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The COTTEC(-iM w a s  founded a t  the i n i t i a t i v e  oL the 
Soviet Union on 25th January, 1949. 

Originally only plaaned as a t rade  organization, 
established as a counter-weight t o  the  Marshall Plan, the 
COMECON today i s  a comprehensive eccnonic area. The leading 
power i n  t'rie CONECON i s  the USSR which uses the organization 
primarily t o  achieve her own objectives ., 

The various phases o f  d-evelopment i n  the C 3 E C O N  
have always been reflected. by typ ica l  periods o f  economic 
policy i n  the various member countries Moscow makes constant 
e f f o r t s  t o  achieve supra-national plannir,g i n  the COl4?ZCOb? 
area and the present preparation o î  a Pfco-ordinated- five-year 
plan o f  in tegra t ion  measures ;1 brings the r ea l i za t ion  of t h i s  
object ive nearer 

U T  O , 
1110 Brussels, 

contribution t o  the examination by the Committee o f  the 
recent d-evelopmentg is - CVTTECO_, planned f o r  6th J m e 7 9 7 4 ,  
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N A T O  - C O N F I D E - A k  , 

1, The COPECON w a s  founded a t  the i n i t i a t i v e  o f  tYie 
Soviet Unicn a t  an econonic cor-ference o f  Bulgaria, Poland, 
Rotnania, Czechoslovakia, Ilungary and the Soviet Vnion i n  
Moscow on 25th January, 1949. hlbania joined the  CCDTEC031 
on 24th February, 1943* 

29th September, 1950, the Peoples Republic of  Nongolia on 
7 th  June, 1962 and. Cub2 iil June 197z0 

the dispute between Peking and Moscow Albania was not invi ted 
t o  the meeting i n  June 1962 and subsequently discontinued her 
contribution payments. 
o f  1st February, 194.9 was re jec ted  because of  the previous 
breach between Belgrade and T?oscow, A f irst  rapprocinemen% 
d i d  not take place before 1956, when Yugoslavia was allowed- 
t o  send observers t o  some CObECON meetings. -4 renewed request 
by Yugoslavia for associated nenibership was accepted i n  an 
agreement i n  Moscow on 17th September, 1964. 

Ncrth Korea has been represented w i t h  observers i n  
the COEECON since 195'7, and North Vietnam since 1959* 

The Peoples Republic of China sent observers t o  the 
COPECON froin 1956 u n t i l  t he  breach with iloscow i n  1361. 
then she has no longer a-ttendeci the nieetinp. 

admission as observer; negotiations are still- i n  progress e 

(March 1974-) Nikolay FADEYELT9 the  Secretary of the COMECON 

The GDR was admitted i n t o  the  organization on 

Because of her  pro-Chinese afid anti-soviet pos i t ion  i n  

Yugoslavia's application f o r  admission 

I I  

Since 

In  the  Spring of 1973 Iraq o f f i c i a l l y  applizd €or  

During his visit t o  'Che Leipzig Spring Trade F a i r  2 ,  

- The establishment of  a. ::co-ordinated five-year plan 
o f .  coinprehensive in tegra t ion  measuresFP and 

- the commitment o f  the  member countries t o  include in 
the  nat ional  plzns sect ions providing the  material  
and f inanc ia l  conditions for the fulf i lment  of the 
in tegra t ion  tasks 

These agreements characterize the present s t a t u s  o f  
the organization? s develcpment The VO?IECON, oril;inally only 
a t rade organization establ ished as a counter-weight t o  the 
Xarshall Plan, i s  today a coinprehensive economic mea .  The 
leadership o f  t he  organization has increasingly been granted 
powers enabling it t o  adapt the  economic policy o f  the member 
countries t o  the COMECON- - objectives.  
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The USSR i s  behind- the COI!ECüX aid the COPECON pol icyo 
She uses the COJ!ECON pr i r imri ly  t o  achieve her o ~ m  objectives of 
domestic and foreign economic policy. 1'1 rapidly growing 
in tegra t ion  -provides her w i t h  goods a t  Îavoiirable g r i ces  which 
she needs for her fu r the r  i ndus t r i a l i za t ion  as well  as for the  
improvement o f  the  standard o f  l i v i n g  o f  her popuht ion .  
gives her the  p o s s i b i l i t y  t o  s e l l  her raw materials and permits 
a t  the same time the  financing o f  the development cos ts  by the 

