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Preface 

Controversy over the performance of the Central Intelligence Agency 
during the Cold War has raged since the fall of the Berlin Wall and the 
subsequent collapse of the Soviet Union. From its origins in 1947, the Agency 
had, as one of its major missions, the responsibility of analyzing and explaining 
the intentions and capabilities of the Soviet Union to US policymakers. It was a 
daunting task. A tightly controlled society, the Soviet Union presented CIA 
analysts with major challenges as they struggled to make sense of its political, 
economic, military, and scientific developments. CIA was not always correct in 
its analysis but the Agency, over the decades, made a unique contribution in 
helping US policymakers understand America's major adversary. As a long time 
intelligence analyst, then Deputy Director for Intelligence, and finally Director of 
Central Intelligence, I spent much of my career watching and analyzing the Soviet 
Union. In my judgment, overall, the CIA performed admirably in meeting the 
challenges of assessing Soviet strengths and weaknesses. Others disagree. 

I have always believed that the record of actual intelligence assessments 
represents the best defense of CIA' s and the Intelligence Community's analytical 
performance vis-a-vis the USSR- the good, the bad and the ugly. Thus, as DCI, I 
began the systematic process of declassifying intelligence assessments from the 
Cold War, beginning with all National Intelligence Estimates on the USSR. My 
successors have continued this process. This latest compilation of key documents 
from CIA' s files and the related declassification and release of a large amount of 
new material on CIA analysis of the USSR will further help scholars and the 
public assess for themselves CIA's analytical performance during the Cold War. 
Making these materials available to everyone is a major step in furthering the 
dialogue. Researchers may now judge the accuracy of CIA forecasts and with 
that judgment gain deeper insight into the impact of CIA analysis on US 
policymakers. As a strong believer in government openness, I applaud this effort 
and look forward to continuing declassification and release programs by the 
Agency. 

Vll 

Robert M. Gates, 
former Director of Central Intelligence 





Introduction 

The global contest between the United States and the Soviet Union 
dominated international relations for some 46 years (1945-1991). The Cold War 
confrontation shaped the foreign policies of the United States and the Soviet 
Union, deeply affecting their societies and their foreign policies. They engaged in 
a costly arms race, built devastating nuclear arsenals, and confronted each other in 
a tense political and military face-off in a divided Europe and in the Third World. 
The Soviet-American rivalry ended with the collapse of the USSR and the 
disintegration of the Soviet empire in 1991. 

The Central Intelligence Agency (CIA), along with other agencies in the 
US Intelligence Community, helped American policymakers understand events in 
the Soviet Union throughout the Cold War. CIA's major analytic component, the 
Directorate of Intelligence (DI), focused much of its attention on Soviet 
developments. It tried not only to discern Moscow's intentions, but also to gauge 
the state of the Soviet economy, the USSR' s technological base, the readiness and 
plans of Soviet military forces, and the internal workings of the Kremlin. 

Measuring the degree to which US policymakers read, understood, and 
acted upon the intelligence assessments they received from the Agency is a 
difficult task. Each administration formed its foreign policy in different ways. 
The well-staffed, military-like national security process of the Eisenhower 
administration, for example, contrasted with the more informal process of the 
Kennedy administration. On many issues, moreover, the Agency had to compete 
for the attention of policymakers with the State Department's Bureau of 
Intelligence and Research (INR), the Defense Intelligence Agency (DIA), the 
military intelligence organizations, and a wide array of academics, businessmen, 
and journalists. 

A Critical View of the Analysis 

Critics of the Agency have argued that CIA provided little accurate and 
useful information to US policymakers regarding actual conditions within the 
Soviet Union. Former Senator Daniel Patrick Moynihan (D-NY), for example, in 
his most recent book, Secrecy: The American Experience, contends that CIA 
overestimated Soviet military strength and failed to predict the collapse of the 
USSR in 1991. From the 1960s to the 1980s, he argues, American policymakers 
were led-erroneously-by CIA and other US intelligence organizations to 
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believe that Soviet military forces and the Soviet economy were fundamentally 
strong and that the USSR was politically stable. This viewpoint dated at least 
from the Gaither Report of 1957, which compared US and Soviet military 
capabilities and portrayed the Soviet Union as a modem, vibrant, and powerful 
industrial-military power. 

Senator Moynihan further maintains that he and others noted as early as 
1975 that the Soviet emperor had no clothes, as well as "no shoes, butter, meat, 
living space, heat, telephones, or toilet paper." His countervailing view at the 
time was that the Soviet Union was so weak economically, as well as so divided 
ethnically, that it could not survive for long. Moynihan claims that by 1984 he 
believed, and so stated, that the Soviet Union was dying and that the Soviet idea 
of Communism was a spent force. The economy was collapsing, rising ethnic 
consciousness was inciting virulent (and often violent) nationalism, and history 
was moving rapidly away from the Communist model. 

Nevertheless, according to the Senator, CIA and the rest of the US 
Intelligence Community continued to overestimate Soviet strength and to portray 
the USSR as a despotism that worked: 

It was as though two chess grandmasters had pursued an interminable, and 
highly sophisticated, strategy of feint and counter-feint, not noticing that 
for the past 40 or 50 moves, one side not only had been in checkmate, but 
... had his queen, his rooks, his bishops, and knights all taken from the 
board. Only nuclear weapons, however, kept the game from being 
completely boring. 1 

In essence, Senator Moynihan charges that CIA failed in one of its main 
missions-to accurately assess the political, economic, and military state of the 
Soviet Union. 

1Daniel P. Moynihan, Secrecy, The American Experience, (New Haven: Yale University Press, 
1998). See also Gary Wills, "Honorable Man: The Gentleman From New York: Daniel Patrick 
Moynihan," New York Review of Books, Vol. XL VII, No. 18, November 16, 2000, p. 15. For 
Secretary of State George Shultz' s criticism of the Agency and its intelligence effort see George P. 
Shultz, Turmoil and Triumph My Years as Secretary of State (New York: Charles Scribner's Sons, 
1993), pp. 864-869. See also Melvin Goodman, "The Politics of Getting It Wrong," Harper's 
Magazine, November 2000, pp. 74-80. 

2 



A Vigorous Rejoinder 

Former CIA officials and some outside scholars have disputed the claims 
by Senator Moynihan and other critics and defended the Agency's analytical 
record. In their view, CIA-and the US Intelligence Community as a whole­
accurately tracked and foreshadowed key trends and developments, including the 
decline and ultimate collapse of the Soviet empire. They argue that, throughout 
the 1980s, CIA warned of the weakening Soviet economy and later of the 
impending failure of Mikhail Gorbachev.2 According to Bruce Berkowitz, for 
example, the CIA "was right on the mark" in its analysis. He concludes that the 
Agency performed well in anticipating the Soviet collapse.3 

Recent Retrospective Conferences 

CIA's Center for the Study of Intelligence (CSI) has sponsored several 
public conferences in recent years to examine the record of the Intelligence 
Community's analysis of the Soviet Union during the Cold War. The first such 
gathering, "Estimating Soviet Military Power, 1950-1984," was co-sponsored 
with the John F. Kennedy School of Government and held at Harvard University 
in December 1994. The CIA declassified and released a series of National 
Intelligence Estimates (NIEs) for the conference and published them in a 1996 
volume Intentions and Capabilities: Estimates on Soviet Strategic Forces, 1950-
1983.4 

A second conference, "Assessing the Soviet Threat: The Early Cold War 
Years, 1946-1950," took place at CIA Headquarters in Virginia in October 1997 
in conjunction with CIA's 50th anniversary. For this event, the Agency 

2See Richard Kerr, "CIA's Record Stands Up to Scrutiny," New York Times, October 24, 1991, 
p.A4; Robert Gates, "The CIA and the Collapse of the Soviet Union: Hit or Miss?" Speech to the 
Foreign Policy Association, New York, May 20, 1992; and Kirsten Lundberg, "The CIA and the 
Fall of the Soviet Empire: The Politics of Getting It Right," Harvard Case Study C16-94-12510, 
Harvard University. Douglas J. MacEachin, former Director of the DI's Office of Soviet Analysis 

0

(SOVA), and Bruce Berkowitz, former CIA analyst, both reach similar conclusions. See Douglas 
MacEachin, CIA Assessments of the Soviet Union: The Record Versus the Charges, (Washington, 
DC: Center for the Study oflntelligence, CIA, 1996) and Bruce Berkowitz and Jeffrey T. 
Richelson, "The CIA Vindicated: The Soviet Collapse Was Predicted," The National Interest, (No. 
41, Fall 1995). 
3Berkowitz, ibid. 
4See Donald P. Steury, ed., Intentions and Capabilities: Estimates on Soviet Strategic Forces, 
1950-1983 (Washington, DC: Center for the Study oflntelligence, CIA, 1994). 
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and released some of the current intelligence items that had been sent to President 
Truman on the Soviet threat in Europe, the Middle East, and Asia.5 

CSI co-sponsored two conferences in 1999. The first, "On the Front Lines 
of the Cold War, 1946-1961," was held in September in Berlin and was co­
sponsored and hosted by the Allied Museum of Berlin. CSI compiled and edited a 
volume of operational and analytical documents ranging from NIEs to assorted 
Station cables for the conference.6 In November 1999, CSI and the George Bush 
School of Government and Public Service at Texas A&M University co­
sponsored a conference, "At Cold War's End." At this event, held at the Bush 
School, the focus was on the Intelligence Community's National Intelligence 
Estimates on the Soviet Union and Eastern Europe during the final crisis of the 
Soviet Bloc from 1989 through 1991. Panelists paid particular attention to the 
question of how effective US intelligence was in tracking the collapse of 
Communism in the Soviet Union and Eastern Europe. As was the case with the 
earlier conferences, CIA released a compendium of newly declassified NIEs and 
other assessments.7 

Analysis During 1947-1991: A Multidisciplinary Review 

Continuing its quest to build as complete and accurate a public record of 
the Agency's analytical role as possible during the Cold War, CSI will co-sponsor 
another retrospective conference with the Center of International Studies at 
Princeton University in March 2001. The conference will examine the Agency's 
analytic record and performance from the early Cold War years through the 
collapse of the Soviet Union, making use of a large body of recently declassified 
CIA analytical documents. 8 Scholars at the conference also will draw upon the 
sizable collection of previously released documents on Soviet economics, political 
developments, military programs, scientific and technological progress, published 
between 194 7 and 1991. 

5See Woodrow J. Kuhns, ed., Assessing the Soviet Threat: The Early Cold War Years, 1946-1950 · 
(Washington, DC: Center for the Study of Intelligence, CIA, 1997). 
6See Donald Steury, ed., On the Front Lines of the Cold War: Documents on the Intelligence War 
in Berlin, 1946-1961 (Washington, DC: Center for the Study of Intelligence, CIA, 1999). 
7See Benjamin Fischer, ed., At Cold War's End: US Intelligence on the Soviet Union and Eastern 
Europe, 1989-1991 (Washington, DC: Center for the Study of Intelligence, CIA, 1999). 
8"Analysis" in this context is defined as papers reflecting in-depth or long-term research and, in 
many cases, also containing conclusions, estimates, and forecasts. 
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The Production of Intelligence Analysis 

CIA's analytic work began in a small Central Reports Staff (CRS) created 
in 1946 as part of the Central Intelligence Group (CIG), a forerunner of the 
Central Intelligence Agency, which was established in September 1947. The CIG 
inherited some operational elements from the Strategic Services Unit, an 
organization husbanded by the War Department that had kept intact key personnel 
and facilities from the wartime Office of Strategic Services (OSS) after it was 
disbanded in September 1945. The analytic elements of OSS's Research and 
Analysis Branch, however, had been transferred to the State Department, where 
they were allowed to be dispersed over the next few years. Thus, while CIA 
eventually acquired some analysts who had been in OSS, it did not inherit a 
functioning analytic organization or infrastructure. 

CRS quickly became an important intelligence link to the White House. 
President Harry Truman wanted to ensure that all relevant information available to 
the US Government on any given national security issue was correlated and 
evaluated centrally and a daily summary provided to him. He was determined that 
the country would never again suffer a devastating surprise attack as it had at 
Pearl Harbor.9 With presidential backing, CRS quickly grew into the Office of 
Reports and Estimates (ORE), which Truman's foreign policy advisers apparently 
hoped would produce national intelligence estimates by drawing on information 
available in the established intelligence agencies, the military services, and the 
State Department. The President himself, however, preferred the daily 
intelligence summary that ORE prepared for him over more formal estimates. 

The mission of CIA' s analysts expanded swiftly. In addition to the 
estimates and current intelligence tasks, they were asked to take on wide-ranging 
basic research work on such topics as economics, transportation and geography. 
In many regards, their work and their organizational structure naturally fell within 
normal academic disciplines and thus it seemed logical to sort it in this fashion. 
Also, bureaucratic opportunism played a role. The State Department and military 
services held that political and military analysis were rightfully theirs and should 
not be tasked to CIA. At the same time, they left scientific and, increasingly, 
economic subjects for the Agency's analysts. 

Meanwhile, a debate over whether CIA had the right to "produce" (as 
opposed to "correlate" information supplied by others) analysis gradually was 

9Kuhns, op. cit., p. 3. 
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resolved in favor of CIA because the work was not being done elsewhere. CIA 
also inherited from the wartime Manhattan Project the function of providing 
intelligence on foreign atomic energy matters. To do nuclear-related scientific 
and technical work, some CIA analysts were given special clearances, and this led 
in part to the founding of CIA' s Office of Scientific Intelligence in 1948. In 
addition, some CIA analysts were given CO MINT clearances for the purposes of 
producing current intelligence, and thus another important and growing source of 
information was created. In all of these developments, analysis on the USSR was 
the dominant task occupying CIA analysts. 

Criticism of ORE's work grew in the late 1940s. More than one 
policymaker and intelligence officer complained that ORE was not producing the 
kind of "national" estimates many had hoped for. After the Korean War broke out 
in June 1950, a new Director of Central Intelligence with greater status in 
Washington than his predecessors, Lieutenant General Walter Bedell Smith, was 
brought in to improve CIA's performance. Within days of taking office in 
October 1950, he abolished ORE and replaced it with the Office ofNational 
Estimates (ONE), n~sponsible for the production of national estimates; the Office 
of Research and Reports (ORR), responsible for doing basic research; and the 
Office of Current Intelligence (OCI), responsible for the production of daily 
current intelligence. 

The bulk of the CIA's analysis thus fell to ORR, which concentrated on 
economic analysis throughout the 1950s. Aiding this effort was the recruitment of 
Max Millikan, an economist from the Massachusetts Institute of Technology, to 
head ORR. Millikan initiated an extensive recruitment program, hiring 
economists who formed the core group of CIA' s economic analysts for the next 
decade. In addition, CIA reached a landmark agreement with the Department of 
State in 1951 that gave ORR responsibility for economic research and analysis on 
the Soviet Union and its East European satellites. ORR soon developed models of 
the Soviet economy that, with modifications over the ensuing decades, provided 
US policymakers with invaluable insights into the USSR' s massive but 
cumbersome economy. 

The 1950s and 1960s also saw a rapid expansion in the DI' s production of 
finished intelligence on Soviet strategic capabilities. Contributing to this 
expansion was the development of modem overhead photographic 
reconnaissance, beginning with the U-2 aircraft and growing in sophistication 
with the CORONA satellite program and follow-on systems. These programs 
generated information in great quantities and caused a "collection revolution," 
creating a need for new analytical techniques. The small DI photo-analysis office 
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established in 1952 eventually grew into the National Photographic Interpretation 
Center (NPIC) in 1961.10 

Military analysis underwent a revolution as a result of the new imagery. 
Innovative approaches were undertaken within ORR under the auspices of the 
Office of National Estimates, and the increased data derived from expanded 
collection, as well as new analytical techniques, were instrumental in settling the 
"bomber" and "missile" gap debates in the 1950s and early 1960s. The Agency's 
performance in these and other issues raised the stature of its analysis of Soviet 
military intentions and capabilities. At the same time, the Office of Scientific 
Intelligence expanded to work on missile and other technical weapons issues as 
well as on atomic energy issues. 

In the early 1960s, DCI John McCone recognized the new prominence of 
technological collection by forming the Directorate of Science and Technology 
(DS&T). It included both analytic elements and collection organizations, and the 
synergy between the two was noteworthy. Space and offensive weapons systems 
joined a new foreign missiles and space center that monitored Soviet missile 
developments. Defensive weapons systems, naval systems, and nuclear matters 
remained in OSI until 1973, when a new Office of Weapons Intelligence was 
formed that brought all the weapons-related issues together. In 1976, OWI and 
OSI were joined in a new Office of Scientific & Weapons Research, which in tum 
was moved to the DI, where its successors remain today. 

Another element aiding CIA's analysis of the USSR in this period was the 
availability of information supplied by human sources such as Colonel Oleg 
Penkovsky. This information provided the Agency with unique insights into 
Soviet capabilities and planning, especially regarding Soviet strategic forces. 11 

The trend in functional specialization continued in the DI in the 1960s. In 
1967, DCI Richard Helms created the Office of Strategic Research (OSR), which 
combined the units in ORR and OCI that engaged in military research. Thus, the 
military analysts at CIA, who were predominately concerned with the USSR, 
finally had an office of their own. Prior to this, most of the DI's military analyses 
were in the form of contributions to NIEs. Simultaneously, an Office of 
Economic Research (OER) was established. The workload of CIA's economists 
expanded considerably during the 1960s. Among the causes of this growth were 

1°NPIC remained in the DI until 1973, when it was transferred to the CIA's Directorate of Science 
and Technology. It became part of the National Imagery and Mapping Agency (NIMA) in 1996. 
11 William M. Leary, ed., The Central Intelligence Agency (Tuscaloosa, AL: University of Alabama 
Press, 1984), p. 70. 
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(1) the USSR's increasing use of foreign trade and assistance as instruments of its 
foreign policy, (2) concern in Washington that the Soviet Union would try to 
penetrate the emerging countries in the Third World economically, (3) the 
growing economic competitiveness of Japan and Western Europe, and (4) the 
gradual breakdown of the international monetary order that had been established 
at Bretton Woods in 1944. 

The Office of Current Intelligence also took on a more prominent role in 
the 1960s when it created a new publication for President John F. Kennedy-the 
President's Intelligence Checklist-now called the President's Daily Brief. The 
President took an instant liking to the publication, significantly boosting OCI' s 
prestige within the Dl. 12 

OCI had in fact been the "political analysis" office in the DI since its 
inception in 1951, but a small group of political analysts in OCI had been freed 
from current intelligence duties in the wake of Stalin's death in 1953 to study 
high-level Soviet politics. The group grew into a Senior Research Staff (SRS) . 
that was subordinated directly under the Deputy Director for Intelligence. It 
focused on lengthy, detailed studies of Soviet and Chinese affairs, Sino-Soviet 
relations, and international communism. During the 1950s and 1960s, the Di's 
analysis of Soviet political affairs was done by OCI, SRS, and the ONE staff. 

In 1973, ONE (both its board and its staff) were abolished, as was SRS. A 
newly created group of National Intelligence Officers (organized by substantive 
expertise) took over the function of producing NIEs-the organization became the 
National Intelligence Council at the end of the 1970s. Most of ONE and SRS 
were combined into a new Office of Political Research (QPR), paralleling OSR 
and OER and coexisting with OCI. In 1976 a single Office of Regional and 
Political Analysis (later renamed Office of Political Analysis) replaced both QPR 
and OCI. 

In 1981 the DI went through a large reorganization to pull together 
analysts from the political, economic , and military disciplines working on the 
same countries into regional offices. Thus, OSR, OER, and OPA were abolished 
and a series of geographic offices, including an Office of Soviet Analysis (SOVA) 
was created. The new SOVA was headed initially by the director of OSR, with 
the chief Soviet economist in OER as his deputy. 

12The President's Daily Brief continues to be produced today as a premier product of CIA' s 
Intelligence Directorate. 
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With this reorganization (which remains the basis of the Directorate's 
current structure), the Di's structure for analyzing the USSR returned to a model 
first pioneered by the OSS's Research and Analysis Branch in World War II. 
R&A had originally been organized like a college faculty, with separate offices for 
the various academic disciplines. In 1943, however, this structure was swept 
away and replaced with one designed to mirror the regional theaters of OSS global 

. 13 operations. 

The Document Selection Process 

The body of DI documents on the Soviet Union published during the Cold 
War years, but not yet declassified, is far too large to have been reviewed for 
declassification and released for this conference. Therefore, the goal of the 
Agency was to assemble a collection of documents large enough and sufficiently 
diverse to ensure that (1) most, if not all, of the major developments and analytic 
issues that occurred during the period were represented, and (2) the tenor and 
substance of the DI' s analysis was adequately captured. 14 

A threefold approach was taken in the document selection: 

• First, reports reflecting in-depth or long-term research that generally contain 
analytic judgments, estimates, and forecasts were selected for review and 
release. A few memoranda or other special products, but virtually no current 
intelligence, were included. 

• Second, using a listing of subject titles for reports published by the DI, the 
documents were selected for their substantive content. This selection was 
undertaken without regard to the quality of the analysis the documents 
provided. In no instance was any document excluded from the collection, nor 
was any information redacted to conceal analytic judgments that were 
subsequently proven wrong. No documents were withheld or redacted in a 
fashion to conceal differences between CIA's analysis arid that of another US 

13It was a traumatic experience for the economists in particular (who declared they would not serve 
with political scientists or historians), and a historian of the period stated that R&A chief William 
Langer (of Harvard University) "ought to have been decorated for his courage in assaulting the 
disciplinary fortifications ... " Barry M. Katz, Foreign Intelligence: Research and Analysis in the 
Office of Strategic Services, 1942-1945, (Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press, 1989), 
p.102. In 1981, there was less trauma, although the new office was promptly moved out of the 
CIA Headquarters compound for three years. 
14The documents, as released, have been sent to the National Archives and Records Administration 
(NARA). 
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Government agency or any other organization, or because release might 
somehow embarrass the Agency. 

• Third, the conference authors reviewed the documents chosen in the second 
step above to determine whether there were any substantive historical gaps in 
the collection. In some instances, National Intelligence Estimates were used 
to fill these gaps. 

Concerted efforts were made to release as many documents as possible and to 
declassify as much information as possible in the documents that were included in 
the collection. 

A number of complicating factors came into play in reviewing the 
documents. Some of the records could not be released in full without 
compromising still-sensitive intelligence sources and methods or harming current 
government-to-government relations. In these instances, we tried wherever 
possible to release the Summary, Conclusions, or Key Judgments of the paper, but 
the detailed supporting analysis was withheld. Some documents could not be 
released at all because they would have had to be so heavily redacted as to be 
meaningless or seriously distorted. 

A Closer Look at the Newly Released Materials 

About 860 DI finished intelligence documents, encompassing some 19,000 
pages (see table), are being released for the first time in conjunction with this 
conference. About 50 percent of these documents analyze economic topics; more 
than 20 percent assess political issues; about 20 percent deal with military matters; 
and less than 10 percent are assessments of scientific and technical subjects. 

The large proportion of economic documents, especially from the earlier 
period, is partially accounted for by the fact that the DI devoted the lion's share of 
its analytic resources to economic assessments during the 1950s. Moreover, much 
of CIA's military and technical analysis on the USSR ultimately appeared in print 
in the form of contributions to National Intelligence Estimates rather than as 
separate publications. In addition, scientific intelligence items are limited because 
many of the reports cite still-sensitive intelligence collection methods and 
specialized analytical techniques which, if divulged, could damage current 
security interests. Therefore, a significant amount of the work of the Office of 
Scientific Intelligence, the Office of Weapons Intelligence, and the Office of 
Scientific & Weapons Research was eliminated from review. As in the case of 
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military analysis, moreover, CIA's scientific and technical analysis often found 
expression in National Intelligence Estimates. 

The newly released documents are fairly evenly distributed over the time 
period. There are, however, a few more documents from the early years because 
the analysis produced in recent periods contains more still-sensitive information 
that cannot yet be declassified and released. The new release also includes 12 
recently declassified NIEs on the Soviet Union to fill gaps in coverage when it 
was not possible to include DI finished intelligence reports that could be 
declassified. 

A Large and Comprehensive Collection 

Complementing the newly declassified DI documents released for the 
conference are several collections of DI intelligence documents previously 
released to the public: 

1) In 1996, the Agency began to declassify DI analyses on the former Soviet 
Union. Since then, more than 1,600 reports containing approximately 51,350 
pages of analysis on the former USSR produced by the Office of Research and 
Reports and successor entities between 1953 and 1991 have been released to 
the National Archives and Records Administration (NARA). This initiative 
was undertaken as part of the Agency's voluntary Historical Review Program 
as well as under the 25-year mandatory program. 15 

2) Approximately 475 DI documents on the former Soviet Union have been 
reviewed and released by the Agency under the Freedom of Information Act 
(FOIA) or as part of the mandatory review program under Executive Order 
12958. 

3) Finally, 40 documents, about 1,500 pages, originally distributed by the Agency 
as unclassified publications were made available to the conference as a 
convenience because most are now out-of-print. 

Many National Intelligence Estimates on the former Soviet Union, the 
DCI' s most authoritative written judgments, also have been previously 
declassified and released to NARA. The NIEs were produced by the National 
Intelligence Council (and its predecessor organizations) and reflect the views of 
the entire intelligence community. Their text generally reflects the Agency's 

15 A description of the CIA' s voluntary historical review program and a listing of the documents 
released to NARA can be found on CIA's Electronic Document Release Center (also known as the 
FOIA) Web site at http://www.foia.ucia.gov. 
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analytic position on the issues, and, when it does not, the Agency's position is 
stated in a dissent. Since 1992, nearly 5 50 NIEs (of approximately 800) and other 
interagency intelligence issuances on the USSR, comprising over 13,000 pages, 
have been released to NARA. 

In all, over 3,500 DI finished intelligence documents, National Intelligence 
Estimates, and miscellaneous DI documents on the USSR are now available for 
the conference, and for future scholarship. We believe this collection provides a 
representative and unbiased sample of the Di's economic, political, military, and 
scientific and technical analysis over the period in question. Many DI analytical 
products still remain classified, however, and thus there is much more still to be 
learned about the Agency's analysis of the former Soviet Union during the Cold 
War. 

The Selection of Sample Documents for the Volume 

The documents included in this volume were selected by five authors who 
wrote papers for the conference. Each author was given a list of the documents 
assembled for the conference. From that list, they selected the reports they wanted 
as research materials for their review and assessment of the Di's analytic record 
between 194 7 and 1991. 

In reviewing the documents to prepare their conference papers, the authors 
were asked to identify particularly noteworthy reports or key documents for 
publication in this volume. In most cases, only the redacted versions of the 
Summaries or Key Judgments are included because of space constraints. As noted 
earlier, however, the declassified documents in their entirety, as well as the 
documents declassified for the conference, will be available at NARA and on the 
CIA Electronic Document Release Center (or FOIA Web site) at 
http://www.foia.ucia.gov. In addition, compact discs containing the documents 
will be provided to conference participants. 

Each section in the volume contains a brief explanation of the authors' 
reasons for including the summaries or key judgments of particular documents in 
the volume. The documents follow. 

Gerald K. Haines, CIA Chief Historian 
Robert E. Leggett, Office of Information Management, CIA 

12 

http://www.foia.ucia.gov


Declassified and Released DI and 
Intelligence Community Documents 

on the Soviet Union 

Number of Number 
Documents of Pages 

Documents Produced by CIA's Directorate of Intelligence 

Newly Reviewed for the Princeton Conference 859 19,160 

Previously released to NARA by CIA's Historical Review 1,152 36,720 
Program 

Released to NARA by CIA's 25-Year Program * 481 14,629 

FOIA and Mandatory Releases 473 9,300 

Released Previously by CIA in Unclassified Form 40 1,505 

TOTAL 3,005 81,315 

National Intelligence Estimates 

Newly Reviewed for the Princeton Conference 12 285 

Previously Released to NARA by CIA's Historical Review 546 13,710 
Program 

TOTAL 558 13,710 

GRAND TOTAL 3,563 95,025 

• As mandated by E.O. 12958 
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Editors and Contributors to this Volume 

Editors 

Gerald K. Haines 

Dr. Haines has an extensive background in US intelligence matters and on the 
Intelligence Community. He earned his doctorate in US diplomatic history at the 
University of Wisconsin-Madison in 1973. In the fall of 1974 he joined the National 
Archives as a foreign policy specialist. In 1981 he moved to the National Security 
Agency (NSA) as a staff historian. In 1989 he joined the CIA History Staff and became 
Deputy Chief in 1994. In 1995 he was asked to establish a new history office at the 
National Reconnaissance Office (NRO). In 1997 he returned to CIA's Center for the 
Study of Intelligence (CSI) to head the CIA History Staff and become the Agency's Chief 
Historian. 

Robert E. Leggett 

Dr. Leggett currently is a senior project manager in CIA's Office oflnformation 
Management (OIM), where among his other duties, he had overall responsibility for the 
declassification review and release of documents for this conference. He came to OIM 
with broad experience in the Intelligence Community. He previously served as the Chief 
of the Community Coordination Group in the Center for the Study of Intelligence (CSI) 
and before that in the National Intelligence Council (NIC) as Deputy National Intelligence 
Officer for Global and Multilateral Issues. Dr. Leggett served much of his career in 
CIA's Directorate of Intelligence with OSR, OER, and the Office of Soviet Analysis 
(SOVA) where he was a specialist on the Soviet economy. His academic work on the 
Soviet economy has appeared in scholarly journals, several books, and in Compendiums 
on the Soviet Economy published by the Joint Economic Committee of Congress. He 
also served on CIA' s National Intelligence Daily Staff, Office of Congressional Affairs, 
as a Group Chief in the DCI Center for Security Evaluation, and in the Intelligence 
Community's Crime and Narcotics Center. 
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Contributors to this Volume 

Donald Steury, a senior historian in the Center for the Study oflntelligence's CIA History 
Staff, is currently visiting professor at the University of Southern California. 

Douglas Garthoff, a former senior CIA officer who served in the Directorate of 
Intelligence, is currently adjunct professorial lecturer at American University in 
Washington, DC. 

Clarence Smith is a former Vice Chairman, Committee on Imagery Requirements and 
Exploitation, and a former Special Assistant to the Director of Central Intelligence. 
Smith is currently a senior industry executive with Space Applications Corporation and 
Emergent Information Technologies, Inc. 

James Noren is a retired CIA economic analyst and the co-author of Soviet Defense 
Spending: A History of CIA Estimates, 1950-1990 (College Station, Texas: Texas A&M 
University Press, 1998). 

Raymond Garthoff, a prolific author on Soviet affairs and former US Ambassador to 
Bulgaria, is a guest scholar at the Brookings Institution in Washington, DC. 
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Origins of CIA's Analysis 
of the Soviet Union, 1947-1991 



Origins of CIA's Analysis of the Soviet Union 
Author's Comments: Donald Steury 

Berlin, the political flashpoint of the early Cold War, was a catalyst for the 
development of a strategic analysis capability in CIA. The end of World War Il found 
the Allies in an increasingly tenuous quadripartite occupation of the city, which was 
complicated by its position deep inside the Russian occupation zone. As the wartime 
alliance fragmented, the continued Western presence in Berlin assumed a growing 
importance to the stability of the Western alliance: first, as a concrete symbol of the 
American commitment to defend Western Europe; and, second, as a vital strategic 
intelligence base from which to monitor the growing Soviet military presence in 
Germany and Eastern Europe. 

The continued division of the city offered no such advantage to the Soviet Bloc. 
Inevitably, the Kremlin came to regard the Western garrisons in Berlin as a more-or-less 
permanent challenge to the legitimacy of Soviet rule in Germany and Eastern Europe. 
Consequently, Soviet leader Joseph Stalin initiated a series of provocations and military 
demonstrations early in 1948 in an apparent effort to force the Western Allies out of 
Berlin. By March, the US Military Governor in Germany, General Lucius D. Clay, was 
sufficiently alarmed to warn Washington of "a subtle change in Soviet attitude 
which ... gives me a feeling that (war) may come with dramatic suddenness." 1 

Clay apparently had intended only to warn the Joint Chiefs of Staff (JCS) of the 
need for caution in Central Europe, but the telegram caused considerable alarm in 
Washington. At the behest of JCS Chairman General Omar N. Bradley, the supervisory 
Intelligence Advisory Committee ordered CIA to chair an ad hoc committee to examine 
the likelihood of war.2 The result was a series of three estimates (documents 1, 2, and 3) 
that examined and dismissed the possibility of a planned Soviet assault on Western 
Europe in 1948-1949, despite the escalating Soviet saber-rattling over Berlin. Although 
the estimates were brief, each reflected a relatively sophisticated and broadly-based 
understanding of Soviet national power. The analysis contained therein went beyond the 
military dimensions of the problem to analyze the political and economic implications of 
the issue. Together, the documents indicated a need for an independent analytical 
capability in Washington. 

A fourth estimate, ORE 58-48 (document 4) provided a comprehensive 
assessment of the Soviet Union's potential to wage war. A highly controversial estimate 
at the time, this document nonetheless further validated ORE's role as a source of 
overarching analyses. 

1 William R. Harris, "The March Crisis of 1948, Act I," Studies in Intelligence, Vol. 10, No. 4, 
Fall 1966, p.7 (National Archives and Record Administration [NARA] Records Group 263). 
2 Ibid., p.10. 
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The Berlin crisis sharply demonstrated the need for regular review of Moscow's 
war potential. With the reorganization of CIA in 1950-1951, this responsibility was 
formally given' to the newly created Board of National Estimates (see SE-16, document 
5). 

Throughout much of the 1950s, CIA' s analysis of the Soviet Union continued to 
be hampered by the lack of solid intelligence on Soviet military developments. Until the 
first remote sensors (such as the U-2 and the CORONA reconnaissance satellites) were 
deployed, CIA's analysis often was based on fragmentary sources at best. An essential 
component of the reorganization of CIA's analysis was the comprehensive review of the 
available intelligence on the Soviet Union completed in 1953 (document 6). 
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1. 

ORE 22-48 

POSSIBILITY OF DIRECT SOVIET MILITARY ACTION DURING 1948 

Report by a Joint Ad Hoc Committee • 
• 

THE PROBLEM 

1. We have been directed to estimate the likelihood of a Soviet resort to direct mili­
tary action during 1948. 

DISCUSSION 

2. Our conclusions are based on considerations discussed in the Enclosure. 

CONCLUSIONS 

3. The preponderance of available evidence and of considerations derived from the 
"logic of the situation" supports the conclusion that the USSR will not resort to direct 
military action during 1948. · 

4. However, in view of the combat readiness and disposition of the Soviet armed 
forces and the strategic advantage which the USSR might impute to the occupation of 
Western Europe a,nd the Near East, the possibility must be recognized that the USSR 
might resort to direct military action in 1948, par~lcularly iI the Kremlin should inter­
pret some US move, or series of moves, as indlcaUng an intention to attack the USSR 
or Its satellltes. 

• Thl.s estimate was prepared by a Joint ad hoc committee representing CIA and the Intelligence 
agencies of the Department of State, the Army, the Navy, and the Air Force. The date of the 
estimate Is 30 March 1948. 
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2. 

THE STRATEGIC VALUE TO THE USSR OF THE CONQUEST 

OF WESTERN EUROPE AND THE NEAR EAST (TO CAIRO) 

PRIOR TQ 1950 • 

Report by a Joint Ad Hoc Committee 

STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM 

1. To analyze and evaluate the advantages and disadvantages that would accrue 
to the USSR if it should elect, prior to 1950, to overrun the European continent and 
the Near East (to Cairo), with a view to determining whether or not the strategic 
position thus acquired would be sufficiently strong per se to induce Soviet leaders to 
adopt such a course of action. 

ASSUMPTIONS AND FACTS BEARING ON THE PROBLEM 

2. The USSR has the military capability of overrunning Europe (excluding the UK) 
and the Near East to Cairo in a short period of time. 

3. · The Western Powers would undertake immediate counteraction, including maxi­
mum employment of US air power, using the atomic bomb at least against Soviet 
targets. 

4. A substantial part of the merchant and naval ships belonging to the countries 
which were overrun would manage to avoid falling under Soviet control 

5. A large part of the Near Eastern oil facilities and installations would be seriously 
damaged or destroyed prior to evacuation by present operators. 

6. The Western Powers, through naval blockade, would effectively cut oft commerce 
between continental Europe on the one hand and the Western Hemisphere, Africa, 
and Southeast Asia on the other. 

7. In addition to the assumptions enumerated above, the basic problem of analyzing 
the Soviet position following the occupation of the areas in question must be considered 
under two broad alternative assumptions: 

a. That the USSR obtains a negotiated peace shortly after the occupation of these 
areas. 

• This paper was prepared by a Joint ad hoc committee represenUng CIA and the lntelllgence 
organizations of the Departments of State, the Army, the Navy, and the Air Force. It has been 
concurred In by the Directors of the intelligence organizations of the Departments of State, Army, 
and Navy. The dissent of the Director of Intelligence, Department of the Air Force, Is appended as 
Enclosure B. 
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2. (continued) 

TOr~ 
b. That, after the occupation of Western Europe and the Near East as far as Cairo, 

the USSR Ls !aced with a continuing global war with the US and lts allies, involving 
ultimate US invasion of Soviet controlled territory. 

(The first assumption Ls necessary because Soviet leaders might elect to exercise 
their current military capabilities in the belief that, after Soviet occupation of these 
areas, the US public would not support the continuation of a war to liberate the 
European continent, and because, under the assumption of a quick negotiated peace, 
the Soviet position would differ greatly from what it would be if the USSR were forced 
to sustain the weight of a continuing global war.) 

8. The position of the UK following Soviet occupation of the European continent would 
obviously have an important bearing upon the basic problem, particularly under the 
assumption in 7 b above. If. the UK were either occupied by the USSR or completely 
neutralized, US capabilities for counteraction, particularly through naval and air 
operations, would be reduced. If, on the other hand, bases for US Naval and air 
operations from the UK rem:'-in tenable, substantial continuing damage could be in­
flicted upon the Soviet war potential, and shipping along the European coast would 
be largely interdicted. 

9. An effort has been made in this paper to develop the maximum number of factual 
data with reference to the basic problem. This has been possible to a considerable 
degree with respect to the economic, scientific, and military factors. In the final 
analysis, however, we are stlll to a large extent dependent upon "the logic of the 
situation" and upon deductions from the pattern of Soviet behavior for our con­
clusions as to the possibility of direct Soviet military action. 

DISCUSSION 

{See Enclosure A) 

CONCLUSIONS 

10. If the USSR could obtain a negotiated peace shortly after the occupation of 
Western Europe and the Middle East to Cairo, the potential economic, scientific, and 
military advantages to the USSR would appear to be very substantial, but the USSR 
would not begin to reap significant advantages for a period of from two to three years 
after the completion of the occupation. 

11. The occupation of Western Europe and the Middle East, however, would involve 
the Soviet leaders in grave political risks. 

12. We believe that, in spite of the prospect of substantial tangible economic, scientific, 
and military gains, the Soviet leaders would consider these political risks so serious 
a threat to their own positions of power and to their ultimate objective of a Com· 
munist world that they would be unlikely to undertake this operation-even under the 
assumption of a negotiated peace-unless they anticipated an attack or became in· 
volved in military action through accident or miscalculation. 
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2. (continued) 

T00~ 
13. An analysis of the economic and military position-of the USSR under conditions 
of continuing global war against the US and Its Allies prior to 1950, indicates clearly 
that the total realizable resources under Soviet control would be inadequate for the 
defense of the conquered areas. 

14. We conclude, therefore, that neither the recognized military capability of over­
running Western Europe ~d the Near East to Cairo, nor any strategic advantages to 
be gained thereby are of themselves likely to induce Soviet leaders to undertake this 
course of action prior to 1950. 

15. It is emphasized that the foregoing conclusions are based on an effort to weigh 
objectively the various considerations with respect to the stated problem and do not 
reflect an over-all estimate of Soviet military intentions prior to 1950. 
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3. 

ORE 22-48 (Addendum) anti 8!3CRE 1 

POSSIBILITY OF DIRECT SOVIET MILITARY ACTION DURING 1948-49 

Report of Ad Hoc· Committee' Reviewing the Conclusions on ORE 22-48 

THE PROBLEM 

1. We have been directed to estimate if the events of the past six months have 
increased or decreased the likelihood of a Soviet resort to military action during 1948-49. 

BASIS FOR ESTIMATE• 

2. Available intelligence bearing on the stated problem is too meager to support a 
conclusion that the USSR either will or will not resort to deliberate military action 
during 1948-49 .. 

DISCUSSION 

3. Our conclusions are based OIJ. considerations discussed in the Enclosure. 

CONCLUSIONS 

4. We do not believe that the events of the past six months have made deliberate 
Soviet military action a probability during 1948-49. They have, however, added some 
weight to the factors that might induce the USSR to resort to such action. It is con­
sidered, therefore, that the possibility of a resort to deliberate military action has been 
slightly increased. 

5. However, the developments of the past six months which constitute setbacks to 
the Soviet international position have had the effect of adding to the pressure on the 
USSR. This pressure increases the possibility of the USSR resorting to diplomatic 
ventures which, while not constituting acts of· war or even envisaging the likelihood of 
war, will involve an increased rlsk of miscalculations that could lead to war. 

•This estimate was prepared by a joint ad hoc committee representing CIA and the Intelligence 
agencies o! the Departments o! State, the Army, the Navy, and the Air Force. The date of the 
estimate ls 27 August 1948. 

•The omce of Naval Intelligence concurs generally In the discussion, as contained In the 
Enclosure. 

However, ONI feels that the "Basis for Estimate" as stated Is not valid. Evidence of Soviet 
intentions Is meager, but such tnte!Ugence as Is available does not Indicate a resort to deliberate 
mmtary action. If the position Is taken that the lntelllgence available cannot support conclusions 
one way or the other, any conclusions drawn from such a basis of estimate are of doubt!ul value 
for u. a. planning. 

Therefore, ONI feels that the conclusions stated In ORE 22-48, as modified by ONI comment, 
are still valid. ONI concurs, however, that the events of the past six months have Increased slightly 
the posslblllty of military action through miscalculation as stated In paragraph 5 of subject rep0rt, 
and would Include under mlscalculaUon the possib111ty that minor military incidents might expand 
Into uncontrolled contllct. 

