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Introduction

This atlas provides busic informa-
tion about the North Atlantic
Treaty Organization (NATO).
NATO is the institutional form,
and the common name, of the North
Atlantic Alliance established by the
treaty signed in 1949. The atlas con-
sists of 19 displays illustrating
NATO's membership and structure,
‘military strength, members’ role in
world affairs, and relations with
the Soriet Union and the Warsaw
Pact.

 NATO was formed in resporise
to growing concern for the security
of Western Europe after World
War 1. By 1948, the Soviet Union—
the strongest military power on the
continent—had consolidated com-
“munist rule throughout Eastern
Europe and prevented a peace
treaty reestablishing a unified and
democratic Germany. Articles 51
and 52 of the United Nations
Charter recognized respectively the
- right of self-<defense and the right to
form regional security arrange-
ments. The 1948 Brussels Pact

- established a West European

alliance among Belgium, France,
Luxembourg, Netherlands, and the
United Kingdom, and the 1949
North Atlantic Treaty sigred in
Washington extended the area of
Western collective security to five
other European countries and to
Canada and the United States.

From the beginning, NATO was
intended to promote political and
economic collaboration as well as
military defense. The permanent
representatives on the North Atlan-
tic Council, the organization’s prin-
cipal body, discuss a full range of
international issues. NATO sup-

research programs in science

and the physical environment and
closely follows international
economic developments. Outside the
formal organization, legislators
from all members have formed the
North Atlantic Assembly to confer
on common problems and present
their findings to the council.

NATO follows a policy of deter-
rence. Its armed forces must be
strong enough to discourage aggre
sion and ward off atteck. This

policy involves the strategy of resist-

ing invasion as far forward as
pussible and the doctrine of flexible
response, calling for the ability to
counter all levels of potential ag-
gression. Flexible response requires

1

conventional (non-nuclear) ground,
sea, and air forces; short- and
intermediate-range nuclear forces in
Europe; and (as the ultimate deter-
rent) the U.S. strategic nuclear
force.

NATO is a vehicle for Western
efforts to reduce East-West tensions
and the level of armaments. For er-
ample, it was a NATO proposal
that led in 1973 to the negotiations
with the Warsaw Pact on mutual
and balanced force reductions
(MBFR) concerning conventional
strength in Central Europe. And in
1€79, while deciding to improve its
intermediate-range nuclear forces
(INF) in order to balance Warsaw
Pact deployments, NATO also called
for arms control talks—the U.S.-
Soviet INF negotiations—to reduce
deployment of these weapons on both
sides.

Authored by Harry F. Young
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NATO: Membership and Area

The North Atlantic Treaty was signed
by the United States, Canada, and 10
European countries on April 4, 1949.
The treaty established the North Atlan-
tic Council as its principal organ, which
first met in September 1949 and, set-
ting up subsidiary bodies, launched the
North Atlantic Treaty Organization
(NATO).

The treaty provided that any other
European state could, by unanimous
agreement, be invited to join the
alliance, and that any member could
withdraw upon 1 year's notice after the

treaty had been in existence for more
than 20 years. Four countries have
since joined the alliance, but none has
withdrawn.

All members are obliged to come to
the assistance of any member under
military attack. But membership does
not entail uniform participation. Iceland

has no armed forces; Denmark and Nor-

way do not permit foreign troops to be

stationed on their soil permanently in
peacetime (except, as to Denmark, in
Greenland); and France (since 1966) and
Spain do not take part in the integrated
military command structure.

Defense obligations under the treaty
extend to members’ home territory and
to the North Atlantic islands under
their jurisdiction north of the Tropic of
Cancer. Colonial possessions and other
dependencies outside this area are not
covered,

The North Atlantic
Distances: Tresty Organization
cumforence at (ot v o phequmisuigempliond
Equator—-24,.800 accesaion) midyesr 1983) total active
miles i 1953)
hint Belgium (1949) 0885 95
gm-a.ano g.&eo Canada (1949) 24,882 83
Aretio Circis to Denmark (1948) 5,115 31
e s 00 miss | | France (1948) 846 4R
North Pole to Tropic | wﬂl '-l::f""
::uu (1958) 81,54 485
Sonn to Greece (1852) 9,898 185
Ankara— 1,475 miles iceland (1949) 238 no
: forcea
italy (1949) 56345 373
(1948) 368 07
Netheriands
(1949) 14374 103
Norway (1948) 4,131 Q3
Portugal (1948) 10,008 64
Spain (1982) 38,24 347
Turksy (1982) 48,115 569
Uiam " seoos a2
United States
(1949) 234,193 2,138
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NATO and the Warsaw Pact

NATO was established to provide a
system of collective security for Euro-
pean countries outside the area of

Soviet control. Italy's charter member-

ship and the admission of Greece and
Turkey in 1952 were a natural exten-
sion of NATO's scope to the
Mediterranean.