It 

purchasers 

Moreover? within tlhe frarzework of the spec ia l iza t ion  
process she arranged i n  recent years for t he  t r ans fe r  t o  her of  
the  production monopoly o f  various high-quality investment goods 
Integrat ion i s  for the  USSR the pre-conditiorl of  her  economic 
and p o l i t i c a l  predominance i n  the COT~ECON ilreâo 
establishment of COMECON brought only advantages t o  the  USSR it 
has been for the  o the r  COl!!ECGT'; countries a hard wayI involvii1g 
losses ,  i n t o  a far-reaching ecoiiomic dependence b o t h  from the 
USSR and from other  members count ï ies  o f  t h i s  organization. 
Attempts t o  break out ( i n  1956 Hungary and i n  1968 Czechoslovaki 
were crushed i n  a mi l i ta ry  intervent iono 

Whereas the 

i n  var icuso c l ea r ly  
typ ica l  periods o f  economic 

1949 - 1953 

t a sk  ir, r e d i r e c t i n g  towards the  e a s t  the former t r a d i t i o n a l  
t rade r e l a t ions  o f  the  member countries with the west, 
intensifying in t rab loc  t rade and i n  tying the economy of  the 
various Ember countries more closely -to the USSR. Unti l  19-55 
the  COP2CON was exclusively a t rade  orgmiza t ion ,  and ezch 
country Ïollowed i t s  own economic policy wnich was orientecl on 
the Soviet model. 
according t o  the S t a l i n  model 
predonïnantly ag r i cu l tu ra l  countries Hungary 
Rorrania and the  extension of the  heavy industry,  - i n  pa r t i cu la r  
i n  the GDR, the  CSSR and Poland by neglecting agr icu l ture  aurd 
the consumer goods industry,  created the f i rs t  preconditions 
f o r  the subsequent integrat ion po2icy. Duriag t h i s  period the 
Soviet Union became the  most important trae'ing par tner  o f  the  
other  COP.E,CON countries,  She supplied- t o  a growing extent the  
i n d u s t r i a l  and ag r i cu l tu ra l  raw mater ia ls  which became a shortage 
i n  the member countries and obtaivled- i n  r e tu rn  investment goods 

During this period the  COPIECON saw i t s  a o s t  important 

i n  

The introduction of t he  plarming economy 
the indus t r i z l i za t ion  o f  the  

Bulgaria and. 

f o r  the f u r t h e r  extension of  her industry. 

, . - .  I 1 .  . .  D T A T O  C O N F I D E N T I A L  

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



N A T Q  C O N F I D E N T I A L  
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After 1957 the  Soviet Union took  the  i n i t i a t i v e  t o  
achieve spec ia l iza t ion  and- co-ordination. The 9’So~~ie-t adxisersE? 
i n  the planning commissions and key indus t r ies  of  the member 
countries worked. out s tud ies  on thc production capaci t ies  
of each country i n  o r d e r  t o  prepare the  five-year plans f o r  
the period from 1956 t o  1960. These were the  f irst  plans 
established on the basis o f  in tegrat ion.  i:t the meeting i n  
Budapest i n  1955, the p r i o r i t i e s  i n  the COP?ECON were 
established-, The t r a d i t i o n a l  points  ob emphasis o f  the 
production were recognized althougk. t h i s  w a s  only a 
confirmation of ex is t ing  conditions (for instance metallurgy, 
engineering and opt ic  indus t r ies  i n  the  GDR).  