1 ..;mr §FGRBI 
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3. (continued) 

ENCLOSURE 

1.JlSCUSSION · . 

1. Reference is made to ORE 22-48. In general, and except for such modifications 
as follow, it is considered that the discussion and conclusions thereof are still valid and 
are, particularly in rei;pect to the economic and political factors involved, still generally 
applicable to the immediate future. 

EVENTS WITHIN THE SOVIET ORBIT WHICH MIGHT INDUCE A USSR 
RESORT TO EARLY MILITARY ACTION 

2. In the USSR itself, we find no reliable evidence of military, economic, or political 
developments of sufficient Importance to warrant any revision of our previous con­
clusions. 

3. In the Eastern European Satellites, signs of naUonallst sentiment, of mass 
peasant antagonism to Comm.unist agrarian policies, and of dissension in Communist 
ranks, have suggested the.growth of wavering loyalties and resistance to central direc­
tion from USSR. The defection of Tito and the Yugoslav Communist Party is our most 
striking evidence for the existence of an unstable situation. There ls no doubt that this 
situation has caused concern in the Kremlin. While the USSR might consider the use 
of force to correct this situation, and general war might result, we think such a decision 
unlikely unless the Soviet leaders believe that -the issue has reached a point where it 
seriously threatens their control of the Soviet orbit. At such a time the risk of war 
might seem preferable to the risk of losing control. There is no reliable evidence, how­
ever, that this point has .been reached. 

EVENTS IN WESTERN EUROPE WHICH MIGHT INDUCE A USSR RESORT 
TO EARLY MILITARY ACTION 

4. The following events in Western Europe may have brought about some change 
in Soviet strategic thinking: ' 

a. The positive effort of the US to recreate economic and political stability 
through the European Recovery Pl'ogram (ERP). ' . ' 

b. The increasing firmness of the Western Powers toward Soviet-Communist 
expansion, with the growth of military solidarity among Western European nations. 

c. The initial steps to establish a western German Government. 
· d. The failure of Communist tactics in Western Europe. 

5. In ORE 22-48, we stated that "the opportunities for further Soviet gains through 
the exploitation of economic, political and social instability, while recently diminished, 
are by no means exhausted." These opportunities probably appear to Soviet analysts 
to be still further limited in Western Europe. While it can be argued that an increasing 
reduction of opportunity may be an Inducement to early Soviet milltacy action, it is 
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3. (continued) 

cTOP 02CR'B'i' 

possi)lle that the events noted above have added to the strain on the Communist political 
control of Eastern Europe and therefore contributed to the weaknesses discussed in 
paras. 2-3 above. It is considered that the USSR, although confronted with resistance 
to Communist expansion in Europe, is still capable of exploiting existing political and 
economic instability, and is therefore more likely to continue to employ these means 
than to accept the risk of direct military action in the immediate future. Although 
Europe will remain the major objective, strategic areas elsewhere are also available 
for profitable exploitation. 

EVENTS IN THE UNITED STATES WHICH MIGHT INDUCE A USSR 
RESORT TO EARLY MILITARY ACTION 

6. Since Soviet leaders view, and Communist Parties are indoctrinated to regard 
the US as the chief bulwark of capitalism, and hence the major antagonist of the USSR, 
the strategy and tactics of the KremHn are probably strongly influenced by an analysis 
of US capabilities and intentions. 

7. Until recently, it has been supposed that Soviet planners were assuming a severe 
economic crisis in the US by the end of 1948, and that from this would follow a progres­
sive weakening of US power potential. In turn, th~ political and economic recovery of 
Western Europe would be inhibited. It now appears possible that this assumption is 
being revised, and that Soviet planners now ass~e that US economy will continue 
productive and prosperous so long as it enjoys' the export markets provided by the 
European Recovery Program. 

8. It appears probable that Soviet leaders will be forced to admit a miscalculation 
of factors in US domestic politics which 'they earlier considered favorable. Neither the 
isolationists, the pacifists, nor the Wallace "Progressives" have seriously undermined 
popular support of a firm US diplomatic line or of adequate US defense proposals. 
Opinion with respect to US foreign policy has not been fundamentally split along 
partisan lines. Never before, in peacetime, has US opinion been so uniform on a ques­
tion of foreign policy. 

9. In ORE 22-48, we stated that "Soviet leaders may have become convinced that 
the US actually has intentions of military aggression in the near future." Recent 
events may have somewhat strengthened Soviet conviction in this respect. The pass­
age of a peacetime Draft Act, the continued development of atomic weapons, the 
general acceptance of increased military appropriations, the establishnient of US bases 
within range of targets in the USSR, the activities of US naval forces in the Mediter­
ranean, and the movement to Europe of US strategic airforce units are instances in 
point. We think it unlikely, however, that these events have actually led Soviet leaders 
to the conclusion that positive US aggression must be soon expected. It is considered 
that they are more probably taken to mean tpat the u1timate conftlct with the capitalist 
system will be· resolved by force rather than by the methods of "cold war." While 
the danger of an early Soviet military move, made in calculated anticipation of this 
ultimate conflict may be slightly increased by these circumstances, we do not estimate 
that such a move has become a probability. 

3 ...-:±UP SECRET -
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3. (continued) 

"POP SECRET 

10. Soviet analysts, examining these evidences of US intentions, might conclude 
that they can no longer assume the early disintegration of the capitalist world, and 
that US military potential, now low, will steadily improve and will ultimately be accom­
panied by an improvement in the military potential of Western Europe. This might, 
in turn, suggest looking to military action for the achievement of their aims. How­
ever, since the usefulness of non-military methods has not yet been exhausted in Europe, 
and since there are other regions open to significant exploitation, we do not estimate 
that a USSR resort to deliberate military action has become a probability. 

11. Several recent events-especially the Soviet blockade of Berlin-have served to 
increase the tension between the USSR and the US. With this heightened tension has 
come a corresponding increase in the possibility of a miscalculation which might result 
in general conflict. 
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4. 

ORE 46-49 

THE POSSIBILITY OF DIRECT SOVIET MQ'..ITARY ACTION DURING 1949 

Report of a .Joint Ad H.oc Committee • 

THE PROBLEM 

L We have been directed to estimate the likelihood of a Soviet resort to direct 
mllltary action ~Uiing 1.949. 

DISCUSSION 

2. Our conclusions are based on considerations discussed In the Enclosure. 

CONCLUSIONS 

3. The USSR ~ an overwhelming preponderance of immediately available mili­
tary power on the Eurasian continent and a. consequent capability of resorting to 
direct military action at any time. The prlnclpal deterrent to such action Is the 
superior war-making potential of the United States. 

4. There fs no conclusive factual evidence of Soviet preparation for direct military 
aggression during 1949. 

5. A deliberate Soviet resort to direct military action against the West during 1949 
fs Improbable. Moreover, the USSR fs likely to exerc1se some care to avoid an unin­
tended outbreak of hostllltl.es with the United States. 

6. As part of its efforts to counteract the Atlantic Pact and US military aid pro­
gram, however, the USSR-will seek to intensify and exploit the universal fear of a new 
war. In this it will pay special attention to Scandinavia, Yugoslavia, and Iran. It is 
unlikely, however, to resort to even localized direct military action. 

7. The fact remains that international tension has increased during 1948. It will 
probably increase further during 1949. In these circumstances, the danger of an unin­
tended outbreak of hostilities through miscalcUlation on either side must be considered 
to have increased. 0 

• Tb1s esUmate was ·prepared by a J"o!nt Ad Hoc Commit.tee composed of deslgllated repre­
sentaUves of the CIA and of the Intelligence organfzatlons of the Departments of State, the Anny, 
the Navy, and the Air Force.. It has been concurred In by the Directors of those agencies, except 
a.s lnd1cated·m the footnote below. The date of the estimate 1s 21April1949. 

•• The Director of Intelligence, Department of the Army, believes that the last sentence of 
paragraph 7 Implies a greater possiblllty of war In 1949 than. tn tact, exists; and that it should 
read "In these circumstances, the small but continuing danger of an unintended outbreak of 
hostilities through miscalculation on either side must be considered. H 
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4. (continued) 

. -
iOP SECJ.Jhi · 

ENCLOSURE 

1. As of 30 March 1948, we estimated that the preponderance of available evi­
dence and of considerations ·derived from the "logic of the situation" supported the 
conclusion that the USSR would not resort to direct m.Uitacy action during 1948. Our 
present task Is to prepare a corresponding estimate with respect to the ~llity of 
Soviet military action during 194.9. l ' 

2. The USSR continues to enjoy an overwhelming preponderance of ~ 
dlil.tely available military power on the Eurasian continent. During the past year it 
has maintained. and possibly accelerated. its efforts to enhance its military capabilities 
through both the intensive development of ba.sl.c war lndustri,es .and the qualitative 
improvement of Its mllitaxy forces. There has recently been a signfficant Increase In 
Soviet troop strength In Germany through the arrival of recruits from the 1928 class. 
It Is not yet apparent whether this Increase Is temporary or permanent. In general, 
however, So~et mllltary preparations appear to be precautionary or long-term. There 
ls no factual eviderice of Soviet preparation for aggressive mllltary act.ion during 1949. 

3. In the absence_ of conclusive factual evidence, our estimate· must depend on 
our appreciation of the fundamental objectives and strategy of the USSR. This appre­
ciation. set forth in ORE 60-48, ORE 41-49, and elsewhere, need not be repeated here at 
length. The pertinent conclusion Is that the USSR would be unlikely to resort to 
direct mllltacy act.ion unless convinced that a military atta.ck by the West on the USSR 
was In active preparation and impcmble to forestall by non-mllltary means. 

4. Our estlma.te of 30 March 1948 (ORE 22-48) has been borne out by the event. 
We may be permitted. then, to assume that the situation as It existed a year ago was 
not such as would cause the USSR to resort to direct milltaxy action. Consequently we 
limit our present consideration to developments since that. date which might cause 
the USSR to resort to such action. These developments are: 

a. An increasingly evident US determination to resist further Soviet encroach­
ment in Europe, the Mediterranean, and the Near East, and to encourage, organize, and 
support local resistance in those areas. In the context of Soviet thought, this develop­
ment must appear to be essentJally hostile and preparatory to eventual US aggression, 
though not indicative of imlnediate attacl2 The USSR Is particularly sensitive to the 
extension of US influence from Western Europe and the Mediterranean into Scandi­
navia on the one hand, the Balkans and Iran on the other. 

b. A gradual increase in the will and ability of Western Europe to resist Soviet 
political aggression. and a corresponding decline in Communist political. and revolu­
tionary capabilities in that area. 

c. Increasing rigidity in the partition of Germany and the development of an 
extremely taut situation at Berlin; in particular, the success of the airlift in defeating 
the blockade as a means of coerclon with respect to Berlin, progress toward the estab­
lishment of Western Ckrmany as a political and economic entity within the Western 
European community, and deterioration of the Soviet position in Eastern Germany 
and in ·aermany as a whole. 
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4. (continued) 

d. The persistence of individuallSm and nationalism in Eastern Europe, despit. 
further forcible consolidation of the Soviet position in that area (excepting Yugoslavia) 

e. Tito's successful defiance of the Kremlin, a matter of greatest significance iJ; 

the development of ·international Communism and Soviet hegemony. 
f. Failure of the si~tion in the ·Near and Middle East to develop as advan. 

tageously, from the Soviet point of view, as might have been expected. and the curren1 
trend toward adjustment and stablllza.tion in the internal con1llcts within that region 

Communist successes In China and prospects in Southeast .Asia. are matters man!· 

festly unlikely tO cause the USSR to resort to direct military action. 
5. Tb.e rulem of the USSR a.re presumably realistic enough to perceive that these 

developrr.-.:lts do not constitute a danger of immediate attack. They will appreciate, 
however, that the opportunity for ;3, viet expansion westward by non-military means 
has ended for the time being, and , ~ey will be apprehensive lest a continuation of the 
present trend result eventually in a corresponding stabilization of the situation in the 
Near East, a further deterioration of the Soviet position in Eastern Europe, and an 
ultimate danger of US attack u.Pon 'the USSR. In these circumstances the USSR 
must give serious .consideration t' the advisability of resort to preventive war whlle 
it still enjoys a preponderance ·of Immediately available military power on the Eurasian 
continent. 

6. The deterrents to such a declsl.on are the realization that it would precipitate 
an immediate decisive confiict with the United States, a present lack of adequate defense 
against atomic attack and of means for a declslve mllit:..ry attack on the United States, 
respect for the present general .superiority of US war _industrial potential in terms of 
a long struggle, and reasonable hope of improving the position of the USSR in these 
respects wif;Q. the passage of time. Philosophically preP?Xed to take the long view in 
the absence of an Jmmediate threat and confident that future crises of capitalism will 
produce new opportunities for Soviet aggrandizement by non-military means, the Krem­
lin would have reason to avoid a premature showdown while assiduously developing 
its capabilities for eventual defense or aggression. 

7. On balance we conclude that the USSR iS unlikely to resort to preventive war 
during 1949 at least. It.<t most probable course of action will be to continue its prepa­
rations for eventual war while seeking to arrest or retard the indicated adverse trend 
of developments (para. 4) by political and psychological counterefforts in forms cur­
rently familiar. In following this course the USSR will seek to intensify and exploit 
the universal fear of a new war. It will pay speci8.I attention to Scandinavia, Yugo­
slavia, and Iran. It is unlikely, however, to resort to even localized direct military 
action, except possibly with respect to Finland and Yugoslavia. In any such action 
taken, it will probably exercise care to avoid direct collision with the United States. 

8. US and Soviet forces are in actual contact only in Germany and Austria. The 
fact that in the course of a year of acute tension the USSR has carefully avoided 
any action there calculated to precipitate armed hostilities establishes a presumption 
that the USSR would not resort to direct military action merely to break the dead­
lock at Berlin or to secure a satisfactory solution of the German problem. On the 
contrary, present indications are that the USSR may soon discard coercion, as repre-
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4. (continued) 

sented by the blockade of Berlin, for th.e time being, in order to seek a more satisfactory 
situation through political negotiation. 

9. Th.e VUlnerabillty of Finland to Soviet pressure and the gravity with which the 
USSR views Norwegian adhereµ.ce to the Atlantic Pact requires specific consideration 
oc that case. Threatening gestures toward Finland and Scandinavia might be expected 
to discourage any possible Finnish hope of rescue from the West, to confirm Swedish 
adherence to neutrality, and to inhibit Norwegian implementation of the Pact. A 
Soviet military occupaUon of Finland, however, nitght have exacUy the opposite effect. 
driving Sweden Into the arms of the West and stimu1ating Norwegian demands for . 
direct military sa.pport. For these reasons, 1ncrea.sing intimidaUon is to be expected, 
but direct military action is unlikely. a...,. · 

10. Similarly, threatening Soviet gestures might be more eftecUve that direct 
action in lnhibiUng Yugoslav rapprochement with the West. Basically, however, the 
continuing existence of the Tito regime is intolerable from the Soviet point of view and 
real efforts to liquidate lt must be expected. Any attempt to do so by force of arms 
would probably take the foro;i. of insurrection within Yugoolavla with covert Satellite 
support, as in the case of Greece. Direct Soviet military intervention wciuld be unlikely­
unless it became the only means of preventing the military alignment of Yugoslavia 
with the West. Even in that case, Soviet intervention would not be Intended to 
precipitate a general war and could do so only if the West chose to take armed 
counteraction. 

11. Soviet sensitivity with respect to Iran requires .specific consideration of that 
situation also. In terms of the internal factors involved. the situation In Iran Is more 
stable than lt was a year ago. There has been, however, an intensification of Soviet 
pressure upon Iran and there remain opportunities for indirect Soviet intervention 
through indigenous "'liberation" movements, as with respect to .Azerbaijan ~d the 
Kurdish tribes. The immediate Soviet purpose appears to· be tO prevent Iranian 
adherence to a Near Eastern pact analogous to the Atlantic Pact and acceptance of 
substantial US military aid. Although the USSR has been at some pains to build up a 
legalistic basis for direct intervention with reference to the Treaty of 1921, this appears 
to be part of the war of nerves. Direct Soviet military action in Iran during 1949 
is considered unlikely. 

12. Accepting our estimate of Soviet intentions, the fact remains that interna­
tional tension has increased during 1948 and will probably increase further during 1949. 
Both sides are actively preparing for eventual war. In these circumstances there is 

increasing danger of an. undesired outbreak of hostilities through miscalculation by 
either side. Such m1scalculation could occur in underestimating the determination of 
the opposing side or in cicaggerating its aggressive intentions. Both miscalculations 
would be present in a situation in which one side took a position from which it could 
not withdraw in the face of an unexpectedly alarmed and forceful reaction on the part 
of the other. 
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s. 

THE STRENGTH AND CAP ABILITIES OF SOVIET 
BLOC FORCES TO CONDUCT MILITARY OPERATIONS 

AQAINST NATO 

THE PROBLEM 

To analyze the strength and capabilities of Soviet Bloc 
forces to conduct military operations against NATO during the 
period 1951-1954, including the capacity of the Soviet Bloc to 
maintain and increase these forces after the outbreak of war. 

ANALYSIS 

See the Enclosure. 

CONCLUSIONS 

1. The USSR has at present and will probably have through mid-
1954 military strength of such magnitude as to pose a constant 
and serious threat to the security of the NATO powers, especial­
ly in view of the aggressive nature of Soviet objectives and poli­
cies. 

2. Politically, economically, and militarily the Soviet Bloc is 
capable of undertaking a major war. Its over-all strength and 
war potential should increase considerably by mid-1954. 

a. Despite continued political tensions within the Soviet 
Bloc, both the Soviet population and the European Satellites 
are under firm Kremlin control. In the event of war various 
internal tensions will tend to become more acute, but they 
probably will not become serious enough to pose a major 
obstacle to Soviet ability to sustain .a major war effort until 

'f'OP 8EOR~'iP 

33 



5. (continued) 

the latent disruptive ele.ments within the Soviet Bloc acquire a 
reasonable expectation and hope of the ultimate victory of the 
anti-Soviet forces. The potential of such disruptive elements 
will probably increase substantially and at an accelerated pace 
if and as the Soviet Bloc suffers damaging internal reverses. 

b. The Soviet economy is already at a high state of war -
readiness and its produetive capacity is such as to enable 
the USSR to undertake a major war effort. In the event of 
war, the Soviet economy, unless crippled by a strategic air 
offensive, could support a substantial increase in war produc­
tion. 

c. The over-all conventional military strength in being of 
the Soviet orbit is the greatest in the world today. While the 
personnel strength of the Soviet Bloc forces should increase 
only moderately' through mid-1954, the completion of current 
programs should mater~ally improve their mobilization poten­
tial and combat effectiveness. Soviet atomic capabilities, al­
ready substantial, should also materially increase. 

3. In view of the high state of war-readiness of the Soviet econ­
omy and armed forces, the USSR is at present capable of initiat­
ing hostilities against the NATO powers with little or no warning. 
It now has the capability of simultaneously conducting a series 
of land campaigns against Western Europe and the Middle East, 
as well as air and submarine attacks against the UK, the US and 
Canada, and NATO sea communications. By mid-1954, growing 
Soviet military and economic strength, particularly in atomic 
weapons, should materially enhance Soviet ability to conduct these 
operations. 

- 2 -

TOP ~l!:CR&T 

34 



6. 

Approved For Release 1999/09/08 : CIA-RDP80R01443R0001 ~~1-8 
TBP 8E8R£T f ili!i..~l~-

o/~'./~~ 

the adeq\ill.q of 1ntel.11pnoe on the 8oviet. 'bloo ftriee f1'0lll 

tba u4 aocurate 1n l!IOIDO -.tecoriea to iDadequate aod pra.cti~ 

..m.sttmt 1n otben. We haw no reliable ine14e 1.D.tallipn06 on 

Wnktn1 1n the Jfremlln. Om- eatia te• or So-d.•t lq ranp pl.au 

u4 1.D.tenUcma an epeoulatiorus dra'Wl:l tl'OIR irladequat.e e'fi.deDCe. · At; 

the ether extnme, eTidence oontirmins the existence ot aJor ,iurtace 

waaela 1n th• bloc naval forces 1• firm uu1 accurate. OperetiODILl 

t.Atelllpnoe 1n •upPor\ of current a1l1tal7 operationa 1n Korea ie 

~ UHllent. other pb&Ha of SO'det. 'bloo acti'f1.t188 tall into 

later'nDin& 4•cree• ot intelligence coterap. 

Approved For Release 1999/09/08: CIA-RDP80R01443R000100120001-8 

35 



6. (continued) 

Approved For Release 1999~8g(i1l!'fPBOR01443R000100120001-8 

Ill the fiel4 ot atcld.o enera, O'll1° .eU..tes of f\lt~ Soviet. 

•\ookptl•• ot fiesicn 119&pone •n :reuona~ ad9Cl\l&te. !Ml -.r&1n ot 

.rar Se ROh that the aotual stockpile wq be trca l/' lt1e t.o tvioe 

the estiate. ~. ppa met repr41n& production of ~35, e.114 

Mn iaportan\1 their t.hvmonuclear prop-as. 

htelllcenoe Gil 6ov1et biological am ohemical warfare prog:rama 

la u.t.r~ lS..S.t.ecl.. On the atber hand, w haTII a tairl.J po4 p1ot.ure 

ot Soiibt capabilitiu in GODtribut1nc aoientitio tield•. 

l».o'wle4p ot Srni•t eleotl'cmioa 'bu 1.aprOTed aip11'1nn~ ill 

\bl 1.ut el&htnn &ODtba, Intellipnoe on Soviet eleot.romapetio 

wrtan eapabUi t1e11 1• tJov very pod. Wbile our bovle4p of the eleo­

VcmiOll aapeow ot Sovie\ air detenae ba• iaprcml4, there are still 

•v1ous PPB• 
laovledp ot ourrent Soviet 1\11414 1d.aa1lee propua ia poor, 

al~\llh oerta11l projeota baaed on German do'Velopmenta an tairl1' veil 

!Mhn1cr&l. lzltell1PDO• Oil conftllticmal milltaq wapozu1 .i 

91tuipunt 1a reaa~~ po4 as far•• •tudardlsed itema are oonoerned. 

~. there 11 Ut.tle knowl.~ ot ~rt.ant illprovnenta in auoh 
ci~k - :I. s7/-

tiel.4' •• \llld.enlater and aer1Al l\vartar • · 

W1 th reep1<1t to basic ecientitic reaea:roh, preeent Htimatea ot . 

lClltg ... range 4evel.opme.ts &ff 'ffr7 "9Sk, but our estimates of the current 

ate.tu are llel.1eve4 to lie .or• uarq adequate .• 

& """"1'"""' j; '1 ~ P ~em 
Approved For Release 1999/0~f: §;__RDP80R01443R000100120001-8 

36 



6. (continued) 

25X1B4d 

f 87 BE@Rl¥f& 
Securlt~ l!l.forn~r 

Approved For Release 1999/09/0ts: d~-RDP80R01443R000100120001-8 
!OOKlillC IB'f!LLIGERCE 

!fhe acleq,us.cy of economic intell1gence on the Soviet J)loc 18ries 

wide~ 1'rOlll one inc!llstey to another and from one countey to another. 

'J!be beet intelligence is on the USSR. 

OUr tntell1gence is beliEm!d best OA output ot basic 

1n4ustries in the USSR -- the primry metals 1 f'uels and power, 

transporta.t1on, and some machiner)' and chemical. inanatries. f!his . 

intelligence 1& based in part on official Soviet announcements. A1though 

contra.ey to wbat 1s us~ resarded as Kremlin practice and not 1n 

keeping v1th Sovie't cbancter, BUCh announcements bave been show. 

to be reliable. 'lhe 'Validit)' of official Soviet statistics bas 

been confi1'med bJ' several 1Jl4ependent stuaie& baaed OD intelligel'lCe 

materi&la, We believe, therefore, tbat official. releases~ not 

clistributed tor propaganda purposes. Weverthelees, there llllQ' be a margin 

ot error Gue to :faulty statistical practices and to ~if'ic&tion by the · 

lover echelon. Tbua our ev14ence on most major industries is probab:cy 

within ten per cent of accurac7 and, in the case ot critical items such 

as steel., oil 8114 electric power, within five per .cent. 

J'or other industries &Del far agriculture output estimates are 

built up flail tregm.entaey intelligence. ~ techniques used include 

plant 

8tu41es based on reports of prieoners ot war, dei'ectors 1 and returned 

ec1ct1sts and technicians who were emplo)'"ed in the bloc in the post­

war pertod; and crop-weather correlation 1111a11ses to estimate biolo-

gical )'ielas. Improvement in such estim&tes will depend in the tuture 

le5P f!il!e~it' 
Approved For Release 199em9t'OfJ>r!'IE!JtA-RDP80R01443R000100120001-8 

37 



6. (continued) 

Approved For Release 19ssilfta~Jf1Jlifn,aoR01443R000100120001-8 

upon re.ti.nement of reaearoh teehniques and upon improved oolleot1on of 

raw intelllgenoe matariala. To date. thaae t.eohniquea haTe ghen out-

put eatimates for all lll!ljor agrioultural o01111110ditiea, and tor aeveral 

branonea ot indU1try wnioh range trom within ten per cent to within 

twenty-t1Ye IJ6r oent of aoourao7. 

'l'bero are at1ll a large DWllber of' industriea about which 

little is knOYID. '!'haao include produoen of ~ertain maohlnery and 

equipment iteui.s and a fft of' tne rare miiierals. 

By ooal>:lnlnt; all aya1labls output atatiatica, annual growth 

ratea for industry •. a.grioialturo0 an4 t.,ron national product are deriTed. 

fie belie•• thl.t they are probably within one porcent.ge point of 

aoourao;i. that 11,. au eatimated 8.DJ1ual growth rate ot ai:s per cent tor 

Soviet groea national pJ'Odu.ot ia probab1J no higher than •non per oent 

and no l01rer than the per oent. 

Intoration for l.Ht Germany 1a the moat co111pleto1 .t'or Cs-ho-

slOYakia and Poland it is fairly gooc0 while that tor China !a the leaat 

adequate. 
• ! 

At preaent, lntelllgenoe h too f,ragme.ntar1 to perllllt eatl-tee 

on atrateglo atcokpile1 &11d working in•entorlea in all 8100. coUDtriea. 

Approved For Release 1999/09/08: CIA-RDP80R01443R000100120001-8 

38 



6. (continued) 

Approved For Release 1999/0f{# s~OR01443R000100120001·8 

NU1tar7 ilateUlgeace ocacenlq the lortet 8100 ill eGPiderell r.. 
tw po1nt1 ot Y.lw, iaotial and etnte;tc. 

tut'r! 
llLteUiltll" a tti. uUv:l.Uu ot the IO'fi•t 8100 C'llM tonH 'ftri• 

vltb ibl poc:raphleal uea 1111der- cou1cleratimi. ~ uede41D 

nppar\ of P'OQD4· ldl1\d7 opwat1GU ill larea U ~ a;oellerat.. 

Jatitllipnce Gia ~ iat.allatlou and OB 4ffel.OJWllb 1a HlaolNril.1 euoh 

.. a. ..,_., u4 aotlv.L\iu ot the Ch!HH C-.iir' torou Uct lorth 

...... altl, ii imdeq•te· 

a..t.. ot lat.U. U1! equi{Bent iatelligaae Gil tM uasa, Ccmmnist 

Cld.m Ull - '° e. luflU dqrM;.. tu bopuD s&t.111tu, la partial u4 

s.4tquate. ~ CID the C-=tet Bloo '11D1U -4 equl~t iD 

...n u.. vltb vbieh th9 US or at.ion tri~ w tbe • an 1D. a<mtut 

u MN ~ ooaplete 61:14 nllable. 

~ ocmoendns the e~ ot th. SoYi•t 11.oo al SateJ.Ute 

peuat tOHet 111 bellew4 to lie ot & tur~ hip nor ot relt&ld.Uv • .... 
tatelll&'llMM. CiD the ea"fi• ot the SOTiet Bloo u,_ ~bl pneral, 

1&t.ufa•~ Ult a4equa1e lieMue or the ll'fl&W accaalbU1tq ot nam 

fwne to Obeerftti<D• 

Approved For Release 1999/09/08·si,tr'"!~~.£ft~f43R000100120001-8 

39 



6. (continued) 

Approved For Release 1999/0i'fft(' 'flf8ft!fb1"51443R000100120001-8 

* leU.tee ot S~et air ·~ are dviwd troll intelllgaM 

1ddoh. is qcad.deNd ot acceptable ftl:t.abiUV, bu\ oolleottaD ocnvap 

s. laeoaplete. s.t11aw or 0Ter-&11 ll1e IZl4 OOlll.PO•it.tan ot eo-n..t 
Ail' hrcee ve ~~ troa 14erltit1catlon ot bdi'ddual mlta u4 trca 

..Ua.ted Table of Qrp.nU&Uon and lqut~t •Ven;tba a~ tor 

the 'fViou tJl>e• of. air ~-. C\U'Nn.\ utilalltu ot J•t. fiahtc" 

u4 udim -- 2'Ve"Bth are CIOD814wed reaaonabl,y Vlll.J.4. 

BeUa\tle lntel.lJ.&aoa ot tbe euiq'• l~ranp plans u4 intentiou 

la paut10!lll7 ~atont. UtU. impl'Oftlllet ill tlaeae 4ofto:leao1ea 

tlUl be ea;pe0te4 1n tJae aeu h.tUI'• 4dp1te our ettort.. 

JitSBllt 9' WfN 
!Jae pono4 or .vntnc \Moh the w .. tmt Pawn Jd8" _.n to n­

Mlw St tbQ' ..,... att.aeb4 lit the ~ 11D1oc ft1'7 aecordtq to tbe oil'l­

nutanou ot \ht attaok. Tbe:ro 1e J10 ~tee tbat illtelllpnoe w1ll 

lie able t.o pw 14ecl•te \iliU'DlDa ot attaek prior to ac\aal deteot!GD ot 

boaW• fonaUou. Opport.uni v tor detection ot 11141oaUGDIJ ot Soviet 

W Satellite attaak YIU'lN troa falr 1D tbe border anas of GermD,7' aD4 

1fona to atreo]T pooz< la tba !nzaaoauoaau and Solltbea•t us.a. 

' 
Approved For Release 1999/09/08: CIA-RDP80R01443R000100120001-8 

40 



6. (continued) 

Approved For Release 1999/09/08: CIA-RDP80R01443R000100120001-8 

-l9P SE8ftEt-

la the e"f'lll.\ of a •urpriM attack w ooal.4 a~ hope to o'ot!Wl 

UT dttl.11ec! 1Dt018&t1cm ot tllia Scm.t ldlit.u, iat.-Uone. there 

'llDQ14 be no d.eteotable nd.epl~t ot t'oreff. Ve OOd14 thlretore 

--" at ..... & tw houn ~ of di' att&ek ca boatll• ..Uca 

atgh\ wll tab plaoe 1a o.r.n;v or other territo:iu borderba the 

'"1n Orbit before u:r •l'llinl at. all ht.cl been reoetm. 

Ja • e'flllt ot !odet otr.,th bebrc tull.J' l!l.Ob!lised tar 'Will", 

• eov.14 upMt .troa OWZ't. 10UN•• at. leaet a. 11CDtb'• •nd.nc• with 

..rtr-.Uc of Smet hostll• intootion buil.d1ns ttp oont1auowrl1' 

~. 

!ha perio4 ot w.ridJll bl tb "8Dt ot rerUa1 Sodet so'bU1211.Uoa 

' tor WI' wou14 1Q'7 baa the fn boure ot tbe 91Jr'Pl'1a• attaok to aome­

tbiq l.tla \llla \he ~ io •~w Vben the &ttao'lt ~ tel.qe! 

-W the fU1l •trencth ~ the Soviet tareee ha4 been aobiU..S • 

. 1 CP 3L8fttl' 
Approved For Release 1999/09/08: CIA-RDP80R01443R000100120001-8 

41 





Analyzing Soviet Politics 
and Foreign Policy 





Analyzing Soviet Politics and Foreign Policy 
Author's Comments: Douglas Garthoff 

The documents in this section were selected to reflect different kinds of 
products, including analytic memoranda as well as research studies, assessments, and 
estimates. Unfortunately absent is any product by analysts at the Foreign Broadcast 
Information Service, who produced some of the finest analysis on Soviet politics and 
policies. 

In the wake of Stalin's death in 1953, CIA sought to understand Nikita 
Khrushchev's rise to power and the USSR's less rigid policies. NIE 11-4-54, the first of 
the comprehensive annual Soviet estimates supporting the regularized NSC policy 
process of the Eisenhower era, was safely wary: the USSR was being conciliatory "for 
the time being" but remained expansionist. In 1956, a Senior Research Staff on 
International Communism report found much to discuss regarding the startling 20th 
congress of the ruling Communist Party. In late 1961, Board of National Estimates 
chairman Sherman Kent covered the highlights of CIA' s views on Soviet matters­
including the critical issue of Sino-Soviet differences-in an analytic memorandum 
prepared for a new Director of Central Intelligence, John McCone. 

The next two documents are broad estimates of Soviet policy that captured 
CIA's view of the period of Brezhnev's ascendancy as East-West "detente" began to 
flower. NIE 11-69 was done as President Richard Nixon was taking office, and NIE 11-
72 as he was about to depart for his summit meeting in Moscow at which the initial 
SALT accords were signed. 

As America began to view detente more skeptically by the mid-1970s, CIA 
expended much analytic effort trying to divine Soviet intentions. One CIA study of 
Soviet perceptions from this period depicted a more confident and powerful USSR 
conflicted between simultaneous desires for stability and for change. Another political 
analysis written in 1978 looked at the problems that the election of a Polish pope might 
cause for the USSR. 

With new and disturbing Soviet actions in Afghanistan and elsewhere 
influencing American thinking, and with the advent of the Reagan administration, a 
different tone entered CIA's analysis of Soviet policy. One estimate selected from the 
early 1980s took up concerns about Soviet support for international terrorism (a 
particular concern of new Director of Central Intelligence William Casey). The last two 
documents of CIA political analyses in this volume were efforts to interpret what 
Mikhail Gorbachev and his policies meant for the United States. The first was an 
estimate done just before President Reagan's meeting in Reykjavik with the Soviet 
leader, and the other tried to foresee how Gorbachev's policy initiatives would affect the 
Soviet system and Soviet foreign policy. They demonstrate a timeless theme of CIA's 
analysis of the USSR: the struggle to understand and depict change in a country whose 
leaders could not themselves foresee the consequences of their decisions. 
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SOVIET CAPABILITIES AND PROBABLE COURSES 

OF ACTION THROUGH MID-1959 

THE PROBLEM 

To estimate Soviet capabilities and probable courses of action through mid-1959. 

CONCLUSIONS 

General 
1. We believe that the stability and au­
thority ·of the Soviet regime will not be 
significanby affected during the period of 
this estimate by confilcts for power or dif­
ferences respecting policy within the 
ruling group. Any internal con1licts 
arising out of such developments would 
probably be resolved within the confines 
of the ruling group and the higher eche­
lons of the Communist Party and would 
not lead to civil wars or disturbances of 
major proportions. 

-<; 

2. The appearance of new leadership in 
Moscow has had no appar~nt effect on the 
character of relations between the USSR 
and its Satellite states in Eastern Europe. 
We believe that Soviet authority over the 
Satellite regimes will remain intact dur­
ing the period of this estimate. 

3. Communist China is more an ally than 
a Satellite of the USSR. It possesses some 
capability for independent action, possi­
bly even for action which the USSR might . 
disapprove but which it would find diffi­
cult to repudiate. We believe that de­
spite potential sources of friction between 
the two powers arisillg from occasional 

conflicts of. national interests, the cohe­
sive forces in the relationship will be far 
greater than the divisive forces through­
out the period of this estiinate. 

Economic 

4. The rate of growth of the Soviet econ-. 
omy has declined in the past five years 
from the very high rate of the imm~te 
postwar period. We estimate that during 
the next .two years Soviet gross national 
product (GNP) will increase by about 6 
or 7 percent, and in 1956-1959 by about 
5 or 6 percent, per year. ·u US GNP 
should increase during the p~od of ·this 
estimate at its long-ra.D.ge annua.1 average 
of 3 percent, Soviet GNP would at the end 
of the period be about two-fifths of US, 
as compared with about one-third in 
1953_. 

5. The pattern of resource allocation in 
the Soviet economy in 1953 showed about· 

. 14 percent devoted to defense, 28 percent 
to investment, and 56 percent to con-. 
sumption. Curr~t economic programs 
indicate that for at_ least the next two 
years the amount of expenditure on de­
fense, instead of continuing the rapid in­
crease that prevailed in 1950-1952, will 

'fOF OECRE'f' 1 

46 



7. (continued) 

'!POP SEJORB'f' 2 

remain about the same, while expendi­
ture on investment and consumption will 
increase. We believe the chances are 
better than even that the Kremlln will 
continue its policies along these lines 
throughout the period of this estimate. 
The chief emphasis will almost certainly 
continue to be on further development of 
heavy industry. 

6. The chief weakness of the Soviet econ­
omy as a whole has been in agricultural 
production, which has remained ·since 
1950 at approximately the prewar level, 
though the population is now about 10 
percent greater than in 19401 Soviet 
leaders appear to have recognized that 
continuation of the serious lag in agricul­
ture would ultimately make it difficult to 
meet the food requirements of the grow~ 
ing mban population, the raw material 
requirements of the expanding industrial-i 
economy, and the export requirements of 
Soviet foreign trade, in which agriculture 
plays.a major role. To remedy the situ­
ation the regime has embarked on a 
vigorous program, with the aim of a­
chieving by 1956 a 50 percent increase in 
agricultural production over 1950. We 

- believe that this goal will not be met, and 
that even in 1959 agricultural production 

; will be no more than 15 to 20 percent 
higher than in 1950. Even this increase, 
however, would be sufficient to achieve a 
moderate increase in the per capita avail­
ability of foodstuffs and textiles. 

Military 

7. We believe that, generally speaking,_ 
the size of Soviet armed forces-in-being . 
will remain approximately constant dur­
ing the period of this estimate. However, 
the over-all effectiveness of these forces 

will increase, mainly because of the fo1-
lowing factors: 

a. A great increase in numbers of nu­
clear weapons, and in the range of yields 
derived from these weapons; 

b. An increase in the number of all­
weather fighters and jet medium botnbers, 
and the introduction of jet heavy bombers 
in 1957; 

c. A great increase in the number of 
long-range submarines; 

' 
d. An increase in combat effectiveness 

of Soviet ground forces, primarily due to 
improved weapons, equipment and organ­
ization, and to changes in doctrine and 
tactics designed to increase their capabil­
ities for nuclear warfare. 

8. The principal limitations of Bloc 
armed forces during the period of this 
estimate will be: deficiencies in experi­
ence, training, and equipment for long­
range air operations and air defense; lack 
of capability to conduct long-range am­
phibious and naval operations; and the 
logistic probl~m.s, especially for opera­
tions in the Far East, arising from the 

·size of Bloc territory and the relatively 
inadequate road and rail network and 
merchant fleet. The questionable politi­
cal reliability of the Satellite armies 
places a significant limitation upon theit 
military usefulness. 

Probable Courses of Action 

9. We believe that during the period of 
this estimate the Kremlin . will try to 
avoid courses of action, and to deter C9m­
munist China from courses of action, 
which in its judgment would clearly in-
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volve substantial risk of general war.' 
However, the USSR. or one of the Bloc 
.countries might take action creating a 
situation in which the US or its allies, 
rather than yield an important position, 
would decide to take counteraction in­
volving substantial risk of general war 
with the USSR. We believe, moreover, 
that the Kremlin would not be deterred 
by the risk of general war from taking 
counteraction against a Western action 
which it considered an imminent threat 
to Soviet security. Thus general war 
might occur during the period of this esti­
mate as the climax of a series of actions 
and counteractions, initiated by either 
side, which neither side ori~y in­
ten~ed to lead to general war. 

' 
10. The progress being made by the USSR 
in the development of nuclear weapons, 
and the increasing Soviet capability to 
deliver these weapons, are changing the 
world power situation in important re­
spects. Soviet leaders almost certainly 

'The Assistant Chief of StaJr, G-2, and the Direc­
tor of Intelligence, USAF, believe that the fol­
lowing should be .substituted for the first sen­
tence of paragraph 9: "Although the Kremlln 
will probably try to avoid coUIRS of action and 
to deter Communist China from courses of 
action that entail substantial risk of Involving 
the USSR In general war, It may be mcire willing 
to support courses of action that would Involve 
risk of a localized war between the US and cOm­
munlst China. The suppOrt given such courses 
ot action would depend largely on Soviet Judg­
ment as to the probable outcome of the war. If 
the Soviet leaders believed that lt would result 
In a severe defeat to Communism. or the full­
&Cale partlc1pation of the USSR In general war, 
they would probably exert pressure on the Chi­
nese to avoid courses of action which would 
Precipitate hostllltles. On the other hand, If 
they estimated that the con1llct could be lim­
ited to war locallzed In the Far Ea.st. and that It 
would result ln greater relative damage to US 
strengths than to Communist strengths, they 
probably would support more adventurous 
courses of action on the part of the Chinese 
Communists." 

believe that as Soviet nuclear capabi}itie5 
increase, the unwillingness of. the us; and, 
particularly of its allies,· to riSk. . general 
war will correspondingly increasei . ·and:: 
that the Kremlin will therefore ,have. 
greater freedom of action to promote its 
objectives without running substantial 
risk of general war. In any case, the 
USSR will probably be increasingly ready 
to apply heavy pressure on the non-Com­
munist world upon any signs of major 
dissension or weakness among the US and 
its allies. Nevertheless, we believe Uiat 
the Kremlin will be extremely reluctant 

·to precipitate a contest in which the 
USSR would expect to be subjected to 
nuclear attack. The extent to which the 
Kremlin uses. its increasing freedom of 
action will depend primarily on the de­
tennination, strength, and cohesiveness 
of the non-Communist world. 