In 1950, after South Korea was in-

vaded, NATO adopted the forward
strategy of resisting attack as far to
the east as possible and decided that
the Federal Republic of Germany
(F.R.G.) should be in-luded in the

Western defensive system. Established
in 1949, the F.R.G. was then still under
Western military occupation.

Admitted to NATO in 19565, the
F.R.G. agreed not to produce or use
atomic, bacteriological, or chemical
weapons and rencunced the use of force
to achieve German reunification.
France, the United Kingdom, and the
United States retained their rights,
derived from World War I, relating to
Berlin and Germany as a whole.

The Warsaw Pact was concluded in
1955 after the F.R.G. joined NATO.
The ostensible purpose was to counter
the threat of a remilitarized West Ger-
many. In fact, the parties were already
integrated into the Soviet military
system through standard treaties of
alliance concluded between 1945-48 and
reorganization of their armed forces
along Soviet lines. The pact has a joint
command under Soviet leadership, and
all forces come under Soviet command
in wartime.

Albania was a charter member of
the Warsaw Pact. Geographically
separated from the other parties,
Albania severed relations with the
Soviet Union in 1961 and formally re-
nounced its membership in the pact in
1968 after pact forces had repressed
the reform movement in Czecho-
slovakia. To justify this intervention,
the Soviet Union elaborated the
Brezhnev doctrine of the limited
sovereignty of members of the socialist
community.

2,425 miles

ATLANTIC
! OCEAN

[ nato
D Warsaw Pa.ct

The Unitegd S'-vu Nas 00! ILOGATIRT the g o
© potaton of Esiona Latvid and Lithuaneg 0o e
USSR Boundary (epesemanon i noi necests’ iy

authoy et
Deking

I 8

Warsaw Pact
Pepuistion  Armed Feross
(n thousands,  (in thousands.
Sembers midyear 1963)  mid1983)
Buigaria 944 162
Czechostiovakia 15,420 205
German Demo-
cratic Republic 16,724 187
Hungary 10,891 95
Poland 36,558 340
Romania 22,649 189
U.SS.R. 272,208 $,080




Responsibilities in NATO

Military Advice, Plan-

Integrated Defense and

Ultimate Authority  Overall Direction Administration ning, and Quidance Military Operations
Member Defsase Planning
Governments: North Atiantic Council: Committes: Secretary General: Military Commiftes: NAYTO Commands:
Belgium Foreign ministe:s meeting Defanse ministers of coun- Chairman of North Atlantic Chiefs-of-staff meeting at Allis3 Command Europe
Canada twice a year to consgider triss taking part in in- Council and Defense Plan- least twice a year; and (ACE)
Denmark matters of politicul and tegrated military structure, ning Commities, and head 1 parmanent mi'itary repre- Allled Command Atlantic
France general concern; and meeting twice a year;' and of International Staff, with sentatives in permanent (ACLANT)
Germany, Federal _ assistant secretaries sassion Allled Command Channel

Republic of general for: international Military Staff ACCHAN
Gresce Ambassadors as permansent representatives Po tal emationa ary Sta ( )
iceland on Council and Defanse Planning Committes.' litical Affalrs Cansda-U.S Regional
italy Defense Pianning and Pianning Group
Luxembourg Policy
Netheriands Defense Support
::rr'wa: | | Infrastructure,
spa‘:ﬂ '‘France and Spain do not take part in NATO's integrated Logistics, and
Tork military struclure France does not altend meetings of the Council Operations

urkey Datense Manning Commuttee but has mulitary mssions o the Scientific and

United Kingdom Mritary Commitiee and Aflied Command Europe Spain does sit
United States on the Detense Planning Committes and the Miltary Commiliee Environmental Affairs

10
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Burdensharing

Although NATO countrie ., as sovereign
states, have full authority to determine
their o'vn military budgets, they all ac-
cept the principle, k~~wn as burden-
sharing, that each must do its part and
assume a fair share of the costs of com-
mon deiense.