I n  sone of these countries,  a Î t e r  an econonic growth 
with h._igh sates  OF growth (due t o  the recoastructioil a l t e r  the  
w a r ) ,  a ce r t a in  stagnatioii of  the  economic development became 
already q q a r e n t  i n  these years,  This was icevi tab ly  due 
t o  the transforma-Lion of the ecmomic system9 the beginning 
s t ruc tu ra l  changes a d ,  n o t  least the  unprofitable t rade 
w i t h  the  USSR i n  combination wi t11  the  simultaneou-s extensive 
reductior, of  former t rade  r e l a t ions  w i t h  the west, 

As a r e s u l t  o f  these signs of stagnation comamist 
econornic t h e o r i s t s  f o r  the  f irst  time started. discinssions 
on the adaptation o f  the prevai l ing planning sys’cem t o  
modern conditions (economic reforms). 

Poland was obviowly - the  leading country i n  the 
f i e l d  of economic reforms, it had already a complete concept 
which, however, w a s  only rea l ized  i n  s o  far as the  co l lec t iva t ion  
o f  agr icul ture  viâs stopped i n  1956 by tbe  then Party Secretary 
GOTJIULKA. T h i s  measure w a s  considered as inevi table  t o  
supply the rapidly growing population. 
o f  Poland’s economic reform was the  increase o f  the produ-ctivity 
o f  labour, it was bound Lo f a i l  because o f  the  fear t h a t  it 
would- be connected with rapidly increasing unemployment , 

?$ay 1956 - 1362 

on 25th. March, 1357 and the ecoiior”ic progress i n  Vestern Europe 
had t h e i r  e f f e c t  on the COT’iECON1s fu ture  policy. 
IiIeeting i n  Nay 1956 provided- the basis f o r  an accelerated and 
intensive d iv is ion  of 1-abour between the COFECGN countries , 
The newly estaSlishe6 =. P p s  were given the 
task t o  in tens i fy  CIe mprovemont aiid co-operation o f  leading 
indus t r i a l  branches - especial ly  the  engineering, energy, and 
chemical indus t r ies  metall-urgy as w e l l  as agricul’h-re and  
foreign t rade , 

Since one o f  the aims 

The estahliçhment of the  European Economic Community 

The 7th Counci7 

The si Jo in t  I n s t i t u t 2  f o r  Nuclear Resesrrch’! for 

N A T O  C O N F I D E N T I A L 
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the  peaceful use of atomic energy w a s  s e t  u.p a t  Dubnct near 
Moscow as the f irst  mul t i l a t e ra l  j o i n t  foundation. 
for co-operation i n  the r a i l w a y  as well as the PTT sec tors  
and- the Conference of Main Customs Administrations were 
establ ished,  the construction o f  the pipel ine F’FriendshipPs w a s  
decided i n  1958 arid pr i ce  f ix ing  pr inc ip les  i n  mutual t rade 
between the COMECON countries were ad-opted 

Secre ta r ies  of  the  COPEVBN countries i n  June 1958, according t o  
which the  economic plans f o r  the  five-year Flan 1961 - 1965 were 
co-ordinated, a re  considered as  the basis of the lgSocial is t  
economic integration!!. The .COlJIECON s t a t u t e s  were not adopted 
before 1959. This gave the comunity,  which had been based only 
on Q communiqué o f  the  economic conference o f  1949 h i the r to  a 
framework i n  terms of  p o l i t i c a l  law a f t e r  t en  years o f  existence, 