11. We believe that the USSR will con­
tinue to pursue its expansionist objectives 
and to seek and exploit opportunities for 
enlarging the area of Communist control. 
It will be unswerving in its determination 
to retain the initiative in international 
affairs and to capitalize on successes in 
order to keep the Free World on the de­
fensive. For the neai;- term, however, the 
Kremlin will almost certainly continue to 
direct its external policies towards the 
immediate objectives of weakening and 
disrupting the mutual defense arrange­
ments of non-Communist states, prevent­
ing or retarding the rearmament of Ger­
many and Japan, undermining the eco- · 
nomic and political stability of non-Com­
munist states, and isolating the US from 
its allies and associates in Europe and 
Asia. At the same time it will continue 
to expand the industrial strength of the 
Bloc, and to maintain large modern 
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forces:-in-being as a guarantee of the in­
tegrity of the Bloc and as an instrument 
of intimidation in support of its policies 
abroad. 

12. The Communists will vary the meth­
ods used to accomplish the foregoing aims 
·and will time their actions so as to exploit 
situations that in their judgment offer 
the most favorable opportunities. For 
the time being, the Kremlin seems to feel 
that its foreign objectives will be best 
served by a generally conciliatory pose 
in foreign relations, by gestures of "peace­
ful co-existence" and proposals for mu­
tual security pacts, by tempting proffers 
of trade, and by playing on the themes 
of peace and disarmament. The purpose 
of these tactics· is to allay fear in some 
parts of the non-CoDllUunist world, to 
create the impression that there has been 
a basic change in Soviet policy, and there­
by to destroy the incentive for Western 
defense and to undermine US polices. At 
the same time, however, the Communists 
continue to support and encourage na­
tionalist and anticolonial movements, and 
to maintain their efforts to subvert gov­
ernments outside the Bloc. We believe 
that the Kremlin will revert to more ag-

gressive and threatening conduct.when.:... 
ever it feels that such conduct wni bring 
increased returns. By such varieties and: 
combinations of tactics the Soviet leaders 
almost certainly consider that . they can 
improve the chances for fUrther Commu- · 
munist strategic. advances. We do not 
believe that such tactics indicate any 
change in basic Communist objectives, or 
that they will involve any substantial 
concessions on the part of the Kremlin. 

13. We believe that Southeast Asia offers, 
m the Communist view, the most favor­
able opportunities for expansion in the 
near future. The Communists will at­
tempt to extend their gains in Indochina, 
and will expand their efforts to inticlidate 
and subvert neighboring countries by po-

. litical infiltration and covert support of 
local insurrections. We do not believe 
that the Communists will attempt to se­
cure their objectives in Southeast Asia by 
the commitment of identifiable combat 
units of Chinese -COnununist armed 
forces, at least during the early period of 

. this estimate. However, we find the sit­
uation in this area so fluid that we are 
unable to estimate beyond this early 
period. 

DISCUSSION 

I. BASIC COMMUNIST OBJECTIVES AND 
BELIEFS 

14. The Communist leli.d.ers now in power in 
the USSR, or any that are likely to succeed 
them, almost certainly will continue to con­
sider their basic objective to be the consolida­
tion and expansion of their own power, in­
ternally and externally. In pursuing this 
policy mcist Soviet leaders probably envisage 
ultimately: (a) the elimination of every world 
power center capable of competing with the 
USSR; (b) the spread of Communism to all 

parts of the world; and (c) Soviet domination 
over all other Communist ·regimes. 

1_5. Soviet leaders probably are also committed· 
to the following propositions concerning the 
expansion of the power of the USSR: 

a. Tue struggle between the Communist. 
and the non-Communist world is irreconcil­
able; 

b. This struggle may go on for a long time, 
with periods of strategic retreat possibly inter­
vening before the final Communist triumph; 
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THE ZOth CPSU CONGRESS IN RETROSPECT: 
ITS PRINCIPAL ISSUES AND POSSIBLE EFFECTS 

ON INTERNATIONAL COMMUNISM 

Pertinent Background Factors 

1. The CPSU is the leading Communist Party in the world. Its 

ideological leadership has been acknowledged even by the Chinese 

Communist Party. Being in control of the· Soviet state, it controls 

the political, · military and economic power of the USSR, the strong-

hold of World Communism. Thus its pronouncements on doctrine, 

strategy, and tactics are of decisive importance to lnternationa.i 

Communism. Communist courses of action are determined primarily 

in Moscow; the Chinese 11 People1 s Republic11 , for all its potential strength, 

is still dependent upon Soviet guidance and assistance. The USSR remains 

the base of world Communism, and there is no indication that this situa-

tion is about to change. If now, at the fountain of Communist wisdom:, 

a new course is set which appears to deviate considerably from that of 

the Stalin era, repercussions are likely to occur which may be .o£ great 

moment for both the Communist and the nan-Communist world, ·i£ not 

immediately, at least in the foreseeable future. 

Z. The reasons for the announced changes must be sought'·far back 

in the Stalin regime. Long before his death, the men around Stalin must 

have recognized that he paid only lip service to the doctrine of flexibility. 

After World War II, when the USSR had become a great power, the rigidity 

-1-
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of Stalinist thought and action produced a stalemate in Europe, fear of Soviet 

interference ln non-committed nations, and a widening gap between the Party 

and the Soviet people. It is probable that designs for altering the basis of 

the regime were pondered - and perhaps to some extent. disc;°Q.sse.d - in the 

dictator's entourage. When it became obvious that Stalin's d.ays were num-

bered, immediate plans for a reorganization of government and Party were 

made, and these were put into action upon his death. The successors to 

Stalin milst have realized that the reorganization and economic incentives, 

initiated by Malenkov's "new course", could not, by th.emselves, creat~ the 

desired political climate at home and abroad. Even the liquidation 0£ Beriya 

and the sharp limitation of police power were not sufficient to demonstrate that 

Soviet Communism had embarked on a new, less violent, more gradualistic 

approach toward its objectives. Only an official br~ak with the synibol 0£ 

past policies,· Stalin, could really impress the Soviet people and the world. 

The underlying purpose of the leadership was to promote politiCal security 

and socio-economic incentives internally, to develop the concept of "competi-

tive -coexistence" externally, and to achieve global.Communist "r~spectability''. 

These objectives were defined during the .three years following Stalin1 s death; 

they.were confirmed and explained by the ZOth CPSU Congress and made 

explicit through the denigration of Stalin. It is against thil!I background that 

the 20th Congress must be understood. 

The Main issues of the Cong:ress 

3. The institution of Communist Party Congresses cannot be likened 
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to democratic conventions. Primarily, these Congresses are usedas 

sounding board~ for the Justification .of past policies and the outlining qf 

new ones. The. ~0th Congreas served these traditional purposes, ·even 

though it differed from previous Congresses in both tone and suQstance. 

The results did not indicate that Communist fundamentals are to be sacri-

ficed. .on the contrary, the Congress emphasized that Communism is, 

and remains the wave of th.e future. But it did point out that .the .successes 

of International Comm\inism have given the "So,eialist camp" am.ore solid 

status in world politics and have thereby rendered Stalinist tactics ob~olete. 

The revolution has not been called off, the Congress admitted; revolutionary 

techniques, however, are being changed. ·Revolution can b.ecome more 

gradual and. respectable .. In other words, the.policies set forth by the 20th 

Congress are .designed to make the anticipated eventua~ victory of Communism 

more easily. acceptable and to eliminate at least the more. dangerous tensions 

which have troubled the world throughout the cold war. To put this new 

approach on a firm ideological basis, $Orne doctrinal 11 modifications11 • were 

announced, primarily with a view to rationalizing the type of successor regime, 

discarding some of the more obnoxious Stalinist princi,Ples, and ai;vertising 

th~ so-called "return to Leninism". 

4. However, a change from violence to .. diplomacy" and ~rom tension 

to relaxation, no matter how w.ell explained, cannot but have a deep psycholo-

gical impact on .the people inside the Communist orbit and on the Comm'unist 

parties outside.. Even if such "mellowing" process is only superficial, it 

may set in motion forces extending far beyond the contemplation of the present 
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collective leaders of the CPSU. These leaders must be mindful that the 

Bolshevik :regime is a unique historic phenomenon. It has been able to =ain-

tain itself in power for al=ost fou:r decades after its original objective, the 

victory of the Bolshevik revolution, was achieved. It has achieved this 

extraordinary feat by what might be called "permanent revolutio.n from above". 

Tensions had to be kept high in order to prevent a peaceful post-re'volutionary 

development. Totalitarian dictatorship had to be justified by alleging the 

necessity for an unending struggle against the "class enemy" within and 

"capitalist imperialism" without, according to Lenin's concept of the "inevitable 

death struggle between the socialist and capitalist camps". Stalin merely 

extended and exacerbated this struggle, and, since the significance of nuclear 

weapons apparently escaped him, he continued it without letup after World 

War II. Since the new Soviet-Communist platform calls for a general relaxa-

tion of tensions, the question naturally arises whether the leaders of the CPSU 

and other parties can dispense with permanent tension without at the sam.e time 

undermining their monolithic dictatorship. The ZOth Congress refrained from 

exhorting the people to continue the "relentless struggle against the class 

enemy''; the bugaboo of internal danger was, for the time being, played down. 

'However, it =aintained the theory of hostile camps, albeit in a rnuch inilder
1 

form. The Party has modified its strategy against the cap~talist camp eno'u.gh· 

· .: ·to tone down the 11 struggle against foreign enemies of socialism", thereby 

weakening the argument that socialist vigilance requires the continuation of 

the dictatorship of the proletariat. It is unlikely that the shrewd managers 

-4-
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of the USSR have not recognized these problems. The ·fact that they none-

theless de'cided to launch their new approach, suggests that their reasons 

must have been weighty indeed, and their confidence great. 

Internal Aspects 

S. Stalin's successors, generally speaking, have heavily emphasized 

inducements rather than force. There is apparently less of arbitrary police 

cruelty; slave labor camps are allegedly being dismantled. Labor laws have 

been liberalized, and - with few exceptions - economic inducements, first 

introduced by Malenkov, have been continued by Khrushchev though with 

changed emphasis. But while Malenkov, _still very much under Stalin's spell, 

counted on the support of the governmental bureaucracy against the Party 

whose influence bad been waning, Party leader Kh:p1shchev re-established 

Party predominance and turned dictatorial power back to it. At the same time, 

Khrushchev _sought to improve relations between the .Party and the people, 

which in the Stalin era had seriously deteriorated. This method is likely to 

strengthen Party dictatorship· in a time of diminishin~ tensions. The Soviet 

leaders are as unwilling now as they have ever been - and will be in the 

foreseeable future - to democratize their system and to permit.public discui -
. . ,• '} 

sion of: political problems. This was demonstl"ated by the lack of discussion 
'. ,) . '' 

during the ZOth Congress, as well as by PRAVDA1s recent warning not to 

extend criticism to_ include the Party and the system. 

6. It is clear, thereforei that the "return to Leninism" does not mean 

the return to "Party democracy''. Nor is the substitution of Party.dictatorship 

for one-man rule necessarily an improvement froI'.11 the viewpoint of US security. 
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There is no reason to assume that the modified "Neo11 -Leninism, now so 

heavily propagandized, is mo:re than formally different from the Soviet system 

as we have known it. Ii: may be recalled that the practice of 11 Par.ty democracy", 

or "democratic centralism"• was severely limited by Lenin, who warned against 

11 fractionalization" as early as 1921, after the Kronstadt revolt. At the 10th 

CPSU Congress in the same year, Lenin justified his position by referring to 

the danger of hostile class interests using the instrument of debate for their 

own counter-revolutionary purposes. Nevertheless, there still occurred 

occasional intra-Party discussions, cautiously airing opposing views. So 

strong was this habit that Stalin, having succeeded Lenin, could n~t completely 

eliminate its remnants until 19Z8 when his position was firmly consolidated. 

Du-ring the remainder of Stalin's regime "party democracy'' disappeared under 

the secret police terror. The collective leaders of the USSR now claim that 

they are re-instating this principle. However, the mere fact that Khrushchev 

has called for more frequent plenary meetings of the Central Committee is no 

proof that genuine "democratic centralism" has been restored. He may permit 

perfunctory discussions so long as they do not show any deviationist tendency. 

Generally, however, such meetings probably can and will be used as a means 

of maintaining better control of this body and of coaxing - or pressuring - it 

into rubberstamping the ediCts of the collective leaders without resort to the 

overt threat of police action. In truth, the heavily advertised "return to 

Leninism" consists primarily of a change in methods. The leaders of the 

CPSU have given up the Byzantine trimmings of the Stalin "cult of personalityi• 

with.out relinquishing any of their powers. 
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7 •. The return to Leninism, we are told, means the return to· 

"collective leadership". There were, indeed, traces of this principle 

under Lenin, which Stalin managed to eliminate by 1928, prior to forced 

collectivization. Its highly vaunted renovation doe.a not mean that power 

will now be distributed with checks and balances; it merely indicates a 

different method of using power. At best, ttcollective leadership" might 

develop into an oligarchy with quasi-11 democratic" trappings, It might trans-

form the present despotism into a form of "-enlightened absolutism11 • 

Collective leadership at present is a euphemism for the Presidium of the 

Central Committee of the CPSU. Within this' Presidium, predominant power 

is exercised by the half-.dozen active "old Bolsheviks", of whom Khrushchev 

seems to be pritnus inter pares. In contrast to Stalin, Khrushchev and his 

colleagues appear to be willing to listen to arguments and consult with experts, 

They may be demanding and receiving more objective intelligence reports. 

As they develop a more realistic attitude toward the facts of international life, 

they may be able to lOok beyond the narrow confines of their ideology and 

formulate more realistic and subtle policies to achieve their goal peacefully. 

The result of this change can already be seen. The Soviet leaders have 

recognized both the destructive consequences of war and its futility in the 

.nuclear age. They have therefore resorted to such peaceful methods as 

economic competition in lieu of military pressure. They are trying to stabilize 

their own economy by stimulating productivity; and they ha.ve introduced 

measures improving the lot of their own underdogs while at the same time 

'whittling down the incomes of the nouveaux ·riches • 
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8. In order to carry out these policies, the break with Stalin had to 

be complete. The break itself was not a surprise. Surprising, only, was the 

violence of Khrushchev's attack against Stalin in his "secret" speech of 

25 February. This action may have been designed to perform psychological 

surgery onthe Party. But it was also conceived as a warning to the Communists 

throughout the world that flexibility had been restored to Soviet policy, which 

could now employ tactics adequate to cope with the fact that the nature of 

revolution had changed. The reversal of more than ZS years of· Stalinist 

indoctrination unquestionably will force many communists throughout the world 

to make difficult adjustments. But such adjustments have been made before and 

have not impaired the continuing vigor of th_e International Communist movement. 

·The Soviet leaders must have known that the 20th Congress would_produce a 

period ·of confusion, particularly among the parties outside the orbit. But 

they probably calculated that eventually adjustments could and would be made, 

In any case, the interests of the USSR ·both as a nation and as the base of world 

Communism had to take precedence, We suggest that the Soviet leaders 

earnestly pondered these problems for many months and, having come to 

their conclusion, felt no hesitation to consummate the break with Stalin. If 

this assumption is correct, it would appear that they had not been forced to 

make the violent attack against Stalin on ZS February because of __ internal or 

external pressures, 

External Aspects 

9. It. was stated above that the CPSU leaders left the "class enemy" 
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within unmentioned. The same cannot be said of the 11 c~pitalist imperia1ists11
• 

even though the noise of sabre rattling sounded rather muffled. The Soviet 

leaders have continued to emphasize the differenc_es between the socialist 

and imperialist camps; by implication they have r~~ained the thesis of basic 

irreconcilability. Nevertheless, they did transform their once rude .and 

vitriolic aggressiveness into a politer version of Communisl: verbiage, which 

was made more tolerable, if not actually conciliatory, by diplomatic flourishes 

and by some actual •1 concessions" such as the withdrawal from Austria. The 

development of nuclear weapons and j~ pro?ulsion~ _together with the growing 

belief, especially since the Summit Meeti~, that the West does not now harbor 

aggressive designs, probably contributed decisively to Communist confidence 

in· the future and led to the reinvigoration of what had long been known as 

"peaceful coexistence". Stalin had used this term in _the. Twenties but never 

gave it practical meaning. Malenkov r,eintroduced the concept, and Khrushchev, 

applying "creative interpretation", t_ransformed it into "competitive coexistence", 

This new doctrine harmonizes admir.ably with the de-emphasis of armed power. 

At the same time the Soviet leaders may believe that it will stimulate the 

domestic Soviet economy while at the same time weakening the. Western . 

economic system. This, in turn, wpuld stimulate _t_he "contradictions among 

capitalist states fighting for world m~rkets". Moreover, by ill;ferring that 

the USSR is no longer isolated .but ha,s. become the center of a worid-wide 

system of socialist states, the Soviet and Communist leaders have adIJ:?.itted 

implicitly.that at least some of the former "colonial and semi-colonial countries" 

have become politically.indep~ndent. Their policy of creating a non-committed 
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"peace bloc", of keeping it at least neutral, and perhaps winning it over to 

the socialist camp, may have led to revisions of their classic colonial. 

doctrine. 

10. The break Wil:ll Stalin signifies that the leaders of the CPSU will .no 

longer insist that they have .a monopoly on the "correct" way to "socialism". 

During Stalin's lifetime the only ex-post-facto blessing of a deviation from 

this Soviet doctrine was that which he had reluctantly given to Mao. A 

Canossa trip to· Belgrade would have been unthinkable. The Leninist formula 

that various ways can lead to Socialism - with the end of the road l!-lways the 

conquest by Communist revolution - was not used by Stalin, The reaffirma­

tion of this formula by the 20th Congress has probably quelled some mis­

givings on the part of the less sophisticated neutrals. It is likely to create 

increasing demands from the satellites to follow their own path to "so~ialism11 • 

If Moscow deni.es them this right, it will have proved its insincerity before 

the world and may lose, thereby, much of the good will it now possesses in 

some non-committed countries. Nor will it, in the long ·run, be able to 

maintain the appearance of respectability, particularly vis-a-vis potential 

United Front partners. Much less will it be able to impress non-Communist 

democracies with its claim that it will attempt to gain power legally by 

parliamentary means, and not by violent overthrow of governments, 

11. It should be restated here, and it cannot be emphasized too strongly 

'· 'that recognition by the °Soviet leaders of the significance of nuclear weapons 

is the underlying cause for l heir policy shift. For the present, at least, 

atom and jet a;re the basic deterrents to general war, and probably also 
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to local war!'· Despite repeated pronounceme_nts that a nuclear war would 

destroy only Capitalism, the Communists have no real ideological "guide 

to action" iti this field; they _surely must realize that the atom knows no 

.; it 
ideological preferences. Stalin probably tried hard but in vain to come to 

grips with this problem since the day of Hiroshima. His successors appear 

to have foun~ a temporary solution by shifting from dangerous military 

pressures to less dangerous economic blandishments. Nevertheless, 

although their policies are designed to avoid war and to let capitalism die 

"peacefully'', there is no prohibition for Corrununists to divide the capitalist 

camp and render it harmless. Meanwhile, the. 11 so~ialist" ,camp _will continue 

to solicit allies among the imperialists, be they states, groups, or 

individuals. 20th century changes in capitalist economy are minimi_zed or 

ridiculed. The Leninist view of the inevitable downfall 0£ capital.ism at its 

highest stage, imperialism, has remained intact. Evolutionary tendencies, 

·which goaded Lenin into writing vitriolic pamphlets, are still outlawed in 

spite of United Front overtures to socialist "opportunists". 

The Meaning of the Congress for International Communism 

12. The basic structure of Marxist-Leniliist Communism has remained 

untouched. There is no indication that the pre~ent Soviet leaders ha:ve 

renounced the goal of w~rld dominatio'n. However,·. they no longer insist 
. . 

that this conquest can and must come to pass under exclusive Soviet leader-

ship. Nor is there any hint that a Communist world woUld have ·to be 
. . . 

dominated by the USSR. This means the acceptance of a gradualist approach 

-11-
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to Communist objectives which not only is considered feasible in view of the 

strength of the Sino-Soviet bloc and the growth of ,the uncommitted neutralist 

"peace camp", but also is made necessary by the destructiveness of nudear 
.. r ! 

weapons and by the great jeopardy to Communism's continued existen·ce. in 

the event of war. The post-Stalinist concept of Conununist victory 'is the· 

achievement of" socialism" in individual countries in a mann:lr suited to 

national conditions, followed by the joining of such countries in a loose 

community of 11 socialist" states, At first, these states would -retain their 

national identities but as time goes by they would gradually merge into a 

' . World-Communist community which would rule itself according to ideologi-

cally motivated universal laws, having discarded national governments as 

we know them today. Apparently the Soviet leaders antiCipa'te the completion 

of the first. step, the end of capitalism in indiviclual nations,· by the end of' 

the century. It is conceivable that they think in terms of a classless so'ciety 

emerging only in the 21st century, inasmuch as the establis'hment of such a 

society is hardly possible so long as politically inimical camps continue to 

eXist. 

13, If this view of the Soviet leaders' e.stimate is correct, it would 

follow that they can give considerably more leeway to the satellite parties. 

From. the Soviet point of view, the military and' economic integration of 

these countries with the USSR is sufficiently strong to permit a modicum of 

what Stalinists used \o. call "nationalist deviation". Communism in the Far 

East has to be adapted to conditions prevailing in that area, as was already 

t'ecognized in the Soviet acceptance of Maoism. While there is, and 

61 



8. (continued) 

probably will continue for some time to be, confusion among the Party rank 

and file, resulting from the break with the Stalin idol, this confusion is 

unlikely to. provoke many defections. Outside the USSR, it will be easier 

to achieve socialism by the "national" road than under the Soviet yoke. 

Soviet ·control and influence will be maintained, but in a subtler manner. 

Resistance against Coi:nmunism will thus be overcome by a process of 

attrition rather than revolution. 

14. The confusion resulting from the break with Stalin will last longer 

and probably have deeper co.nsequences in the parties outside the Communist 

o.rbit. Their doubts will be shared by leaders of international Front organi,-• 

zations. This period of efforts to adjust policies and methods to the new 

Soviet a.pproach could be lengthened, and confusion could ·, '>e widened if 

Western political warfare adeq\iately exploits this unique opportunity. 

Nevertheless, the climate of political. rela.xa.tion in non"-Co:mmunist 1 govern-

ments and the prospect of broader interpretation of the· Communist objectives 

will enable the leaders of these parties and fronts to maneuver overtly with 

a minimum degree of·obnoxiousness, while covertly st_rengthening their 

cadres for the tasks ahead, 

15, . lt is .suggested that the long-range result·of the ZOtb CPSU Congress 

will turn out to be beneficial from the Communist point of view - provided 

the lack of tension does not soften the movement's hard core vanguard. 

The Soviet approach is realistic and ingenious. It takes into account" 

milit·ary facts of life. It explores the increased stature of the Communist 

part of the world and the nationalistic sensitivities of the former "colonial 
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and semi-colonial" countries. It feels strong enough to engage the US in 

an economic popularity contest. It tries hard, and not altogethe:i: unsuc;:cess-

fully, to raise the level of Communist respectability. On the other_hand, it 

does not hesitate to stir up trot-ble in areas of political vacuum, such ci:s 

the Middle East, if it can thereby advance its influence to hitherto closed 

parts of the world. Unless it is stopped, it will do the same in Latin 

America and Africa. Altogether, Moscow, under Stalin, has learned its 

lesson. It now uses psychology, taking initiatives designed to put the West 

on the defense, With this strategy, and appropriate tactics, it appears 

hopeful of a bloodless victory over a syl!tem which, in the Communist belief, 

is doomed to collapse sooner or later - probably sooner. 

16. The question arises Whether the new Soviet-Communist line will : 

require more .of an organization than is presently at its disposal. Not 

enough is known about the intricacies of Communist international com.munica-

tions to come to definite conclusions. Overtly at least, thE Soviet missions 

abr_oad avoid contact with_national Party and Front leaders, Covert connec-

tions exist to provide personnel guidance, policy directives, and financial 

assistance. This machinery, however, is expensive, cumbersome, 

haphazard, and dangerous. Thus the problem may a'rise how to give com-

prehensive guidance to the apparatus in different countries whose political, 

social and economic develop~ents vary·. Better means of overall coordin-

ation may have to be developed. I_t is therefor"" possible that sometime in 

the ftiture a new device may be put into operation which would take care of 

-14-
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Communist communication in a more systematic way.· This would probably 

not be an organization as such. Rather, it might be an international Party 

"conference", possibly under a.n "innocent" cover, :and conceivably with 

participation of non-Communist Marxists, set up to transmit policy directives 

and solve operational problems. Such a "conference" would be particularly 

necessary i£ the Communist leaders came to the conclusion that the 

relaxation.of tensions had produced a slackening of Party discipline and a 

deterioration of Com:munist resourcefulness. This possibility raises certain 

fUndamental questions: ~an Communism withstand the changes resulting 

' from the 20th Party Congress without losing its revol.utionary zeal? Is 

there.in preparation a "mellowing processir which in time will bring about 

a metamorphosis of Communism:? Or, is the present line merely a. 
. .----
gigantic shift of tactical imposed by the de-.elopment of nuclear weapons 

and their jet-p.ropeiled delivery and i;nade possible by both the greater 

strength of the Comm~ist bloc and the emerging independence of former 

colonial ·nations~ 

·11. We cannot but assume that the Comm.unist leaders would reject 

a '.'me!lowing" proces~'. They will tr.y to do all in their power to prevent 

it from developing. Their only concept of Communist. metamorphosis is 

linked to the shift from socialism to Communism, i. e. from the .. dictator-

ship of the proletariat to a classless s.ociety. They are likely to seek a 

period of some yea.rs of relaxation during which they can extend. their 

influence ·with the help of overt respectabiiity while building up and tough-

ening their covert or ga.nizations and, what is more important, ·strengthen-
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consider the usefulness of permitting the Satelli e 

independence. As national states, remaining under veiled Soviet control, 

they would testify to Moscow's good faith. They might assist in t~e 

development of relations with Western E¥ro~e, poseibly through their own 

liberated socialists who might be put· in touch with Free .world socialist 

parties. This would greatly advance the United Front tactic on an inter-

µtional scale. But all these measures would be designed only to further 

basic Communist objectives. Since violence has characterized Communist 

acti.ons in the past, subtler methods could be mistaken, 1 even by Party 

members, as an indication of "mellowing". Nothing would be farther from 

Soviet-Communist intentions. 

18. There is, however, an outside chance that Khrushchev's newer. 

course, deviating as it were from the irreconcilable, aggressive precepts 

of L"enin and Stalin, may carry the germs of revolutionary paralysis 

within itself. It is conceivable that a psychological transformation could 

vitiate the Marxist doctrine of historical materialism. Once freed from. 

the confines of permanent tensions, mental attitudes may develop which 

could become stronger than Communist faith and discipline.. Such a trans-

formation would be slow, at first hardly noticeable, but it migh~ work itself 

up persistently from the grass roots to the "lea.ding circles". It is 

impossible to estimate how long ·such a process would need to become 

apparent, nor is it possible . to foresee its ultimate outcome. · Mucl: would 

depend upo.n the character of future Soviet leadership. 
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19. The premise. for a successful Comm.unist .. holding operation is 

the continua~ion ill power of. the CPSU' s Presidium as p;.esently constituted. 

The shrewd "old_ Bobheviks'.' will ruthlessly (and noiselessly) suppress 

any evidence of t1mellowing". Nor can it be expected that the middle and 

higher· rank.s. of functionaries and officers 'bave any intention of jeopardiz-

ing'.their. po41ition b'y crowding the present leaders.· It is futile to speculate 

on the cbaract.er pf tbe.r·egime which will succeed today's collective·leaders, 

but it is possible that the present constellation may last 5-10 years, provided 

11 peaceful .. coeXistence" continues, ·If antibiotics· of transformation have 

penetrated. the ·Commun.ist body politic, their effect, if any, probably will 

not show during .this period. If transformation is permitted to come to the 

liJUrface later, it will do so very slowly, almost unnoticeably. It may be a 

generation or two before tangible changes become apparent. Moreover, 

. any major .disruptive event; such as internal upheavals or local wars, 

would. be likely to interrupt the healing process. Thus it cannot be expected 

that a "mellowing proc_ess" .could become effective during the next decade, 

Nor is it overly pessimistic. to predict that a healthy transformation of 

Communism into a movement of constructive social endeavors cannot be 

expected in the foreseeable future. Meanwhile we shall be compelled to 

continue warding off. a diabolically clever opponent whose ingenuity and 

resourcefulness, unfortunately, is growing. 
I. 

* * * 
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MO.~I DocID: 220326 UNCLASSIFIED 

CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE A·GENCY 
. OFFICE OF Ni..TIONAL ES~MATES 

21 December 1961 

MEMORANDUM FOR TF.E Dffi:FlJTOR 

SUDJ:IDT: An A:ppraisa1 of Soviet Interxtions 

l~ In pursuing their'struggl~ against tl\e West, the 

Soviet leaders follow a strategy which they call Hpeaceful 

coexistence. 11 ::\y' this they declare their intention to wage 

11 

a persistent and aggressive campaign by a variety o£ means -

propaganda ,and political pressure, military threat, econanic 

and scientii:ic competition, subversion and internal war ~ aimed 

at the victory of theil'. cause on a wor:)..d scal.e. The new aspect 

in Khrushchevt s fo:rmulation of 'Soviet foreign policy is the ex­

plicit proposition that general war is an unacceptable means of 

prosecuting this 11truggle. Unlike Stalin, he has i'ounded Soviet 

policy on the belief' that the n:imperialistsn can be i'orced into 

final subnd,-ssion by a steady underinining. o£ their world p()sition 

and t~t1 during this process, Soviet military power will deter 

them fr= a resort to anus. 

APPROJ21D JIORR11lJJ4SB 
OCT 1998 
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2. This is but one of a serifl~'·"<# innovations which 

Khrushchev has sponsored in the total range of Communist in-. 

ternal. and foreign policies. His revisions of doctrine and 

practice have frequently been radical in Communist terms, 

and they have .not gone unopposed within the· Soviet party and 

the international movement. The XXII Congress was the scene 

of a great· effort by Khrushchev, .using the.most dramatic means 

avail.able to him, to make these policies binding, both at hO!T'~ 

and abroad• This eff'ort embraced domestic, Dloc, and foreign 

problems; and while the main 1.ines of the peaceful. coexistence 

strategy have. been fi.nnly reasserted, crucial questions have 

been raised concerning the Soviet P.U-ty's commanding role in 

world cannruni~. The cource Of polit1.cal. controversy within 

the Soviet Party, and more :importantly, of the mounting tensions 

. ' 
in Soviet relations with China will obviously have a significant. 

. ' 
bearing on the conduct of Soviet relations vi.th the non-

cOmrr.uzrl.st world • 
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Iri't.ern~ Problems 

3. We believe that Khrushchev has not had to fear for 

his position since his victor.r over the so-called anti:PQrty group 

in 'l!J57• Despite this victor,r, however, and despite the cult 

'Which subsequent:J;y developed around his own personality, he has 

contim.aJ.Jy· met with di!ficu1ties within the party, and on two 

counts. Iii the first place, in the past year ·or two other h;gh 

leve~ leaders appear to have.succeec;led in limiting the revisions 

whi.ch he wished to make in economic priorities (greater benefits 

:for the consumer) and militar,y policy (downgradi.ng conventional 

forces and traditi..onal doctrine). ln the second place, Khrushchev 

has found the party apparatus which he inherited a far from 

satisf'actor.r instrument for carrying out his numerous ret:onns. 

The great majority of. party officials were trained in the Stalinist 

period to execute mechanically orders from above and to regard the . ' ' 

popu.J.ation as recalcitrant and untrustworthy subjects. They have 

tended to become bewil.dered, resenUul:, and concerned for the:lr 

careers as Khru.shchev demands of them that they display initiat:ive, 

elicit it from others, and draw the masses into a positive identi­

fication with the regime· and active support of its policies. 

-3-
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4. The savage attack upon Stalin was meant, in the 

domestic context, to break the emotional attachment to Stal.int s 

person and methods which stilJ. exists in the Soviet Party. It 

was also mean'li to discredit certain St_alinist dogmas, such as 

the proposition that heavy :industry- must at all t:imes grow faster 

than light industry-1 which had become imbedded in Soviet ideol.ogy 

and stood in the way Of Kbrushchev1 s refonns. The concurrent 

blackening of the antiP=tY grmtp served to dramatize the 
, I • 

penalties of resisting Khrushchev's demands for a new style of 

work and to destroy any luster which the unrepentant and still 

argumentative Molotov retains as a 11conservativen spokesman 

among the middl.e and lower reaches of the apparatus. 

5. The full int.ernal consequences of the Congress will 

be a long t:ilne in working themselves out.. Cert~ Khrushchev 

has succeeded in putting his stamp upon the present era and es­

tablishing a direct succession to Lenin. The present compromise 

formulriti.ons of economic and defense policy, however, indicate 

that his programs reniain· subject to sane sort Of consensus among 

the top leaders, who 'share his general outlook but cannot be 

equated to the terrorized yesmen around Stalin. Remaking the 

entire party apparatus in Khrushchev's own image will, we believe, i 
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cont:lnue to be a long and difficult process. A.nd among 

critically-minded elements of Soviet society - the youth, 

the cultural intelligentsia, perhaps even younger party" members -

virtually' the whole of Soviet history has been brought into 

quest:i.on, and along with it the activities of present party 

leaders during that period. We doubt that the attack on Stalin 

and the cult of Khrushchev will strengthen belief in the partyt s 

claim to wisdom and the right of absolute leadership. These 
• 

factors are more like:Ly to wrk in the long run toward a weaken-

ing of the propositions on which party rule is based, and to 

complicate the problems which Khrushchevls successors must face. 

filoc Politics 

6. The consequences of the Congress for Dloc relations 

are liluch more immediate and far-reaching. With his surprise 

attack upon the pro;xy target of Alban:l.a, Khrushchev made his 

third attempt (the Duchareat meeting in J"llJle l96o, the Moscow 

Conference later in the year) to repulse the Chinese Communist 

challenge to Soviet leadership. In doing so, he chose a time of 

great Chinese wealmesa. He al.so gave _his attack the greatest 

possible. force, short of an eJCplicit chalJ.enge, by coupling it 

-s-
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'Wit.h the· condemnation a! Sta.Uni.st pri!nciples and practices in 

the sharpest form. He intended by this to force the Chinese to 

choose between submitting arid being open:cy- condemned as deviation-

ist. Yet in the ensuing two months Peiping, while withholding 

an equal:cy- dramatic respcinse, has made clear its determ:inati.on 

to hold to its positions. It appears that a showdown a!. 

historic proporti.ons may be imminent. 

t 

1. For Soviet policy, this is but the latest in a long 

series of probJ.ems arising from the Soviet J.eaders1 inability 

to reconcile the contradiction between the force o.f nationalism 

and their own insistence upon Soviet hegemony over world communiS111. 

For the Sino-Soviet conflict is at bottom a clash a! national 

interests. While each praf'esses devotion to Communist unity, 

each seeks to mobilize the entire world Communist movement in 

the service of its own aims. The ideological element, far from 

providing a basis for reconciliation, imparts a special bitter-

ness and intensity to this rivalry. 

8. As the lines are now drawn, it seems unlikely that the 

dispute can be papered over by a compromise along the lines of 

last December's 81-party conference. F.conomic relations have 
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been substantially reduced~ and military cooperation, never 

very high; is minimal. The entire·Commun:i.st world has been 

made aware o:r the deep di:rferences bet-ween t.he two, and each 

is vigorous'.cy using all the weapons o:r pressure and persuasion 

t.o hoJ.d and enlarge its retinue o:r supparters. At the least, 

it appears certain that :Cull harmony cannot be rest.ored. Yet 

the question o:r whether the two powers, poised now on the brink 

of an overt break in party relations, take this final. step re-

l/ ma:lns an important one. So long ·aa they do not, the way re-

mains open for a return to tolerable cooperation and a sur£ace 

appearance o:r unity, and the strains on other parties can be 

kept within manageable proportions. If they do, the resul.ting 

hostility would be more profound and probably longer lasting 

than that which di v.1.dad the Yugos.J.avs from the Cammmist camp 

after 1948, and few Communist regillles or parties wou1d escape 

its effects. 

9. Fran their present behavior, it appears that both part.i.es 

are able. to contemplate this possibility. Each still hopes that 

the other will in the last analysis make the concessions neces­

sary to ·avoid a final split, but .neither seems prepared t.o retreat 

on the fundamentaJ. issue of the J.ocus of authority over worl.d 

-7-
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communism. At this moment, a trial of strength is occurring 

in the Soviet campaign to bring down the Albanian leaders; 

success here would deal a major blow to Chinese pretensions 

and to arq inclinations in other parties to escape Soviet 

domination. We believe that the odds are against Moscow in 

this campaign, but even il it succeeds, the present Chinese 

leadership would almost certain]y return to the lists. 

lD. In appraising Sino-Soviet relations, we have regularly 

stl:'essed the great benefits o£ a close alliance to the national 

interests of both partnera and, conversely, the great losses 

which each would suffer fl·an a true rupture. Yet the record 

of. the past 16 months shows a cons;i.stent refusal, on the part 

o:r the Sovi.ets, to limit their authority in matters o:r general. 

Communist policy., Over the same pep.ad, the Chinese have pel:'­

s:U;tently pi-oven unwilling to remain content w.i.th the role which 

the SOViets would assign them in the movE111ent. Darring a 
. ' . : I' .. 

radical change in Chinese outlook or leadership, we now l:elieve 
. 1 1 ' 

that the chances of a full break· in party relations between the 
'.' 

two during 1:he next year or so hav-e ·increased very substantially. 
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ll. Should such a break occur, the logic of ideological 

, · ,conflict and the history of Communist parties everywhere make 

it likely that the result woul.d be an acrimonious and. protracted 

struggle. F.ach side would be impelled to proclaim itself the 

repository of doctrinal truth and to call for the overthrow or 

the competing leadership. COllllllUili.sts everywhere woul.d be pressed 

to declare themselves; purges and splits would probably occur 

in ma.Izy' parties; some, especially those in Asia, might eventual)y 

align themsel.ves'with the Cbinese. 

12. In these circumstances, the military alliance between 

the USSR and. Communist China would in e!!ect become iiioperative. 

The Chinese probably alreaey consider it of dubious value; they 

probably do not !"eel able any longer to count on f'uJJ. Soviet SU!>'­

port in· the event that they become embroiled in mil1 ta1"y hostili-

ties with the us. 

13. The Soviet and Chin.ese leaders may still. find some 

w:ey to get past the current tensions. Even 1! they do, we believe 

that the result will be an uneasy .and distrustful truce, marl<ed 
• 1' • ' 

by cooperation at various times and places and by competition at 

-9-
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others. In abort, we tali.eve that the Sino-Soviet relationship 
If 

rests :upon an µnstable foundation,, and that a: breach, i£ it is 

avoided for the present, will remain in the foreground as a 

continuing possibility. 

Foreign Policy 

1.4. A central problem in Sino-Soviet contention has been 

policy toward the non-CcillJlllUnist WOJ."J..d• ':fhis has invoJ.ved a 

great deal af mi.Srepresentati.on on both sides. Thu.s Khrushchev• s 

allegation that the Chinese regard general. war as either 

inevitable or desirable, while a telling argument insofar as he 

can make it convincing, is not true. Silnilarly, Chinese charges 

that: Khrushchev's strategy of peaceful. coexistence is a denial. 

~ re~olutiona.ry aims are a gross ~geration, although the zeal 

with which .Molotov.'.s parallel criticisns wer.e attacked at the 

Congress suggests that this indictment finds considerable 

resonance in the Soviet an:l other parties. 

15'. The peaceful ·coexistence llne, far from being an 

abandonment of Soviet expansioni:st goals, is a tactical pre­

scription cons1dertb)y mar.a effective than the compound of heavy­

h~dedness. and isolationiSIJI which vas stalin' s foreign policy. 
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It is informed by an appreciation o£ the manif"old optiortunities 

presented by all. the great strains and disharmonies .of the non­

Camrnmist world - natl.onal rivah7, oolonialiB111, the desh-e for· 

econo.mic development, the yearmng for peace and disarmament. 

Peaceful coexistence seeks to capture these sentiments and turn 

them against the 1.liraperiaJistn states,, using aJl the weapons of 

politi<lal strliggle, econOlllio assistance, and subversion, and 

underlining its points with demonstratl.ons ot Soviat m:il\"tary1 

scientific, and economic prowess. 

16. At the same tillle, thia policy also an~aces the pro­

position that general nuclear war would bring :1.ntolerable damage 

upon ·the USSR itselt and shOul.d therefore be avoided. The 

Soviets are continuing to deve1op their already- fol'lllidable de-

r ense establishment. Du.t the pxograms present.Jy underwa,v do not 

./ reflect a belief that it is possible -to achieve a decildve 

advantage .over the West, o~ which wuid pei-m:Lt them. to launch 

general war with assurance at'. success at some acceptable cost. 

Ra-ther, what we !mow of these programs, and of Soviet stra~gic 

thi.nldng as ·well, suggests that the Sov:i.et leaders are a1m:1ng in 
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the first imtance at a capability large enough to deter a 

Western resort to genera1 war. 