NATO's part in the budget process
is to establish overall needs and recom-
mend force goals (level and quality of
forces) for each member taking part in
the integrated military commands. Con-
tributions for the common infrastruc-
ture and other joint projects are

Defense Expandilures as Percentage of GNP*

% B e
7 B ce

established by consultation. These two
procedures set a general framework for
national defense planning.

NATO recognizes that no single for-
mula can provide an exact measure of
each country’s contribution. Demands
on nationai resources vary from country
to country, and some expenditures not
included in the defense budget—foreign
aid, for example—may also promote in-
ternational security.

3

ca

e g

Belgium Canada Oenmark France FR.G. Gresce italy Luxembourg Netherlands Norway Portugat Turkey UK. Us.

'Span 1s excluded because 1 jomed NATO in 1882, Ireland has no armed forces Source. ACDA, World Mitary Expenditures and Arms Transfers 1972-1982, 1984,
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NATO’s Integrated Commarnds and Infrastructure

NATO began to establish its integrated
military structure in 1950, following the
invasion of South Korea.

NATO's military integration is
essentially @ system of centralized com-
mand to be implemented in wartime.
The forees eaeh country assigns to
NATO remain inder national control in
peacetime and are transferred to the
appropriate allied command only in an
enteryency,

The allied commanders act under
the general direction of NATO's
Military Committee; they are responsi-
ble for preparing for the most effective
coordinated use of the forees in their
regions,

In 1950 NATO also resolved to
creite a common military infrastrue-
ture. Con-truction of common facilities
is paid fo. by the host country with
funds contributed by all participating
members.

France withdrew from the in-
tegrated military structure in 1966 but
takes part in NATO defense support
and procurement programs. France also
Joins in infrastructure funding for air
defense and warning installations. Spain
has never participated in the integrated
commands. (Spain joined NATO in
1982.)

infrastructure: Some Basic Common Facllities

NATO Alr Defense Ground Environ-
ment (NADGE): Radar system running
from North Cape to Turkey's eastern
border,

Alrfletds: 220 in European NATO coun-
trios (excep! France, Spain) designed for
full, ccordinated military use.

NATO integrated Communications
System (NICS): Rapid communications
for military and political authorities.

NATO Pipeline System: Separate net-
works in Turkey, Greece. Italy, Denmaii,
and United Kingdom, and Central Euro-
pean Pipeline System in Belgium, France.
the Federal Republic of Germany, and the
Netherlands

pee e e e meeme -

i

6

NATO Commands:

Allied Commanc Europe -
Supreme Alled Commander
Europe (SACEUR)

Allied Cou 1mangd Atlantic —
Suprerne Alhed Commander
Atlantic (SACLANT)

Allied Command Channel —
Alhed Commanderin - Chiet
Channel {CINCHAN)

CanadaJ S Regional
Planning Group

L

3

Note: Allted Command Europe s divifled into
three regions - the Northern (Norway. Denmark.
approaches 10 the Raltic. and the far northern

F R the Centrat 1Beigium [ uxembourg. the
Netherlands and most of the F R G . and the
Southern (italy, Grev:ce. Portugal, Turkev. and
the Mediterranea:d U K NATO Air Forces 1s a
tourth regional subordimate command of Ailied
Command t utope
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Standardization of Weapons in NATO

NAT policy is to prumote the us. of
standard and intervperable equipment
and standard weaponry. The purpose is
to elimina‘e duplication and permit the
diiferent national forces under in-
tegrated command to cooperate more
closely. Although complicated by the
nature of the alliance—a grouping of
sovereign states with separate bi dgets
an1 military establishments—st-.nd-
araization has achieved some notable
successes, Some widely adopted

weapons were developed by one country
(the German Leopard tank, for exam-
ple). Others are the product of joint ef-
forts undertaken with NATO support.
Cooperative efforts have greatly ex-
panded since NATO's first joint preject,
a light jet fighter, in 1954.