The r ea l i za t ion  that  the economic progress of  the west 
could- n o t  be oaught up with under the ex is t ing  circumstances led- 
t o  increased demands f o r  economic reforns.  Ploreover, there  were 
the  growing economic d i f f i c u l t i e s  as the  consequence o f  ser ious 
planning aiid co-ordination mistakes as well  as l o s s e s  i n  the 
imm;;tment and foreign tracle sector.  
s i t u a t i o n  which. induced E-IRUSHCFEV t o  encourage the establishment 
o f  a supra-national planning agency within the COPIECON, The 
member countries were t o  have delegated. sovereign r i g h t s  t o  t h i s  
organ, 
controlled econornic planning covering a major  area,  
sane time this would have created a poss ib i l i t y  t o  prevent a 
p o s s i b l e  break-away from the community o f  reform-inclined countries. 
I?dï3USHCFT3V9 s pro jec t  f a i l e d  because o f  the  resis-Lance o f  some 
countries und-er the leadershiy o f  Romaniao 

- 196- 4 

Organizations 

The recomiendations of the  Conference of P a r t y  

It wcs probably t h i s  

Fie considered t h i s  a pre-condition f o r  future cent ra l ly  
A t  the  

t ia rn  t o  western markets i n  order -to close ‘c’rie gapso 

AS a resul’c of Roinania’s ob jec-kion against  supra- 
nat ional  alarmingp bi.laterc?l agregner,ts between the COT:i?=COi\T 
countries were maintained ifi the COPIECGl\J ares., while the t i e s  
o f  a11 countries w i t h  the Soviet Union remained very s-trong. 

r u ~ o  -- C O N F  I D E T ; I T  I A L  
/ I  -5- 
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? N A T O  c O N F I D E rq T I A L -- 

Intra-bloc t rade  represented- between 509; and 7O?; 
of the t o t a l  volume 03 the  various countries whose foreign 
trade in t ens i ty  varied great ly .  The a c t i v i t y  o f  tlie 
COPti3CON organs was confined- t o  basic arrangements concerning 
special izat ion and d iv is ion  of labour, the exchange of 
technical-scient i f ic  experience and the estabïisbment of 
genera.1 conditions f o r  b i l a t e r a l  co-operation. 

The years between 1963 and 1969 were a time o î  (la 
new s ta r t  i n  terms o f  economic $olicyts f o r  the  inember countries. 
Economic reforms were t e s t ed  a t  d i f î e r e n t  times i n  t1.e various 
countries - not l e a s t  stimulated by again a2pearing signs 
of‘s tagnat ion - and f i n a l l y  de f in i t e ly  ictroduced i n  the 
en t i r e  economy,, In t h i s  connection the former planning systen! 
was replaced by a control  system with market-economy elements. 
In t h a t  phase the  new economic system provid-ed for a r e l a t i v e l y  
wide rnargin o f  independence £ o r  en te rpr i ses  and w a s  furthermore 
marked by ine  new accents of  western tli-aiie. 

Since such an economic policy may have hampered the 
process o f  in tegra t ion ,  the  USSR had t o  i n t e r f e re  i n  
accordance w i t h  her objectives.  
the Soviet bloc wcs re--enphasized by the Soviet intervention 
i n  t h e  CSSR and the BREZI-INZV doctrine. Ir, thc  subsequent 
period the economic leadership of  the CO1’ECON countries 
stopped this so  fa r  r e l a t i v e l y  l i b e r a l  economic er2 Sy various 
s t r i c t  re-central izât ion measures, IIowever, such terms 
as p r o f i t ,  i n t e r e s t ,  cost-consciousness, e f f e c t i v i t y  e t c .  
continu-ed t o  be the  guid-c-lines o f  ecorioaiic policy Tor reasons 
of urgent necessity.  
and i n  pa r t i cu la r  the events i n  the  VSSR l e d  t o  accelerated 
integrat ion efforts within -the COlIECON by i t s  leading powers 
the USSR. This cievelopment characterizes the  l a t e s t  pliase. 