17. The Soviets apparently believe that they have alreaey 

:1n J.arge 1D0asure achieved this end. Dut. thEU recog:ni.ze that. 

the forward policies 'Which they 'Wish. to pursue :involve sane 

element of risk, and that they mey not alwa;rs be able to central 

these risks. In bui¥ling their farces, they are probably seeldng 

an offensive nuclear capability large enough, not only to deter 

their opponent, but a1so to br:lllg under attack those elements 

ot Western striking power and nationa1 strength. which can be 

effectively attacked by ICDMs an:!. other long-range delivery 

systems. On the defe~ive side, :1n addition to illlprov.l.ng their 

defenses against manned banbers and cruise-type missiles, they 

are exerting major efforts to develop and deploy an effective anti­

ballistic. missile system. At tm same time, they also intend to 

retain large and modernized ground and naval forces. In all 

these programs, the Soviets will be seeking a combination o£ 

farces which would permit them to undertake a pre-captive ct1;:ick 

on the US, should t)ley conclu:lc tb:rt a ·US :::ttack Yt:S Le-

minent, and to proostu~e general war effectivezy it deterrence 

should fail. 
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18 • The Soviet 1eaders are ~e~ to search out areas 

v where their military power can be brought :into pla;y to shield 

CCIDlllUilist efiorts to advance by safer means, such as :internal 

war in South~a~ Asia or political blackmail :in Derl:in. We 

believe, however, that '!;he USSR Will 'Wish to avoid involvement; 

or its own farces in limited canbat on ·the ID.oc periphery and, 

if such conflict shoul.d occur, to minilllize the chances or es,-

cal.ation to general war. Conseq~entJ.y, it would not in most 

circumstances take the initiative to expand the scope of such 

a conflict. The degree of Soviet commitment and the actual 

circumstances Of the conflict would of course detennine this 

decision. nut we believe that, :in general, the Soviet leaders 

would expand the scope ar the conflict, even at greater risk of 

escalating to general war, onl¥ if a prospective defeat '!l'ou1d, 

in their view~ have grave political repercussions within the 

Dloo itself or constitu~ a major setback to the Soviet world 

position. 

l9 •. Within the limits set by these appraisals, the Soviet 

leaders have purposefully displeyed both militancy and concilia­

tion, at various times &nd 1n various p:oportions as seemed rnost 

profitable to them. Over the past year ar so, however, tm 
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pressure of the Chinese challenge has been one factal" helping 

to keep the Uhardll line in the faregroundo The thrust of "!:he 

XXII Congress in this respect was to reassert the USSR's in-

sistence upon full tactical £l.exl.bilii;yo Thus the USSR has 

not anJ,y continued its attacks on Chinese posi. tions but has 

~de sane conciliatory moves, such as_ removal. of the Derllzl 

deadline, agreement on a d!.sarmament forum, and Pllblicatlon ar 

Adzhubeyts interview with t.he President. 

20. These measures have accanpaniad, not replaced, the 

harsher tactics which _comprise the militant side of peaceful 

coexistence. A.t the same time Finland has been bullied; 

atomic tests have been resumed; Soviet military strength has 

been stressed; the Soviet position on Derlin remains highly de-

mand:ing! The Congress attacks on the opponents of peaceful co­

e:x:l.stence we;-e meant oncy to make Tocm for a fllll range af 

maneuver, not to seek: a genuine acco111111odation with the West. 

· 21" Current.zy-,- hOllever, Soviet foreign policy is by no 

means completely freed of the pressures far mare mili tanoy which 

stem from the Chinese challenge. · ShouJ:d an open break occur, 

Moscow's ini ti.al reaction woul.9. probabzy be to emphasize llhard" 
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• tactics in order to justify tighter coµtroJ.s in .Eastern Europe 

and to demonstrate that it was as vigorously anti-:ilnperialist 

as its Chinese competitor. Over the long run, the consequences 

might be quite di1'£1µ"ent~ a protracted break m:f.gb.t give import­

. ant. suppaz.-t to that tendency in Soviet .foreign policy which 

seeks to put rel.at.ions 'Id. tb the West on a more stable footing. 

It is conceivable that, .faced with an activel;r hostile China 

whose strength was growing, the USSR might ii.Ji t:ilne come to accept, 

at least taci~, some mutual delim:itatl.on o.f aims with the West 

and thus some cm-b upon its expansionist impulse. 

22. For the present, nevertheless, we conclude that the 

llII Congress has initiated no 1118.l'ked departures in the foreign 

policies which have emerged under Khrushchev~ s leadership or the 

J.ast five years. On Derlin, the USSR is presently in an interim 

phase, marld .. ng time in order to determine whether its earlier 

pressures 'ld.ll bring the West to the negoti11t1Jlg table wi'fh at 

J.east some concessions, or whether another round c:£. threats, 

and perhaps· even unilateral action, is required. Even a Sino­

Soviet rupture would not be likely to alter the basic Soviet 
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position on Derlin and Germany, since a major element in that 

position is the desire to stabilize the Savi.et-controlled 

regime in F.ast Germany and, by extension, those of Eastern 

Europe. 

23. In the disarmament .field, we perceive in recent Soviet 

moves no appi-eciable desire for agreements on terms which the 

West could regard as acceptable. Insteaq1 the USSR continues 

to regard this as an arena for political struggle and1 via 

maneuverings over parity and the composition of .a forum, for 

enhancing Soviet stature and cultivating neutral.ist opinion. 

In addition to the theme of genel'al. and complete disarmament, 

the Soviets will probably also agitate sUch limited measures 

as regional schemes, agreements to limit the spread of nuclear 

weapons,_ and other proposals which might inhibit Western def"ense 

programs. 

24. Sino-Soviet strains raise considerable uncertainties 

regarding prospective Soviet tactics in Southeast Asia. The 

USSR will. probably continue to press cautious]y i-ts advantages 

in Laos and South Vietnam, .seeking s:imuJ.taneously to advance 

COllllllUnist prospects there, to avoid a major US intervention, and 
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to keep Chinese inf1uence fran becO!'lling predOlll:inant. A :rurther 

'. 
radical worsening of re1ations between Moscow and Peiping, 

however, could lead to a breakdown of DJ.oc cooperation in these 

ventures,. In this event, Moscow would probably try to reta.iJl 

as lllllch control as possibl.e through the North Vietnam:ise ;x:egime1 

which, at least initiaJ.Jy, .. would seek to preserve tra Soviet 

connection as a counterweight to China.· 

2S. In recent years the USSR has consi sterrtly looked upon 

the underdeveloped countries of Asia, Africa, and Latin America 

as the prime targets for its tactics of peaceful coexistence. 

Deginning in about 196o, however, Soviet pronouncements have 

betrayed a sense of disappointment at the failure of some of 

the 1101.derll neutra1s, such as Nehru and Nasser, to move fi'cm the 

achievement of independence into a !ul.l association with Soviet 

policies and thence along the path tward Communist control. 

Nevertheless, the Soviet appraisal. of it.s prospects in theae 

areas remains highly optimistic. ·The USSR continues to believe 

that1 by hal"I!essing anti-Western and anticolonia1 sent.iment, 

extending judicious offers of. military and econanic assistance, 

a.n1 ~onsoring the political ambitions of new governments, it 

can make .:l.Jnportant gains· in weakening Western positions and 
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preparing the groand for further advances. The Sov.l.ets will 

not abandon those states which they have unsuccesstully sought 

to draw intO a client relationship. Du.t they will. probably 

increasingl.y focus their main energies upon l!.rrica and Latin 

. America and, within these continents, upon the radical. national­

ist leaders who are most easily set against Western ties. 

Soviet activity in these areas will continue to con!lict w1 th, 

and normally to take priority over, any desire to ~dept a con­

ciliatdry line toward the major Western powerso 
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BASIC FACTORS AND MAIN TENDENCIES 
IN CURRENT SOVIET POLICY 

NOTE 
This paper considers in broad perspective the principal factors which 

underlie the USSR's external policies at present and its aims and in­
tentions with respect to certain key areas and issues. ~ such, while 
it suggests the limits within which Soviet policies are likely to operate, 
it does not estimate likely Soviet conduct and positions in detail In 
view of the intimate interaction between Soviet and American policies, 
this could not be done in any case without specific assumptions about 
American policy and actions. 

·PRINCIPAL OBSERVATIONS. 
A. Ideology in the S~viet Union is in a certain sense dead, yet it 

still plays a vital role. This paradox explains much about the nature 
o_f Soviet society and the USSR as a world power today. While the 
regime's doctrines now inhibit rather than promote needed change 
in the system, the leaders continue to guard them as an essential sup­
port to their rule; They also view developments at home and abroad 
mainly within the conceptual framework of the traditional ideology. 
This fact will continue to limit the possibilities of. Soviet-American 
dialogue. 

B. Changes in the system and the society have probably made col­
lective leadership. of the Party Politburo less vulnerable to new at­
tempts to establish a personal dictatorship. This seems particularly 
true so Iong as the men who now comprise the leadership remain. 
Nevertheless, a crisis within the present leadership, accompanied by 
high domestic tensions and greater unpredictability of extemal policy, 
could occur at any time without warning. If stability of the leader­
ship continues, a relatively deliberate, bureaucratically compromised 
1llanner of decisionmaking will also continue. 

~. . . . ... 
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C. The Soviet leaders face severe problems at home. A decline 
in the rate of economic growth is tightening the perennial squeeze 
on resource allocation. Dissidence and alienation in'. the plofessiowll 
classes is of groWing concern to the Soviet leaders. Generally speakiJ)g, 
however, they are not at this time constrained by domeStic .problems 
from continuing the general line of foreign policY they have followed 
in recent yam. 

D. The leadership believes that the USSR's net powe~ position 
in the world, as affected by both military and political factors, has 
improved in the years since the Cuban missile crisis. But this is quali­
fied by instability in its main security sphere in Eastern Europe and 
by increased strains in the Soviet economy and society. This appraisal 
by the Soviet leaders probably argues for continuing an external policy 

' of cautious opport:tµli.sm and limited pressures, perhaps with some 
increas~d watchfulness against the. development of uncontrolled risks. 

E. There is a tendency in SoVi.et foreign policy to give increased 
weight to geopolitical considerations as against the traditional con­
ception Moscow has had of-itself as the directing center of a world 
revolutionary movement. This is evident in the concentration of diplo­
matic and aid efforts in recent years on countries around the southern 
periphery of particular strategic interest to the USSR. It is seen also 
in the guidance given to m<ist Communist parties to pursue moderate 
tactics, which are now more compatible with Soviet foreign policy 
interests. 

F. Soviet aims to bring about a European settlement which would 
secure the USSR's hegemony in Eastern Europe, obtain the with­
drawal of US forces, and isolate West Germany have suffered a severe 
setback because of the action taken to suppress Czechoslovakia's at­
tempt to follow an independent course. For the present, the Soviets 
are unlikely to be responsive to any new Western initiatives to promote 
a European settlement, unless the West seems willing to contemplate 
recognition of the Soviet sphere in Eastern Europe and of the divisiOn 
of Germany. 

G. The Soviets have a double concern in the Middle East at pres­
ent: to keep their risks under control and to do this in such a manner 

· as to avoid dirilinishing the influence they have won with the Arab 

2 SECRE'f 
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States. Should renewed hostilities occur, the USSR might be drawn 
ipto assisting the defense of the Arabs, but it would not want to run 
the political and military risks of joining in attacks on Israel or actually 
threatening its survival. At that stage, the Soviets would probably col­
laborate tacitly with the US to control the situation. 

H. Beginning as an attempt to move into the vacuum left by the 
end of Western colonialism, Soviet policy in Asia in recent years has 
been geared increasingly to the containment of China. Nevertheles~, 
the Soviets still act in particular situations, including Vietnam, ba­
sically on the premise that the Soviet-American relationship in Asia 
is competitive. The major risks which may eventually arise from the 
growth of Chinese power, however, may persuade them to move 
toward some tacit collaboratiori. 

I. Though the inducements. to reach a strategic arms limitation 
agreement with the US are probably stronger at this time than ever 
before, Moscow's policy-bureaucratic argument over this issue is not 
resolved. The Soviets probably hope that talks themselves, even if no 
agreement is reached; will ease the pressures of the arms race by 
slowing US decisions on new programs. 

J. Even though the Soviet system appears ripe for change because 
it is now poorly suited to managing a complex industrial society, its 
rulers remain tenacious in defending their monopoly of power and 
acutely fearful of adaptive change. The wider involvement of the 
USSR in ·world affairs and possible shifu in world power relations 
may eventually generate stronger pressures for change. Short of this, 
the outlook is for chronic tensions in Soviet-Ainerican. relations, per­
haps caused more frequently by events over which neither side h:as 
much control · 

3 
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SUMMARY 

SOVIET FOREIGN POLICIES 
AND THE OUTLOOK FOR 

SOVIET-AMERICAN RELATIONS . 

The USSR's View of Its World Position 

A. Developments of recent years have given the USSR increased 
confidence in its security and strategic posture, in its capacity to en­
gage its adversaries on favorable terms, and in the prospects for the 
long-term growth of its international influence. The Soviets have thus 
begun to pursue a more vigorous ,foreign· policy and-tcnu~cept deeper 
involvement in many world areas. 

B. The attainment of rough parity in strategic )Veapons with the 
US has contributed more than anything else to the USSR's self-confi­
dence. The Soviets have also been encouraged to see the US suffering 
a· loss of. influence in certain areas, facing economic difficulties at home 
and abroad, and coming under domestic pressure to curtail its world 
role. Largely on the basis of these considerations, Moscow believes 
that the US no longer enjoys a clear international predominance. It 
does not appear to have concluded, however, that US power has b~ 
gun a precipitate or permanent decline; US economic, military, and 
technological capabilities continue to impress the Soviets. Thus, while 
they may be tempted to conclude that the US will no longer be the 
competitor it once was and may therefore be inclined as opportunities 
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occur to use their greater strength and flexibility more venturesomely, 
they can still see themselves getting into serious difficulties with the 
US if they press too hard. 

C. The China problem is another factor which limits Soviet confi­
dence. It has become increasingly dear to the Russians that China is 
capable of seriously undermining their international positions, keeping 
them off balance ideologically, and in the longer term, constituting a 
serious strategic threat. It unquestionably concerns the Soviets that 
China's ability to challenge them in all these ways would be all the 
greater in circumstances of Sino-American rapprochement. 

Domestic Political and Economic Factors 

D. The present Soviet leadership has been notable for its stability, 
and this has resulted in continuity in the decision-making process dur­
ing most of the seven years since Khrushchev's overthrow. Brezhnev 
has clearly emerged as the principal figure in the regime and has been 
ta~ing a vigorous lead in the area of foreign policy; he now has a per­
sonal stake in the USSR's current policy of selective detente. Decision­
making, however, remains a collective process. Indeed, there are occa­
sional signs of stress over the content and implementation of foreign 
policy. And maintaining a consensus behind a more active Soviet for­
eign policy, in circumstances of greaj:er international complexity, may 
become increasingly difficult over time. 

E. The USSR has been able to achieve rates of economic growth 
which are high by international standards and to maintain a. military 
effort roughly equal to that of the US. But the Soviet economy is still 
backward in some sectors and it faces serious problems stemming 
from low productivity, the declining effectiveness of investment, and 
technological lag. Economic constraints do not oblige the Soviets to 
reduce military spending, however. While an agreement on strategic 
arms control would relieve somewhat the heavy demands which mili­
tary programs impose on high quality human and material resources, 
agreements of the sort now contemplated would not enable the So­
viets to increase the rate of economic growth appreciably. 

The Strategic Weapons Relationship with the United States 

F. We believe that the USSR has concluded that the attainment 
of clear superiority in strategic weapons-i.e., a superiority so evident 
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that the Soviets could be assured of success in a confrontation and even 
"win" should they press the issue to nuclear war, say, by a first strike­
is not now feasible. Nevertheless, there are no doubt those in Moscow 
who belfove'that it may still be possible to obtain a meaningful margin 
of advantage in strategic weapons which would give the USSR in­
creased political-psychological leverage. The Sovfot leaders must, at 
the same time, reckon with the possibility that any attempt to gain 
such an advantage would look to the US much the same as an attempt 
to moye toward clear superiority and would produce the same counter­
action. The course they have chosen, at least for the immediate future, 
is to attempt to stabilize some aspects of the strategic relationship 
with the US through negotiations, and they appear to believe that a 
formal antiballistic missile agreement and an interim freeze on some 
strategic offensive systems, on terms they can accept, are within reach.1 

G. Assuming such an agreement is reached, the Soviets would 
continue serious negotiations on more· comprehensive limitations. But 
the Soviet leaders are probably not clear in their own minds as to 
where these negotiations should lead. They 'may fear that too com­
prehensive an agreement might involve disadvantages they could not 
anticipate or foreclose developments which might eventually improve 
their relative position. And the more complex the agreement being 
considered, the greater the difficulties _,the Soviet leaders would face 
in working out a bureaucratic consensus. Thus, their approach to 
further negotiations would almost insure that these would be pro­
tracted. 

The Sino-Soviet Conflict 

H. The Soviets understand that their difficulties with China are1 

in many ways more urgent and more intractable than their difficulties 
with the US and that, as Chinese military power grows, the conflict 
may become more dangerous. Moscow' no doubt expects that the 
approach to normalization in US-Chinese relations will streµgthen 
Peking's international position and will make China even more un-

' . 
'For separate statements of the views of Lt. Gen. Jammie M. Philpott, Acting Director, 

Defense Intelligence Agency; Vice Adm. Noel Gayler, Director, National Security Agency; 
Rear Adm. Earl F. Rectnnus, Director of Naval Intelligence, Department of the Navy; and 
Maj. Gen.· George J. Keegan, Jr., Assistant Chief of Staff, Intelligeno-e, USAF, see their footnotes 
to paragraph 28, page. 16. 
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willing than before to consider concessions to the USSR. It has also 
.occurred to the Soviets that the US may gain some increased freedom 
of maneuver against them and that Washington and Peking will in 
some situations follow parallel policies to Moscow's detriment. The 
new US-Chinese relationship could, in addition, make a military solu­
tion to the Sino-Soviet conflict seem to the Soviets an even less attrac­
tive alternative than before. - .. I. Sino-Soviet relations will not necessarily remain as bad as they are 
now. At some point, the two sides might arrive at a modus vivendi 
which would permit them to "coexist" more or less normally. But to 
obtain any deep and lasting accommodation the Russians would have 
to pay a price they would consider unacceptably high, including a 
lifting of military pressures, some territorial concessions, disavowal 
of Moscow's pretensions as the paramount authority among Com­
munists, and acknowledgement" of a Chinese sphere of influence in 
Asia. 

J. The Russians are likely to want to establish a wider role in Asia 
in the next few years. Consolidation of the Soviet position in South 
Asia, with the focus on India, will be one feature of this effort. The 
Russians will also continue to work to prevent an increase in Chinese 
influence in North Korea and North Vietnam. In the case of the latter, 
this will mean that Moscow will remain staunch in its support of 

.Hanoi's effort to obtain a favorable settlement of the Vietnam war. 
The Soviets will, as a further objective of their policy in Asia, try to 
inc.tease their influence iii. Jiipiin,. and .. an iffiprovemeiit. in 'relations" 
has already begun. Soviet prospects in this regard are, however, prob­
ably limited by Tokyo's greater concern for its relations with the US 
and China. 

. I ·-Soviet Policy in Eastern and Western Europe 

K. Although Moscow has made progress in restoring order in · 
Eastern Europe, it has not come to grips with the root causes which 
have in recent years produced unrest or even defiance of Soviet au­
thority there-in Romania, Czechoslovakia, and Poland. Many East 
European leaders still hope for greater national autonomy and wider 
political and economic intercourse with the \1Vest. The USSR's task 
of reconciling its efforts to consolidate its hegemony in Eastern Europe 
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with an active policy of detente in Western Europe can therefore only 
be complicated and delicate. If it came to a choice between erosion of 
their position in Eastern Europe and detente in Europe as a whole, 
the Soviets would choose to let the latter suffer. 

L. The USSR's security concerns in Eastern Europe, its own eco­
nomic weaknesses, and growing preoccupation with the Chinese have 
turned it away from a policy of crisis and confrontation in Europe .. 
At the same time, the changing pattern of US-West European rela­
tionships and trends within W estem Europe itself have evidently 
convinced Moscow that its long-standing European aims-including 
a reduction of the US role and influence there-have become more 
realizable than ever before. A conference on European security repre­
sents for Moscow one way of encouraging the favorable trends in 
Western Europe and slowing the adverse ones. The Soviets also hope 
that a conference would open the way to a definitive and formal 
acknowledgement of the status quo in Germany and Eastern Europe. 
Rejection of the West German-Soviet treaty by the West German 
Bundestag would deal a setback to Soviet confidence in the viability 
of its German policy and possibly of its wider European policy. We 
believe, however, that in these circumstances Moscow's inclination 
would still be, perhaps after an interval of threatening talk, to try 
to salvage as much as possible of these ~olicies rather than to reverse 
course completely. 

M. The USSR's position on force reductions in Europe appears 
to stem mainly from its overall· European"tactics ·rathef"tlian from 
economic pressures or from military requirements related to the Sino­
Soviet border. Moscow has doubts about the desirability of reducing 
its forces because of its concerns about Eastern Europe and about 
its military position vis-a-vis NATO. We believe, nevertheless, that 
Moscow is coming to accept that, assuming continuation of present 
trends in East-West relations in Europe, it could safely withdraw 
some of its forces from E~tern Europe, particularly from the large 
contingent in East Germany. This does not mean the Soviets have 
decided on any reduction or soon will. But, if they should decide to 
move beyond their present position, they will presumably see ad­
vantage in thoroughly exploring the possibilities of a negotiated agree­
ment rather than acting _unilaterally. On the other hand, if they should 
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conclude that such negotiations az·e unpromzsmg, they might make 
limited withdrawals on their own, mainly because they would judge 
that this would lead to more significant US withdrawals.'-

The USSR's Position in the Middle East 

N. In order to protect their close political.and military ties with 
Egypt, the Soviets have been willing to increase their direct involve­
ment and to accept larger ris1cs in the context of the Arab-Israeli con­
flict. A full-scale renewal of the Arab-Israeli war would, however, be 
unwelcome to the Russians and the present situation causes them 
some anxiety. There is thus some chance that Moscow will come to 
see the desirability of urging the Arabs to accept a limited, interim 
agreement which would diminish the dangers of renewed hostilities, 
while still allowing the Soviets to enjoy the fruits of continued Arab­
Israeli animosity .. The Soviets are, however, unlikely to be amenable 
to an explicit understanding with the US limiting the flow of arms 
to the Middle East, though they might see advantage in some tacit 
restraints. 

0. The Russians are probably generally optimistic about their 
long-term prospects in the Middle East, believing that radical, anti­
'11/estern forces there will assure them a continuing role of influence 
and eventually an even larger one. But the Soviets are uncomfo1table 
because their present position is tied so closely to the exigencies of 
the Arab-Israeli conflict. They have also seen that radical nationalism 
can occasionally-take a violently·anti•Russian turn and wfffi uicreasing 
involvement they will probably encounter greater difficulty in follow­
ing a coherent and even-handed policy among the diverse and quarrel­
some states of the area. "Jn order to put their position in the Middle 
East on a firmer fo~dation for the future, they are likely to try both 
to forge stronger political ties with the .. progressive" Arab parties and 
to develop their diplomatic relations with the moderate Arab states. 

The Third World 

P. The USSR's policies in the Third World are greatly affected by 
its urge to claim a wider world role for itself and by the need to pro­
tect its revolutionary credentials, especially against the Chinese chal­
lenge. In addition to its strong position in the Middle East, the USSR 
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has over the years won for itself a pivotal role in South Asia. It has 
also gained wider influence in Latin America. In Africa, the Soviet 
record is considerably more mixed and Soviet activities there now 
have a relatively low priority. In the Third World as a whole, partly 
because of some serious setbacks in the past, the Soviets are now in­

. clined to view their prospects somewhat more soberly than they once 
did. Their approach is in general characterized by opportunism and 
a regard for regional differtmtiation. Nevertheless, by virtue of its 
acquisition in recent years of a greater capability to use its military 
forces in distant areas-a capability which is likely to continue to 
grow-Moscow may now believe its options in the Third World are 
expanding. 

Future Soviet-American Relations 

Q. The USSR has compelling reasons for wanting to keep its rela­
tions with the US in reasonably good repair, if only in order to control 
the risks arising from the rivalry and tensions which Moscow assumes 
will continue. It realizes that the la~ger world role it seeks is un­
realizable except at the expense of the US. Whether the USSR will in 
particular circumstances lean toward sharper competition or broader 
cooperation with the US will naturally .depend on the interaction of 
many variables. Crucial among these will be Moscow's appraisal of US 
intentions and its assessment of developments in the triangular relation­
ship involving the US, China, and itself. 

R. Progress in talks on strategic arms limitations might, by but­
tressing the USSR's sense of security, help to wear away some of its 
suspicion of US intentions. But problems in other areas where the 
political interests of the two countries are deeply engaged may prove 
to be of a more intractable sort. The conflict of interests in the Middle 
East seems likely to be prolonged. This may be true also in Europe 
where the Russians have an interest in the kinds of agreements which 
contribute to the security of the Soviet sphere but not in a genuine 
European settlement. 

S. Whether the future will bring a more meaningful modification 
of the Soviet international outlook seems likely to depend ultimately 
on the USSR's internal evolution. And here the crucial question may 
be how the Soviet leaders deal with the problem of adaptive change in 
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Soviet society, including the problem of economic modernization: by 
minimal measures or by .serious reform. The entrenched bureaucratic 
oligarchy now in charge is resistant to change. Among the. younger 
men in the Politburo who now seem most likely to take over from the 
aging top leadership there may be some who harbor reformist views. 
But such tendencies, if they exist, are not now in evidence. 

T. Thus, for the foreseeable future at any rate, Soviet policy, for 
reasons deeply rooted in the' ideology of the regime and the world 
power ambitions of its leaders, will remain antagonistic to the West," 
and especially to the US. The gains the Soviets.have made µi relative 
military power, together with the heightened confidence these gains 
have inspired, will lead them to press their challenge to Western inter­
ests with increasing vigor and may in some situations lead them to 
assume greater risks than they have previously. At the same time, their 
policies will remain flexible, since they realize that in some areas their 
aims may be better advanced by policies of detente than by policies 
of pressure. They will remain conscious of the great and sometimes 
uncontrollable risks which their global aims could generate unless 
their policies are modulated by a certain prudence in particular 
situations. 
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SYNOPSIS 

A new note of Soviet self-confidence in international affairs, seen in 
Moscow as validating the concept of a progressive historical march, is 
emerging in the 1970s. Other major powers are not viewed as having 
changed their basically hostile attitudes toward the USSR, but the 
Soviets feel greater assurance about their capacity to deal with them 
and less exaggerated concern for their effects on Soviet security. Since 
insecurity has been a major factor motivating Soviet policies in the past 
it is not surprising that new directions in Soviet foreign policy have 
accompanied the new psychological mood. Moscow perceives a new 
need today for normalized relations with major states, especially the 
US, and has learned from experience that working within the existing 
international system is more likely to serve Soviet interests than frontal 
challenges to other great powers or to the system itself. Largely for this 
reason the Soviet leaders have developed an increased stake in 
international stability and have come to accept the prospect of an 
indefini.te period of coexistence with the West. 

Moscow still expects and seeks international change. But the 
USSR cannot, in a period of detente, be the direct agent for much of the 
change its leaders still hope will occur. And while a residual belief in 
the eventual attainment of ultimate Soviet aims in the basic world 
struggle still exists in the USSR, the Soviets have increasingly adjusted 
their sights, conceptually and operationally, to short-run and 
intermediate-range goals. Achievement of even these, the Soviets 
realize, depends on success in working with forces that often act 
independently of Soviet sway and in overcoming simultaneous 
countervailing trends. 

Sources of Soviet Perceptions 

Soviet ideology supplies the basic conceptual framework used by 
Soviet observers in analyzing international affairs. The interpretation of 
world events this ideology provides is dynamic: it posits a fundamental 
struggle on a global scale, presupposes constant change, and gives 
impetus to an activist foreign policy. Yet while Marxism-Leninism 
attunes Soviet observers to the key role that events within states play in 
·affecting international behavior, it explains little beyond the general 
and abstract about relations among states. And although the Soviet 
outlook could be called utopian in terms of its stated goals, most Soviet 
leaders from 1917 onwards have consciously stressed realism and 
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se/r 
caution in practical policy matters and warned of the dangers of 
adventurism in the long-term international competition between the 
emerging new order and the declining old. In this regard, Brezhnev 
follows the examples of Lenin and Stalin rather than Khrushchev. 

The wider Soviet involvement in recent years in world affairs and a 
belief that. internal progress, especially toward economic goals, is 
increasingly dependent on international relationships have led Soviet 
leaders to seek a more accurate picture of the world. They have tried to 
enhance the capabilities of their channels of information about foreign 
events and, of particular note, to obtain more and better analysis of that 
information. A larger role has been assigned to the academic institutes 
in Moscow, especially the Institute of US and Canadian Studies and 
the Institute of the World Economy and International Relations, which 
are involved in providing policy-makers with estimative judgments 
about international affairs. 

How deeply rooted the newer Soviet perceptions have become cannot 
be told with certainty. The current leaders lived through the Stalin era, 
with its articulate and heavily propagandized set of ideas stressing the 
hostility of the international environment, Soviet insecurity, and the 
necessity of avoiding foreign contact. This era has left deep and 
widespread Soviet doubts about the wisdom and orthodoxy of 
enmeshing the USSR in dealings with the capitalist powers and making 
compromises with the West. Yet despite the persisting influence of 
ingrained views, perceptions do not remain static. Doctrinally pure 
positions are possible only when events are viewed at a distance. 
Involvement with events requires that dogma make room for 
pragmatism, lest unrealism drive the Soviet state into an isolationist 
position. The post-Stalin generation of Soviet leaders has already 
changed its outlook in significant ways because of international 
experience, the influence of personal and institutional roles and 
interests, and newly perceived needs. A new generation of post­
Brezhnev leaders could also develop new perceptions of international 
problems and new ideas of what Soviet national interests require in 
terms of international behavior. 

The New International Situation 

The measuring standard and key -determinant of the USSR 's 
progress in the worldwide political struggle postulated by the Soviets is 
the international "correlation of forces." In weighing the strengths of 
the two sides, the Soviets attach great importance to the power of the 
principal states, especially their economic and military capabilities and 
potential. But less tangible social and political factors are also 
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considered to be important, hence the continual Soviet assessing of US 
domestic cohesion and willpower. 

In the Soviet vie~ the world since 1917 has been in gradual 
transition from a purely capitalist system to a socialist one, the most 
dramatic single advance being the Sovietization of East Europe after 
World War II. But the 1970s, the Soviets argue, have brought a further 
significant, even radical favorable change in the international balance. 
Some Soviet commentary seems to imply a tipping of the balance past a 
notional midway point, as though "socialism" now possessed more 
than half of a world power pie. The factor mainly responsible for the 
new correlation of forces, in Moscow's view, is Soviet strategic nuclear 
strength, built up over the last ten years to a level roughly equivalent to 
that of the US. Also contributing to Soviet optimism is the combination 
of economic, social, and political problems currently plaguing the 
West, which Moscow views as unprecedented. In Soviet eyes these 
problems have made the present phase of capitalism's "general crisis" 
unusually deep and persistent and have thrown the West into its most 
serious disarray since World War II. 

The Soviets are unsure about what developments will flow from 
this "crisis," however, and realize that any relative advantages they 
now enjoy rest on an uncertain foundation. More pronounced leftward 
trends in West European politics (especially Communist participation 
in coalition governments in France and Italy) seem likely to them, but 
they also see in the present-day Western condition the seeds of possible 
civil wars and the specter of revived fascism. The Soviets apparently 
believe that capitalism cannot escape suffering permanent disabilities 
as a conseqence of its problems and that it is already in a qualitatively 
new stage of its decline. But at the same time they have respect for the 
capacity of the capitalist system to devise effective methods for coping 
with even such serious problems as the oil issue and to bounce back 
because of the overall size and resiliency of the Western economic 
·system. 

The Soviets have also had difficulties in determining the meaning 
of the Western disarray for their own foreign policy. Some Party 
elements reportedly feel that not enough is being done to take 
advantage of the new international situation, and West European 
Communist parties are receiving conflicting signals from Moscow on 
just how best to improve their individual political positions. So far, 
however, in line with the Soviet propensity in the 1970s increasingly to 
dissociate the world revolutionary struggle from the ordinary conduct 
of interstate relations and place emphasis on the latter, the most 
authoritative Soviet expositions of the Western "crisis" have been more 
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in the nature of efforts to steer the detente policy over the shoals of this 
unanticipated situation than justifications for revising course. 

In no case has this been more clearly true than for Soviet relations 
with the US, which remain the key factor affecting the overall Soviet 
international role. In the 1970s the US moved toward detente with the 
USSR and accommodated itself to the growth of Soviet strategic forces 
and. a Soviet role in resolving major world problems. Whether this 
"realistic" US attitude will be sustained is the chief question for Soviet 
policy-makers. The Soviets believe that the US altered its foreign 
outlook in the early 1970s largely for pragmatic reasons: the old policy 
was simply becoming less effective and too expensive. But the new US 
policy, the Soviets believe, rests on an unconsolidated domestic base; 
the consensus supporting earlier US policies has broken down, but no 
agreement has yet been reached on what should take its place. The 
Soviet reading of the situation in the US throughout the 197 5 "pause" 
in detente has been that the pro-detente forces are still more powerful 
than their enemies, but that the latter remain strong, still tapping a 
reservoir of anti-Soviet feelings not yet completely dissipated from the 
Cold War. 

The newfound Soviet confidence is not free from counterbalancing 
factors, and Moscow does not see the . shifts in the international 
"correlation of forces" wholly one-sidedly. For one thing, the favorable 
changes that have occurred in the 1970s are not irrevocable. In this 
critical regard they differ from postwar Soviet gains in East Europe, 
which are judged to be "irreversible." Even the lengthy and expensive 
Soviet nuclear missile buildup does not guarantee future strategic 
stability or even parity. 

Moscow is also clearly aware of the storm clouds on its 
international horizon. Chief among them is China, whose "loss" 
greatly damaged the USSR 's image as the nucleus of an ever-increasing 
international political movement and whose deep-seated hostility 
threatens to outlive Mao. But Europe too, the recent collective security 
agreement notwithstanding, contains a self-assured West Germany and 
has shown little susceptibility to increases in Soviet influence despite 
spells of political turmoil and lessened fears of the Soviet military 
threat. The emergence of several secondary power centers in the world 
is welcomed by Moscow· as representing a decline in US authority 
among its chief partners, but the Soviets are uneasy about what 
direction these newly independent political forces will take. While the 
Soviet perception of the world as enemy is changing, it ha·s not been 
replaced by one of the world as oyster, ripe with opportunities to be 
exploited. 
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The Soviet International Role 

Soviet policy today is informed by a sense of "having arrived" 
internationally. By successfully weathering critical trials over the years, 
the Soviets believe that the USSR has demonstrated a capacity to 
sustain itself and grow in a dangerous and unpredictable international 
environment. There is also considerable national pride connected with 
the Soviet international role that is important to a people whose sense 
of inferiority vis-a-vis other great powers and cultures has been great 
and to a regime in need of evidence of its own competence and 
legitimacy. The Soviets feel that their international prestige is more 
solidly based today than was the case under Khrushchev, whose 
incautious political moves aroused rather than impressed adversaries 
and bought little influence in other countries. A stronger and more 
secure USSR does not guarantee success in all foreign undertakings, 
but it does mean a more active and influential Soviet international 
presence. 

Current Soviet perceptiol{s of world affairs, however, imply a 
degree of instability for Soviet policy. Although political changes such 
as those in southern Europe, from Turkey to Portugal, tempt Moscow 
to see and act on opportunities for Soviet advantage, the Soviet leaders 
are aware that greater militancy would damage their relations with the 
West without assuring any expansion of Soviet influence. While the 
Soviets are prepared to intervene abroad in areas and on occasions 
when they think the political and military risks are justified-as seems 
to be the case in Angola-they must continuously reassess the costs 
involved. In the rest of the 1970s and beyond the USSR may find itself 
even more subject to the strains inherent in its contradictory 
international roles: how effectively can it continue to represent itself as 
revolutionary, progressive, and the patron of the have-nots of this world 
while seeking expanded friendship with the US, recognition as a rich 
and advanced country, and stability in certain regimes and regions? 
There will probably continue to be a strong Soviet attitude in favor of 
keeping relations with the US and other major powers on a reasonably 
even keel, despite inevitab!e ups and downs. But mutuality of interest 
and viewpoint between East and West has long b~en anathema in the 
USSR, and reaching genuine compromises with the West will never 

. be ai:i easy or a natural process for Soviet leaders. 
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MEMORANDUM 

CENTRAL INTELL:CGENCE ,ilGENCY 
National Foreign Assessmerit:Ceriter 

19 octobe11 1978 

CIA SPECIAL COLLECTIONS 
' R.Ef..,EASE AS SANITIZED 

~- 2000 ---
SUBJECT: The Impact of a Polish Pope on the USSR 

Key Judgement 

The elevation of the Archbishop of Poland's former royal 
capital and ancient cultural center--Krakow--t? the Papacy 
wiZZ undoubtedly prove:eztremeZy"1.11orrisome to Moscow, if 
only because of the responsiveness his papacy is likely to 
evoke in East Eur?pean:communist societies. The aelection 
of a Polieh Pope, w~ich reflects the uniquely vital Polish 
church, will make even more difficult Moscow's:traditinnal 
attempts to bind cuttur~lly Western Pa.l.,and mq.re ,cZoseZy. "to 
the East, to integrate the Potes more ·czosely .. into a Soviet­
dominated bilateral and multilateral system of alZiances, 
and to foster greater socia'l. and political disci?line in 
Pot.and by consolidating the power of the Polish communist 
party. Because of the impact of ~ohn Paul II, particu'l.arly 
his impact on Polish nationalism, the Soviets wilt now find 
it even more difficult to check and to counter Poland's 
instinctive, cultural, c:;id political gravitation to the West. 

When the USSR faces its so-called empire in East Europe, 
it confronts a seriously unstable area where problems of 
nationalism have caused maj~r rifts with the Soviet Union . 
(Yugoslavia in"l948 and Albania in 1961), significant policy 
deviations with the Romanians, and differences among Warsaw 
Pact states over such disputetl areas as liacedonia, Bessara,bi.a, 
and Transylvania.,: The Soviets have never been able to cqpe 
~uccessfully with the legacy of Polish nationalism, parttcu~ 
larly Polish opposition.to foreign occupiers and alien politi­
cal systCsI11s. The origin of the· state itself is linked·to the 

This memorandum ~as prepared in 
the Office of R(jgionat and Poli#cal ttnaZv·"· n. 

on it a~n wa1~ftmR and may be add~essad to 
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papacy whan-mo~e than ;'\ mi,llen±.um j ~~o~the king of_ Polarid . 
converted to Roman ;,CatholiciSlll. and :,tu.med h.i;s bAck on Kievan 
Rus. , The election ;:of· cardinal WOjtyla aa Pope wt,ll. give_ ·a. 
tremendous boost.to this formidable national pride-and 
thereby· make it '.:more·,'difficult for the ·r!:!gime to ;ignore the 
church's· wishes.· · · · · ' · · 

A Polish po:Pe ::w1i1 ·ill partiriular have· a long-term 
impact ou a variety .of::t.nternal issues between .c~ch c:µid 
state that will,ult~tely demand Moscow•a attention. · 
Polish Catholice have been treated.as second-class citizens 
by the party and' have.always looked to the church ·as a 
political alternative.j !Now the church :can be expected tn 
stift'en its ,position on1such issues as 'esta,blishi:ng the. 
legal status of the Roman.Catholic church, permitting 
greater access to the m~dia for church.officials and re­
ligous services, and allowing an "uncensored church press. 
The Pope's support' for. human rights issues as ~ell as the 
~ha.sis by the Po~ish Catholic church on the countrr' s 
cultural heritas;e could: increase ·problems for Edwa-i=d Gierek·. 
as well as the· potential for mass discontent. Gicrek's 
reaction to these problems will be wa~oned clpsely in every 
Warsaw Pact cpaital, but none so closely as Moscow~ 

, I 

The elevation of the Cardinal to the papacy also marks 
an irreversible setback: for M~q~ow's efforts since the eud 
of WWII to weaken the :various connections between the East 
European branches of the catholic Ch'urch'·.and".Rome, and .. to 
create in their place:docile national churches. A Polish 
pope not only buttresse~ the position of the Polish church 
as an alternate sour~e of power but lends verisimilitude to 
the Polish view that only the church genuinely represents 
Polish national interests •. Soviet actions in the past have 
already implicitly acknowledged that the neutrality of the 
church is essential to rule Poland, and Soviet leaders 
presumably must realiz~ that the bargaining position of the 
church on a variety of '.issues has now been enhanced. The 
inability of the Poles 'to collectivize agriculture, for 
example, is·-in part a;reflection of the power of the church's 
support for, an independent peasantry. 

The soviets ~ave: in recent years been well aware of the 
need for caution imposed on their dealings with Warsaw due 
to Poland's intractable domestic economic and foreign f rade 
problems and to the fact that Poland has a higher level of 
social tension than that of any.other East European country. 
In fact., Moscow's ''careful response to th0 worker riots in 
Poland in 1970:and 1976 revealed that its ultimate concern 
was to ensure that political stability re~gned in Poland. 
As long as Poland's nationalistic feelings do not. give vent 
to overtly anti-Soviet actions, Mo.scow is likely to continue 
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to .show caution in respons.e to .ct.P.Y disruptive effects of 
Poland's societal and intellectual.tennions. lf this occurs, 

~ Gierek will probably ;have increased bargaining le-Verage in · 
.· g'ettiflg:. Soviet cooperation in respondiilg to issues between .. 
. the pai:ty and. the; chtirch.· ' 

Both the Church:aild the Kremlin, moreover, presumably 
share the popular• Polish view that there is no viable alter-

. native :to what have thus far been Gierek's cautious tactics 
in handling Poland's domestic and social problems. In 19~6, 
for example, the Soviets suppor:ted his·careful response·to 
the riots against, the. regime1 last year, the church supported 
his efforts.to:mair.tain.social';>eace in.the country. In the 
near te:cn, :therefore,, there should be-no .cl:isis'·in Soviet­
Polish ·relations as a:. result ofi Wojtyla' s elevation to the 
papacy .. · 

... ·, ,J; ·, .. : I . . 

over the !long run, however·, ;the election of a Polish. 
pope will cont'ribute to an increase in nationalism in East 
Eu.-rope and·will i:aise the cohsciousness·of· Orbhcdox churches 
and· churchmen in the ar4¥a• East Euro~~ pel;'.peptions Qf 
Moscow's handling of any domestic crisis that results will 
be significant. Intellectual dis~ent. in Poland and Czecho­
slovakia is already increasing and dissident groups will 
press the outer limits. of permitted GXpre~sion if the soviets 
are perceived as too conciliatory. Hungary's quiet and 
careful experimentation in economic reform '"10Uld also be 
enhanced by any signs of Soviet willingness to allow ad­
ditional church freedom in Polarid. A. revival of the 
Protestant.church in East Germany is already underway. 