(non-nuctear k. ctical United Kingdom
rocket) tUnited States United States

| Loapent §
(mam battle tanik} -

PR RO
. ,-Q‘ﬁw A

NATO Alrbome Earty
Waming System

NATO is in the final stages of im-
plementing its integrated airbome
a8tly waming and control system
(AEWSC). This invoivas the use of
radar-aquipped gircraft to detect the
approach of ho-tile planas and
missiles and to direct delensive ac-
tions. Thirteen countries hiave con-
tributed funds to procure 18 NATO
E-3A aircraft, modified ground en-
vironment, and basic facilities. Elsven
U.K. Nimrods would make up the
balance of the mixed force. As
members of each E-3A crew are
drawn from several participating coun-
tries, this is the first instance of col-
tective equipment ownership and
opsration in NATO's history.
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NATO-Warsaw Pact Conventional Forces

Each NATO member taking part in the
integrated military structure allocates a
certain portion of its armed forces to

Warsaw Pact forces facing NATO

in the Central Region include the stand-

ing armed forces of the German

Conventional Force Comparisons In Place and Rapldly Deployabls'

NATO, generally reserving some units Democratic Republic (G.D.R.), NATO: Nosthern Central ] southern 1271 Nornern ana
for purely territorial duty. Almost all Czechoslovakia, and Poland and the Warsaw Pact: Region Region Region - .4 Central Regions
national forces remain under national Soviet troops based in these countries.
. : . . . 12 2478 18,805

command in peacetime; only in wartime  G.D.R. forces are permanently and
are the NATO-allocated or -earmarked directly subordinated to the Soviet hd 1200 2,800
forces transferred to NATO's integrated  military command in Germany, whereas -
command. NSome air defense units are other Warsaw Pact forces are osten- 5
under NATO operational command in sibly under joint command. Romania is
peacetime, the only pact member that keeps its 64

Only in the F R.G. are there forces under tight national control. » 18820 0520 )| y0.070
substantial NATO-allocated forces from The United States is the only "8 13,418 -
other countries— Belgiung, Canada, NATO member that has more than 40
Netherlands. the United Kingdom, and haison forees in NATO countries other
the United States. By agreement with than the F.R.G. Loso
the F.R.G., France also maintains com- e B
bt forces (it present three armored Ty e
divisions) 1n Germany. The concentra- s BRI
tion of forces there reflects NATO's I &
strategy of forward defense. Div.sions Tanks Artillery/Mortar Fighter

‘Regions are NATO designations.

Source: NATO, NATO and the Warsaw
Pact Force Comparisons, 1884

The Ueced Sraies tas not (ecogmzrd Ihe ncor
craton of FStoma [ ava AT L Rugiig 10 the

U.S. Forces in NATO Europe’

‘Countries with 100 or more U.S military
mambers as of March 31, 1884.

e a4 OISR % 00 eSSty o e~ O Country Ammy Navy  Marine Corps Al Force Tote!
J Beigium 1,387 117 2 683 2,198
F.RG. 212,452 329 84 39,6885 252,530
Greece 553 447 14 2,684 3,678
Greenland (Den.) - —_ - 345 M5
iceland 2 1,879 12 1.208 3,199
italy - 4,325 4,457 mn 5,168 14,219
Netheriands 7o 16 9 1,917 2,721
Norway 36 40 16 130 22
Portugal 78 387 13 1,191 1,668
Spain 19 4,288 202 5,205 9,714
Turkey 1,326 82 19 3811 5,238
United Kingdom 22 2,290 %9 25,6881 28,560
ToraL anare 14,9392 1,138 7,644 324,288

Source. Department of Defense,
Defanse, September 1984,

Major U S and other NATO
ground forces in place

Sowviet and other pact
forces in place

£
]

[ ] Countries with U.S air bases

Sowiet torces only (USSR
western military districts)

NATO: chiefly or exclusively na-
tional ground forces

Note: France and Spain do not take part in
NATO's integrated military commands Iceland
has no mititary forces. |

O O

Non-Soviet pact forces only

18

490N



Transatlantic Deployment and Logistics

NATO recornizes that inan emergency
its in-place forees in Europe would re-
quire rapid reinforcement from North
America and the United Kingdom.,

The U.S. goul is to increase 1.8,
furces in Kurope to 10 Army divisions
and supporting Air Foree squadrons
and 1 Marine amphibious brigade within
10 days of a decision to reinforee.

To speed up deployment, the United
Stiates has a program, largely com-
pletesd, for prepositioning supplies and
equipment for six divisions in the
Northern and Central Regions. The
Canadian Air/Sea Transportable
Brigade also has prepositioned some
equipment in Norway.