Her claim for .hegemony i n  

The continued existence 09 reform ideas 

From 1969 - 1970 

A t  the turn  o f  the  years of  1968/1969 the  USSR 
eiïipliasized t h a t  the development o f  econoriiic co-operation o f  
the s o c i a l i s t  cour t r ies  would- not a2fect i n  any way the 
sovereignty O: any par tner .  Und-er t h i s  impression the  merûher 
countries showed niore goodwi l l  i n  favour o f  in tegra t ion  - a t  
l e a s t  i n  ind-ividual sec tors  - a t  -the 3rd Extraordinary C o u n c i L  
Meeting i n  April 1969 since they expected economic aClvantages 
f o r  themselves. 

the sovereignty i n  terms o f  economic policy of  the countries 
i s  t o  b e  gradually l imited by rneasures O€ tlie CONECON organs, 
T h i s  Secme apparent f r o m  the  establishment of  the IsComittee 
f o r  Co-operation o f  Planning Activi-t iesr? and the *‘Cornlittee 
f o r  Co-operation i n  Science and Xesearch”2 but especial ly  from 
the  miouncement or” the  complex programme 

In s p i t e  of t he  Soviet promise it i s  obvious that  
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programie which although committing the countries - -  
t o  in tegra t ion ,  permits them a t  t he  same time sovereignty i n  
planning, can be consiclered as a verbal cornpromise w i t h  
inhererit contradictions.  However, there  is no doubt tha t  t h i s  
policy i n t e n s i l i e d  and. accelerated or, the  whole the USSR's 
integrat ion e f f o r t s  with the assis tance of the COIGCON. 

Investment B a n k "  es tabl ished i n  1970 The nedimi and long-term 
cred-its o f  t h i s  Bank a re  exclusively designed t o  r e a l i s e  pro jec ts  
i n  connection with the spec ia l iza t ion  an$. co-.o?era%ion o f  production, 
t o  cons-truct p ro j ec t s  f o r  the  development of nat ional  economies 
ami, i n  p a r t i c u l a r  t o  construct pro jec ts  o f  mu l t i l a t e ra l  i n t e r e s t  
The Y- developmen'c' îurid- o f  t h i s  bank which has been ex is t ing  since 
1st ____.- January, 1974 is  ttesigned t o  increase the  influence o f  the 
COMECON i n  p o l i t i c a l l y  su i t ab le  development countries,  i n  which 
proJects o f  common i n t e r e s t  are t o  be r ea l i s ed  w i t h  the  a id  o f  
t h i s  fund. 

These e f f o r t s  were supported- by t h e  î71nternational 

Another s tep  i n  the  i n t e r e s t  of  the  integrat ion process 
was the 
i-ii Augus 
FADEYEV has the  following objectives i n  mind i n  t h i s  connection: 

- In tc rna t iona l  Lipgrading o f  the COItEC2N; 

Y Cancellation of the  tvdiscrimationiy i n  t rade  with the 
west (contingents);  

countries,  

FADEYZV's proposal t o  negot ia te  f rom bloc t o  bloc would 

- Control of  the  trade betwee3 the C O I E C O N  and the  EEC 

nake impossible fu tu re  b i l a t e r a l  agreements between individual 
COMECON and XEC countries,  

COTECON on 16th Hay, 1973 could be considered a model for 
possi53-e agreercents between the  COII'ECON an6 the  EEC This agreement 
nas been ra t i f ied-  by a l l  COPTECON meinbers. Economic co-operation 
is implemented- in each'.'case on a b i l a t e r a l  basis ., A comprehensive 
agreement between the COITECON and. the  EEC vrould a lso have t o  be 
specified i n  b i l a t e r a l  negotiations betweer, the  various countries. 

Althou@h the administrative conditions foi- accelerated 
in tegra t ion  were provide6 i n  t h e  various countries d i f f i c u l t i e s  
became apparent, esyecial ly  l as t  year. 