' 
Indeed, the ripple effect on al: of the East European 

countries as a result of any increase of Polish ~ationalism 
will cause the Soviet !leadership to pay close attention to 
each sign of respomdveness to a Polish papacy in communist 
societies. The selection of a pope from Poland, moreover, 
adds to the problems:of an aged and tired leadership in the 
~remlin t~at is already facing its own pre-suc~ession 
problems. , Finally, the Soviets will be especially alert to 
any fallout from the Pope's election because the current 
Chinese leadership is 'particularly anxious to exploit anv . 
signs of a revival in.East European nationalism and any signs 
of so"iet vacillation in responding to the challenge of such 
a revival. · 

The potential spillover effect of East European nation­
hlism to tho USSR is also considerable, particularly in the 
Ukraine whara the Uniate Church has many adherents, in 
Byelorussia which contains former Polish territories that 
were once heavily.Catholic, and in the Baltic countries where 
there are several million Catholics. The Soviets have always 
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been more.hostile toward C~tholiciSlll ~ tow~~d o~tici~lly· 
recognized and relatively :·subservi.ent ch'Urchea, .. ~uch ·as the 
Russian Orthodox, because of the Western orierit~tion of the 
Catholics :and their susceptibility on Soviet boxders to 
outside influence• ~!Polish pope will reinvigorate the 
Catholic faith in these areas and inay ·embolden Cathol~c 
dissidents to P.~g~ge' in more vigorous proteot activities. 
These issues were pr~sumably discussed in ~ meeting between 
Ukrainian First Secretary ShcherbitskY and the Pol~sh )\mbas­
sador to the USSR in; a meeting.in Kiev on 17 October, only 
one day after the Pope's election. 

' I ! . 
If nothing eise;, '. a Polish· papacy provides resonance to 

the activities.of the1Lithuanian Catholic dissidents, whose· 
samizdat publication~-Tlle Chronicle of the Lithuanian Catholic 
Church--is already one of the most vital underground journals 
in the USSR. Dissent:in Lithuania is largely. a product of 
religious-national sentiment, and the two·most important 
external influences on Lithuania are the Catholic church and 
Poland. For several: centuries Poland an~ Lithuania were 
united in a single stat~ and the Lith~anian ~apital st~ll 
contains a sizable· Polish minority. ·' ·· · · 

The impact of a: Polish pa~acy on the Ukraine will depend 
largely on thE position of the new pope toward the Ur.iate 
ch~rch. Unlike the Catholic church in Lithuania, which has 
a precarious legal status, the Uniate church was formally 
outlawed after the war. As a condition for better Soviet­
Vatican relations, Moscow has unsuccessfully ir.sisted on 
Rome's recognition of the liquidation of the Uniate church. 
Such recognition would be a particularly difficult decision 
for a Polish pope. 

On balance, it will take a long period.'Of time for these 
problems to sort':themselves out, but the Soviet leadership 
is probably already anxious about how to cope with the ulti­
rnute impact of a Polish papacy on East European nationalism 
~= well as such derivative issues as Euro~ommuniSIU and Soviet 
dissidence. Having successfully coexisted with a Communist 
regime in Poland, the new Pope will have more than symbolic 
impact on those communist parties in such heavily Catholic 
countries as Italy, France, and Spain. The communists in 
these countries may now feel more f~ee to.stress their· 
indr.pendence from Moscow. Conversely, it will be more 
diffiqult for such parties a~ the Chri~tiat}..?emoqrat~ i~ .. 
Itnly to use the inf luenc~ of the Church against these 
communist parties. The'long-range problems are thus far 
different from thoee that have faced previous Soviet. regimes 
and once led Stalin to rhetorically but derisively dismiss 
the impact of the Vatican by asking "how many divisions has 

. the Pope?" 
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KEY JUDGMENTS 

• The Sovil·ts arl• dl'eplr l"ngag<'<I in su111>ort of revolutionarr do­
lence worldwide. Such involvrmt'nt is a basic tenet of Sod<.>t 
policv. pursut"<I in the intt'rt'sts of weakening unfriendly societit'S, 
destabilizing hostile re'.gimes. and advancing $0\·iet interests. . 

• Thi:' ussn pursut'S different polities toward clif£<.>r<.>nl l\"llt'S of 
rt•,·olutionaq· grmms tlmt c-oncluct terrorist actfritil·S (that is. 
hiiackings, assassinations. kidnapings, bombings. and the dclim­
ization of innocent ch·ilians). 

• Whether t<.>rrorist tactics are uS<'cl in lht' coursl' of re\"olutionarr 
violence is largelr a matter of indifference to the Soviets. who 
have no scruples against them. Tht> Soviet attitude is determined 
b\· whether those tactics ach-ance or harm So\"i<.'t interests in thr 
particular circumstances. Re\·olutionarr groups that emoloy ter­
rorist tactics are simvlr one among the many instruments of So· 
,·iet foreign policy. 

• There is conclusi\"e e\·idence that the USSR directly or indirect!\· 
su1JPorls a large number of national insurgencies' and some sepa­
ratist-irredentist ' groups. Many of these entities, of both types. 
earn• out terrorist acth·ities as part of their larger programs of 
revolutionaq· violence. :\ notable example of Soviet involvement 
is the case of El Salvador. where the Soviets have coordinated 
and directly participated in the delivery of arms to revolutionary 
groups thal use lerrorism as a basic tactic. 

• Some revol1Jlionary groups that employ terrorism do accept a 
measure of Soviet control and direction, but many do not. 

• The International Department of the Central Commillee of the 
Soviet Communist Party has primarv responsibility for managing 
contacts with movements in 01mosition to established go,·ern-

'National i1uurgencitts uc brO.Jd·b~Soe'd COO\f"ments ... ·liich 1<."e\:. to lr.ansform the fundamtnl.al oo1itical 
cricnla\ion of a societ\· b\· armed ,r,·oCutionur meam. Eum~n of suC'h crooi» vohith thr li'SSR supporh 
or lton supporl(.-d a.r<' SW."-PO (in ~:1mibi:1) and ZAPU lin the formN Rlaodcsi;i). 

1 Sel)OroHst·irrt"dcnfist mot:t'n&t'nlS bclit"'<' 1h.at the,·t'Omtitulc tutions M:ithoul stain and Stt\:. to assert 
thcif n.ation2I .autonomv or indt•oendrnce. E-..amples o( iuC'h mov('rncoU which the: l'SSR 1UO(tttrls or 111 .. s 
supPQ(tcd arc:- sevrral o( the Palestini2n croups 
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NOFORNfNOj/l'NTRACT/ORCON 

ments. The KGB. th<' GRU, and the 10th Directorate of the Soviet 
General Staff provide a liroad range of milituy and paramilitarr 
training to ml'mbers or revolutionar\' groups, in various camps in 
the US$!l and dsewltNe, and provide arms and other assistance lo 
a wide spectrum of revolutionary groups in the world, particu· 
larly Pal<.'stinians, Af ril·ans. and Latin. Americans.• Much of this 
support is reaclilr utilizahle in tl"rrorist activities. 

• The Soviets support ~rtain allied or friendh· governments and 
entities-notably Libra. certain Palestinian groups, East Eu­
ropean states, South Yemen, and Cuba-which in turn directly or 
indirectlr snt)(>orl tlw terrorist activities of a broad spectrum of 
violent revolutionaril"S, inc:lucling certain of the world's nihilistic 
tertorist groups.• 

• The USSR accepts th<.'se supnort actions of its allies and friends. It 
does so on occasion bec·;iusl' these actions also serve Sm·iet in· 
terests and on other occasions because the\' are part of the price 
to be paid for maintaining and·increasing its influence with allies 
and friends. The USSH has.not made its backing for them contin­
gent on their desisting Crom aiding nihilis'.ic terrorists or other 
violent re\'olutionaries. In this sense. l\loscow is wittingly provid· 
ing support, albeit indirecth·. to international terrorism. 

• With respect to So,·iet POiicy toward nihilistic, pureh· terrorist 
groups, :m1ilable e\'idenee remains thin and in .some respects 
contradictory, even though the human intelligence collection 
programs of the United States and its friends have been giving 
this Droblem dose scrutiny for some years. 

• The activities of some of the nihilistic terrorist groups are carried 
out by individuals trained by Soviet friends and allies that pro­
vide them with weapons; such terrorists have sometimes transited 
Soviet Bloc nations. Yet the terrorist activities of these g~oups are 
not coordinated by the Soviets.' 

1 Stt- anne1es-A.and 8 for dt"tails. 

• Niliaur~ arc small arour>s. ~·Ith liule public support. ~·hich reh· almost e\dWi\'ch· on IC'rtOrisl acts 10 

dcstrot· e1istinc institutions to make ""·ay for new onn. kading erampks art" the Oudcr·Meinhof group in 
German\\ the J.ap.at\C'SI! Red Arm\\ =ind lhc Red 8rigadn in hah-. ..,-hic-h profn.1 the vie"'· thal \Vntern 
institutions are their m>iof anh.gonists. 

1 Foflou:ing iJ on olternotiut t-;tw of tht' Dire<tO<. Ot'ftnst lntdligenu :\t('ncv: tht' AuiJrant Cl.it/ 
of Std/ for (nlelfi1tnct, Dt'J><Jrtment of tht Armv: tM Dir.:clor of lnttllitt'nC'r. llcadquarttrJ. Marint 
Ccrpi; and lhe Aui$1onf Chit/ of Stal/. lnttlligtnct. D<'J>Grfmcnf of lht' Ait Foret. Thtv Wfitt.-.t 1"41 lht 
Souirh do providt some coordination to nihil41ic lt°HOn.sb t'ilhC'r diucrJ,,. through tht conloC'ts of Sm.itl 
adWer1 with 1lust! ltrrorisls 1n training ('a mus in Middle f:GJlt.'rn counlrus. or duu.·huf:, or indirectlv 
through East £c.rr<>l'J~dn countries. Cubans, Paltslinions. or otht'r entilics through u·hich tht! Sodclt u10rl:. 
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• The Sovids have on oe<:asion privateh• characterized certain ni­
hilistic terrorism as "criminal:· and ha\•e ursed otht>r revolution­
ary groups to cease and desist from terrorist acts the Soviets 
consider<-<l .. self-defeating.··• 

• ruhlic protestations by the So\"iets that the\· do not back terror­
ism are t·nm1>romised b\· \he indirect Soviet supoort received b,· 
CNtain nihilistic lt"rrorists, as wdl as br tht> dirt>et support the 
Sovic-ls afford lo national insurrt>etions and S<"l>aralist-irred<'ntist 
tno\'l'menls which conduct terr(lrist acts. 

• The ·Soviet policy of diHerentiated support or various kinds or 
revolutionan· '"iolence benefits So\•iet O\'erall interests at low risk 
or cost, and without significant damagt' to Soviet prestige. It is 
therdor<' likt>lr to continue. 

• There is no basis for su1>posin~ that lht> So\"iets could be per­
suaded to join the West in ge1111int> opposition lo intt>rnational 
lt>rrorism as a whole. ' 

• The broader phenomenon of re\"olutionar)· \"iolence is a more 
signific:1nt and complex issue for the United States than is its 
terrorist com1>one11t per se. Tht> severe instabilities that exist in 
m:\l\y settings in the Third \li.'orld are chronic. will not soon be 
overcome. and in many instances would continut' to t>xist regard­
less of the USSR. 

• There is no simole or single solution to these oroblems because of 
lhe "ariet,· and complexitr of circumstances leading to revolu­
lionar}' violence and terrorism. In every cas.e. the indicated meas­
ures include a mixture of three approaches: reduction or elimina­
tion of external support, DOlice and/or militarr action to combat 
violence. and the opening of channels for peaceful change. 

• Folloinng i.c an alit:rnotit<" vie~ of the Ditut<>r. Dr/t'nu lnt('lliernct Agt"ncv: the Dirtct<>r of 
Jntt'll1gt'nc(', Hc11dquarlrt.1, .\fatin4!' Corps; and tk Auistont CJ.~/ o/ Slaff, lnt<'llittnct. Otparlment of 
the Air foru. Tl1c1,1 hdic~ that thu Judgm('nf is misl<"odint. Moscou.: ha.I nOf suppartrd Urrori.uic 
actit."itu:1 u:hich iC <"On,idC"rf C'ovncerproducHur. ThL holdns 0J 1liu dn£' not(', hou't!Vf'r. that. as stated in 

'he fourlh Kc-11 }11Jgirie11t (pagl" I}. on other «COJion.s -ihr S01.;tcs Mt~ coordit10l<'d and dirt<etlu porlid· 
paUd in th(' cll."iiLcrv of arnu to '<'t'OiuUonar11 ~roupr tho1 us(' ttrror-Um a.so basac tactic.-

,. • 
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Key Judgments 
/Jt.'drmation aw1ilablt' 
""of Jn ,Vo11tn1hu /911.! 
-.·as us<"d in this Tt'ftUrl. 

Soviet Societv in tht 1980s: 
Problems and Prosp<'cls 

Both Western observer~ ~nd Soviet officials recogni7.e that ll;c So,•ic1 
Union now faces a wide array of social. economic. and p0li1ical ills 
includin:; a general sm:ia! malaise. ethnic tensions. consumer frustrations. 
and political disscnl. Precisely how these internal problems will ultimatciy 
challenge and affect 1hc regime. however, is open to d~ba1c and consider­
able uncertainly. S<imc observers believe that the regime will have link 
(rouble coping with the negative mood among the D<'PUlace. Others believe 
thal economic mismanagement will aggravate internal piobfcms and 
ultimately erode tuc regime's credibility. incrC<tsing the long-lcrm pros­
peel~ for fundamental political change 

Whatever the ultimate prognosis. these problems will pose a ch.allcnge for 
the new Soviet leadership. The Politburo's approach probably will be based 
on its assessment of the threat posed and the degree to which these issues 
can be acdrcsscd by palicy shifts. Three broad categories of problems-the 
quality or life. ethnic tensions. and dissent-are surveyed in this paper. or 
these. popular discontent 01·cr a perceived decline in the quality of life 
represents. in our judgment. the most seri!'u< ? ncl ;m..,~diatc challenge for 
lhe Politburo. According toC 

0 
- .. -·~ sour.ces. the . 

Soviet people are no longer confident that their standHd or living will 
contiroue to improve. Popular dissatisfaction and cynicism seem to be 
growing. n.is popular mood has a negative impact on economic productivi­
ty a:-.d could gradually undermine the regime's credibility. Such discontent 
has already led to some isolated strikes and demonstrations. developments 
that immediately get the leadership's attention. Other manifestations or 
discontent-crime. corruption. and alcoholism-are evident .is well but 
Pose no direct challenge 10 ihe regime. Such ills, nonetheless. have a 
detrimental effect on Soviet economic goals. arc harmful to the social 
climate in general. and in turn arc made worse by the slow rate or 
economic grow1h. 

Ethnic discontent-rooted in cultural. demographic. and economic prob­
lems as well as political suppression-remains primarily a latent but 
potentially serious vulnerabili.ty. Currently. there is no widespread. politi­
cally disrup1ive protest or dissent among the Soviet na1ionali1ics. The 
regime's policies-granting to national minorities some linguistic. territori­
al. cultural. and administr~live autonomy: raising the standard or living: 
expanding the educational base: and using overwhelming police power 
when needed- --have been largely successful so far. Although the potential 
fnr poli1ical unrest and ~poradic violence in the Balli~ republics remains 

l>"c..,nhu fO,<I\.' 
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high because of economic, dcrr.ographic, and cultural grievances, Baltic 
concerns have linle impact elsewhere in the U~SR and can be suppressed 
if necessary. With more time (perhaps decades). however. similar problems 
could become much more consCQucntial in Muslim Central Asia. requiring 
the regime to manage this problem more adroitly. 

Finally, the range of political, religious, and cultural tliscuntent thar is 
expressed in the Soviet dissident movement docs not, at present. ;;crioi;sl} 
challenge the regime's po!iti>:ai control, but the regime deals with it as if it 
does. Soviet dissidents cause concern because they have an international 
audience and their activities embarrass the regime. Moreover, the leader­
ship remains psychologically insecure and is unwilling to allow any hint of 
challenge to its authority, apparently because it fears s.uch dissidents could 
appeal to a wider audience by articulating more widely held discontent 
over food short~ges and the like. For these reasons, the regime, particularly 
of late. has used widespread arrests and imprisonment of dissident leaders, 
confinement in psychiatric hospitals, and exile to crush the movement. The 
movement. however, is not likely to die and in the long run could grow if it 
can capitalize on increasing discontent, cynicism. and alienation among the 
populace. 

The sharp slowdown in economic growth since the mid- l 970s is the 
underlying problem that ties all these issues together and makes them 
potentially more troublesome for the regime. Unless this trend is reversed. 
increasing alienation and cynicism, especially among young people. are 
likely; and other social ills-crime, corruption, alcoholism-could gel 
worse. The regime, to be sure, has impressive resources for trying to deal 
with par•icular economic problems---especially in its centralized control 
over priorities and resources, but a return to the more favorable economic 
conditions of the 19ti0s and early 1970s. when there were substantial 
improvements in the standard of living, is highly unlikely. The pervasive 
police powers al the Politburo's disposal, when coupled with the Soviet 
populace's traditional passivity toward deprivation and respect for author­
ity, should, however, continue to provide the regime with the necessary 
strength to contain and suppress open dissent. 

IV 
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15. (continued) 

Difficult decisions regarding rcsou_rcc allocation and new inanagemcnt 
approaches. ne,·crtheless. will probably be needed to deal with the Politbu­
ro"s economic problems and lo reverse the malaise that has set in. How the 
new leadership will handle these issues over the long r~n is uncertain. Its 
policy options range from undertaking major .. reforms .. and reallocating 
resources a"·ay frcom defense lo greater reliance on administr:i!ivc contr.ok-­
and repression. Some mix of policies involving both dircct!on~ !l'ight be 
ancmptcd. No solutions it is likely 10 attempt. however, offer any certain 
cure for its growth problem and the malaise related 10 it. This situaticn will 
likely require the leadership-lo fall back even more on traditional orthodox 
methods to control dissent and suppress challen.ges to its authority while 
continuing efforts to avoid an overall decline in a ··quality of life"' that has 
become the rc11ime·~ 1cal basis for legitimacy. 

-'S<c: Cl 
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Gorbachev' s Domestic Challenge: The Looming Problems (U) 

Key Judgments 

Information available as of 2 February 1987 .was used in this 
report. 

General Secretary Mikhail Gorbacl:Jev is off to a strong 
start. He has consolidated power with unpre.cedented speed, put in 
place an ambitious program for economic revitalization that has 
already achieved some results, set higher standards of 
accountability for the bureaucracy, and improved the image of the 
Soviet leadership at home.and abroad, 

But Gorhachev's greatest· challenge lies ahead. He has staked 
his leadership on radically improving fhe functioning of the 
Soviet system while keeping up with the·united St~tes abroad. The 
cautious changes he has sanctioned so far are, in our view, 
insufficient to acllive these goals. Over the next few years, he 
is likeTy to face tough choices between accepting results that 
will fall well short of· his goals--and a resultant erosion of h·is 

_power--or pushing the Soviet lea~ership toward far more ~ 
d•ifficult--and politically controversial--policy measures. , 

. Revitalizing the Economy. Gorbachev has made economic 
revitalization his priority issue, arguing that Soviet national 
security and influence abroad are dependent on a sharp economic 
improvement. So far, despite the urgency of his rhetoric, he has 
relied on traditional methods--discipline, organizational 
streamlining, new people, refoc.1,!.,sing investment to machine 
buil~ing--and .some modest reforms to achieve his goals. While 
these steps are improving things somewhat--and from the Soviet 
perspective are impressive .and significant--they appear likely to 
fall well short of achieving both the growth and technol9gical 
progre·ss Gorbachev is seeking over the next five years. 

To achieve his goals for improved economic performance, he 
will have to consider more politically risky and economically 
disruptive reforms. Moreover, progress on the economy is 
inextricably linked to developments on a host of other 
controversial political and social issues. Gorbachev is already 
facing" strong opposition ·from those who see their jobs, status, 
and sinecures threatened by his efforts• to turn the soviet 
economy and society around. His cadre policy--to replace 
government and party bureaucrats to increase efficiency, 
imagination. and....commitment--is at the focal point of.the 
sti:-u9gle. 

~~OEll'fIArlc 
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Mastering ~he Bureaucracy, To implement successfully even 
the changes he has announced so far, Gorbachev will have to 
transform a bureaucracy renowned for its ability to resist 
leadership direction into a more responsive and efficient 
instrument of change. Despite his political success to date, he 
has only begun to accomplish this task. His words and deeds 
clearly show determination to tame· the party and state 
b~reaqcr~~ies, but reoi~~~nC~ . .l:a.JliS in'~iatiVP.S is._ fierce 

uurei.1.t:m: .. ,,~ ~cessure4!f?'§"eit'li1s agenCla .. mpiementedl.s al.ready· 
creating a large pool of disgruntled apparatchiki intent on 
blocking his. program,_...!m£! be may well have to consider even more 
forceful measures. 

Managing the Politburo. From Gorbachev's perspective, the 
need to add-ress these interreiated problems will seriously , 
complicate his greatest challenge--maintaining a consensus within 
the Politburo. The independent-minded officials who make up 
Gorbachev' s Politburo appear to agree tha·t there is a need for 
new policy directions and personnel t:.o carry· them out, but they 
appear to differ over specific approaches. The convergence of the 

·institutional, ec~momic, .social, and defense i·ssues Gorbachev 
mu~t face will make consensus decislll!lDlalUnq even tougher to 
acapmplish :than it has been so far. • 

Limiting the Defense Burden·. Without restricting the defense 
burden, Gorbachev will find· it increasingly difficult to generate 
the significant increase in resources he-needs to devote to 
civilian indust~ial investment, particularly machine building. 
Unless there is a sharp upturn in economic performance--which we 
thirlk._is unlikely--or major reductions in defense spending--which 
would be very controv~rsial wit'fiout a significant reduction in 
the perceived threat--by the end of the ~ecade, demands for 
investment in the civilian· sector will come increasingly into 
conflict with demands for more investment in the defense 
industries. The prospect of such a choice has already led 
Gorbachev to pursue a bold strategy for managing the us 
relationship that probably is controversial within the soviet 
elite and could, in conjunction with economic considerations, 
eventually 1ead him to ~.c;wfront fundamen·tal obstacles inhibiting 
economic progress.. • · · 

Managing Societal Pressures. Gorbachev may find that the 
Soviet populace, long accustomed to a paternalistic state that 
provides job security and basic necessities at low prices, is a 
major obstacle to achieving the socia1-e·conomic transformation he 
wants. The regime has already pressed workers to be more 
productive while refusing to devo~e a greater share of resources 
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to consumption in order to provide incentives. Many Soviet 
reformers believe further changes in social policy--reduced 
subsidies ·tor necessities, a less egalitarian wage .structure, and 
a mo~e tolerant attitude toward unemployment~will be required to 
~roduce sustained imprciv.emen.ts. in economic ·perforpiance. Although 
societal problems are unlikely to reach crisis-proportions over· 
the. next five years, Gorbachev will need to manage popular 
concerns effectively to i111prove morale_and oroductivity as well 
as to prevent ;ncreas~d discontent. 

The Soviet leader has considerable advantages and assets for 
pushing his agenda. Ne~er~he1ess, as these problems converge over 
the next five years, we"b~lieve he -will face an increasingly 
clear choice between settling for half measures that fall well 
short of his demands and perhaps his needs,·or for·cing.the 
Politburo to make some difficult and divisive decisions. Failure 
to take on this challenge probably would not cost him his job but 
would open his administration to charges of Brezhnev-style 
immobilism that he seems determined to prevent •. The leadership 
style Gorbachev has demonstrat.ed. so far, as well as his rhetoric, 
suggests that he will turn· to more radical policy alternatives 
ratper than accept that fate. He will find some advisers eager· to 
.pus~ for a harsher neo-$talinist path as well as those arguing 
for more radical policy or systemic reforms. We do not know what 
mix of these options he might choose or.even how hard he will 
push. But the complexities of the issues and absence of easy 
alternatives guarantee that the struggle will be protracted and 
the outcome uncertain ~oth for him and the Soviet Union. ----
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CIA's Analysis of Soviet Science and Technology 
Author's Comments: Clarence Smith 

By the 1950s it was clear that the USSR possessed both nuclear weapons and 
long-range delivery methods. But key questions remained for US policymakers. How 
advanced and how effective were these capabilities? Could they be used against the 
continental United States and its Allies on the USSR' s periphery? The answers were 
fundamental to the US strategic deterrent position. 

Technical intelligence was the primary tool used to address these questions 
because the USSR, Eastern Europe, and China were "denied areas" that presented 
difficult challenges to traditional human and military reconnaissance collection. These 
countries were repressive police states that severely restricted internal movement and 
foreign contacts; they also had effective air defenses. This meant traditional espionage 
and reconnaissance methods were too limited to provide the access or the information 
needed by the West to monitor Soviet Bloc weapons and remote test sites. To counter 
this, the CIA and the Intelligence Community (IC) invented innovative collection 
approaches using remote sensors. A lack of "hard" intelligence was the key driver in 
developing US satellite imaging and signals intelligence collection systems. In addition 
to the actual technical collection, it was necessary to develop ways of deriving analytical 
results from the raw products of these new collection sources. The IC' s challenge was 
not only to create new collection methods but to derive useful information from the data. 

The CIA's Office of Scientific Intelligence, and later the Directorate of Science 
& Technology (DS&T), led technical intelligence collection and analysis activities. 
Those who had been involved in analyzing activities such as the Berlin Tunnel taps of 
Soviet military headquarters in East Germany, formed the original nucleus. Also 
included were analytical components dealing with science, technology, and weapons. 
These analysts had to answer key questions about Soviet strategic weapons: How many 
weapons did the USSR have? What were their capabilities? Where were they located? 

The intelligence reports and estimates selected for this volume from the early 
1950s through the mid- l 980s reflect the impact of advancements in technical collection 
and analysis. NIE 11-5-59, "Soviet Capabilities in Guided Missiles and Space 
Vehicles," reflects a basic agreement within the Intelligence Community on Soviet 
capabilities. By October 1964 (NIE 11-8-64), however, there were debates within the IC 
about Soviet ICBM capabilities and the number of deployed sites. These disagreements 
were primarily the result of the fact that, while the United States now had more data, 
there were now more opportunities for different interpretations of the information. 
Similarly, in the defensive missile area, IC analysts disagreed over Soviet ABM 
capabilities. NIE 11-3-65 addresses the beginning of the SAM upgrade issue. These 
strategic offensive and defensive missile concerns stayed in the forefront of the 
challenges facing IC analysts well into the 1970s. The selected documents reflect these 
issues. 
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18. 

-
FUTURE SOVIET EARTH SATELLITE CAPABILITIES 

PROBLEM 

. To define near (uture Soviet earth satellite Space Vehicle 
capabilities. 

\. 
CONCLUSIONS 

It is concluded that Sputnik-III, by the use of a combination of 
propulsion stages, could be one o( the !ollowing types: 

1. A 160-300 lb scientific earth satellite. 

z. A large satellite up to S, 000 lbs containing an animal 
passenger with the intention of returning the animal to earth. 

3. The orbiting of a preliminary (1000 - 5000 lbs) 
reconnaissance satellite. 

4. Impac:tlng a payload (100 - 400 lbs) on the moon. 

In view o( the extremely high priority placed on the effects of 
outer space on mammals and high il\terest in ma..nned space (light 
it is considered-most probable that Sputnik III will contain an 
animal suitable for space studies. 

DISCUSSION 

The Soviet Union announced that Sputnik 1, orbited on 4 October 
1957, had a weight o£ about 185 lbs. and Sputnik II, ol'bited on 3 
November 1957 had a weight of about 1120 lbs. Sputnik IU could 
probably be launched at any time and, ac:c;pl'ding to Soviet 
statements, addition.al s~tellites will probably be launched at about 
one month intervals throughout the remainder of the lGY. 

We believe that the Soviet ICB.M_and the,Soviet earth.satellite 
vehicles probably utilized the same first al\d second stage propulsion 
system. The Soviet ICBM is estimated to have a gross weight 0£ about 
300, 000 lbs. with a propulsion system consisting of paired nominal 
100 metric: ton thrust engines 01' an equivalent Sillgle engine ill the first 
etate and a 1\ominal 35 metric ton engine in the second stage. 

- 1 -
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Additionally, although no evidence exists, we belie~·the Soviets are 
probably capable 0£ adding a third propulsion stage to this system. 
The capability of such a staged propulsion system to orbit satellites 
or propel payloads to the moon are approximately: 

SATELLITE MOON IMPAC'J 
STAGES CONFIGURATION \. WT. ORBITED ~ 

1. z ..paired 100 mt engines plus a ZOO lbs 
35 nit eiigme·-

z. z paired lZO mt engines plus a lZOO lbs 
35 mt engine 

3. 3 paired ~ mt engines plus a 3000 lb• 100 
35 mt engine plus_!! mt engine 

4. 3 paired~ mt engines plus a 5000 lbs 400 
35 mt engine plus_!! mt engine 

The use of super fuels in large quantities would allow greatly 
increased payload weights, but would also introduce hazardous handliug 
problems !or personnel, and cause equipment and site contamination 
problems. Major thrust Wlit component redesign would also be necessary, 
requiring additional R & D flight tests. None of these problems are 
insurmountable but do take time to solve. Small quantities of super 
fuels (up to about 103), l:cwever, could be added to conventional fuels 
without particular difficulty t!>ereby increasing the specific impulse and 
allow payload weights to be increased to some degree. There have 
been contradi..:tory statements by knowledgeable Soviet officials .about 
whether a. super fuel was used in the Sputnik II launchings, and firm 
knowledge on this point is la.eking. 

We believe that t!le present Soviet capability £or Sputnik ill 
probably includes the orbiting of up to about 5000 lbs. 0£ satellite. 
We believe that Sputnik III will be ic. one of the categories, which are 
discussed in the following: 

1. The orbiting of a 160-300 lb. scientific earth satellite. 

z. The orbiting of a large satellite (up to 5000 lbs.) 
containing an animal passenger with intention of returning the 
animal to earth. 

- z -
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18. (continued) 

3. The o::-biting of a prelimir:ary (1000-5000 lbs) 
reccm>a.issaD.ce satellite. 

4. Impacting a payload 011 the 1110011 (100-400 lbs). 

If Sputnik Ill is devoted to pur~ly scientific aspects o! upper 
atmo.sphere resea:rch •. it will most orobably carry instrumentation Cor 
the <1tudy~! cosmic rays, x-rays. ultraviolet radiation, the earth 
magnetic !ield, temperature, pressure, meteors and ionospheric 
phenotnena.. A 300 lb. satellite could carry the necessary equipment 
aud powe::' for about two-three week.a o! tr&J>Smissions providlng eatelll 
tranBmissions we::-e cot continuous. Satellite to ground command data 
readoct would have to be fairly frequent due to limited data storage 
facilities in a satellite o! this size. 

The biological experimect ii:> Sputcik l! could have allowed 
detennination o! a dog's major physiological reactions d11ring 
lau.ncbing and at high altitude with a single major exception 0£ cosmic 
radiation effects. Recovery and study 0£ the animal is essential to thii 
radiation effects determination. The effort involved in returning a 
ma1mnal to eaJ:"i.h includes the provision of an additiona1 propulsion 
stage to remove the satell!te from orbit and provision of escape or 
decele::-ation apparatus ~::: allow safe re-entry ccnditions. It is 
possible-that t!:.e first satellite i!ltended to ::-eturr.. an animal to 
earth will have a low orbit, short life and mo:ce predictable 
recovery !.ccatioi:. 

While Soviet interest in a ::-eco:>r.aissa?>.ce satellite is probably not 
as high as that c! tl:e US, the c;apabiHty to orbit at least !ZOO lb. 
satellite ,(hy two stage rocket systeai! is l:igh and i!lcludes the 
possibility c.! the payload being optical or electronic recoD<1aiaaance 
equipment and tl:ie transmisaior. o! such information to Soviet recording 
stations. Tl:e re is no reason to believe that the USSR would not be 
able to provide tEs e'!.uipment. 

The fact that a longer i.::terval o! time has been required to launch 
Sputnik III may be indicative o! a mere complex lau.nching device, sue 
as a three stage vehicle orbiting a large satellite or a lunar flight. 

Implicit in the Soviet orb!t~g o! a mammal in. their second satell 
attempt is the extremely high priority placed on the e££ects oi oater· sp 
on &nammals and high interest in manned space flight. 

- 3 -
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19. 

,.DOC!U UNCLASSIFI"ED 

GEOPHYSICAL AND ASTROPHYSICAL INSTRUMENTATfON 

OF SOVIET SPUTNIKS,!, II, AND Ill 
' 

SUMMARY 

The recent development o! Soviet artificial 
earth satellites as carriers of Instruments in 
sustained .filght above the shielding effects of 
the earth's . atmosphere represents a major 
technical advance potentially of great impor­
tance in the geophysical and astrophysical sci­
ences and to the successful achievement of 
manned space flight. All three Soviet sput­
niks placed in orbit to date are important in 

I contributing knowledge of the physical en-

1

. ,,.ironment and communication conditions for 
subsequent astronautical efforts of the USSR. 

The Soviet Union has obtained an advantage 
over the United States in geophysical and 
astrophysical research because it has placed 
in orbit .. much larger satellites capable of 
carrying more varied and heavier instrument 
payloads. With the e.xception that Soviet sat­
ellites have no~ penetrated as far into space 
as U.S. satellites, the near-polar orbits of the 
Sov.iet satellites offer more advantages than 
the near-equatorial orbits of the U.S .. satel­
lites. 

.Although Sputniks I and II were not out­
standing in their geophysical and astrophysi­
cal instrumentation, Sputnik m represents a 
scientific achievement of considerable ma,,"Iti­
tude because of the large number of significant 
observations that are conducted simultaneous­
ly. The equipment for detecting primary 
gammtil rays is apparently unique and, if suc­
cessful, would provide data of considerable sci­
enttfic signifioar.1ce. The n~LiSDi.l'.5 c~~ 

125 

ray and auroral particle experiments are of 
special value because Sputnik ID traverses 
the auroral zones. In.5truments included in 
Sputnik III, not duplicated in the U.S. satel­
lite program, for the IGY, are magnetic and 
ionization m.anometers, mass spectrometers, 
fi.ux meters, and ion traps. Sputnik m ap­
parently ls similar to advanced U.S. satellit.es 
in that it employs solar as well as chemical 
batteries and has telemetering systems that 
probably store data for release at a later time 
when the satellite is interrogated • as it passes 
over a receiving station. Sputnik m also may 
contain equipment that has not been described 
by the Soviets. On the other hand, Sputnik 
III apparently lacks a means of orientation 
control; therefore, it probably contains no 
elaborate earth-scanning device •. such as a 
television camera. The Soviet .fustrumenta­
tlon generally is heavier and less refined than 
similar U.S. equipment; but some miniaturi­
zation has been noted, and much of the equip­
ment in Sputnik m appears to be transistor­
ized. There are indications that the Soviets 
have copied some U.S. instruments. ' 

Soviet ground equipment for optical and 
radio tracking of satellites appears to be ade­
quate but less elaborate ~han U.S. equipment. 
The Soviets are steadily expanding and im­
proving their capabilities for precision track­
ing and are placing considerable emphasis oo 
this phase of their observations. 

• In response to a radio signal !rem the ground, 
the satellite t.ransxnits stared data. -----
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APPROVED FOR RELEASE 
CIA HlS'fORICAL~REVlEW PROGtffi~~ 

SOVIET CAPABILITIES IN GUIDED MISSILES AND SPACE 
VEHICLES 

FOREWORD 

This advance portion of the forthcoming national intelligence estimate on all 
Soviet missile development programs has been prepared to meet the immediate needs 
of intelligence consumers and to facilitate work by the intelligence community on 
certain parallel estimates and projects. It will be incorporated into the final version 
of NIE 11-5-59 (due in October 1959), subject to any further modification or revision 
which may be required by additional evidence or reanalysis in the interim. This text 
supersedes those portions of NIE 11-5-58 relating to the. missiles discussed herein. 

THE PROBLEM 

To estimate Soviet capabilities and probable programs for the development of 700 
nautical mile and 1,100 nautiCal mile ballistic missiles, fntercontinental ballistic 
missiles, and fleet ballistic missiles, including their major performance characteristics 
and dates of operational availability. 

THE ESTIMATE 

SURFACE-TO-SURFACE BALLISTIC 
MISSILE SYSTEMS 

1. The USSR has developed a family of sur· 
face-to-surface ballistic missiles through an 
intensive arid well conceived program con­
ducted at high priority since shortly after 
World War II. Missiles known to have been 
developed or to be under development at pres­
ent include those with maximum ranges of 
about 75 nautical miles (n.m.). 200 n.m., 350 
n.m., 700 n.m., 1,100 n.m., and interconti-

nental ballistic mlsslles (ICBM) .1 We have 
more extensive information on the ballistic 
missile program than on any other Soviet mis­
sile program. We therefore estimate this 
program with considerable assurance, al­
though our confidence in the details varies. 

• As a rule of thumb, a ballistic mlssUe can be 
considered capable of 1lrlng to about one-third 
of maximum operational range wtthout serious 
degradation In accuracy, and to even shorter 
ranges with degraded accuracy. 
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2. A substantial body of evidence supportS:our 
belief that the Soviet ballistic missile develop­
ment program has for a number of years been 
well coordinated, extensively supported, and 
conducted by qualified personnel with access 
to excellent faclllties. It has resulted in the 
development of operational missiles whose re­
liability, accuracy and other performance 
characteristics meet high standards. 

3. We belleve that in the development of 
longer range systems, maximum use has been 
made of proven components. On the basis of 
indirect evidence and the logic of a coordi­
nated development program, we consider it 
reasonable to conclude that the two active 
Soviet ballistic missile test ranges (Kapustin 
Yar for missiles up to 1,100 n.m. range, Tyura 
Tam for ICBMs and space vehicles) have been 
mutually supporting with respect to compo­
nent testing and shared experience. 

4. The type of warhead employed with Soviet 
ballistic missiles will vary with the specific 
mission of the missile. In general, however, 
we believe that for missiles with maximum 
ranges of less than 700 n.m. high explosive 
(HE), nuclear, or chemical warfare (CW) 
warheads will be employed in accordance with 
Soviet milltary doctrine, depending upon nu­
clear stockpiles, missile accuracy, character ci~ 
the target, and results desired. We estimate 
that for missiles with ranges of 700 n.m. and 
over, _9nly nuclear warheads will be employed, 
although we do not exclude the possibility of 
CW use in '100 n.m. missiles for certain limited 
purposes. We belleve that the USSR is capa­
ble of developing techniques for missile dis­
semination of biological warfare (BW) agents, 
although we have no specific evidence relat­
ing BW and missile research and develop­
ment. In view of operational considerations 
we consider BW use in ballistic missiles un­
likely, although possible for certain special 
purposes. 

5. Mobility appears to be a basic considera­
tion in Soviet ballistic missile desigri and we 
have good. evidence of road mobility on some 
systems with ranges of 700 n.m. and less. 
The size and weight of the 1,100 n.m. missile 
may be such as to limit its road mobility to 
selected first class road nets; in view of this 

limitation, we believe it may be road and/or 
rail mobile. In the case of road mobile sys­
tems, it is probable that missile carriers and 
support vehicles are readily adaptable for rail 
transport. Mobility as it applies to an ICBM 
system is discussed below in paragraphs 27-29. 

700 Nautical Mile Ballistic Missile System (SS-4) 

6. There is considerable evidence\ 
J'fuat a 

missile which would meet the Soviet require­
ment for a 700 n.m. range weapon has been 
under test at Kapustin Yar for many years. 
We believe that test firings began in about 
1953; an average of about two per month have 
occurred since mid-1955. We estimate that 
this system has been available for operational 
use since about 1956, although no operational 
sites or units have been idel\tified. 

7. Until recently we were unable to determine 
whether the largest missile in the 7 November 
1957 Moscow Parade (nicknamed SHYSTER 
for recognition purposes) was the 700 n.m. 
missile or the 350 n.m. missile. C:.. ""] 
evidence( \ 
together with statements and photographs re-" 
leased by the USSR, has provided sufficient 
data to permit the determination that 
SHYSTER is probably the 700 n.m. missile. 
Analysis of this evidence has caused us to 
change our previous estimate or maximum 
warhead weight from· 5,000-6;000 pounds to 
approximately 3,000 pounds. 

8. We continue to estimate that prior to 1958 
this missile utilized radio/Inertial guidance 
and that commencing in 1958-1960 an all 
inertial system would become available. 
There are somP. "indications[ J that inertial components were 
being tested in late 1958. Missiles already 
produced and equipped with the radio/inertial 
system will not necessarily undergo retrofit to 
the all inertial system. 

9.L:_ 

"J We do not believe a second genera~ 
tion missile of this range is yet being devel-
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20. (continued) 

oped. There are indications that the 700 n.m. 
missile has contributed to the development 
of other missiles, but the exact nature of this 
contribution cannot be determined. 

IO. We estimate that this missile system is 
operational and in production in the USSR, 
and that it probably has the following char­
acteristics: ' 
US Designation ... . 
IOC Date' ........ . 
Maximum Range .. . 
Length ............ . 
Diameter ......... . 
Propulsion ........ . 

Configuration/ 
Structure 

Guidance ......... . 

Accuracy 

Maximum Warhead 
Weight 

Ground Environment 

SHYSTE&-SS-4 
1956 . 
,00 n.m. 
68 feet 
Approximately 5 feet 
Single thrust chamber, Jet 

vane controlled Cno ver­
niers), approximately 90,000 
lbs. thrust, 11qu1d oxygen/ 
kerosene, two step thrust 
cutoir. 

Single stage ballistic, Integral 
tankage. 

1956-1958 radlo/lnertlal, 1958-
1960, all Inertial (retrofit 
optional). 

1-2 n.m. CEP at ?00 n.m. 
under average operational 
conditions. 