The Canadian Air/Sea Transpor-
table Brigade and Canadian aircraft are
ready for immediate deployment. The
'ited Kingdom has three brigades
within the countr ready for rapid
deployment to Germaty, and Portugal
is prepared to send one brigade (o nor
thern Italy,

NATO also has established the
Allied Command Europe Mobile Force
(AMF) for rapid deployment to NATO's
European flanks or other exposed
areas, AMF i 4 multinational foree
consisting of air-transportable battalions
and tactical air squadrons provided by
several members,

Though not taking part in the n-
tegrated command structure, France, in
a recent reorganization of its armed
forces, is creating a rapid action force
of some 17,000 members capable of
rapid deployment within Europe as well
A8 Overseus.

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Rapidly deployable
remnforcaments

D Prepositioning of U.S or
Canadian equipment

Sealanes for transport of per-
sonngl, equipment, and supplies

<. o>

Distances:
Nortfolk to Antwerp 3.800 miles .
Norfolk to Trondheim 3,800 miles
Luxembourg to Trondgheim 800 miles
Luxembourg to Ankara 1,450 miles
U.S.8.R. western border to

G.D.R. western border 500 miles
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Strategic Nuclear Forces

The U.S. strategic nuclear force is duction efforts. NATO policy is to en-
NATO's ultimate deterrent and must, courage verifiable agreements that
therefore, be able to inflict unacceptable would maintain the deterrent and re-
damage upon a potential aggressor. To  duce the risk of nuclear war.

counter Soviet improvements over the France and the United Kingdom
last decade, the United States has possess independent nuclear forces
begun to modernize its strategic forces.  capable of retaliation in the event of
The United States consults with the Soviet attack.

other NATO allies at the highest level
on the U.S.-Soviet strategic arms re-

U.S.-Soviet Strategic Arms: Modemity Compared’

% ys A& yssh

Sombers Intercontinectal Baflistic Missiles’ Submarine-Launched Baflistic Miasiles' Scobmarines
Tewting % 518 AR Bioskjont W Poscesseper FY An-n-n
1988 ..l o
B S T 4o Obis Cizss
-2 Yyphoon
— A" —Awan
1960 — i 0 OPali=
— sl 98- 10— Trictoms #C-0 ——2E ORI, <SR ——k Ooie &%, Yostoe ar-
4+ e -1, -1 N0
I =3k Oolie ¥
T wrs 1 - wrs §
g ) ——ul Bostiion w9511, ~1%0 —R -0, -0, -8 e 1 3
E + R -180 E -
3 iy Foseidon C-3 g
>
o 4o o114 o Minvtomon W . 1970
-4 :
- ~2 Yoy <
e invteman § ———ii98-41 i e
1968 - Polaria A-2 st ——
o Ton § g BN et ol Loteyotte Clase Fommieb
42 —
1980
‘Currently operational systems only Source Data from NATO, NATC and the Warsaw Pac! Force Comparisons, 1884

The modification seres for Soviet intercontinental and submaring-launched ballistic
missiles 1S shown in parentheses—1or axample SS-1K3). SS-N-18(2)
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Intermediate-range and Short-range Nuclear Forces

NATO also has intermedite range
nuclear forces (INF) and short-range
nuclear forces (SNF), which are
deployed in Europe in onder to provide
an essentil link between the alliance’s
conventiomil deterrent and the U.S,
strategic nuclear deterrent, INF inelude
fand-bused missile systems of less than
intercontinental range and aireraft
capible of delivering nuelear warheads.
SNF consist of tube artillery and short-
range missiles,

In the 1970s the Warsaw Pact
modernized its air defenses, At the
same time the Soviet Union began to
improve its longer range intermediate-
range nuclear forces (LRINF) by
deployimg the SN 20 missite, a highly
acvurate mobnle missile with three in-
dependently tangetable warheads ana i
range of 2,730 3,100 miles. NATO's
response to this threat wis the 1979
dual-track decision calling for deploy-
ment of U8 Pershinge ] nussiles and
groundd-launched cruise missiles
(GLUMs) beginning at the end of 1983
and for U8 Soviet negotistions to
reduce INF deployment,

The INF talks began in Novembwr
1481, The Soviets walked out in
November 1983, NATO deplovments
begraan at the end of 1983 ir accorduance
with the 1979 decision.

The United States wishes to set
global limits on LRINF, as these highly
mobile and transportable missiles also
pose a threat to U.S. friends and allies
in Asia.