The basic  agreement concluded between Finland and the 

1 J A T O  C O N F I D E N T I A L  
I .. > <  . . . . . . . . . . . .  "... _ < . , "  . . . .  _-. ..... 
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C O N F I D E N T I A L  --- N A T O  

Due t o  -the i i i suf î ic ien t  export capaci t ies  within the  
COITECON the i n d i v i d w l  COPECOî? c o w t r i e s  had- t o  r e s o r t  f o r  
instance, t o  western markets Î o r  purchasing high-quality 
investment goods. The scppl ies  i n  re turn ,  required t o  o b t a i n  
the necessary foreign currency, prevent the extension of  
intra-bloc t rade  and- thus hamper the development o f  in tegrat ion.  
I n  acldition t o  this, m o s t  COI"E3SON coinntries take an aabiguous 
posi t ion vis-à-vis tl?e integrF.t.Lon policy,  
advocate t'ne developmen2 in -the CGTJDXON; u o f f i c i d l y ,  however 
they t r y  t o  reduce a t  least the  sharges connected w i t h  the  
integrat ion,  Such chcrrges for the COT4ECûN countries are 
caused, for instance,  by ad6-itional investments required for 
special izat ion,  by in su f f i c i en t  s r o f i t s  o r  losses  i n  intra-bloc 
trade due -Lo unrea l i s t i c  exchange rates and Soviet pi-ice 
regulations , Other disadvantages r e s u l k d  from the increased 
siqply comrliitinents withixi -t'ne CCB!ECCN wlnicli were responsible 
for the  countries 1 i n a b i l i t y  t o  supply %heir  domestic markets 
according t o  requirements 
any control o f  t h e i r  westelm -trade by the COPECON. 
continue t o  p refer  bi-lateral  negotiations and- t rade  agreeïnents 
w i t h  the  EEC covn-bries t o  FADEYEVfs objectives,  
favour of  c loser  links between tine COPECON anù tlie EEC only to 
the extent as t h i s  wouXd bring about  a reduc-Lion o f  contingents 
and, possibly, customs preferences, 

GfTiciaUy they 

rn- c* n n m m n  n n T  - --- .. .-, 1 x 1 ~  ~uiwx,oi\ c u L u  U LCD ï e j e c t  
They 

They are  i n  

Tine COIVECON area covers at present about 18% cf tkie 
world t e r r i t o r y  witk about  10% of  the  wor ld  population. 
share o f  these couiitr%es in .i_nd1is%ria7 v m r l d  procluction has 
increased ÏPOIQ l.8$ to 335; in 25 years.  The nat ional  income 
o f  -the C O I 4 X O N  c o u i l r i  es ii_creased- during -LIE s m e  time by 
500 7%. 

e f f o r t s  t o  achieve scpra-national planning seen t o  liave come 
nearer t o  r ea l i za t ion  recentl-y. 
f a c t  that  "che lq co-ordinated f i-Je-yeajn ylan of comprehensive 
integrat ion measuresFr is  being preparecl aïread-y now by the 
COiWCON Planning Comii-ttee ., Pioreover, a;i - In ts rna t iona l  
P l a n n ' i n g i n  'c'lie CUNECûT! under the  d i rec t ion  of  
-the Soviet planning chief Bf'.IBAKOV i s  t o  be establ ished on 
1st January, .Eip.-- 1975. 
T3ZTT5ZGrna-tnati.onal. P imi l ing  ~ g e n c y f '  uniilce t h v  Planning 
Coimittee i s  t o  l a y  d-ovm binding d i rec t ives  regarding the 
planning o f  the  various nieribers 

The 

According t o  a statemeil-t by FADE'JTX r40scow~ s constant 

This i s  a l s o  inclivcted by the 

T h i s  is O.? the grea tes t  iniportance tecause 

N A T 3 . C O N F I D E N T I A L  
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This would be an interference i n  the pl-anning sovereignty 
of t he  COPECON menibers which has been jealously guarded h i the r to  
The establishment.of mul t i la te ra l  p ro jec ts  will have a much 
grea te r  influence on -the s t ruc ture  o f  the ecoiioixy o f  the  COl'4ECOTJ 
countries i n  the various f i e l d s  than the former system of  
primarily b i l a t e r a l  spc i a l i za . t i on  which w a s  :t-imited t o  a f e w  
i ndus t r i a l  brarxles  At the mul t i l a t e ra l  l eve l  49 agreements - 
mai,nly i n  -the engineering industry - have been concluded since 
the adoption 02 the  complex programne. 