Approximately 3,000 lbs., In a 
separating nosecone. 

Road Mobile 

1, l 00 Nautical Mile Ballistic Missile 
System (SS-5) 

11[ J a missile of 
about 1,100 n.m. maximum range has been 
under test at · Kapustln Yar for over two 
years; since mid-1957 more than 40 such mis­
siles have been test fired. There have been 
periods of high firing rate as well as periods 
of inactivity, the latter including one as long 
as nine months.C 

]the 1,100 n.m. missile could have become 
operational in late 1958 or early 1959, al­
though no operational sites or units have been 
identified. 

• For estimates of reliability and reaction times 
under various conditions for this and other 
systems discussed herein, see Annexes A and B. 

'Date at which one or more missiles could have 
been placed In the hands of trained personnel 
In one operational unll 

3 

12.[ 

.:J There are in­
dications of inertial components, of engine 
burning time, and of four combustion cham­
bers in the engine. Like the V-2 and the 700 
n.m. missile, this engine shuts down in two 
steps. Jet vanes are probably used for mis­
sile stabilization and control. We no longer 
believe that the 1,100 n.m. missile Is essen­
tially a modi.fled 700 n.m. missile, although it 
would be in keeping with Soviet practice for 
this system to make maximum usage of 
proven components and designs from other 
programs. 

13. On the basis of all available evidence, we 
estimate that the 1,100 n.m. system Is opera­
tional and in production in· the USSR, and 
that it probably· has the folloMng charac­
teristics: 

US Designation . . . . SS-5 
IOC Date . . . . . . . . . . Late 1958 or early 1959 
Maximum Range . . . 1,100 n.m. 
Propulsion . . . . . . . . . Four combustion chambers, 

liquid oxygen/kerosene, two 
step thrust cutoir, Jet vane 
stablllzatton and control. 

Configuration . . . . . . Single stage balll.stlc 
Guidance . . . . . . . . . . Radio/Inertial or all Inertial 
Accuracy . . . . . . . . . . 2 n.m. CEP at 1,100 n.m. under 

average operational condi­
tions. 

Maximum Warhead Approximately 3,000 11>3., In a 
Weight 3eparatlng nosec<ine: 

Ground Environment Road and/or rail mobile. 

lntermedia~e Missile Systems of longer Range 

14. AsSuming deployment within Soviet ter­
ritOi:y, 700 n.m. and 1,100 n.m. mlsslles are 
capable of reaching a large majority of critical 
targets in Eurasia and lts periphery. It Is 
possible that the USSR intends at a later date 
to develop a ballistic missile system with 
maximum range of about 1,500 to 2,500 n.m. 
to supplement existing target coverage and to 
permit deployment in more secure areas. In 
1949, fairly early in the USSR's ballistic mis­
sile program, the Soviets Instructed German 
missile specialists to make design studies on 
missiles with ranges as great as 1,600 n.m. 
We know of no further developmental work 
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20. (continued) 

on such missiles, and we do not believe there 
have been any test firings or preparations for 
firings to intermediate ranges of greater than 
1,100 n.m. We conclude that an intermedi­
ate missile of longer range has had a fairly 
low priority. In any case, the initiation of 
test firings would probably precede first opera­
tional capability by 18 months to two years. 

Intercontinental Ballistic Missile System (Ss-6) 

15. In our most recent estimate on Soviet de­
velopment of ICBMs (NIE 11-4-58, para­
graphs 125 and 126), we considered it prob­
able that the USSR would achieve an initial 
operational capability with 10 prototype 
ICBMs at some time dilring the year 1959. 
We also held it to be possible, although un­
likely, that a limited capabillty with compara­
tively unproven ICBMs might have been es­
tablished in 1958. These conclusions rested 
on a variety of factors, including the esti­
mated very high priority the USSR placed on 
achieving an ICBM capability for both polit­
ical and military purposes, the estimated will­
ingness of Soviet planners to accept consider­
able risks in initiating ICBM product.ion and 
deployment, and the available evidence on 
Soviet test firings_ and capabilities in ballistic• 
missile development. 

16. We now have considerable additional 
knowledge of the ICBM test firing-program; 

c J This evi4ence shows that 
during 1959 the test pro~ has proceeded in 
an orderly manner which we believe Is effec­
tively testing a complete ICBM system. There 
is good evidence that from the beginning of 
the test firing program in 1957 until the pres­
ent there have been well over a dozen ICBM 
test firings, a high percentage of which have 
been successful in traveling from the Tyura 
Tam rangehead over a distance of approxi­
mately 3,500 n.m. to the terminal end of the 
range in the Kamchatka Peninsula area. In 
the test program, sin~ its inception in Au­
gust 1957, we have observed periOds of launch­
ing activity and inactivity, but the evidence 
is not sufficient to determine whether this was 

4 

due to a setback in the program. Reanalysis 
of test firing patterns for both ICBM and 
shorter range missile systems leads us to be­
lieve that this periodicity of test firing activity 
is the Soviet method of conducting an orderly 
program. In any event, both the rate and 
number of ICBM test firings are lower than 
we had expected by this time. 

17. Operational Capability Dates. Consider­
ing all the evidence, we believe it is now well 
established that the USSR Is not engaged in a 
"crash" program for ICBM development. We 
therefore believe it extremely unlikely that 
an initial operational capability (IOC) was 
established early in the program with proto­
type missiles or with missiles of very doubtful 
performance characteristics. 

18. On the other hand, we stilI"-consider it a 
logical course of action for the USSR to ac­
quire a substantial ICBM capability at the 
earliest reasonable date. (The IOC for the 
ICBM marks the beginning of the planned 
buildup in operational capabilities and repre­
sents the date when the weapon system could 
be counted on to accomplish limited tasks in 
the event of war.) The hard evidence at 
hand does not establish whether or not series 
production of ICBMs has actually begun, nor 
does it confirm the existence of operational 
launching facilities. However, Khrushchev's 
statements of the winter of 1958-1959 regard­
ing the establishµient of ICBM series produc­
tion are consistent with a logical decision to 
tool up for series production and to begin 
preparation of operational units and facilities 
before all tech~cil aspects of the system had 
been fully demonstrated. Considering that 
production lead times are probably on the 
order of 12-18 months, we believe the USSR 
has had sufficient time to begin turning out 
series produced missiles. 

19. In light of all the evidence, we believe that 
a Soviet IOC with a few-say, l~ries pro­
duced ICBMs is at least imminent, lf in fact 
it has not already occurred. The evidence is 
insufficient, however, to support a precise es­
timate of IOC date. We believe that for 
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planning purposes it should be consid~red 
that by l January 1960 it will have occurred.• 

20. The rate of operational buildup subse­
quent to IOC date would depend not only on 
the priority assigned, but also to a great de­
gree on the planned force level. This will be 
discussed in the forthcoming NIE 11-8-59, 
"Soviet Capabilities for Strategic Attack 
Through Mid-1964." 

21. I c BM Performance Characteristics. 
There Is no direct Information on the con­
figuration of the Soviet ICBM and no con­
clusive intelllgence regarding ICBM compo­
nent testing, although Soviet statements in­
dicate a positive relationship between the 
ICBM, space vehicles, and proven military 
hardware. Analysis of possible vehicles used 
in Sputnik C 'J indi­
cates that the ICBM could be :i. one and one­
half or parallel stage configuration but is 
probably not tandem. At this time we do n~t 
believe there is sufficient evidence to permit 
selection of a single most probable ICBM con­
figuration. 

22. c 
J Variations in the 

performance of Soviet ICBMs and space ve. 
hlcles could be accounted for by modlflcations 
of one basic type of vehicle to accomplish spe­
cific purposes. It is also possible tha~ some 
or all of the space vehicles do not· speciftcally 
represent the. basic ICBM, but were special 
purpose vehicles. While we cannot firmly re­
late any of these vehicles to the ICBM, the 
energy they required can be correlated to 

The Assistant to the secretary of Defense, Special 
Operations; the Director for Intelligence, The 
Joint Stat!; the Assistant Chief of Stair for In­
telligence, Department of the Army; and the 
Assistant Chief of Naval Operations tor Intelli­
gence, Department of the Navy, believe that, In 
view of the orderly conduct of the Soviet ICBM 
test program (paragraph 16), as opposed to a 
.. crash" program (paragraph l'l), and In view or 
the fact that both the rate and number of ICBM 
firings, C :J are lower 
than the Intelligence community expected by 
this time (paragraph 16), the IOC will probably 
occur In the first halt of 1960, with a posslblllty 
ot Its occurring ln the latter part ot 1959. 

alternative ICBM warhead weights. An 
ICBM of a size sufficient to orbit Sputniks I 
and II would have a gross takeoff weight of 
about 350,000 pounds and could carry a war­
head of 2,000-3,000 pounds in a heat-sink 
nosecone. An ICBM of a size sufficient to 
propel Sputnik III or Lunik would have a 
gross takeoff weight of about 500,000 pounds 
and could carry a warhead of 5,000-6,000 
pounds. ( 

.J 
23. While the evidence is not conclusive and 
we cannot eliminate the possibility of a 
lighter warhead, we believe the current Soviet 
ICBM Is probably capable of deliverlng a war­
head of about. 6,000 pounds to a range of about 
5,500 n.m. with a heat-sink nGsecone config­
uration. A reduction In warhead weight 
from that used to 5,500 n.m. would permit 
an increase in range. For example, a range 
of about 7,500 n.m. could be achieved with a 
warhead of about 3,000 pounds with the same 
nosecone configuration. Since there is no 
firm evidence on whether· the Soviet ICBM 
employs a heat-sink or ablative type nose­
cone, it must be noted that the ablative type 
would permit an even heavier warhead or ex­
tended range. Although we believe them to 
be within Soviet capabilities,. neither radar 
camou1lage of nosecone nor decoys have been 
detected l:h ICBM test fi.r!ngs to date. 

24. We estimate ICBM guidance at IOC date 
to be a combination of radar track/radio com­
mand/inertial, although an all inertial system 
is possible (see paragraph 25). Soviet "state 
of the art" in precision radars, gyros and ac­
celerometers leads us to estimate a theoreti­
cal CEP of about 3 n.m. at IOC at 5,500 n.m. 
range. Under operational conditions the the­
oretical CEP will be degraded by numerous 
factors, such as geodetic errors, insufficiently 
known weather and wind conditions in the 
target area, the Inability of equipment to re­
main at peaked effectiveness for prolonged 
periods, variations in the tolerances of com­
ponents, inexperienced personnel (especially 
at IOC and at new sites) and the pressure of 
combat conditions on the personnel. The 
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amount Of degradation which would be intro­
duced by such factors is unknown, but we 
estimate that CEP under operational condi­
tions would be no greater than 5 n.m. at 
IOC date. 

25. The guidance system and other factors 
would be improved so tha't under operational 
conditions a CEP of 3 n.m. in 1963 and 2 n.m. 
in 1966 is estimated as feasible. We have no 
knowledge as to Soviet intentions to retrofit 
inertial -systems into ICBMs fabricated prior 
to operational adoption of an all inertial sys­
tem, which could probably occur in the pe­
riod 1960-1962. 

26. Available evidence does not support the 
testing of more than one basic type of ICBM 
at Tyura Tam-the possible variations in 
range and warhead weight discussed In para­
graph 23 c<>uld be accomplished with one 
basic missile.• Likewise, there ls no evidence 
to indicate development of a second genera­
tion ICBM to replace that now being tested. 
If developed and tested in the future, such 
a missile would probably be designed to over­
come certain operational difficulties and to 
permit simplified logistics. It might there­
fore be considerably smaller than the current 

• The Assistant Chief of Statr, Intelllgence, USAF 
believes ·that the ICBM currently undergoing 
tests at Tyura Tam is a follow-on weapon. A 
possible correlation ot 700/1,100 n:m; mlsslle·tests 
at the Kapw;t!n Yar missile· test center and 
ICBM/space vehicle firings at Tyura Tam can 
be made. Chronologically the '100 n.m. missile 
firings, the early Soviet space launchings (Sput­
nik I and Ill, and the successful ICBM firings 
from· August 195'1 to May 1958, could be related 
to the objective ot developing an· ICBM with a 
gross weight of approximately 350,000 pounds, 
carrying a 2,000 pound warhead to a range of 
5,500 . n.m. A slmllar chronological correlation 
emerges from analysis of the test 6.rings of the 
1,100 n.m. missile, the later Soviet space ventures 
(Sputnik m and Lunlk) and the most recent 
run of successful ICBM test firings (January 1959 
to date). It the Initial success of the ICBM 
were derived from extensive 700 nm. subsystem 
testing and e,xperience gained frOl!l SputnlkS I 
and II, the similar pattern of activity wlth re­
spect to Kapustln Yar test firings of the 1,100 n.m. 
missile, Sputnik m, Lunllc, and the most. recent 
successful run of ICBM firings would suggest a 
follow-on R&D program or a missile designed for 
greater warhead weight and accuracy. 

6 

system, taking advantage of improvements 
in the technology of construction, component 
design, warhead efficiency, fuels, and guid­
ance. 

27. ICBM Ground Environment. There is no 
(l.rm evidence to indicate the Soviet concept 
of ICBM deployment or the nature of opera­
tional launching sites. From other ballistic 
missile systems lt appears that moblllty is a 
basic Soviet design conslderatlon. The size, 
weight, complexity and mission of the ICBM, 
however, bring new factors to bear on launch­
ing system and site parameters. 

28. As opposed to the advantages of hard or 
soft fixed site systems, a mobile system can 
reduce vulnerability by making site location 
and identification more difficult. Eliminat­
ing road mobile systems as being Int:easible for 
the Soviet ICBM, we believe a rail mobile sys­
tem, using special railroad rolling stock and 
presurveyed and preconstructed sites, to have 
certain advantages and disadvantages. So 
long as a multiplicity of sites existed, a rail 
mobile system would increase flexibility, de­
crease vulnerabill~y and reduce the opportu­
nity for enemy Imowledge of occupied sites. 
On the other hand, missile system reliability 

.. might be reduced and sizable special trains 
would be required. The number and type of 
cars would depend on the size and configura­
tion of the missile and the· amount of fixed 
equfpfuent installed at each of the prepared 
sites. The permanent installation at the 
launching site in such a rail system could be 
no more than a concre~ slab on a special 
spur, but might include other facilities such 
as a small liquid oxyg!!n facility, missile check­
out building, missile erecting equipment, etc. 

29. The available evidence suggests that the 
Soviet ICBM could be rail mobile; it is insuffi-

. cient to establish whether the system as a 
whole will consist of rail mobile units, fixed 
installations, or a combination of the two. 
Whatever ground environment is selected, 
however, the Soviet rail network will play 
a central role in the operational deployment 
and logistic support of the ICBM system. 

30. ICBM System Summary. ln summary, 
we estimate that an ICBM is probably now in 
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series production in the USSR, and that an 
IOC with a !ew~ay, 10--series produced mis­
siles is at least imminent. Probable charac­
teristics o! the system are estimated as fol­
lows: 

US Designation . . . . S8-6 
IOO Date . . . . . . . . . . See Paragraph 19 
Maximum Range . . . 5,500 n.m. with 6,000 lb. war­

head 
Propulsion . . . . . . . . . Liquid ox;ygen/kerosene, sln­

gle-atep llnal stage shutoll, 
and large vemlenr.. 

COnllguraUon . . . . . . One and one-half or parallel 
staging 

Guidance . . . . . . . . . . Probably radar track/radio 
command/lnerUaL All In­
ertial could probably be 
available In 1960-1962. 

Accuracy . . . . . . . . . . CEP not greater than 5 n.m. 
at 5,500 n.m. under average 
operational conditions at 
100 date; improvable to 
3 n.m. In 1963 and 2 n.m. In 
1968. 

Maximum Warhead Probably 6,000 lbs. at 5,500 
Weight n.m. range 

Ground Environment Rall mobile and/or ftxed In· 
stallatlons 

SUBMARINE-LAUNCHED MISSILE SYSTEMS 

31. · There is little evidence of research and 
development associated with specific missile 
systems for Soviet naval application, although 
there have been sporadic reports of possible 
launchings of missiles or rockets in the vari­
ous Soviet fleet areas. · ( 

32. Since 1955 there have been sightings of 
"W" class and smaller submarines with cap­
sules and/or launcher-like structures on their 
decks. These included an excellent sighting 
in Leningrad in 1956 of a submarine with 
a capsule and launching ramp. It is prob-

able that a few "W" class submarines have 
been converted to carry subsonic cruise type 
missiles having a maximum operational range 
of 150-200 n.m. and a low altitude cruise 
capabillty. Some small.er submarines have 
possibly been converted as well. Two such 
misslles can be carried fn a deck capsule and 
launched from a ramp. Characteristics of 
the system are approximately as follows: 

US Designation . . . . SS-'1 
lOC Date . . . . • • . . . . 1955-1956 
Maximum range of 15Ch200 n.m. 

mlsslles 
Number per sub- 2 

marine 
Launching condltlon Surfaced 
Guidance . . . . . • . . . . Programmed '¢th doppler 

assist, possibly with homing 
Accuracy . . . . . . . . . . 2-4 n.m. CEP under opera­

Uonal conditions; lSG-500 
teet with homtng. 

Maximum Warhead 2.000 lb. 
Weight 

33. Since 1956 there have been a few sightings 
and photographs of "Z" class submarines 
with greatly enlarged sails. Since 1958, three 
such submarines have been observed with 
two dome-shaped covers fn the after portion 
of the enlarged sail. These submarines may 
have been mocilfled for carrying and launch­
ing ballistic mlsslles. If so, an fnltlal opera­
tionil capability with at least three sub­
marines has existed since mid-1958. Small 
numbers of mocllfied "Z" class submarines are. 
now in both the Northern and Paclfi.c Fleet 
areas. such submarines could carry two 
missiles each, but could probably launch them 
oilly while fully surfaced. The missile might 
have a range of about 200 n.m., a warhead 
weighing about 1,000 pounds, and a CEP 
under average operational conditions of 2-4 
n.m. at maximum range. 

34. There is inconclusive evidence that the 
Soviets are developing an advanced sub­
marine/ballistic missile system. None of the 
small amount of evidence available concerns 
development of an associated missile itself. 
Based mainly on estiinated Soviet require­
ments and technical capabilities, we believe 
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the USSR will probably develop a. subma­
rine/ballistic missile system having the fol­
lowing characteristics: 

US Designation . . . . SS-9 
roe Date . . . . . . . . . . 1961-1963 
MaxJmum range of 500-1,000 n.m. 

missiles 

Number per sub- 6-12 
marine 

Launching condition Submerged or surfaced 
Propellant . . . . . . . . . Solid or storable liquid 
Guidance . . . . . . . . • . All Inertial 
Accuracy . . . . . . . . . . 2-4 n.m. CEP· under opera­

tional conditions 
Maximum Warhead About 1,000 pounds 

Weight 
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ANNEX A 

ESTIMATED MISSILE RELIABILITIES 

For several years after an IOC, the reliability of a mlsSlle system will probably improve, 
and then level off. Although we have little information on whieh to base an estimate of the 
operational reliability of Soviet tnissiles, the following are considered reasonable estimates. 

US DESIGNATION 

SS-4 .................... . 
SS-5 at IOC ............. . 

IOC plus 3 yrs ......... . 
SS-11 at IOC ............. . 

IOC plus 3 yrs ......... . 
SS-7 ....•................ 
SS-9 at IOC ............. . 

IOC plus 3 yrs .....••... 

IN-COMMISSION 
RATE• 

85 
'75 
85 
70 
80 

Not appllcable • 

Not applicable • 

RELIABILITY 
On launCher' 

90 
85 
95 
80 
90 
80 
80 
90 

In filght' 
80 
'15 
80 
50 
'75 
'75 
60 
75 

'Percentage of national operational Inventory considered "good enough to try" 
to launch at any given time. 

•Percentage ot those missiles ln operational< units considered "good enough to 
try" to launch that will actually get on: the launcher when fired. 

•Percentage ot those mlsslles that get off the launcher that will actually reach 
the vicinity of the target, l.e., perform within the designed. specifications of the 
tnlsslle system. 

• In these categories, only those Dil.ssues considered "good enough to try" to 
launch will be loaded on submarines. 
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ANNEX B 

ESTIMATED REACTION TIMES 

The reaction times of Soviet missile units 
would vary according to the type of missile, 
the location (on or off site), and degree of 
alert. In the absence of information we con­
sider the following are reasonable estimates: 
Reaction Times, Ground-launched Systems 

a. For units in transit at the tbne of alert, 
the following times are estimated for the 
launching· of the first missile after the unit 
has arrived at the prepared launching site: 

Ss-1-SS-5 2-4 hours 
SS-6 4-12 hours 

b. The following reaction times are esti­
mated for the SS-4 through SS-6 when the 
missile unit ls in place at a launching site 
under the alert condition indicated: 

Case I -Crews on routine standby, elec­
trical equipment cold, missiles 
not fueled but could have been 
checked out recently. 
Reaction time 2-4 hou.rs 

Case n --Crews on alert, electrical equiP­
ment wanned up, m.ISsiles not 
fueled. 
Reaction time 15-30 minutes 

Case m--Crews on alert, electrical equip­
ment. warmed up, missiles fueled 
and- occasloiially topped. This 
ready-to-fire _condition probably 
could not be maintained for more 
than 10-15 hours. 
Reaction time 5-15 minutes 

Naval Systems-While on statfon the reaction 
time for shipboard surface-to-surface missiles 
would be short. We estimate·about 15 minutes 
f.or a submarine that must launch surfaced 
(SS-7), with an additional 7 minutes to 
launch a second missile, about 15 minutes 
or less for a submarine that can launch sub­
merged (SS-9). 
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No. 1391/64 

CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY 

18 JUNE 1964 

SUBJJ::CT: The Soviet Reconnaissance Satellite 
Program 

A Soviet military reconnaissance satellite pro­
gram appears to be well under way with possibly as 
many as 12 flights since 1962. The program uses re­
coverable vehicles launched fr Tyuratam under the 
can-t:le of the Cosmos series. -· 

is expe~ai~a, possi 
in as much as 500 to 700 mrilion dollars so far, 
and places added dema~d.s--'On resources available =o~ 
Soviei: space progx:_;ims': A requ_irement for precise 
targei:ing inior::iation on US targei:s, not obtainable 
through oth~r'Collection means,. seems to be the 
primary_.,.reason for i:he program. Also, Soviet col­
lect:l,..on of other military intelligence on the US 
co~!d be usefully supplemented by satellite photog­
raphf;J Khrushchev's open acknowledgments of the 
program have been aimed at stopping_,.U-2 flights 
over Cuba, but also imply a desire for a tacit under­
standing on reconnaissance satellites. The existence 
of the Soviet program tends to reduce the likelihood 
of a Soviet attempt to attack a US satellite. 

* * * * * "' 
l. \Ve have concluded that the Soviet military 

reconnaissance satellite program may have involved 
as man; as 12 flights since 1962. The evidence is 
convincing that these were military reconnaissance 
satellites, although they may have had additional 
missions. Their launch times and orbits were ideally 

Prepared jointly by the Direci:orai:e of Science ~nd 
Technology and the Direc~ora~e of Intelligence. 
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suited for reconnaissance coverage of the US 
during daylight hours, the payload was recovered, 
they were earth oriented and stabili;zed within 
the requirements of a sophisticated camera sys­
tem, and telemetry from them reflected payload 
activity like that of a reconnaissance photo­
graphic payload. 

2. A study of thef}fjjcosmos satellites 
successfully launched from Tyuratam between~ 
April 1962 and 10 June 196I}leads us to believe 
that four of them were military reconnaissance 
satellites,~ht others probably were, and four 
probably were noj) 

4. Moscow has held that the purpose of the 
Cosmos series, which began in March 1962, was to 
collect scientific data. It became clear, however, 
that different types of vehicles were being launched 
from two different rangeheads, Kapustin Yar and 
Tyuratam,and the characteristics of the 14 satellites 
successfully orbited from Kapustin Yar rule out a 
reconnaissance mission. 

5. The [s)successful Cosmos operations from 
Tyuratam which~·e have examined are believed to 
have used 

were recovere in the Soviet Union-'three to ten 
days after launching. The most recent in the se­
ries, Cosmos 32, had an inclination of 51 degrees 
to the equator, while a.11 .... prevlous Tyuratam Cosmos 
satellites bad inclinations of 65 degrees. This 
change suggests,.....tnat the Soviets are improving 
their recol)JlgfSsance program because the inclina­
tion ~smos 32 permitted greater coverage of 
the US each day:! __. 

-2-
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l I, 
''' 

,. i.:JA:.' ,•0 ••• « --

h. Soviet statements: Khrushchev himself 
has alluded to Soviet satellite reconnaissance 
on several occasions. In 1963, he told Belgian 
Foreign Yinister Spaak that the Soviets were en­
gaged in photographing the United States and that 
he could produce the photographs to prove it 
Former Senator Benton also quoted Khrushchev as 
saying, during their recent meeting in Yoscow, 
that Soviet space cameras have filmed VS mili­
tary installations. 

8. If we are correct in concluding that most of 
the Cosmos satellites launched from Tyuratam have a 
reconnaissance mission, it would seem that !lloscow is 
devoting a substantial share of its space~fort to 
the collection o! military intelligence. ~cording 
to preliminarv estimates based on the costs_of· ~S 
scientific saiellites, the cost of Tyura~am Cosmos 
operations to date may have amo~~ted't:o the equivalent 
of about 700 million to one_bi"llion dollars, roughly 
20 percent of total e~;:ienditures estimated for all ob­
served Soviet SP-ace-Programs. As a rough proportion of 
this estima~e-,-'the costs of a militar".' reconnaissance 
progra~luding the 12 satellites launched so far 
wo~be on the order of 500 to 700 million dollars~ -----1-
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9. Also important is the additional strain 
imposed on the human and material resources avail­
able for Soviet space programs by the demands of a 
reconnaissance program. 

10. We believe that the USSR has made this 
large investment~marily for missile targe~ing 
purposes. Strategic missile systems reqtr.rr'e pre­
cise information on the geodetic ~e-rationship of 
the target to the launch poinx~.-Particularly in 
the case of hardened targets. The precise target­
ing information neede<i-'On the hundreds of targets 
in· the U s onl~obtainable by satellite photog-

!ra h • · 

~ 
Despite the USSR's comparatively easy//i 

access to much informat.ion on mi li tar;· weapons/ ' 
and installations in the US it. has requirements 
for military reconnaissance satellites bey6nd 
those for targeting data. ,/,,/. 

-5-
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12. In view of Soviet activity in the recon­
naissance satellite field, ?rloscow may be more tol­
erant of similar US programs than it has been in 
the past. Khrushchev's recent open acknowledgment 
of both US and Soviet efforts tends to bear this 
out. Although his immediate objective in these re­
marks has been to secure a cessation of U-2 flights 
over Cuba, they suggest a desire on his part for a 
tacit understanding with the US on reconnaissance 
satellites. 

13. 

however, the exist­
ence of a Soviet reconnaissance satellite program 
tends to reduce the likelihood of a Soviet attempt 
to des.t.rov""or neu·cra lize a US sate 11 i te:-7 . ' -

-6-
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T.OP SECRET 

THE PROBLEM 

APPROVED FOR RELEASE 
CIA HISTORICAL-REVIEW PROGRAM 

SOVIET CAPABILITIES 
FOR STRATEGIC A TT ACK 

To estimate probable trends in the strength and deployment of Soviet 
forces for strategic attack and in Soviet capabilities for such attack 
through mid-1970, 

SCOPE NOTE 

This estimate covers those Soviet military forces which are suitable 
for strategic attack. Other major aspects of the Soviet military strength 
are treated in separate estimates on air and missile defense, on theater 
forces, on the nuclear program. and on the space program. Trends in 
the USSR's overall military posture and in Soviet military policy .are 
examined in an annual estimate, the next issuance of which will be in 
the first quarter of 1965. 

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS 

A. Major changes in Soviet programs for the development of strate­
gic attack forces have become apparent during the past year. In 
1962-1963, certain ICBM and ballistic missile submarine programs 
came to an end, and a pause ensued in the growth of these forces. At 
the same time, the pace of ICBM research and development increased 
markedly. · More recently, the USSR has resumed ICBM deployment 
in a new and improved configuration. and the probable advent of a new 
submarine which we believe is designed to carry ballistic missiles prob­
ably· marks the start of yet another deployment program. (Para. 1) 

B. Soviet military policy in recent years has been to build up 
strategic offensive an4 defensive capabilities, maintain and improve 
large general purpose forces, and pursue research and development 
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programs in advanced weapons. In our view, the primary concern 
of Soviet military policy for the next several years will continue to be 
the strengthening of the USSR's strategic deterrent. The evidence 
to date does not indicate· that Soviet deployment programs are directed 
toward a rapid numerical buildup. We do not believe that the USSR 
aims at matching the US in numbers of intercontinental delivery ve­
hicles. Recognition that the US would detect and match or overmatch 
such an effort, together with economic constraints, appears to have 
ruled out this option. (Paras. 2-4) 

C. A stress on qualitative factors suggests that the Soviets see 
technological advance in weapons as a means by which they can im­
prove their strategic position relative to the West. In the ICBM force, 
for example, major ·qualitative improvements currently being achieved 
include hardening and dispersal (which will ,c;harply increase the num­
ber of aiming points), as well as better accutacy and larger payloads. 
(Paras. 4-,5) 

D. By the end of the.decade, Soviet intercontinental attack capabil­
ities will rest primarily upon an ICBM force of some hundreds of 
launchers, supplemented by a sizagle missile-submarine fleet and a 
large but reduced bomber force. These forces will represent a marked 
improvement in Soviet retaliatory capability and a considerable 
strengthening of the Soviet deterrent. In the light of current and 
programmed US military capabilities, however, we do not believe that 
the Soviets will expect to achieve, within the period of this estimate, 
strategic attack capabilities which would make rational the deliberate 
initiation of general war. (Para. 5) 

Th~ icsM Pr;,grom 

, E. Major developments since mid-1963 include a proliferation of 
test facilities at Tyuratam, Hight-testing of two third-generation ICBM 
systems (the SS-9. and SS-10). and the beginning of construction of 
·hard, slligle-silo ICBM launchers, probably for one or both of the 
new systems. The deployment of second-generation ICBMs has 
probably ceased, and a pause between the second- and third-genera­
tion programs has slowed deployment. We believe that the Soviets 
now have about 2oo operational ICBM launchers, and that the total 
number of operational launchers in mid-1965 will approximate the low 
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side of the 250-350 range previously estimated. These figures do not 
include R&D launchers at Tyuratam.1 (Paras. fµJ, 10-18, 31) 

F. Research and development on third-generation systems has been 
generally successful. The SS-9 system appears to be an outgrowth 
of the SS-7 with improved accuracy and a larger payload .. We have 
little information on the characteristics of the SS-10. Both new sys­
tems could enter service in 1965, We believe that work is underway 
on still other ICBM systems, which we cannot as yet identify. We 
continue to belieye that the Soviets are developing a very large ICBM, 
capable of delivering[ 1 We estimate that it could enter 
service in the period mid-1966 _to mi~-1967. In addition, the Soviets 
might be developing ·a new, small ICBM employing improved pro­
pellants.' If they are, it could become operational as early as 1967. 
(Paras. 19..,.26") 

G. The Soviets are now emphasizing deploymen't of single-silo 
hard launchers for ICBMs, and we expect this emphasis to continue. 
We expect third-generation deployment to include the expansion of 
both second-generation complexes and the initiation of additional new 
complexes. (Paras. 9, 27) 

H. The growth· of the Soviet ICBM force over the next several 
years will be influenced by a number of factors. In economic terms, 
the program must compete for funds with other military and space 
activities and with the civilian economy. In the technical 'field, we 
believe that research and development is proceeding on additional, 
follow-on ICBM systems, and we doubt that with these in the offing 
the USSR will fix upon any one or even two existing systems for urgent 
deployment on a large scale. We are also mindful that the inter­
ruptions that marked second-generation deployment programs may 
recur. In strategic terms, the Soviets evidently judge that an ICBM 
force in the hundreds of launchers, together with their other strategic 
forces, provides a deterrent. On the basis of the evidence now avail­
able, to us, we do not believe that they are attempting to deploy a 
force capable of a first-strike which would reduce the effects of US 

. 'The &slstant Chief of Staff, lnte!Ugence, USAF, considea the estimate of the num­
bers of launchers operational now and expected In mid-1965 Is too low. He estimates 
that the Soviets now have about 240 operational launchea, including about 20 at Tyuratam 
and a 10 percent allowance for unlocated launchers. He believes the total number In mid-
1965 will be between 275 and 325. See his footnote. page 11, para. 10. 
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retaliation to an acceptable level.' At the same time, we expect them 
to continue a vigorous R&D effort in the hope of achieving important 
technological advances, in both the offensive and defensive fields, 
which would alter the present strategic relationship in a major way. 
(Para. 30) 

I. We estimate a SoViet ICBM force of 400-700 operational 
launchers for mid-1970; in our previous estimate, we projected this 
force lev.el for mid-1969. By mid-1970, we believe that the force will 
include most or all of the launchers now deployed, some 125-200 
single-silo SS-9/10 launchers, and 10-20 launchers for very large 
ICBMs. We believe that the attainment of as many as 700 operational 
launchers by mid-1970 would be likely only if the Soviets begin de­
ploying a new, .small ICBM at a rapid rate about 1967. The Soviet 
ICBM force which we estimate for mid-1970 will represent a :.ub­
stantial increase in numbers and deliverable megatonnage. Further, 
the trend to single silos will increase the number of aiming points 
represented by individual launch sites from about 100 at present to 
some 300-575 in mid-1970, the bulk of them hard. This will greatly 
improve the survivability, and hence the retaliatory capability, of the 
force.• (Paras. 32-37) 

J. In the past few years the Soviets have improved the readiness 
and reaction time of their ICBM force. Our evidence now indicates 
that from the normal state of readiness, the soft sites which constitute 
the bulk of the pre5ent force would require 1-3 hours to fire. Hard 
sites would require about half an hour or less. A higher state of alert 
(i.e., 5-15 minutes to fire) can be maintained at most soft sites for 
a number of hours and at most hard sites for days. (Paras. 38-40) 

K. There is ample evidence that the Soviets designed their soft 
ICBM systems to have a refire capability. We have re-examined the 

•The Assistant <llief of Stalf, Intelligence, USAF, considers that the Soviets may already 
have directed their Intensive mllituy R&D effort toward achievement of an effective lint· 
strike counter·force capability before the close of this decade. Considering the length of 
time covered by this estimate and the number of unknowns Involved, he believes this Is a 
possibdity which should not be cllsregarded. 

'The Assistant Chief_ of Staff, Intelligence, USAF, considers the ICBM force by mld-1970 
could range from approximately 600 to as high as 900 operational launchers depending on 
whether a new, small, easily deployed system Is Introduced. (See his footnote to table on 
page 18.) An ICBM force of this size would Increase the number of aiming points repre· 
sentcd by Individual launch sites to approximately 400-700 In mid-1970. 
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factors likely to affect refire time, and conclude that it would require 
little longer to fire the second missile than the first. Our present 
estimate of relire time is 2-4 hours, considerably less than previously 
estimated. We believe that, on the average, two or more missiles are 
provided per soft launcher for initial firing, refire, and maintenance 
spares. We believe .that hard ICBM sites do not have a refire ca­
pability. (Part1$. 41-43) 

L. We have little evidence on the hardness of Soviet ICBM sites. 
Given the many uncertainties in this area, only a very tenuous estimate 
can be made, but our best judgment is that Soviet hard ICBM sites 
have a hardness in the 300-000 psi range. This implies a design over­
pressure in the ·200-400 psi range, somewhat higher than previously 
estimated.' (Paras. 49-50} 

M. Qualitative improvements in the force can be expected as new. 
ICBM systems. enter service. Currently operational it~BMs have 
CEPs on the order of 1-2 n.m. The SS-9 will probably have an ac­
curacy of 0.5-1.0 n.m. with radio assist, or 1.0-1.5 with all-inertial 
guidance. By mid-1970, the Soviets could achieve accuracies on the 
order of 0.5 n.m .. or better. The SS-9 will probably cany a payload 

L ]as compared with[. Jfor second-generation ICBMs. 
We do not believe that the Soviets have yet developed penetration aids 
or multiple warheads, but they may do so in the future, particularly 
if the US deploys antimissile defenses. (Paras. 44-48) 

MRBMs and IRBMs 

N. Deployment programs for the 1,020 n.m. MRBM and the 2,200 
n.m. IRBM are now ending, and almost certainly will be completed 
by mid-1965. We estimate that at that time the MRBM/IRBM force 
will have a strength of about 760 operational launchers, 145 of them 
hard. The bulk of the force (about 90 percent) is deployed in west­
ern USSR, with the remainder in the southern and far eastern regions 
of the USSR. This force is capable of delivering a devastating first 
strike or a powerful retaliatory attack against targets in Eurasia, and 
can attack such areas as Greenland and Alaska as well. Some of the 

'Th.e Assistant Chief of Staff, Intelligence, USAF, considers that, given the uncertainties 
involved, no meaningful estimate of the hardness of Soviet hard sites can be made. How­
ever, he believes that the design overpressure of Soviet hard sites Is no greater than the 
1~00 psi previowly estimated. 
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MRBM/IRBM launchers are probably intended to support ground 
operations. (Paras. 51-55) 

0. We doubt that the Soviets will expand their MRBM/IRBM 
force during the period of this estimate. It is possible, however, that 
operational capabilities will be improved by the introduction of a new 
missile system, which probably would be deployed in single-silos. 
Such a system, employing improved propellants, could become opera­
tional in the 1966-1968 period and would probably replace· some of 
the soft launchers now operational. (Paras. 56--59) 

Missile Submarine Forces 

P. The Soviets now have operational some 40-50 ballistic missile 
submarines, including &-10 nuclear powered. Most of these sub­
marines are equipped with 3.50 n.m. misstles and must surface to fire. 
One or two are equipped· with a ne;w ·VOO n.m. submerged-launch 
missile, and others will probably be retrofitted. The USSR also has 
operational about 30 cruise-missile submarines, including 11-14 nu­
clear powered. The majority are equipped with 300 n.m. missiles 
designed for low altitude attack, primarily against ships. The re­
mainder carry a newer 450 n.m. version of this missile, which probably 
has an improved capability to attack land targets. Current Soviet 
missile submarines carry relatively few missiles: the ballistic missile 
classes, two or three, and the- cruise missile types, up to eight. The 
entire present force·· has a total of 12().:.;140 'ballistic missile tubes and 
135-150 cruise-missile launchers. (Paras. 60-71) 

Q. ·We believe that the Soviets have under construction a sub­
marine which we estimate to be the first of a new nuclear-powered, 
ballistic missile class. We estimate that it will employ the submerged­
launch 700 n.m. missile, and have a few. more missile tubes than 
current classes. The first unit will probably become operational 
in 1965. Beyond this new class, we consider it unlikely that the 
Soviets 'will develop an entirely new follow-on ballistic missile sub­
marine system within the period of this estimate, although they will 
probably continue to improve existing systems. We believe that they 
will also continue to construct cruise-missile submarines. By mid-
1970 the Soviet missile submarine force will probably number 100-
130 ships, about half of them cruise-missile submarines and about 
half ballistic. (Paras. 72-75) 
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R. In the past year; limited numbers of Soviet missile submarines 
have engaged in patrols in the open oceans. We expect a gradual 
expansion of this activity. By the end of the decade, Soviet missile 
submarines will probably be conducting regular patrols throughout the 
North Atlantic and Pacific, and possibly into the Mediterranean. 
(Para. 76) 

Long-Range Bomber Forces 

S. We have no recent evidence of major changes in the capabilities 
and structure of Soviet Long-Range Aviation ( LRA). The force now 
includes some 190-220 heavy bombers and tankers and 850-SOO 
mediums. .It is being improved primarily through the continued in­
troduction of Blinder supersonic dash medium bombers and through 
modification-of older bombers for air-to-surfa:ce niissile d~livery., for 
aerial refueling, and fo'r reconnaissance. Use of bqth medium and 
heavy bombers of the LRA in support of maritime operations has in­
creased. (Paras. 80-86) 

T. Considering noncombat attrition factors and the requirements 
for Arctic staging and aerial refueling, we estimate that the Soviets 
could put somewhat more than 100 heavy bombers over target areas 
in the US on two-way missions. Recent trends lead us to believe that 
medium bombers do not now figure prominently in Soviet plans for an 
initial bomber attack against North America. Nevertheless, should 
they elect to do so, we believe that at present the Soviets could put 
up to 150 Badgers over North American target areas on·two'-'way·mis­
sions. We have serious doubt about how effectively the Soviets could 
launch large-scale bomber operations agi1,inst North America. We 
consider it probable that initial attacks would not be simultaneous, but 
would extend over a considerable number of hours.• (Paras. 91-97) 

U. The Soviets will probably maintain sizable bomber forces, which 
will decrease gradually through attrition and retirement. Although 
continued Soviet work on advanced transports could be applied to 
military purposes, we think it unlikely that the Soviets will bring any 
follow-on heavy bomber into operational service during the period 

•The Assistant Chief of Stalf, Intelligence, USAF, considers this paragraph seriously under­
estimates the manned aircraft threat to the continental US. In the event war should eventuate 
and the USSR attacks the US with nuclear ·weapons, he believes this will be an all-out 
effort aimed at putting a maximum number of weapons on US targets. He therefore esti­
mates that the number of heavy and medium bombers, including BADCERS on one-way 
missions, could exceed 500. See his footnote on page 32, para. 94. 
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of this estimate. We believe that Blinder medium bombers, some 
equipped with advanced air-to-surface missiles, will be introduced 
during much of the period of this estimate. By mid-1970, Long­
Range Aviation will probably include some 140-180 heavy bombers 
of present types and 300-500 mediums, mostly Blinders.6 (Paras. 
87-$0) 

Space Weapons 

V. Although. the USSR almost certainly is investigating the feasibil­
ity of space systems for use as offensive and defensive weapons, we 
have no evidence that a program to establish an orbital bombardment 
capability is seriously contemplated by the Soviet leadership. We 
think that orbital weapons will not compare favorably with ICBMs 
over the next six years in terms of effectiveness, rea.ction time, target­
ing Bexibility, vulnerability, average life, ~d P?sitive control. In 
view of these considerations, the much greater cost of orbital weapon 
systems, and Soviet endorsement of the UN resolution against nuclear 
weapons in space, we believe that the Soviets are unlikely to develop 
and deploy an orbital weapon system within the period of this esti­
mate. (Paras. 98-103} 

• The Assistant Chief of Sta.If, lntclllgenoe, USAF, believes lhe Soviets will continue to 
consider manned strategic aircraft an Important adjdllCt to their ICBM force. He estimates 
that the USSR will introduce a follow-on heavy bomber. He further estimates the heavy 
bomber force will remain at about 200 or somewhat larger, depending on the timing of the 
<:xpectcd follow-on bomber, and that by mid-1970 the medium bomber/tanker force will 
probably still include about 650-850 aln:raft. See his footnote tn table on page 31 following 
para. 90. 
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SOVIET STRATEGIC AIR 
AND MISSILE DEFENSES 

To estimate the capabilities and limitations of Soviet strategic air 
and missile defense forces through mid-1967, and general trends in 
these forceS through 1975. 