N ’
>
t,\\
f
/7

Planned deployment of GLCMs
and Pershing Ii missies (latter
in FRG only)

\ §S--20 ranges from possible site
in Soviet Urals Military District

1

i

Perstung II range

// GLCM range

1 w~ato
D 'Warsaw Pact

Global S5-20
Coverage

f §§-20 location

The Uniind States Nas not recrgmred Me
acomporaton of Esione Latwe end
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NATO-Warsaw Pact \iaval Forces

NATO's geography —territury divided
by the Atlantic Ocean and coasts ap-
proachable from ice-free seas—creates
the need for durable logistics, land-
based air cover, a long-range am-
phibious landing capability, and a
strong defense against submarines.
NATO has larger naval forces than
the Warsaw Pact in the North Atlantic
and the seas bordering Europe. But in
1983 the Warsaw Pact had .« force of
142 long-range submarines and 700
land-based tactical and support aircraft
capable of operating over vital NATO
sealanes. Warsaw Pact naval forces also

PACIFIC

OCEAN

\§
N

NATQ naval hases

Soviet home naval
bases in Europe

Soviet overseas
naval facitities in or
near NATO waters

Major straits

isthmuses

Coastat ice

can thresten Norway's northern coast,
Turkey's Black Sea coast, and NATO's
castern Mediterraneatr. sealanes. The
Soviet high seas fleet can operate in
sealanes from the South Atlantic, the
Persian Gulf, and the China Sea.

The United States and the United
Kingdom are the only countries taking
part in the integrated military structure
that have naval forces outside thc
NATO area. France has a = ostantial
naval presence in the Indian Ocean.

inDiAN YO '
OCEAN

The Urwisd States hEs MY ApCOQRENG (e MCoY -
POrETION O EH10ME, LANG, and Li™urs wio he
USSR Sounciry rapreseniation & noi necessarsy
SOtV

NAYO's Integrated
Naval Commands
Command
Aroa and Bs 0
North Supreme Allied
Attantic Commander
Affantic
(SACLANT). Nortoln
Virginia
English Commander-in-
Channat Chief Channei
(CINCHAN),
Northwood.,
UK
European  Suprems
Coastat Allied Comman-
and Medi:  der, Europs
terrgnean (SACEUR),
quarters, Allied
Powers Europe
(SMAPE), Belgivm

Canada,
Norway,

Portugal,
UK., US.

Beigium,
Denmark,
FRG.
Netherlands
and UK.

us

Denmark,
FRG.,
Turkey,
UK. US.

. © —
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NATO Members’ Military Presence Outside the NATO Area

Some NATO members have military
forces outside the treaty area (in addi-
tion to those serving with UN
peacekeeping units' French, Dutch, and
U.K. overseas de ants reflect
obligations ster ¢ .rc . the colonial
era.

French fo. s overseas are concen-
trated in the former colony of Djibouti
(independent since 1977) and the island
of Reunion (a French overseas depart-
ment). France has small detachments in
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four of the African countries with which
it has bilateral defense agreements.

The United Kingdom withdrew from
all military bases east of Suez (except
Hong Kong) in 1971 but remains a part-
ner in the Australin, New Zealand, U.K.
(ANZUK) arrangement for the defense
of Malaysia and Singapore. The
Netherlands has token military forces in
the Netherlands Antilles (an
autonomous part of the Netherlands
realm).

U.S. bases overseas, outside the
NATO area, are governed by mutual

Faktand istands
(I5as Mahvinas)
(SOMMIAAG by UK
A cisimad by Argentna)
-~

defense treaties with Japan, South
Korea, and the Philippines; the 1977
Panama Canal Treaty; the 1903 agree-
ment with Cuba on Guantanamo; and
the 1966 agreement with the United
Kingdom on Diego Garcia.

NATO recognizes that its vita! in-
terests may be served by its members’
involvement in other regions. In 1980
the defense ministers agreed to con-
sider special measures to compensate
for a possible diversion of NATO-
allocated U.S. forces to Southwest Asia.

