 

79,838 

2,493 
1,572,480 

467,400 
1,356,480 

36,146 
150 

17,935 
317,265 

VALUE 
DENIED 

71,000 
401 

34,700 

2,122 



APPLICATIONS FOR EXPORT TO THE .USSR, EASTERN 
EUROPE, FAR EASTERN COMMUNIST COUNTRIES AND DENIED 

FOR ALL DESTINATIONS FOR THE WEEK ENDING July 10 ,· 1981 

APPROVED DENIED 

Bulgaria 
Czechoslovakia 
Ger. Dem. Rep. 
Hungary 
PRC 
Poland 
Romania 
USSR 

No. of 
Cases 

3 
17 

3 
7 

22 
4 
4 
4 

64 

*Included in total value. 

$ 

Value 

425,456 
318,364 
132,500 
306,118 

2,853,147 
1,054,126 
3,398,853 

371,496 
8,860,060 

(Reexports)* 

218,776 
273,804 
132,500 
156,884 

6,160 
974,288 

17,935 
$1,780,347 

No. of 
Cases 

5 
1 
2 

3 
1 

12 $ 

Value (Reexports)* 

252,537 
188,620 

6,323 

106,101 
2,122 

552,703 



► 

CASE 

525007 

543412 
550954 
550955 
550956 

528754 
543340 

557355 

511330 
541793 

APPLICATIONS APPROVED FOR TEMPORARY EXPORT TO USSR, 
EASTERN EUROPE, FOR EASTERN COMMUNIST COUNTRIES AND 
APPLICATIONS DENIED FOR ALL DESTINATIONS FOR THE WEBK 

ENDING July 10, 1981 

ACTION 

(1)(3d)l/ 

(1) (3d) !/ 
(1)(3d)!/ 
( 1) ( 3d) 1/ 
(1) .(3d) 1/ 

( 3d) 1/ 
(1) ( 3d) 1/ 

(1) (3d) 1/ 

(1) (3d) 1/ 
(1) (3d) 1/ 

DESTINATION 
COMMODITY & REMARKS 

PRC 

Elect. Computing Equip. 
(Reex. from Hong Kong) 

Elect. Computing Equip. 
Acoustic/Ultrasonic System 
Magnetic Recording Equip. 
Elect. Computing Equip. 

USSR 

Petroleum Equipment 
Elect. Computing Equip. 

(Reex. from w. Germany) 
Elect. Computing Equip. 

(Reex. from United Kingdom) 

MOL~ - E.E. DEST. 

Oscilloscopes 
Integrator w/Access. 

CCL 

1565 
1565 
1510 
1572/1519 
1565 

6391 

1565 

1565 

1584 
1584 

VALUE 
APPROVED 

1 ,44°1, 026 
2,985, 

298,000 
512,800 

22,500 

149,213 

33,195 

40,000 

VALUE 
DENIED 

5,750 
3,272 



• 

PRC 
USSR 
Mul. E.E. Dest. 

AP.PLICATIONS FOR TEMPORARY EXPORT TO THE USSR 
EASTERN EUROPE, FAR EASTERN COMMUNIST COUNTRIES AND 

DENIED FOR ALL DESTINATIONS FOR THE WEEK 

APPROVED 

No. of 
Cases 

ENDING July 1 O, 1981 

. Value 

2,277,311 
222,408 

2,499,719 

(Reexports)* 

DENIED 

No. of 
Cases 

!/ For demonstration and return to u.s. 

11 For demonstration and point of reexport. 

NO FREE WORLD REJECTS 

Value 

9,022 
$ 9,022 

(Reexports)' 
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