CONCLUSIONS 

A. Confronted by powerful Western strategic attack forces, the 
USSR is sustaining its vigorous effort to strengthen its defenses. Wf,; 
beiieve that the Sov'iets are responding to those challenges to their -
security that they can now see or foresee from aircraft, ballistic mis­
siles, and earth satellites. (Paras. 1-5) 

Air Defenses 

B. The Soviets have achieved a formidable"capability against air­
craft attacking at medium and high altitudes, but their air defense 
system probably is still susceptible to penetration by stand-off weapons 
and low-altitude tactics. The Soviets probably foresee little reduc­
tion in the bomber threat over the next ten years. To meet this 
challenge, they are improving their warning and control systems and 
are changing tlie character of their interceptor force through the 
intro.duction of new high-perfonnance, all-weather aircraft. In addi­
tion, there are recent indications that the Soviets are now employing 
light AAA in some areas for low-altitude defense. (Paras. 3, 4, 8-19) 

C. The Soviets probably will continue fo improve and to rely on 
the SA-2 as the principal SAM system. We believe that they will 
develop an improved or new SAM system for low altitude defense; 
such a system would probably be deployed more extensively than the 
SA-3. Deployment of a long-range SAM system probably is ·now 
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underway in the northwestern USSR and probably will be extended 
to other peripheral areas and to some key urban locations in the 
interior.'• {Paras. 20-26) 

Ballistic Missile Defenses 

D. Foa· nearly ten years, the Soviets have given high priority to 
research and development of antimissile defenses. We estimate that 
they have now begun to deploy such defenses at Moscow. These 
defenses could probably achieve some capability as early as 1967, but 
we think a more likely date for an initial operational capability is 
1968. We do not yet know the performance characteristics of this 
system, or how it will function. (Paras. 27-34) 

E. The Soviets will almost certainly continue with th~ir extensive 
effort to develop ballistic missile. defenses to counter the increasingly 
sophisticated threat that will be posed by US strategic missile forces. 
We cannot now estimate with confidence the scale or timing of f~ture 
Soviet ABM deployment. We believe, however, that the Soviets will 
deploy ABM defenses for major urban-industrial areas. By "!975, 
they could deploy defenses for some 20 to 30 areas containing a quarter 
of the Soviet population and more than half of Soviet industry. 
(Paras. 36-37) 

Aritisatellite Defenses 

F. The Soviets could already have developed a limited antisatellite 
capability based on an operational missile with a nuclear warhead and 
existing electronic capabilities. We have no evidence that they have 

• Lieutenant Ccactal Joseph F. Carroll, USAF Oltcctor, Defense ln~ligence Agear:y, Mafor 
Ceneral John J. Davis, the Assistant Chief of Staff, Intelligence. US Anlly, and Major Ceneral 
J aclc E. Thomas, Assistant Chief of Sc..11", lnto!Ugenee,. US Air Force, believe that the many 
uncertainties atenimlng f.rom analysis of available c:Yldenco does not petmlt a eon&deat Judg­
ment as to the specilic mission of the new defensive systems being deployed In 1"ldhwest 
USSR. They adcnowlcdge that available evidence does support a couclw!on that the sites 
In the northwest may be Intended for defense against the aerodynamic llua.t. HOWCftr, 
on balance, conslderillg all the evidence, they believe It is more lilcdy that the systems being 
deployed at these rites are primarily for c!efense against ballistic missiles. 

•Rear Admiral Rufus L. Taylor, Assistant Chief of Naval Operations (lntdligence.), De­
partment of the Na.")', and Ueutcaul Cencru Marshall S. Cartee, USA. Director, Na&ml Se­
curity Agency, do not concur in the degree of confidence reflected In this judgment. Although 
they concur that the deployment activity Is more likely a long r.znge SAM system tlian an 
ABM systCIR, they believe that the evidence at this time Is sud1 tl1at a conlidcnt judgment Is 
premature. 
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done so. In any event, we believe that the Soviets would prefer to. 
have a system which co~ld track foreign satellites more aci:urately and 
permit the use of non-nuclear kill mechanisms. We estimate that the 
Soviets will have an operational capability with such a system within 
the next few years. We believe, however, that the Soviets would 
attack a US satellite in peacetime only if, along with a strong desire 
for secrecy, they were willing for other reasons to greatly disrupt 
East-West relations.~ ( Partl$. 38-41) 

'~r. Thomas L. Hughes, the Director of Intelligence and l\eseardi, Department of State, be­
lieves that the Soviets would conclude that the adverse consequences or clestwylng or damag· 
Ing US catdlites la peacetime would outvN:ir)r. the advantages o( such an action. He thcrelorc 
believes It highly unlikely that they would attado US satellites In pcacetltne. 
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SOVIET MILITARY RESEARCH­
AND DEVELOPMENT 

To assess the scope and nature of Soviet military research and de­
velopment (R&D), to estimate the types of weapon and space systems 
likely to emerge from that effort in the next few years, and to discus$ 
factors that will affect the course of Soviet military R&D over the 
longer te11n. 

CONCLUSIONS 

A. Military research and development (R&D) has been and will 
continue to be one of the highest priority undertakings in i:he USSR. 
The Soviets regard such an effort as in1perative in order to prevent 
the US from gaining a technological advantage, to gain, if possible, 
some advantage for themselves, and to strengthen the technological 
base of Soviet power. Most Soviet military R&D is directed toward 
the qualitative iril.provement of existing kinds of weapon systems, but 
we believe that much is also devoted to the investigation of a broad 
range of new and advanced technologies having potential military 
applications. 

B. With the rapid technological advance of the postwar era, there 
has been a great expansion in the funds, personnel, and facilities de­
voted to military R&D arid the space progra1n. We estimate that 
between 1950 and 1966 expenditures for these purposes increased ten­
fold. It is impossible to make a precise comparison of US and Soviet 
expenditures; our analysis suggests that if Soviet military R&D and 
space programs ·at their present levels were purchased in the US, they 
would generate an approximate annual expen.diture more than three­
fourths the amount of US outlays for the same purposes. And the 
Soviet effort rests on a considerably smaller economic base. 
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C. Soviet advaneed r~earch in fields applicable to military de­
velopments is probably now about equal to that of the West Despite 
excellent theoretical work, however, Soviet military hardware fre-

-:;qilently has not reflected the most advanced state~of-the-art in the 
USSR. In large part, this can be attributed to a conserVative CJesign 
philosophy which emphasizes proven technology . .and .favors rugged, 
relatively simple equipment. In part,. however, this ·soviet choice 
may have been forced by deficiencies in manufacturing and fabrication· 
techniques. Soviet production technology generally lags behind that 
of the US, although the Soviets are taking steps to correct these 
deficiencies. · 

D. It is ahnost certain that the Soviets have some type of ·R&D .. 
underway in every important field of military technology. Stringent 
Soviet security practices normally ·prevent us from de~ecting military 
R&D at the laboratory or drawing hoard stage. We can, however, 
detect major weapon systems during . testing or early deployment. 
On the basis of evidence of development activity, our judgmeµt of 
Soviet requirements, and other considerations, we can make estimates 
concerning th,e next generation of major Soviet weapon systems. We 
cannot estimate, however, the specific weapons which the Soviets will 
develop for introduction in the longer term, 10 or more years from now. 

E. Soviet expenditures for R&D are continuing to grow, but the 
trend is showing a declining rate of growth, probably because the most 
costly stages of expansion have been finished. With the higher base 
level thus achieved, a slower growth rate still implies substantial 
annual increments. We estimate that total R&D exi:>enditures-for 
military and civilian R&D and the space program together-will in­
crease by about 7 or 8 percent annually through 1970. If, as we esti-

. m11te, the Soviet space effort is leveling off, even this moderate growth 
rate would permit an increase in allocations to civilian R&D and con­
tinuation of a strong military R&D effort. 

F. The Soviets will continue to press their search for new tech­
nologies and systems that offer the prospect of improving their stra­
tegic situati.01;1. We see no areas at present where Soviet technology 
is significantly ahead of that of the US. Considering the size and 
quality of the Soviet R&D effort, however, it is possible that the USSR 
couH move ahead of tl1e US in some particular field of strategic im­
portance. The Soviet leaders would certainly seek to· exploit any 
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significant technological advance for political and military advantage, 
but in deciding to deploy any new weapon system they would have to 
weigh the prospective gain against the economic costs and the capa­
bilities .of the US to counter it. 
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13 MARCH 1986. 

KEV JUDGMENTS: SOVIET LASER CHEMISTRY RESEARCH AND 
APPLICATIONS ~ 

SINCE THE EARLY 1960S THE SOVIETS HAVE PIONEERED THE 
FIELD OF LASER CHEMISTRY IN WHICH A LASER IS USED TO 
INFLUENCE OR DIRECT A CHEMICAL REACTION. "TWENTY 
YEARS OF CONTINUOUS RESEARCH HAS GIVEN THE SOVIETS 
SCIENTIFIC RECOGNITION AS WORLD LEADERS IN THIS 
SCIENCE AND A TECHNOLOGICAL BASE FOR DEVELOPING 
SIGNIFICANT INDUSTRIAL APPLICATIONS IN ELECTRONICS, 
CHEMICAL ENGINEERING, PROCESS CONTROL, AND GENETIC 
ENGINEERING. C · :::, 

1. KEY JUDGMENTS: SOVIET LASER CHEMISTRY RESEARCH AND 
APPLICATIONS (: • o =->:, 

THE FOLLOWING KEY JUDGMENTS ARE REPRINTED FROM A 
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BASIC RESEARCH IN LASER CHEMISTRY rs EQUAL 
TO OR AHEAD OF us RESEARCH IN MOST AREAS. OUR JUDGMENT rs 
FORMED PRIMARILY FROM ANALYSIS OF OPEN-LITERATURE PUBLICATIONS 
BYS VIET SCI NTISTSI 

LASER CHEMISTRY IS A~~~HNOLU~l~AL 
ASE FOR THE D V PMENT OF NUCLEAR POWER AND WEAPONS, 

ELECTRONICS, CHEMICAL ENGINEERING, PROCESS CONTROL, AND 
GENETIC ENGINEERING. 
IN LASER CHEMISTRY, LASER LIGHT IS USED TO PROMOTE CHANGES IN 
THE PHYSICAL OR CHEMICAL PROPERTIES OF MATTER. THESE CHANGES 
CAN PRODUCE NEW CHEMICAL COMPOUNDS, HIGHER YIELDS IN PROCESSES 
FOR MAKING CONVENTIONAL COMPOUNDS, OR COMPOUNDS WITH 
PROPERTIES NOT EASILY OBTAINED THROUGH CONVENTIONAL CHEMISTRY. 
LASER CHEMISTRY CAN ALSO BE USED TO SEPARATE VERY SIMILAR 
ATOMS OR MOLECULES AND TO DETECT THE PRESENCE OF THESE SPECIES 
~N EXTREMELY SMALL QUANTITIES. THE SOVIETS HAVE PERFORMED 
EXTENSIVE RESEARCH IN ALL FIELDS OF LASER CHEMISTRY ........ 
ALTH~~GH THE SOVIETS LEAD THE UNITED STATES IN MANY AREAS OF 
BASIC RESEARCH, THEY HAVE BEEN SURPASSED BY THE UNITED STATES 
IN TH~ INDUSTRIALIZATION OF APPLICATIONS OFFERING THE GREATEST 
NEAR TERM ECONOMIC POTENTIAL. WE BELIEVE THAT THE SOVIETS 
HAVE LAGGED BEHIND THE UNITED STATES I~ INDUSTRIALIZATION 
PRIMARILY BECAUSE OF A LACK OF COOPERATION BETWEEN SOVIET 
BASIC RESEARCH INSTITUTES AND INDUSTRY--NOT BECAUSE THE 
SOVIETS ARE TECHNICALLY LIMITED IN THEIR ABILITY TO APPLY 
ADVANCES FROM BASIC RESEARCH. THE SOVIETS, HOWEVER, H~VE NOW 
ESTABLISHED A WELL-DEFINED, GOAL-ORIENTED PROGRAM, WHOSE 
INITIAL SUCCESS COULD GREATLY INCREASE THE RATE OF 
INCORPORATION OF BASIC SOVIET LASER CHEMISTRY RESEARCH INTO 
INDUSTRY. IF THIS PROGRAM IS SUCCESSFUL, THE SOVIETS COULD 
IMPROVE THE DEVELOPMENT OF APPLICATIONS BY 1995. 
LASER CHEMISTRY AS APPLIED TO ISOTOPE SEPARATION PROMISES TO 
BE A MORE EFFICIENT AND ECONOMICAL WAY OF SEPARATING OR 
ENRICHING MANY NUCLEAR ISOTOPES--IMPORTANT IN BASIC RESEARCH, 
MEDICAL RESEARCH, NUCLEAR POWER, AND NUCLEAR WEAPONS. THE 
SOVIETS LEAD THE WEST IN THE BASIC RESEARCH OF LASER ISOTOPE 
SEPARATION CLIS). THEY HAVE BUILT THE WORLD'S FIRST TWO PILOT 
PLANTS FOR THE SEPARATION OF LIGHT ISOTOPES, AND WE BELIEVE 
THEY ARE HOW CAPABLE OF OPERATING THESE PLANTS AND INOUSTRIAL­
LEVEL SEPARATION PLANTS FOR LIGHT ATOMS AND LOW MOLECULAR 
WEIGHT MOLECULES: THEIR RESEARCH, HOWEVER, MAY NOT BE AS 
APPLICABLE TO THE SEPARATION OF URANIUM ANO PLUTONIUM ISOTOPES 
AS THAT PURSUED IN THE UNITED STATES. IN OUR JUDGMENT, THEY 
WILL NOT BE ABLE TO OPERATE AN INDUSTRIAL PLANT FOR THE 
ENRICHMENT OF URANIUM BEFORE THE YEAR 2000. 
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THE SOVIETS, ACCORDING TO OPEN SOURCES, HAVE PROPOSED USING 
LASER ISOTOPE SEPARATION TO PRODUCE HIGH PURITY CARBON-13. A 
POTENTIAL APPLICATION FOR LARGE QUANTITIES OF CARBON-13 IS FOR 
use IN CARBON-DIOXIDE LASER WEAPONS. THE SOVIETS, ACCORDING 
TO A SCIENTIFIC PUBLICATION, ARE AWARE OF THE ADVANTAGES OF 
CARBON-13 AND MAY BE MOTIVATED TO DEVELOP A CARBON-13 LIS 
PROCESS TO MEET MILITARY OBJECTIVES. 
LASER CHEMISTRY AS APPLIED.TO ULTRAPURIFICATION IS USED TO 
REMOVE TRACE IMPURITIES FROM A BULK MATERIAL. WHEN APPLIED TO 
MATERIALS WHERE HIGH PURITY IS REQUIRED, SUCH AS 
SEMICONDUCTORS OR PHARMACEUTICALS, IT CAN DRAMATICALLY 
INCREASE THE VALUE OF THE MATERIAL. THE SOVIETS LEAD THE WEST 
IN THIS TYPE OF BASIC RESEARCH. USING LASER PURIFICATION~ 

'THEY HAVE DEVELOPED HIGH-QUALITY ELECTRONICS-GRADE 
SEMICONDUCTOR MATERIALS IN ORDER TO REDUCE A PRESENT SHORTAGE 
OF THESE MATERIALS. WE BELIEVE THAT BY 1990 THE SOVIET~ COULD 
OPERATE A PILOT PLANT. 
LASER CHEMICAL SYNTHESIS OFFERS GREATER CONTROL OVER THE 
CHEMICAL REACTION PATHS AND PRODUCTS THAN CONVENTIONAL ..... 
'NN 
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CHEMISTRY. IT THUS HAS POTENTIAL TO PRODUCE UNIQUE COHPOUNDS, 
TO INCREASE TIIE SELECTIVITY AND YIELDS OF INDUSTRIAL 
REACTIONS, AND TO PERFORH CONTROLLED CHEMICAL REACTIONS ON 
SURFACES AND IN LIVING ORGANISMS. THE SOVIETS LE.AD IN TIIE 
BASIC RESEARCH OF LASER CHEmCAL SYNTHESIS, AND WE BELIEVE 
'Il!EY WILL ESTABLISH A PILOT PLANT FOR LASER-INDUCED CHEMICAL 

7 SYNTHESIS BY 1995, ~ 
LASER SURFACE CHEMISTRY IS IHPORTA!'ff IN THE PRODUCTION OF 
ADVANCED MICROELECTRONIC COMPONENTS AND 'IllE COATING OF 
ADVANCED HATERIALS. SOVIET LASER SURFACE CHEMISTRY RESEARCH IS 
PURSUING CONCEPTS EQUAL TO OR HOP.3 ADVANCEiJ THAN THOSE IN 'IllE 
WEST. THIS BASIC RESEARCH, HOWEV!R, OFTEN HAS POINTED TOARD 
APPLICATIONS THAT ARE TOO ADVANCE!> TO OFFER SOVIET INDUSTRY 
PRACTICAL SOLUTIONS TO EXISTING !'ROBLEHS. AS THE SOVIET 
ELECTRONICS INDUSTRY DEVELOPS IN T!IE COMING DECADE, HOWEVER, 
WE BELitVE. LASER SURFACE CHEMISTRY WILT, l'L/..Y .\ l10ltE ,_. 
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SIGNIFICANT ROLE;, • 
ONE AREA OF LASER., PllOTOCllEl1ISTRY IN WHICH THE SOVIETS MAINTAIN 
A SIGNIFICANT LEAD, IN BOTH BASIC AND APPLIED RESEARCH IS LASER 
PHOTOBIOLOGY, POTENTIALLY USEFUL IN GENETIC ENGINEERING AND 
BIOLOGICAL WARFARE RESEARCH. THIS EFFORT IS WELL ORGANIZED 
WITH PHYSICISTS, CHEMISTS, BIOLOGISTS, AND MEDICAL DOCTORS 
WORKING JOINTLY IN THE RESEARCH. THE SOVIETS HAVE ACHIEVED 
SELECTIVE LASER CHEMISTRY RESULTS ON BIOLOGICAL MOLECULES AND 
HAVE MUTATED BACTERIA AND VIRUSES SELECTIVELY. 
TilE SELECTIVITY OF LASER CHEMISTRY PROVIDES A HIGHLY SENSITIVE 
METHOD FOR DETECTING AND MEASURING TRACE QUANTITIES OF ATOMS 
OR MOLECULES. IT HAS A WIDE RANGE OF APPLiCATIONS FROH , 
PROCESS AND QUALITY CONTROL IN INDUSTRY TO THE DETECTION OF· 
POLLUTANTS OR CHEMICAL WEAPONS IN THE ATHOSPHERE .. THE 
SOVIETS, WHO LEAD. IN THE BASIC RESEARCH OF 'LASER·ANALYTICAL 
CHEMISTRY, ARE PLACING SPECIAL EtlPJIASIS ON THOSE APPLICATIONS 
THAT IMPROVE BOTH THE PROCESS CONTROL AND AUTOMATION OF TIIE 
SEMICONDUCTOR INDUSTRY. 

COMPARISON OF SOVIET Ai'ID US ACHIEVEMENTS 
IN LASER CllEtl!STRY 

RESEARCH BASIC APPLI~D PILOT 
AREA RESEARCH RESEliRCil PLA~TS 

LIGHT ISOTOPE USSR USSR USSR 
SEPARATION GREATER GREATEI( GREATER 

THAN US THAN US TUAN US 

INDUSTRIAL 
PLANTS 
USSR 

URANIUM/ 
PLUTONIUM 
SEPARATION 
ULTRAPURIFI -
CATION 

GREATER 
TIIAN US 
NONE US EQUALS US GRE1\TER US GREATER 

USSR THAN USS~ TilliN USSR 

USSR 
GREATER 

THAN US 

US GREt\TER US GREATER US GREATER 
THAN USSR Til.l\N USSR THAN USSR 

DIRECT USSR US GR~A7ER. US GREATER. NONE 
TIIAN U3fiR 111Ml USSR PHOTOCHKMISTRY GREATER 

THAN US 
LASER-UIDUCED us EQUAr,s us EQi!l\LS us EQUM.S NONE 
CHEMISTRY USSR USSR . USSR 
LASER SURFACE USSR USSR US GREATF.R US GREATER 
CHEMISTRY GREATER GREATER "flltiN USSR THAN USSR 

TUAN US THAN US 
LASER USSR USSR 

:·PHOTOBIOLOGY GREATER GREA7Ek , 

LASER 
ANALYTICAL 
CHEMISTRY 

TUAN US TIIAN US 
USSR USSR 

GREATER GREATER 
THAN US TllAN US 

USS~ 

GREATER 
THAN US 

NONE 

US EQUALS US GREATER 
USSR TUAN USSR 

CONf1J? ti f1't9 --
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26. 

Key Jwlgments 

lllfonMllon """"""'' aufl Aprll 11186 
.w iu..t In 1/ib npan. 

Soviet Quest for · 
Supercomputing Capabilities .. 

Soviet development of supercomputers--required for large-scale scientific 
computing (LSSC)-lags that of the United States by about 10 years. 
Through the year 2000, Soviet LSSC is virtually certain to remain at least 
five and probably 10 to 15 years behind the West. At present, we believe 
that the Soviets have no machines in the true supercomputer class. The 
·best Soviet scientific computers are slower by at least a factor. of 20 than 
their Western counterparts, and Soviet claimed computer capabilities are 
greatly exaggerated. Rapid future Soviet progress in LSSC is likely to 
depend on the technology transfer of both software and hardware from the 
West. Accordingly, we expect substantially increased Soviet efforts at 
industrial espionage-particularly effons direCted at software acquisition. -Lack of LSSC handicaps many important aspects of Soviet weapons 
programs, especially in the nuclear-and aerodynamic fielqs. To compensate 
for their inability to do effective computer modeling of weapon systems, 
Soviet developers must make trade-offs involving: 
• More extensive experimental testing programs. 
•·Larger- engineering design teams. · 
• I..Onier sistem development time. 
•·Greater develapment expense. 
• R~uCed system performance and reliability. 
In· some fields, such ·as reentry vehicle de5ign; the So\lieu-bave been:· 
successful in making such trade-offs; in other fields, their progress has been 
severely-hindered. k f 
Soviet LSSC lags in both software and hardware. Although. the .Soviets 
have great strength in some well-established ateas of traditional pure 
mathematics, the USSR'has made few contributions to theoretical comput· 
er science~ Those contributions that they rui.ve mad~ the area of 
algorithmS--have not been exploited in the USSR. The Jack of a ".compul­
er culture" iii the Soviet Union has reduced the Soviets' ability to 
·encourage and support research in advanced software." In hardware, the 
best Soviet machines fall far short of Western supercomputers. Their 
reliability is pcjor, their processing rate is slow, and th~ir memory sizes.are 
limited. By the early 1990s, the Soviets could have a true superC<>mputer, 
the Erbrus-3, in production; at present, however, system development is 
only in the very early stages. -

v sf et 
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26. (continued) 

sf et 

In our judgment, Soviet propaganda boasting of computer .capabilities may 
be designed to undercut attempts to restrict Communist Bloc access to 
Western supercomputers by making such safeguards appear unnecessary. 
In specific computer software areas, the Soviets have acquired and 
exploited significant Western programs and will probably increase their 
efforts to steal or purchase software. Hardware acquired by the USSR 
includes machines up to-but probably not above-the VAX "supermini" 
class. Soviet efforts to access or acquire a true supercomputer such as a 
Cray-1 are likely to be strenuous. Unrestricted access to Western super­
computer technology would heip the SoViets close the gap in this field, 
perhaps cutting their development time in half.- · 

Two long-term trends may help the Soviets in I.SSC development during 
the next l O to 1 S years. First, as computer Science research progresses, the 
labor-intensive nature of software development probably will be reduced; 
research into automatic programing and ultra-high-level computer lan­
guages may make it possible to set up and solve complex I.SSC problems 
much more easily than at present. It will be difficult to keep this 

. ·technology out of Soviet.hands, and acquisition of it may eventually help 
reduce the Soviet lag in I.SSC capability. Second, as Western computer 
hardware technology advances, more computer pawer will become avail­
able in smaller, cheaper packages. Ii;i. 10 to 15 years, it is passible that desk­
top computers with l>ower equal to that of today's supercomputers will be 

. · available·for under $10,000:'We believe that such hardware will also be· 
· virtually impossible to keep away from the Soviet Union .••• 

In ~th hardware and software, even if the.gap between the West and the 
USSR remains constant or widens, the Soviets will still be making rapid 
progress in absolutelerms. In 10 ti> rs years, we believe the top Soviet sci­
entific institutions will probably· have equipment comPa.rable to that of the 
best US national laboratories at present. Average research institutes may 
reach_ that level a few years later.-
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Central lntdligcncc AfFncY 

,:·'-~B\ 
\l:;} 

Washingfoo. D C 20SOS 

DIRECTORATE OF INTELLIGENCE 

19 June 1986 

THE KRASNOYARSK RADAR: CLOSING THE FINAL GAP IN cnuRR~GE FOR BALLISTIC 
MISSILE EARLY WARNING 

Summary 

The large phased-array-radar (LPAR) located near 
Krasnoyarsk, USSR has been an ABM Treaty issue.since it 
was first detected in July 1983 because of its inlaad, 
rather than peripheral, siting. Responding to US demands 
about its inconsistency with the ABM Treaty, the Soviets 
have repeatedly argued that thP radar is for satellite 
detection and tracking. 

01•,r jnalyses indicate, and C _ 
that the primary mission of this radar is 

ballistic missile detection and tracking. Further, we 
believe the Krasnoyarsk LPAR closes the final gap in the 
Soviet ballistic missile early warning (BMEW) and 
tracking network that inc1•zdes LPARs and the older Hen 
House tgpe radars. 

We believe the siting of an LPAR near Krasnoyarsk was 
motivated primarily by the requirement to close this BMEW 
gap and at the same· time achieve more favorable RV-impact 
prediction accuracy at the expense of warning-time. 
Although the Soviets lose some tracking time because of 
the inland location, track times are comparable to those 
of the rest of their BMEW system. We believe the 

Thi.<: '"11 oe.o::cr f nt memorandum was prepared by and 
nr the nffice of Scientif 1c ana weapons 

,t<esear<.:ll. 
Quest ion.<: :rnri 
Chief, 

OSWR, contributed to this report. 
r.ommP.nt~ are welcome. and may bP rlirectPrl tn the 

WARNING NOTICE 
INTELLIGENCE SOURCES 
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27. (continued) 

specific location of the radar was determined on the 
basis of logistical requirements for construction and 
maintenance, and construction and operacions costs. 

-2-
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28. 

~ummary 

The Soviet Weapons Industry: 
An Overview 

Over the last two decades, the Soviet Union has delivered weapons to its 
military at a level unequaled anywhere in the world. Over 50,000 tanks, 
80,000 light armored vehicles, 9,600 strategic ballistic missiles, 50,000 
aircraft, 650,000 surface-to-air missiles, and 270 submarines have been 
procured since 1965; 

In the process, the Soviets have built the largest weapons industrY in the 
world. Roughly 50 major design bureaus control the development of 150 to 
200 weaporui at any one time. Weapons are assembled in about 150 major 
production complexes scattered throughout the Soviet Union. Designers 
and producers are supported by thousands of organizations in Soviet 
academia and industry. · 

Since the 1920s, the entire eomplex has been operated in a.way that 
exploits the priority given to defense and the advantages of a command 
economy, -and minimizes the impact of Soviet technical weak:ilesses. Soviet 
weapons acquisition has been characterized by: 
• Centralized ma.Jlagement by patty and government organizations, dem­

onstrating co'ntinuity and sta~ility in personnel and programs. 
• Final leadership authori2:ation of weapon programs and their funding 

early in the acquisition process. · 
• Relatively simple, low-risk weapon designs, emphasizing standard com­

ponents and. existing technologies. · · 
• Easily manufactured systems, which can be fabricated by a technologi­

cally unsophisticated industrial base with semiskilled or uns1cilled labor 
operating general purpose conventional machine tools and equipment: 

• Long prQduCtion runs yieldjng large numbers of weapon8. 
• Weapon advances that.emphasize incremental upgrades instead ()f the 

development of completely new systems or subs}'lltems. 

Developments ii;i the economy, technology, and the foreign threat are 
inducing the Soviets to mOdify these str-ategies. The slower growth of the 
Soviet economy in the past decade and harsh constraints on the availability 
of key resources have led the.Soviet leaders to stress efficiency more than 
in the past. At the same time, dramatic improvements in Western weapons 
and advances in their own and foreign military research and ·develppment 

iii 
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28. (continued) 

(R&D) have led them to seek greater advances in weapon performance and 
capabilities. Changes are under .way in the Soviet defense industrial 
establishment that respond to these ,new conditions: 

• In resource allocation. The Soviets appear to be evaluating more 
carefully the priority aCCQrded the defense industries. Defense will 
continue to have a high prloriiy, but the increasing costs and complexities 
of producing advanced weapons are inducing them to seek more cost­
effective ways to meet military requirements. In addition; writings and 
statementS indicate the Soviets recognize that their long-term defense 
needs require more balanced development in Soviet industry, services, . 
and the tochnology base. 

·, . 
• In weapon development. '!'.he Soviets are shifting from well proven to · 

more advanced technologies and from simple to more complex weapon 
designs . .They will continue to rely on traditional; proven approaches to 
P.evelop most of their weapons. But in several areas-such as strategic 
defense-they will find it more and mcire difficult to meet new threats by 
relying on those strategies. Development cycles for some systems may 
lengthen as a con&equence, particularly fo the test phase. 

• In production. The Soviets are manufacturing advanced weapons in 
smaller quantities and at lower rates. Improved weapon pCrformance and 
greater ll).ultimission capabilities, along with greater production problems 
and the higher procurement and maintenance costs of new weapons, are 
encouraging the Soviets in some cases to reduce the numbers produced. 
The danger of obsolescence from a more rapidly changing threat and 
military technology base will further encourage shorter production runs. 
Retrofit. programs, which enhance and prolong the combat worthiness of 
older systems, are probably i~tended to partly compensate for this. 

In the industrial base. The high-techn9logy support sector of the 
weapons industry-radioelectronics, telec0mmunications, specialty mate­
rials, and advanced production equipment-will generally continue to 
gro~ more rapidly than weapon and equipment producers. Throughout 
the defe~e industries, the Soviets are using incentives and investment 
policy to encourage the renovation and m~ernization of establiihed 
facilities instead of new plant construction. 
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28. (continued) 

• In administration. Small-scale changes in planning and management are 
being implemented. The.Soviets are modifying industrial organization 
and revising plan targets, prices, and incentives to encourage innovation 
and quality over quantity. They will not undermine the central planning 
system by providing managers with real autonomy, however, and the 
defense industries will continue to be the most thoroughly scrutinized 
part of the Soviet economy. 

• In s~eking help from abroad. The Soviets are stressing and supporting· 
the buildup of the scientific-technical base of their East European allie8 
and will seek more imports of technology and equipment from them. 
They will also continue to rely lJeavily on acquisition of Western 
technology. · 

Changes in the Soviet armed forces in the 1990s will drive-and be driven 
by-<:hanges in the weapons industry. Alterations in doctrine, force 
structure, logistic organization, maintenance rC<iuirements, and manpower 
utilization ·are likely to accompany the evolution in the products of the 
defense industries. In some cases, the long-term impact of increasingly 
sophisticated weapons may be·a reduction jn total numbers maintained in 

· active inventories. Ov.erall force effectiveness .is likely to increase, nonethe­
less, as the mobility, survivability, and lethality of new weapons improve. 

• Certain aspects of the weapons industry are unique in the Soviet CconOmy, 
but many of its problems confront. the civilian sector as well. Although the 
defense industrial ministries have never been completely insulated from 
civilian industry-an indispensable supplier of materials, components, and 
subassemblies-the lines between the two sectors have become increasingly 
blurred as weapons have grown in complexity. Since the last years of the 
Brezhnev era, the Soviets have been implementing policies to speed the 
modernization of both the civilian and defense industries. 

Th.e Soviet defense industries face considerable challenges in their. mission 
to produce sufti<:ient quantities of highly advanced weapons for the forces 
of the .next decade. Nevertheless, expansion in high-technology industries, 
advances in precision machining and other fa.brication technologies, an·d 
continued aggressive exploitation of Western technology will allow the 
Soviets to overcome some of the difficulties with which their domestic 
R&D base is. currently struggling. Moreover, the Sovi~ts' speed in intro­
ducing. generic equivalents of Western technologies into their own systems 
and their ability to surge ;i.head along a .narrow front of military 
technologies will help them remain competitive in deployed military 
capabilities. 
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28. (continued) 

In any event, the Soviet weapons industry will remain a j,otent force in the 
1990s. It h~ been a vital ingredient in Soviet .military power, which h!lS 
been the primary instrument of the Soviet leadership in achieving national 
security, political leverage, and prestige throughout the world. The -weap­
ons industry will continue to be at the forefront of Soviet technology and 
industrial prowess, and it will absorb a large share of the best Soviet 
resources. Its leaders will continue to wield considerable inBuence on 
Soviet policy. And-because of growing economic constraints and the 
potential of advancl!ig military technology-its performance is likely to be 
an even greater determinant of Soviet military power than is the case 
today. · 
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l>IRE<:"f<IRAU: <IF l:\Tl:t.l.IG~<"" 

I AuioUI 19&i; 

t!S STF.Al.llf rROCRA:\fS A."i:D TECllSOl.OG\": SO\'IET E.'l:rJ.<>ITATIO'.IO 
or 111E w.::.m.as rarss · 

· Thr II"""" rrr« has r<f""lcd a<l<1111rtt, "" tf.<; Stcahlt •• or t"tlJ" '""' ""-1,'tlhlr 
(1'/.0J »"'""' -· .<inn: lhr mid-/970s. ll'ulem rrJWftN nftrn inlrrl\\'/1., farl and ona(r•h 
when l<'rili"I. ahtiut l'S pmgra1nr. Th/J blrmfinJI nf ftJrt and ""'11J·sls rrnhahl)• kcrp< L'S 
S1ca/1/1 f'Tnl!''"'" sliroude.d In mJ•ll<rJ' and pl!J71«114tr• fa~ 111m11n ahnut tltc U{'dhllltlrs ".f 
S1ra/1h t.rlmnlogy. ll't bcfit'l't thr majority qf St~ltlt l«lrnnlOl!.r ortirl.s fnund In tltt ('l't'.U 

uiltralr .. .,/f·tnalrli<lird si,gnalltrt.·rtd11<li"'1 1<durlquc1 1l1at iuA"t tJ('{'tarNI lo ttdudctrl 
journnl• and boob. 

111t Sm·/m rratl 11tr. 11 'cstem rrus la learn ahnut US Stcalllt f'T"RnllltJ anti 1<cl1naloXJ-. 
Th<J' likrfy wtd 1lt1s lnfnrma1/on to dc-v:IO/' cxmv•arablt offe11ti<-. systc11u. to foaa 1vrarrl1 
and dr«lnpmrnt tffnrl.< to..,artl tlit design nf d<{tnsts lo counter lhr ll'tstun S1tal1h lhr<at. 
and 10 grlitlt lltrir c"'vl /n1rllipncc colltcJlon tJlorb. Altloouglr 11., Snrll'ls wt ''"' 'pr<SS lo 
lrarn ohttut L'S trtililat] JJ'Jl~nu. ""t' ~JI/mate d1111 tJu. .l[K'dal acn"a amtrols surroundin,g tlit 
US Stealth prngrrznu ltt11't rcduud lht tJJllOlllll. and qua/1(1• llf m/Otarl{r slgnift<dlll ll{'llrli1111 

• tJ{'f'taring in dtt pres.< · · · ·" • 

The So:irL< likc6· lrai·t a s:ncod 11ntlcr11anding ef (IS S1tal1h rragramf and ttdvlalo8J• 
.ftnm 11-ca:n[uf ll'csttrn 1rclrnnlnl{r aCJ1Ulsl1lons. tltcir rcscarrJr and d"'"lof'nttnJ rfforts. and 
1htlr ana~•sls of tl<t Wrstrrn f're<s. Tf,,. n/Ol/onslt/p amot1g S"'lt:t Sttaltlt acqrd.r/1kw. tltr 
/Jl'C.<S. ond ·,1., Sm·iri """f'On.< tlcrtl"f"ntnl cyck IMds us Id mnt.h«lt 1/1t11 tlte Sl"dcts nui.r br. 
01 tlrr. prol1>lypt slag• of an lndlgtnous S1eal1l1 rmgrom. 

lhc St>vicb h••-c a multi-channel Wwcm 
tt<:hnolog)' ;cquiAAion effort lh•I relic• U('M a 
network of a:1\'Crt in1rUi~1C't' ~tinn~ fr:idC' 
dh-crtcr~. in1c:tn'llional tradc •p!mcnC1., and Of"CO 
$0Urtc callce!oi<. ll1is ~'cll-fundcd rolltxdnn 
effort ;, l&f!<Clcd rnm>rily apir•~ 1:~ dtfon"' 
contrac:\on. 1hc-ir affiliates n\-CNC~~. and thci':' 
COftlJ"•litor> c .:J tht 

!io•icl• sock inlimnation ahou1 future Wt•lcm 
mililal)' S)'>IORIJ to dn-ck>r comraral>!c t'fTcmh'C 
S)-.ltms, to fnt:1U research and iftv<lnrmcnt dfon• 
tn\\'llnb the dcsipi af dcfon>t• to C<luntor w~•t<rn 
threu._ 111d tn c:>tin~"\lc the rcl.lil"I: ltd1n0lcrl!)' 
lcvd o(thc S<l\i<I l'ni1111,;, ••• .;,1hc W..-.t. 

Th< So•i•I• ""' the \VC$1<m rres> IC• [!1Jidc 
their ctl\"<n intclfl{!l'O<C colltction effort• and lradt 

111iJ mrmNonJwn ""c'I' prrpartd bJ · ". Offit't" f'_f 
Scit:nt{{ir Md 11-'carmu RcscartlL /1 contaitU leformatian G\·ailob/~ 4.f nf I Augu.rl /9Rll. Ctvrun~nlS alltf 
qu.-'1iom nr•r he dircr.ttd to tltr C.ltlc/ · · • • OSll'R .. 
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SamllllU'Y 
Jllformat/ott owiklb/e 
as of I Avt<Ut 1991 
..., iu«f In this rcpo<t. 

Revt,.se Blank 

The Flat Twin ABM Radar: 
Not as Capable" as · 
Previously Believed 

New analysis of the.Soviet Flat Twin ballistic missile defense radar shows 
that it-~ not as capable as previously bclieved.r l 
,..- :_ur ana(ysiC,. _ parea:ds sevc~e constraints 1mposCd 
~Flat Twin by Its antenna. r his •strenithcns our belief that a . 
widespread, fast-paced Soviet ABM deployment using the Aat Twin is 
unlikely because of the number.of radars required, as wdl as the eictremc 
.!U..fficult~~f modifying the Flat Twin to make it perform effoctivcly. 

Our analysis of the Flat Twin's antenna indicates that the Flat Twin is 
much less capable in off-boresight scanning for track and search than we 
had previously estimated[:. . · · · 
· · · """]indicate that the Flat Twin has a 
maximum scanning caEbility"Ora.bout ± 15 degrees in azimuth and 
elevation for tracking.!:: · :;)also indicates that the Aat Twin can 
search less than ± 10 degrees. This reassessed search capability is consider­
ably less than the earlier cstiihatc of ± 45 degrees -

Because of the Fiat Twin's scanning limitations, a widespread ABM 
system usiitg the Flat Twin would require an overwhelming number of 
radars. A system deployed at Mosoow .and ·40 of the most important areas 
in the Soviet Union would require aoout 500 to 570 Flat Twin radars. 
These numbers are about 30 percent higher than our previous assessmenL 
Although the.Soviets would require fewer Flat Twin radars to defend their 
\25 high-priority deployment sites under the START treaty, the number 
required is still consideratilc. Under the STA.RT treaty limit of about 4,900 
US ballistic missile warheads-the level to be achieved by 1996--<>ur 
modeling indicates that a Soviet defense would require about 510 to 600 
Flat Twin radars. Undcni. p0tcntial future START treaty pcrmittiO£ 
about 2,450 US ballistic missile warheads, we calculate that the number of 
Flat Twin radars required for defense would be reduced to about 380 to 
450. - -

Given the Flat Twin's limitations as a widespread ABM system, we believe 
that the· Soviets would use a new type of ABM radar. We.would expect a 

-new radar to have a greatly improved scan a11£lc, a better multiple-targct­
traeking capability, and 2rcatcr detection range. Thus, a sii;tnificant 
reduction in the number of radars required in a widespread ABM system 

~ ;I :=J 
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Assessing Soviet Economic Performance 





Assessing Soviet Economic Performance 
Author's Comments: James Noren 

The CIA documents excerpted in this section illustrate the range of CIA' s 
coverage of economic intelligence that supported US policymakers during the Cold War. 
The first document, "Long-Run Soviet Economic Growth," used an innovative analytical 
approach to address a much-debated question in the 1950s-1960s. Soviet agriculture, the 
Achilles' heel of Soviet economic development, was also an ongoing focus of CIA 
analysis. "The New Lands Program in the USSR" suggests the depth of research devoted 
to this subject. It was arguably the most important initiative of the 1950s. 