Naval bases outside NATO area:

<
Ny

us

French

m U.S. forces

O UK forces

E] French forces

[_] rrencn miitary aavisers

[::] U.K. military advisers

[3

The Urvted Sates has not

Latva. send tithusna o the USSR

s ."-

U.S. security assistance
personnul
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Soviet-bloc Military Presence in Third World

Soviet d.ployment outside the Warsaw In 1981 Warsaw Pact countries had
Pact area began with the dispatch of  more than 18,000 military technicians in
troops to Cuba in 1962. Soviet-bloc Third World countries. Cuba had more

military presence in the Third World  than 39,000. These technicians service

now includes substantial combat forces and train local personnel in the use of

from the Soviet Union, Cuba, and Viet- Soviet-bloc military equipment pur-

nam. In Afghanistan, Angola, Ethiopia, chased by these countries; organize and
and Kampuchea these troops are en-  train armed forces; and, in some coun-

gaged against indigenous forces. tries, provide operational guidance

against opposition forves. -

[:] Soviet-bioc combat troops

D Soviet-bloc miitary and internal
securily technicians

d

'S The Unitad SIZes hes NOT reCOGMRred Mg HCorporaton of Estonu
Latvia and Lithusnha nto the USSR Bounduty representaton « ot
necessardy suhontatve
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NATO-Warsaw Pact Military Expenditures

The figures for military expenditures
are for all forces and facilities, not only
those in or assigned to Europe. The
percentage of the gross national prod-
uct (GNP) that is consumed by military
expenditures is one indicator of the
military burden on the national

eCond )n‘y .

Source ACDA Worid Miitary F xpenddures and
Arme, Transters 1872 1982 1984

ERIC 32
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West European and North Atlantic Economic Cooperation

Military eooperation was but one part
of a4 general strategy to secure peace
and prosperity. Economie evoperation
was equally important and was already
underway when the North Atlantic
Treaty was signed in 19449, Article 2 of
the treaty required members to
eliminate conflict in their international
veonomic policies and encourage
veonomic collaboration.

The Eurupean Recovery Program,
or Marshall Plan, was initiated in 1947
to speed up postwar recovery with the
help of American aid. (The Soviet nion
refused to take part in this program
and prevented its extension to Eastern
Fourope.) The body set up to administer
Marshall Plan funds, the Organization
for Furopean Economie Cooperation,
wats replaced in 1960 by the Organiza-
tion for Econonne Cooperation and
Development (OECD), which included
Canada and the United States. Now en-
compassing all industrial democractes,
the OECD seeks to promote world
trade and economic growth and improve
ceonomic assistance to the Third World.

The European Communities (KC) is
the man achievement of postwar ef-
forts for West European unity.
Fostablished in 1967 to comtine the coal
and steel, atomie, and common market
communities set up n the 1950s, the
EC hias the authority to conclude bind-
ing economic agreements. It also pro
vides for regular meetings of its
members’ foreign ministers,

Since 1970, feaders of the major i
dustrial democracies have held yearly
veonomic summits. Participants now in-
clude Japan and six NATO countries—
Canada. France, the F.R.G. Ttaly. the
United Koggdom and the United
States. The KO also s represented.
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NATO-Warsaw Pact Trade

NATO favors the development of trade
with Warsaw Pact countries on com-
mercially sound terms and in items that
do not contribute to Soviet miilitary
strength. The Coordinating Committee
for Export Controls (COCOM), compris-
ing NATO countries (exeept Iceland and
Spain) and Japan, meets periodically to
review the list of items embargoed for
sale to Warsaw Pact countries because
of their military potential.

Neither grouping must import
goods from the other in order to sub-
sist. But Warsaw Pact economies have
come to rely on NATO countries for
foodstuffs and high technology, while
NATO countries have found it
economical to import fuels, industrial
raw materials, iand other goods from
the Soviet Union and Eastern Europe.

Petroleum and natural gas account
for more than half of total Soviet ex-
ports to NATO countries, and comple-

Trade With Members of Other Grouping (percentage of tota! foreign trade)

NATO tteading traders
Dy volumigy

Canada h :

France

Federal gepubm
of Germany

tatly
United Kingdom |

United States

Warssw Pact

Buigaria ‘

Czechosiovakia

German Demo-
cratic Republic

Hungary
Poland
Romania

Soviet Union B8

-

-+

tion of the Siberian gas pipeline to
Western Europe should greatly increase
this share. Gold and precious metals are
next in importance. Some commodities
exported to NATO countries are not
truly in surplus but are sold to acquire
convertible currencies needed to pur-
chase technology and goods in short

supply.