Success 01' f a i l u r e  o f  the in tegra t ion  e f f o r t s  can best  
be judged from f @reign ti-ad-e The or ig ina l  intent ions connected 
w i t h  the  establishuent o f  t he  agency which aimed a t  re-directing 
the foreign t rade  !I:? -the member countries have been achieved. 

l a ,  a re  bloc countries,  Zn 1952 intra-bloc t ra6e reached 
a share of more thûn 64% o f  t o t a l  foreign trac?o. Although i t s  
absolute increase continued t o  b e  very subs tan t ia l ,  i t s  percentage 
i n  the  overall t rade tErilover of the  various COT4ECON countries 
shows a backward trend-. This is  mos t  apparent i n  the case of 
Romania where it decreased- from 837; i n  1950 t o  about 46% i n  1972. 

main t rading par tners  or̂  a i l  COMECOM countries except 

1,s a t  the time OP the foundatiioa o f  the  C G î E C O N ,  foreign 
t rade  between i t s  merabes countries i s  still. working on the basis  
o f  mutual exchange, 
has not succeeded i n  finding 3. p r ice  basis f o r  ir:-t;ra-bloc trade.  
The e f f o r t s  t o  balance the grea t  differences between pr ice  l eve l s  
i n  the  vzrious aembey countries show only l i t t l e  progress, The 
question o f  the  convertibil.Fty of the currencies i n  the COP'ECOIJ 
area which i s  closely connected has been included in the  complex 
programine bu-i; i s  trineatec! with r e s t r a i n t  51- -the Soviet Union for 
s e l f i s h  reasons 

I n  s p i t e  ai' intensive e f f o r t s  the COTECON 

5.  The foXLow5ng can be said. &i c o n c l L w :  

The COIfECON has prt ly  succeedecf. in some l i e l d s  This 
i s  pa r t i cu la r ly  t r u e  f c r  sclvmced- s p e c i d i z a t i o n  i n  the engineering 
ind-ustry. The ült imate 01, jecti-$e t o  become a' counter-weight t o  
the econonic in tegra t ion  of Westem. Zurope, 'could- not ye t  be 
achieved-. Up t o  now +he CONESC~YJ h a s  no-;; succeaded i n  balancing 
the  extremely wide econoinic, soc i a l  and s t r u c t u r a l  differences 
between 'its giémbers, So far, nàt ional  s e l f - in t e re s t  has had a 
negative ingluence on an zf fes t ive  co-ord3ilation o f  the  various 
economies 
labour was only achieved ,where it was i n  the  national.  inkerest .  
The f e a r  02% to3al  dependence has heavldy influenced. t h e , p o s s i b i l i t i e s  
ofÎered by a co-operakion i n  produc-tion, Na. j c r  in tegra t ion  w a s  
only achieved, i n  f ô c t ,  Li?. %he t rade sec-tor. The obCjectLves o f  
the Soviet Union t o  establish as close economic r e l a t ions  with her 
CObBCON par tners  as possible are Ïurther'ed- a t  present by the growing 
depmdence of these ccuntrj.es or, raw material.. The USSR ava i l s  
i t s e l l  o f  t h i s  situatioin by requiring incl-easing investnen-b aid 
f o r  the  development G,f further raw niatericil, s,ourceç and by d-emanding 
more supplie s o f  iildus t r  ial equipment 

, The diesired e f fec t  of spec ia l iza t ion  and- divis ion o f  
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