7 1958-62 average (NATO),
<4 1960 (Warsaw Pact)

1980-82 average (NATO),
1980 or latest available
year (Warsaw Pact)
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NATO Overseas import Dependency

Although NATO countries are self-

sufficient in coal, iron ore, nickel, and Dependency on Non-NATO
some other minerals, they must import Seurces of Pstroleum
# large share of their current consump- (sverage 1981-83) % of

tion of hauxite and alumina, chromite, % of Total
copper, phosphates, and tin. Non-NAT()
sources provide all the needs of NATO

countries for inqustrial diamond and Ali NATO

almost all their needs for manganese countriss 48 21

ores and platinum group metals. g‘"‘“ 19 M
Since the Arab oil embargo of 1973, rance w “

the lurger industrnialized members of Ww 60 26

NATO have greatly reduced their Haly Y e 51

dependency on ol as a source of

energy. Gas and oil production within 3::::: :l“n'n:om g :3

the alliance also has risen substantially, Other NATO

due largely to development of the North countries 52 50

Sea fields, But most members still de-

pend on non-NATO sources for a large
share of the petroleum they consume.

Note: The Unitedt Kingdom 18 8 net ol exporter
but for economic reasons imports tower grade
crudes 10 meet Hs heavy product demand

Sources for fable Calculations based on QECD.
Quarterly Oil and Gas Stalistics. 1984 and BF
Staustcal Review of Energy, 1984
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Warsaw Pact Overseas Import Drspendency

The Warsaw Pact is much less depend-
ent than NATO on raw materials from
the Third World and other non-NATO
countries. The Soviet Union is well en-
dowed with natural resources—
including the minor metals important
for modern rocketry, aeronautics, and
nuclear energy—and supplies most of
the industrial raw materials consumed
by other Warsaw Pact countries. The
share of Third World trade in the total
nonbloe trade of individual Warsaw
Pact countries ranges from 6% to 15%.
(For Romania, the exception, Third
World trade s about one-quarter of
total foreign trade )

The Saviet Union and its allies are
helping to develop mineral industries in
some Asian, African, and Latin

American countries in exchange for a
share of production. But imports from
the Third World do not necessarily in-
dicate an absolute deficiency or true im-
port dependency. Middle Eastern and
North African oil imported by pact
countries in exchange for weapons and
other assistance is less than the
petroleum the Soviet Union exports to
Western Europe.

Weapons are the leading Warsaw
Pact export to the Third World, fol-
lowed by machinery and industrial
equipment.

Sovist Reliance:
Selected and Metals,
From Sources Other Than
Warsaw Pact, 1983
%ol
Motz\Btiners) tien Principsl Ssurceis)
Antimony 12 Yugosiavie
Bauxite and 37 Greece, Guinea,
alumina india, Jamaics,
Yugoslavia
Bismuth 50 Japan
Cobalt 47 Cuba
Mica 13 India
Tin 27 Malzysis,
Singapore,
United Kingdom
Tungsten 43 China, Mongotia

Source: R. Levine, Mining Annual Review, 1884.

Chief import Sowrces:

D Petroleum .

D Other Commaodities
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NATO Members and Other Mutual Security Pacts

Frunce, Turkey, the United Kingdom,
and the United States are NATO
members that have joined other
regional security pacts.

The Unitest States is party to the
1447 Inter American Treaty of
Reciprocal Assistance ‘Rio Treaty). the
first regional security arrangement
based on Article H2 of the UN Charter.
The Pnited States :also belongs to the
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1952 Necurity Treaty Between
Australia, New Zealand, and the United
States (ANZUS) for the Pacific area.

France, the United Kingdom, and
the United States are parties to the
1454 Southeast Asia Collective Defense
Treaty (SEATQ). Although the treaty
organization was dishanded in 1975,
treaty obligations are still in effect.
'akistan withdrew in 1973, France
nmaintaing an inaetive status,

Turkey and the United Kingdom
were members of the 1955 Baghdad

cores ot

(SN

Brazd /v/

-~

Pact, renamed Central Treaty Organiza-
tion (CENTO) when Iraq withdrew in
1959. CENTO's purpose was to provide
security for the Middle East. The
United States did not join CENTO but
sat on CENTO's Economic Committee
and Military Committee and sent an
observer delegation to meetings of the
CENTO Couneil. CENTO has been

Note: Cuba was excluded from the Inter-American Defense «
Board tn 1962 Pakistan withdrew from SEATO in 1973
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defunct since Iran, Pakistan, and
Turkey withdrew in 1979-80.
None of these regional security ar-
rangements has ereated a permanent
military command structure or devel-
oped a machinery or infrastructure

comparable to NATO's.
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