CIA work on Soviet military spending was necessary to research on the Soviet 
Gross National Product (GNP). US defense planners enthusiastically read such material, 
asking for disaggregated estimates like those in the third document, "Soviet Military 
Expenditures by Major Missions, 1958-65." Monitoring Soviet crop prospects also 
attracted intense interest, especially after the USSR began to buy grain after poor 
harvests. "The Soviet Grain Deficit" is a typical report intended for the Washington 
audience. Searching for the causes of the slide in economic productivity, CIA tried to 
find alternative relations between output and inputs of labor and capital in the USSR. 
"Investment and Growth in the USSR" identifies one plausible source of the problem. 
CIA analysts also raised questions about the impact of technology transfer on Soviet 
capabilities during the Cold War. "Soviet Economic and Technological Benefits from 
Detente" is an example of the many papers issued in response to this question. 

As a warning of the Soviet Union's impending descent into economic stagnation, 
"Soviet Economic Problems and Prospects," issued in 1977, was a paper of first 
importance. Reprinted by the Joint Economic Committee of the US Congress, it set out 
the reasons why the Soviet economy was in trouble and why its future was so grim. In 
addition, CIA singled out problems in Soviet oil production as a major factor in the 
outlook for the economy. See the selection, "The Impending Soviet Oil Crisis." The 
next document "Organization and Management in the Soviet Economy: The Ceaseless 
Search for Panaceas," represents CIA' s consistently negative appraisal of Soviet attempts 
at economic reform, one prong of Moscow's efforts to jump-start the Soviet economy. 

CIA's involvement in heated policy issues was evident in the Reagan 
administration's determination to stop the Siberia-to-Western Europe gas pipeline. The 
Agency's unwelcome evaluation of the chances for success were set out in "Outlook for 
Siberia-to-Western Europe Natural Gas Pipeline," a paper typical of the numerous 
assessments of various proposed sanctions and embargoes. The final selection, 
"Gorbachev: Steering the USSR in the 1990s," described the impasse Gorbachev's 
economic policies reached by 1987, considered the options open to him, and concluded 
that he could be deposed because of failure to deliver on his promises. 
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CIA/RR 53 
(ORR Project 10.406) 

LONG-RUN SOVIET ECONOMIC GROWTH* 

Conclusions 

Soviet economic growth is defined as the increase in the ability 
of the USSR to produce goods and services and may be measured in terms 
of the increase in Soviet gross national product. It is determined by 
the quantities of the factors of production available -- land, labor, 
and capital -- and by the efficiency with which they are used •• 
technology, management, the scale of production, and other elements 
which can be treated only qualitatively. 

It is unlikely that the gross national product of the USSR will 
grow at an annual av"erage rate of 5 percent or more over the period 
to 1975. The most probable average a'lnual rate of growth will be 
between 4.2 and 4.8 percent, depending on the Soviet policy decisions 
c_oncerning the allocation of the Soviet gross national product among 
various consuming sectors, primarily investment, consumption, and 
defense. The chief deterrents to a higher rate are the problems 
involved in increasing the output of the agricultural sector above 
that projected in this report. This difficulty is illustrated by 
the differences in the projected levels of nonagricultural and 
agricultural production for 1975: whereas nonagricultural output is 
expected to be 170.to 26o percent greater than in 1953, agricultural 
output is expected to be only 6o to 8o percent greater than in 1953· 

The limits of this rang<; <i.1~ set b:,; me.i-:in;; assu.'llptions as to the 
largest and smallest probable growth in consumption and in agricultural 
production. Two methods are used in projecting gross national product 
in this report. 

The above estimates are based, not upon a sample projection of 
the gross national product, but upon projections.of the principal 
factors determining production. To obtain nonagricultural output, 
the quantity and quality of labor, the stock of capital, and the 
net effect of all° other factors (technology, management, and so on) 

* The estimates and conclusions contained in this report represent 
the best judgment ·of the responsible analyst as of 13 December 1954. 

174 



31. (continued) 

S-E-C ··fi:!-2-___. 

;1r,,;. p:o:ojected. In the case of the agricultu:-al sector, an assumed 
l<;;'l•~l :if output se?:ves as a basis for estil!'.ating labor and capiU>.l 
::-cq,ui!'.'ements. 

A roug..11 comparis:m of the p!'ojected gross n=.tional p!'oduct of 
~he ti&~ a::id that of the US is helpful ir. <.>.ssessing the mea.:i.1ng· of 
estimates developed in this study. This comparison cannot be precise, 
-::iecause it involves not cmly all the ine.cct:.rs.cies of projecting both 
t:1e USSR and. ::..:s data out also the i!:ecC•.lracies of international com~ 
pa!'ison. 

'I'he bes·:; estimate is that the Soviet gross n~tional prcduct 
will ~.~:::rea.se from $.103 billion in 1953 to $290 ·oilllon (4',8 percent 
pr:r year), assUI?ling low consumpi;ion, and $250 billion {4.2 percent 
per year), ass1,lllling high consumption, in 1975. It is est.1mated that 
the US gross national p:?:'oduct; will increase frC!l! $350 billion in 
1953 to $735 billion ( 3 .4 percent· per year in 1975) • The gap 
( i?! absolute ter!l'..s) between the US and So,riet g:::-oss ne.tional product 
is e:q>ect.0 d to lncres.se, e-.ren ~houg.'1 the acviet gross national 
p::-cduct is expected to· becomi! e larger percentage of the corresponding 
US value by 1975· 

A be.sic assumption of this report is the.t inte::-nat.ione.l trede will 
increase only slightly and will not contribute ~o the growth of the 
USSF. S1.lbstantie.lly ir..ore t'::J.a..--:. it currently does. I:', however, the 
Soviet policy makers decide to supplell'ent the agricultural output of 
t!::.e USSR by imports to a· significant extent,. t..lie rate of growth of 
the Soviet g!'OSs national product could be highe:::-. 

A::iother basic assumption of this report is that expenditures for 
de!'ens~ will -be geared to a continuation of the cold war. If, hO\<r­
·~ver, defense expenditures are less tna."l projected, it is possible 
that total production in 1975 would be higher th~n estin:ated. 

It also should be pointed out thst the contributions to the 
gro-,rth of the USSR mede by the Satellites have not been explicitly 
~o·nsi6.ev.ed. These effects he.Ye, however, been considered i~licitly 
to tS,e extent that they have affected Soviet growth in the past. 

T~is !'eport necessarily assumes there will b.e no basic changes 
i:l. :th~ Soviet poli tice.l system. 

1:.nally, it should be noted that the projection«i of Soviet out~ 
];-: .. ::. i~: 1975 a:re limited to th~· c;i:ten~ t:tat -1:.:'.ll ec~1.:omi==: p~~j~c-cicns 
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over a long period of time are limited. They are based on what is 
,l,mmm about the past developments and present conditions and what 
can be deduced from this information and reasonable assumptions about 
the future. They are limited to the extent that currently unknown 
future events affect the quantities which this i;eport attempts to 
estimate. 

- 3 -
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32. 

CIA/RR 87 
(ORR Project 20.827) 

SEC RE ...... 

THE NEW !ANDS PROORAM IN THE USSR* 

Summary 

The "new lands" program in the USSR involves great amounts of 
c~pital investment and manpower and a vast area of land. In less 
than 2 years, 30 million hectares,** an area 25 percent larger than 
the acreage sown to wheat in the US in.1955, have been brought into 
cultivation, and eventually 40 million hectares may be reclaimed. 
The new lands program has been developed without major dislocations 
in the Soviet economy. A large part of the necessary total inves~ment 
has been made, and in the future the program will :j.mpose no maJor 
strains on the economy. 

On the basis of soil and climate, the major area of the new lands 
program may be divided into three zones.*** The Northern Zone in­
cludes the territory between the Ural and the Altay Mountains extend­
ing from the boundary of Kazakh SSR to the bogs and forests north of 
the Trans-Siberian Railroad. This zone is the northern part of the 
Asiatic spring wheat belt. The Southern Zone', the southern part of 
the Asiatic spring wheat belt, extends from the northern boundary of 
Kazakh SSR southward into the arid steppe. The Western Zone, the ./ 
nor~ern part of the As~ic spring wheat belt, is largely in the /,;"' 
European USSR and includes the southern Ural region, the northwest 
Kazakh SSR, and a part of the middle Volga region. The n.ew lands pro-
gram is also operative in several other relatively small areas of 
virgin and long-fallmr land, chiefly in the southern regions of tl:.e 
European USSR, East Sibe~ia, and southern Kazakh SSR. 

The soils in much of the area covered by the three major zones 
are suitable for the production of grain. From north to south the 
soils are similar to those in the prairie provinces of Canada, one 
of the world's greatest wheat producing regions. In the new lands 
area of the USSR, gray-brown soils in the north merge with black soils 
to the south. Farther to the south are dark chestnut soils / merging 
with light chestnut soils in the extreme south. · 

* The estimates and conclusions contained in this report represent 
the best judgment of ORR as of l November 1956. 
·** One hectare equals 2.471 acres; 30 million hectares, therefore, 
equal about 74 million acres. 
*** See Figure 1, follmring p. 2, below • 

.tn=t=' v Jti w. 
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Virtual.ly all of the more suitable soils in the new lands probably 
were under _cul.tivation in 1953· There had been unsuccessfUl attempts 
at farming, and large acreages were abandoned because of excessive 
sal.inity and alkalinity. Much of the land·reclaimed 1n 1955, vhen 30 
million hectares were plowed.for planting 1n 1956, was very poor. 

More important than the poor quality of niuch of the soil in the new 
lands are the hazards of climate, particularly in the Southern Zone, 
where a major part of the reclamation is taking place. Rainfall is the 
most critical factor. In the Northern Zone, average rainfall is about 
the same as that in the Canadian spring wheat belt. Annual rainfall in 
the Southern Zone averages less than 12 inches, a m1n1mnm below.which 
the cultivation of· crops is hazardous. The absence of mountain barriers. 
between the three major zones and the Central Asian deserts to the south 
and the Arctic to the north exposes the new lands to the drying desert 
winds, which may cause severe droughts, and to the Arctic winds, which 
may bring snow as early as August. 

The new lands area of the USSR is a spring crop region in which 
grain -- maiilly wheat -- is the major ·crop. Available data do not 
permit an estimate of the acreages and yields of specific grain crops 
in the new lands, but it may be assumed that yields of wheat are indi­
cative, within a reasonable margin of error,'' of the yields of all 
grain crops. 

On the basis of a ·16-year series of· yield data for wheat grown in 
the areas now affected by the.new lands program, a long-term average 
yield, weighted by the distribution of acreages in the new lands in 
1954, has been estimated. The estimate indicates that with an average 
distribution simila.r to that of 1954 an average yield of 6.6 centner.s* 
per hectare may be expected in the new lands. On the basis of the J..955 
distribution of acreage, however, the long-term average yield which may 
be expected in the new lands is slightly lower, 6.2 centners per hectare; 
a larger percentage of the new lands brought into cultivation in 1955 was 
in the Southern and Western Zones, which have poorer soils and climate. 

* One centner equals 220 .46 pounds. A yield of 6 .6 centners per 
hectare is equal to a yield of about 588 pounds -- 9.8 bushels --
per acre. 

- 2 '-
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Wide annual variability in yields is to be expected in the new lands, 
particularly in the Southern and Western Zones, because of the extreme 
fluctuation from year to year in the amount and· distribution of rainfall. 
This variability in yields is well illustrated by the yields obtained 
during the first 2 years of the program. 

Almost all of the 4.3 million hectares of new.land sown in 1954 was 
sown to wheat. Growing conditions were unusually favorable in 1954, and 
there was a very good grain crop. The yield is estimated at 10.5 centners 
per hectare, 60· percent above the long-term average yield of 6.6 centners 
per hectare and about 35 percent above the estimated 1954 average yield 
per hectare in the USSR as a whole. The average.yield of 10.5 centners 
per hectare, when applied to the 4.3 million hectares sown to grain in 
the new lands in 1954,.indicates gross production of about 4.5 million 
metric tons,* about 5 percent of the estimated total Soviet production 
in 1954. 

During the 1955 crop year, most of the new lands suffered from a 
drought, and the estimated yield of 4.3 centners per hectare was less 
than one-half of the yield obtained in the extraordinarily good. year 
of 1954. The yield in 1955 is about 70 percent of the long-term aver­
age yield of 6 .2 centners per hectare and is ,,about 55 percent of the 
estimated 1955 average yield per hectare in the USSR as a wnole. 

When applied to the 18.5 million hectares sown to grain in the new 
lands in 1955, the average yield of 4.3 centners per hectare indicates 
an estimated gross production of almost 8 million tons, about 8 percent 
of the estimated total Soviet production in 1955. Because of the much 
larger area sown in 1955, production of grain in the new lands in that 
year -- in spite of unfavorable weather -- was substantially greater 
than in 1954. 

Soviet planners know that continued productivity of the new lands· 
depends on a system of crop rotation, including fallow. Present plans 
call for 'the introduction of rotation systems a~er an initial period 
of 2 to 6 years of continuous cultivation. In the majority of these 
systems, grain crops in any one year will occupy three-fourths of the 
land in rotation, and fallow and perennial grasses will occupy tpe 
remaining one-fourth. · 

* Tonnages throughout this report are given in metric tons. 

- 3 -
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The proposed Soviet systems of crop rotation appear to include an 
exceptionally high proportion of land sawn to grain. In Canadian 
practice, only one-third to one-half of the land in rotation is sown 
to grain, and the remainder is fallow or sown to perennial grasses. 
Canadian experience indicates that the Soviet systems may deplete the 
soil of the new lands if abnormally heavy cropping to grain is con­
tinued for many years. It is possible, however, that Soviet agricul­
tural planners may not press exploitation of the soil. to the point . 
of depletion before they modify the proposed systems of rotation; there 
is evidence that the systems of rotation to be used have not been 
determined finally. 

Official Soviet statements about expected successes in the new 
lands seem to be unrealistically optimistic. The statements about 
expected production, for example, imply an average yield over a 
period of years of 10 to 11 centners per hectare, a yield which is 
about one-third higher tba.n the estimated 1950-55 average yield for 
the USSR as a whole. On the basis of t~e historical yield series 
for the area, 6 centners per hectare would be a more reasonable esti-· 
mate of the long-term average yield that can be expected in the new 
lands. 

Khrushchev has stated that be expects tlie annual average production 
of the new lands to be not less than 33 million tons limplying a yield 
of 11 centners per hectare on an area of 30 million hectares). Ce.ns.dian 
experience in crop rotation indicates that to have 30 million hectares 
continuously sown to grain requires that there be 60 mil~ion to 90 
million hectares in the rotation system, but no program of acreage ex­
pansion of this magnitude has been implied by Soviet officials. At 
the end of 1955, only about 30 million hectares had been reclaimed. 

Recent Soviet statements .provide a basis for a more realistic esti­
mate of potential production in the new lands. These statements indicate 
that the current intention is to reclaim about 40 million hectares. 
Experience in Canada shows that of these 40 million hectares, 13 million 
to 20 million could -be sown to ·grain. With a yield of 6 centners per 
hectare, an average production from the new lands of 8 million to 12 
million tons could be expected. This production would represent about 
10 to 15 percent of the estimated average production in the USSR for 
the period for 1950 through 1953, the 4-year period before ·the inaugura­
tion of the new lands program. A gross production of 8 million to 12 
million tons of grain -- a~er deduction for seed and '\18.ste -- indicates 
a net availability for direct human consumption of 6 million to 9 million 
tons. This quantity would supply the grain requirements of 30 million 
to 40 million people. 

- 4 -
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A part of the new lands program is the development of the livestock 
industry. The Soviet government plans to use the large areas of pasture 
and the increased production of straw, chaff,. hay, and corn as food f~r 
great flocks and herds on each of the newly established state grain farms 
and state livestock farms and on the expanded collective farms. Each 
new state grain farm is to have between 21 500 and 5,000 head of cattle, 
up to 151 000 head of sheep, and 1,000 head of swine. As of l October 
1955 the new state farms .of Kazakh SSR, almost entirely within tbe 
Southern Zone of the nev lands, had 89,500 heed of cattle, 243,500 
heed of sheep, and "many pigs." These figures represent an average 
of a.bout 265 bead of cattle and 722 heed of sheep per new state 
farm. Although the stocking of state grain farms has been pro-
gressing, as of l October 1955 livestock numbers·vere far short of 
ultimate goals. 

The immediate source of livestock for stocking new state farms is 
apparently the privately owned livestock of collective fa.rm households 
and the . herds of existing livestock farms. As private ownership in 
animal husbandry decreases, state farms may rep-lace collective farms 
as the centers of animal husbandry in the new lands , The completion 
of this transition, however, will depend on great improvement in the 
food base and heavy investment in water supplies and in shelter -­
requirements which it will take many yea.rs to ''complete, 

The new lands program is being implemented with the participation 
of about 10,660 collective farms, 1,740 machine ·tractor stations (MTS's), 
and an undetermined number of state farms, including 425 new state farms 
organized during 1954-55· In the initial phase of the new lands program 
the.larger share of the reclamation tasks fell to existing MTS's and 
collective farms, which could most easily exploit the readily accessible 
land near them. These farm units have been relatively more i.mportant 
in the RSI<BR, where 1,457 .MTS's and about 8,960 collective farms are 
engaged in the program. 

In establishing the 425 new state farms for the exploitation of 
virgin and long-fallow land in the remote areas of the new lands the 
Soviet authorities not ot!ly have been influenced by the suitability 
of the land for large-scale grain farming and by the inadequate labor 
resources in the region but also have been motivated by the desire 
to expand the state sector of agriculture. Their success in approaching 
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this goal. is indicated by the doubling of the grain acreages of state 
farms in the USSR between 1954 and 1956 as a result of the dispropor­
tionately large role assigned to state farms in the new lands program. 
The creation of new state·farms in the isolated areas of the new lands 
also assured the channeling of a larger share of' agricultural products 
through the state distribution system. 

Agriculture in the new lands is to be highly mechanized. :Cnitial 
requirements for machinery have been met by heavy allocations of agri­
cultural machinery to the new lands at the expense of deliveries to 
established agricultural areas.and by loans of machinery fr6m those 
areas. wans of equipment were particularly important in facilitating 
the harvesting and delivery of grain to points of concentration. 

The high priority assigned to the new lands is shown by the fact 
that deliveries of tractors to the established agricultural areas in 
1954 dropped to one-half of the annual average delivery in the 3 pre­
ceding years. In 1955, however, deliveries of tractors to the estab­
lished areas increased to 85 percent.of this 3-year average in spite 
of the continuing priority accorded the new lands. Pre-sent plans call 
for the delivery to state farms in Kazakh SSR during 1956 of more than 
two-thirds as many tractors and combines as were delivered to them 
·during 1954 and 1955. 

The major effect of deliveries of agricultural machinery to the 
new lands probably has been a delay in the. reequipment of agriculture 
in the established areas, particularly the grain areas, and theref'ore 
to impose temporarily a greater workload on the existing machinery 
park in those areas. After 1956 the mechanization problem of the new 
lands program will be largely one of replacement. 

The tractors, combines, trucks, and other farm machinery operating 
in the new lands require large quantities of diesel fuel, gasoline, 
and lubricants. The percentage of the total Soviet production of 
petroleum products required for the exploitation of the new lands in 
1955 is estimated to have been as follows: diesel fuel, 4.8 percent; 
gasoline, 4.8 percent; and lubricants, 1.9 percent. Although these 
quantities of petroleum products are large, they do not impose a 
serious strain on the resou.rces of the USSR. 

- 6 -

&11 6 It-£-± 

183 



32. (continued) 

The agricultural manpower requiremen~s of the new lands program are 
estimated to be 1.33 million workers, about 2.4 percent of the total 
agricultural labor force in the USSR. In addition, about 400,000 wo:rkers 
are required for the construction and maintenance of ancillary service 
facilities associated with the program. The manpower requirements of 
the new lands, therefore, are relatively small. In fulfilling these 
re.quirements, however, some· specialists and skilled workers have been 
recruited from industry,. a reversal of the usual procedure in the USSR. 

. . 
Barring major changes in the new lands acreage goals the program 

will not be a continuing drain on the national supply of manpower, and 
once the initial requiJ:'.ements for manpower are met, maintenance of the 
labor force sh~ld not be a major problem. 

Announced and estimated requirements for carrying out the new 1ands 
program include housing and communal facilities for about 2.8 million 
persons; almost 2,300 kilometers of rail line (to be completed in 1957); 
more than 6,ooo kilometers of motor roads; granary capacity of more than 
773,000 tons; and nonresidential farm buildings for 425 new state farms, 
new and expanded MTS's, and expanded collective farms. 

It is estimated that the total cost of state construction required 
for the.new lands program in 1954-56 is about'l3 billion rubles. In 
addition, the cost of construction of collective farms is estimated to 
be 5 billion to.15 billion rubles and the cost of construction of private 
housing to be about 5 billion rubles. 

Although expenditures for construction have been large in the new 
lands, they do not appear to have had a serious impact on construction 
in other sectors of the Soviet economy. There have been many lags in 
agricultural construction, and a shortage of storage facilities and 
elevators caused some losses of grain after the harvest of 1954. It 
does not appear, however, that the underfulfillment of construction plans 
has seriously hindered the new lands program. 

At ~he beginning'of the new lands program in 1954 the new lands, 
particularly the Southern Zone, had very few railroads, and most motor 
roads were not suited to year-round use. It was inevitable that there 
would be serious transport problems until the transportation system 
was expanded and improved. In 1954 a high volume of construction ma­
terials, fuel, and machines congested the rail system, and in September 
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and October, outbound traffic was sna.rl.ed by the increased load resulting 
from the very large grain crop. During 195.5 the transportation probl.ems 
were not so severe, because of the opening for temporary service of 
several new rail l.ines in the new l.ands. 

The present program of transportation construction appears to be 
adequate to meet the eventual needs of the new l.ands program. Al.though 
there were confusion and del.ays during the harvest season of 1956, the 
transportation system probably vill. be adequate in the future. 

The new l.ands program has increased allocations from the Soviet 
state budget to the agricultural. sector of the econOlll.}', but there have 
been no consequent reductions in the allocations to other major sectors. 
In relation to total allocations to agriculture and to total state invest­
ment the budget expenditures on the new lands appear to:be l.arge but not 
excessive. The most costly year of the new l.ands progrsin probably was 
1955, when the pl.anned allocations to the new l.e.Dds were approximately 
20 percent of total. planned allocations to agriCul ture. In the same 
year, investment in the new l.a.nds probably was less than 5 percent o:f 
total pl.anned state investment (in terms of fixed capital) in the 
national economy and less than 4o percent of the 1955 total state invest­
ment in agriculture. 

The dev~lopment of the new l.ands program exemplifies some of the 
major strengths and weaknesses of the Soviet system. Strength .is indi­
cated by the speed with which resources were marshal1ed and the initial 
objectives attained. An important weakness of the new lands program is 
that it appears to have been initiated and developed vithou"b a sound 
preliminary anal.ysis of the best ways to proceed and without a rei:i.listic 
estimate of the production of grain that could be expected. Suitable 
systems of crop rotation an~ the total area that is to be recl.a1med ap­
parently have not yet been determined. 

KhrUshchev's expectation of obtaining 33 million tons of grain annually 
cannot be realized. Over a long period ·the new lands probably will not 
yieid much more than one-third of this amount. The evidence indicates that 
an annual yield of only 8 million to 12 million tons, 10 to 15 percent of 
the annual average production of grain in the USSR in 1950-53, can be 
expected. 
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Speed was apparently of great importance to the USSR in the develop­
ment of the new lands. The program vas initiated and implemented very 
rapidly. Although the USSR will need more grain in the future to feed 
an expanded population and aithough an increase in agricultural produc­
tion is necessary if levels of living are to rise substantially, there 
was no immediate food crisis in 1954, and the haste of the program cannot 
be explained on economic grounds. The new lands program was . dramatic 
and, with the probability pf initial success, was well designed to win 1._1\ 
popular approval. The decision to embark on the program may have been \ 
influenced greatly by the uneasy internal Soviet political situation 
in 1954. 

The production of grain in the new lands is dependent on the weather 
and other natural factors, and it may fluctuate widely. In any one year, 
production may be considerably above or below average. In order to main­
tain yields, the USSR will have to develop systems of crop rotation more 
suitable than those that have been discussed publicly. If the stated 
intention to sow three-fourths of the area to grain each year is put into 
practice, declining yields and large-scale wind erosion may eventually 
result. 

Although the new lands can produce, on a long-term basis, only about 
one-third of the target quantity mentioned by Khrushchev, it is likely 
that the program will not be abandoned unless production falls to a very 
low level. 

I. Introduction. 

A. General. 

In spite of the continual, optimistic claims of the USSR that 
socialized agriculture is the most advanced type of agriculture in the 
world, the Soviet government, since the inception of collectivization 
in 1928, has been unable to provide a satisfactory diet for an increasing 
population. At times, especially in the early years of collectivization 
and during World War II, the USSR has even been plagued by severe shortages 
of food. 
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SOVIET MILITARY EXPENDITURES BY MAJOR MISSIONS* 
1958-65 

Summary and Conclusions 

Allocation of the estimated military expenditures of the USSR to 
the four major missions -- strategic attack, air defense, ground, and 
naval** -- in accordance with their requirements suggests that im­
portant chii.nges in emphasis are occurring 'Within the Soviet armed 
forces.*** The shar~ of.mission outlays (that is, the summation of 
all the outlays that are directly allocable to the missions) that is 
absorbed by the ground mission is expected to decline fr-om 51 percent 
to 36 percent between 1958 and 1965.t During the same period the 
share for the air defense mission is expected to rise from 22 percent 
to 30 percent. The share allotted to the strategic attack mission 
also 'Will increase, put for a limited time only •- it is expected to 
climb from 11 percent in 1958 to 25 percent in 1962.and then to fall 
back to 18 percent in 1965. The share represented by the naval mission 
is expected to decline only modestly, but it is estimated that by 
1959-60 it was sm.aller than the shares going to.the other missions. 
In 1958 .this share claimed 17 perc~nt of total mi·ssion outlays but dur­
ing 1959-65 is expected to claim only 14 to 16 percent. 

Total outlays for Soviet military programs during 1958-65 for these 
four missions, for unallocable overhead for the four missions -- com­
mand and support -- and. a residual have been allocated as follows: 

* The estimates and conclusions in this report represent the best 
judgment.Qf this Office as of 15 March 1961. 
** For definitions of the missions, see I, B, p. 6, below, and· 

Appendix B. 
*** It should be noted that the likelihood of error in the allocation 
of expenditures indicated in the discussion that follows is greater 
for 1964-65. Outlays for all missile programs could not be specified 
beyond 1963 in sufficient .detail to assign them to individual missions. 
The missions most"likely to be un~erstated because of such unallocable 
missile expenditures (which are consigned to the residual) are air de­
fense and strategic attack. Conceivably the decline in the later years 
of the period in the share absorbed by the strategic attack mission 
would be overcome if these missile expenditures could be· allocated. 
t All aggre~1;.~s ~.6. .Percentages appearing in this report are based 
on unrounded figures. 
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Strategic Command 
Ground Air Defense Attack Naval and 
Mission Mission Mission Mission Support Residual 

Outlays 
(billion 
1955 ru-
bles*) 302 176 139 111 lll 363 

Percen·t of 
total 25 15 12 9 9 30 

The large si~e of the residual is caused primarily by the inability to 
allocate 239 billion rubles of expenditure for research and development 
for 1958-65 and 28 billion rubles for certain guided missile programs 
after 1962. 

An analysis of the expenditures presented in the chart, Figure l,** 
also shows the striking rea.llocation of expenditures within the mission 
structure. The most dramatic examples are the 34--percent decline in 
expenditures for the ground mission and the 127-percent increase in. 
outlays for. the strategic attack mission that are expected to occur 
from 1958 through 1962. Expenditures on air defense are expected to 
climb erratically during·1958-65, whereas expendi~ures for the naval 
mission are expected to fall slightly. As a result of these changes, 
by 196~ the ground mission no longer will hold its historically dominat­
ing position in the .structure of Soviet military expenditures. 

These developments indicate the effect that changing weapons· tech­
nology may be having on Soviet military planning. Increasing expendi­
tures on strategic attack reflect the replacement of the manned bomber 
by long-range missiles and missile-launching submarines. Similarly the~ 
substitution of missiles and highly sophisticated warning and control". 
systems for fighter aircraft and antiaircraft artillery in air defense 
will require a growing share of total mission exi)enditures. Within the 
naval mission the introduction of missile-launching destroyers.and 
nuclear submarines (torpedo) will keep outlays for this mission from 
falling too drastically. 

As is demonstrated in the chart, Figure 2,** there also are changes 
in the composition of the expenditures. In all missions except ·stra­
tegic a~tack, required outlays for personnel are expected to decline, 

* All expenditures expressed in this report are in terms of 1 July 
1955 rubles. From 1958 to 1965 the weighted ruble/dollar ratio for 
d~ense,expenditures using Soviet weights varies between 3.6 rubles to 
Us.4-1·-and .4.l rubles to US $1. 
** Following p .. 2. 
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whereas expenditures for operation and maintenance will tend to increase. 
The changes in relative standing among the missions reinforce these 
trends in that the ground mission demands proportionately higher outlays 
for .personnel and proportionately lower outlays for operation and main­
tenance than do the air defense and strategic attack missions. Increas­
ing expenditures for nuclear weapons will offset a declining level of 
procurement for other categories of equipment. 

Finally, when the programs and a.ctivities underlying the missions 
are. expressed in 1959 US dolla.rs (that is, what they would cost if pur­
chased in the US at prevailing prices of 1959), they have an annual 
value of roughly $30 billion diiring 1958-61 and some $26 billion an­
nually thereafter. Thls pattern reflects, in part, the estimated 
change in the composition of Soviet military expenditures toward areas 
that would be relatively less expensive in equivalent dollar tenns -­
for example, nuclear weapons as opposed to manpower. Total Soviet 
military programs and activities, when similarly expressed in US dol­
lars, remain somewhat more constant, at an annual level of rough1y 
$4o billion. 
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34. 

CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY 
Directorate of Intelligence 

March 1970 

INTELLIGENCE REPORT 

Investment And Growth In The USSR 

Introduction 

One of the principal features of Soviet economic 
development has been the government's policy of 
investing the maximum possible amount of the 
national product. This report ~xplores the possi­
bility that this traditional investment policy is 
no longer capable of providing the rate of economic 
growth desired by the Soviet leadership. After 
World War II, this policy for a time met with much 
t~e same sort of success in promoting high rates 
of economic growth as it had before the war. In 
the process, however, the investment rate (invest­
ment in buildings and equipment expressed as a 
share of gross national product) increased from 
12% in 1950 to 23% in 1960. Since 1960, it has 
grown more slowly -- to about 26% in 1969. 

The steady rise in the investment rate during 
the 1950s brought about a very rapid increase in 
the stock of capital in the economy. At the same 
time, output grew almost as rapi"d:J:·y-,n 'SO~ ''t1re"""'rati:o 
of capital to output remained at a fairly low level. 
According to Simon Kuznets, a leading student of 
CO!Jlparative economic d·evelopment, " •• ·• the distinc­
tive feature of the USSR record is that so much 
capital formation was possible without an increase 
in the capital-output ratio to uneconomically high 
levels-."* He was referring to growth prior to 1958. 
The USSR now seems to have lost that distinction. 

* Economic Trends in the Soviet Union, Ed. 
A. Bergson and Simon Kuznets, 1963, p. 357. 

Note: This report was produced solely by CIA. It 
was prepared by the Office of Economic Research. 
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34. (continued) 

In the 1960s the growth of output of industry, 
construction, and national income, as announced 
by the Soviet government, slowed dramatically. 
The growth in capital stock also declined, but not 
as much as the growth of output. The resulting 
fall in the ratio of output to capital was noted 
by Soviet politicians and technicians alike. 
such a decline in the return on capital investment 
threatened the basic Soviet strategy of economic 
development. The economic difficulties of this 
period contributed to Khrushchev's fall from power 
in 1964 and led to the promulgation of Kosygin's 
reforms in 1965. At first, Khrushchev's successors 
tended to treat the decline in the output/capital 
ratio as a te1t1porary phenomenon resulting from 
Khrushchev's.bad management. More recently, they 
have reluctantly recognized that a tu~ning point 
has been.reached in the method of achieving 
economic growth.* 

'rhe role of investment and capital in Soviet 
economic growth is explored in this report by 
means of an aggregate production function. A 
production function is a relation between inputs 
usually capital and labor -- and the resulting 
output, or production. Production functions of 
one kind or another are often used for medium­
range economic forecasting, but in previous work 

* The gist of the ieaders~ip's remarks to the 
December (1969) plenary meeting of the CPSU 
Central Committee has been reported as follows: 
"The definite reasons for ·our·"Yiilffi'cu·TT-ti'ie-&-a'NI· · · 
essentially connected with the fact that we have 
entered a stage of development that no longer 
permits us to work in the old manner but demands 
new methods and new solutions •••• The raising 
of the effectiveness of social production has 
indeed become the key problem, primarily because 
the main factors in our economic growth have 
changed. If we were previously able to develop 
the national economy primarily by quantitative 
factors, i.e., by increasing the number of workers 
and by high rates of accumulation of capital 
investments-, then henceforth we must count pri­
mari ~y on qualitative factors of economic growth, 
on raising the effectiveness, the intensification 
of the national economy." (Pravda, 13 January 
19 70, p. 1.) 

- 2 -
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34. (continued) 

on the USSR both the general form and the precise 
characteristics.of the relationship between output 
and inputs have been usually assumed or specified 
by analogy with Western practice. · 

~n this report a relatively new form of produc­
tion.·fµnction is fitted statistically to the Soviet 
postwar experience. This function -- known as the 
Arrow-Chenery-Minhas-Solow function after some of 
the economists who first prop<?sed it -- has the 
characteristic of allowing for rapidly diminishing 
returns to capital. This function is compared with 

rproduction functions previously used for forecasting 
"Soviet economic growth. The various functions are 

then used as a.basis for discussion of the following 
questions: 

a. What return on investment can 
be expected in the USSR in the coming 

- years? 

b. Can the USSR rely on an upswing 
in the growth of investment -- perhaps 
at the expense of military expenditures 
to restore the rates of economic growth 
achieved in the 1950s (or mid-1960s) ?. 

The production functions in this report are 
based on the past performance of the Soviet 
econoinic system -- in particular, on the past 
efficiency of··its economic organization· ana on 
the past rate of adoption of new technology. If 
the USSR were to be more successful than in the 
past in its efforts to reform economic management 
or to expedite the process of introducing new 
technology, its performance would exceed that 
which the production functions project. Finally, 
it should be noted that the various future trends 
in investment and military expenditures assumed 
in the report are not predictions but are projec­
tions to illustrate the effects of possible 
alternative programs. 

The production functions cover both the non­
.agricultural non-service sectors of the economy 
as a whole and industry alone. Agriculture is 
excluded because year-to-year changes in production 

- 3 -
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are affected so much by variation in weather as 
well as in the amount of land cultivated. Services 
such as education, health, and housing are excluded 
because output in these sectors is measured by the 
amount of inputs of either labor or capital; no 
separate measure of output exists. 

The statistical basis for the production func­
tions described in this report is found in CIA 
estimates of GNP· originating in the non-agricultural 
and non-service sectors of the Soviet economy (or, 
alternatively, in industry) in 1950-68. The data 
on labor inputs (expressed in man-hours) and on 
capital services (reflecting annual average fixed 
capital stock) are derived almost entirely from 
published Soviet sources. 

- 4 -
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.-SECRJ! 1-

Conclusions 
._ 

43. The finding of this report is that Soviet 
economic growth since 1950 is best described by a 
production function in which strongly diminishing 
returns to new investment occur. This function, 
known as the ACMS function, fits the growth of· 
the Soviet industrial and non-agricultural non­
service sectors better than a Cobb-Douglas produc­
tion function of the ki~d formerly used. In 
trying to achieve the hfghest possible volume of 
investment, Soviet economic policy has forced the 
capital-labor ratio continuously upward, and this 
strategy accentuates· the· effeet· of· diminishing· 
returns. Under these conditions, the ACMS produc­
tion function estimated for the USSR -- with its 
relatively low substitutability of capital for 
labor -- generates a gain in output per unit 
increase in capital stock that falls off sharply 
over time. This pattern of growth accurately 
matches the observed Soviet slowdown since the 
1950s. 

44. If the relation of output to inputs in 
the USSR is of the character described by the 
ACMS function, the situation confronting the 
Soviet leadership is indeed discouraging. A con­
tinuation of the growth of man-hours and capital 

- 23 -
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~EC1t£r 

stock at the same rate as in the 1960s would 
result in a projected average annual rate of 
growth of output in the non-agricultural non­
service sector of only 4.0% a year during 
1969-80 -- far less than the 7.0% a year achieved 
in 1961-68 or the 8.6% in 1951-68. In a turnabout 
from its earlier economic history, the USSR would 
have to deal with a series of planning periods in 
which the growth of the labor force -- not the 
growth of capital sto.ck -- is the real constraint 
on the rate of growth of output. 

45. Should returns to investment -- or what 
amounts to the same thing; the substitutability 
of capitai for labor -- actually be somewhat higher 
than the value projected by the ACMS.function, the 
prospects would be brighter. Nevertheless, 
diminishing returns to new investment would be a 
serious problem for the leadership over a wide 
range of plausible functions. Studies of Western 
econ'omies have found the substitutability of 
capital for labor to be lower than that inherent 
in the Cobb-Douglas production function, so a 
like finding for the USSR is credible. 

46. Given a diminishing rate of growth of 
output with respect to capital, a transfer of a 
billion rubles from other end uses to investment 
was found to have a smaller and smaller effect on 
growth over time. This would be true for a simple 
transfer of funds from defense to investment. But 
high-quality resources, particularly scientific 
and technical manpower, now employed in defense 
might have a more than proportional effect on 
growth. Even so, it is doubtful if the potential 
of these resources could be fully realized without 
some drastic shake-up in the management of civilian 
R&D and.investment •. 

47. The implications of such strongly dimin­
ishing returns to new investment.for Soviet policy 
are pointed. Having assembled a huge stock of 
capital, the USSR needs to adopt a different 
strategy for growth. According to Simon Kuznets, 

Modern economic growth is dis­
tinguished by the fact that the 
rate of rise in per capita product 
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was due primarily to improvements 
in quality, not quantity of in­
puts -- essentially to greater 
efficiency -- traceable to 
increases in useful knowledge 
and better institutional arrange­
ment for its utilization.* 

48. A change of priorities favoring a higher 
rate of capital formation will not insure even a 
continuation of present rates of economic growth. 
While the USSR recognizes that it is behind the 
West technologically and that it is not closing 
the gap, the policies necessary to spur techno­
logical progress are no~ obvious. The discussion 
above suggests that the USSR will have to choose 
between ~ccepting a lower (and possibly still 
declining) rate of growth and attempting to improve 
the managerial efficiency of the system on a broad 
ftont. The dilemma for Soviet leaders is that no 
one has suggested a sure-fire program of reform 
that will spur economic progress and also insure 
the degree of central control that the leadership 
considers to be essential. 

~ Modern Economic Growth 
Spread, 1966, p. 491. 
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Soviet Economic and Technological 
Benefits from Oetente 

February 1974 

US-Soviet detente has. alre~dy brought a successio.n of economic and technological 
benefits to the USSR: grain to offset a crop ~ailuri;, ·aci;ess t.o t~chnology! ;ind equipment 
previously denied, and long-tenn credits to finance Imports. If detl,mte continues,.these 
gains will accumulate. Nevertheless, overall Sovie( econo~ic growth is unlikely ·to ~!! 
affected appreciably. Machinery imports from the United 'States will be small relative to 
total Soviet investment, and.th~ USSR w!ll c~ntinue.to have p~oblems in assil'T!il!lti.ng new 
technology. The USSR, moreover, has alternative sources .of goods .and technology if 
US-Soviet relations sour. Mo~ow. cou.ld benefit substantially, however; if it .is able to 
acquire key military-related technology_ und'ei-' the umbrella of detente. 

The size and terms of the grain purchases from the United .States undoubtedly .'!Ver~ 
influenced by the detente "atmosphere. the prices paid. for the yain. w.er.e. favorable, l!nd 
Commodity Credit Corporation .credits helped th.e uss·R. at a time ~h~n it .w~s lncurriJJg 
its largest hard currency deficit in histor}t. The US-Soviet maritime agreement also .saved 
the USSR hard currency, as the USSR was able to m~v~ several miilion m'etric tons of 
grain on its own bottoms rather than on third-countr}'. ships. 

Under detente, export controls were relaxed, and som.e highl_y prized. U~. equipm~n.t 
and technology became available to the USSR for the first time. Th!rd-gener.ation con;ip.ute.rs 
and componen~ and equip~e~t for their manufacture. were .high .on t~e .. Soviet shoppjng 
list. If science and technology agrei;ments just si~ed· with: US computer firms are 
implemented, Moscow could modernize its. computer industry arid. thu~ .. boost.'p.rociuctil'.ity 
in both military and civilian industry. If negotiations for advanced .semiconpuctor 
production are successful,. tlie Soviets also could .be .helped in developing complex 
electronics systems and instrumentation for advanced weapons: . . . 

Heavy industry has also received technological aid from the United States. For the 
Kama truck complex, the Soviets have been able to buy US equipment and technology 
for the most advanced foundry in the world as well as other equipment not available 
elsewhere. US technology probably can also help to alleviate .the many serious. problems 
confronting Soviet oil and gas industries, particularly exploration and drilling in permafrost 
and offshore. 

I 
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oOt~ l"t!JEtf l'lP..L 

To a substantial degree, tlll'Se machinery purchases -- like the grJin imports - have 
heen fadlitate.d by US long-term credits, both Eximbank and privat.:. The t<.'nns of th1: 

E>dmb;mk .:rcdits are comparable with or bcl!rr than those offered in Western Europ.:: 
and Japan. contributing to the already-existing world competition in promoting exports 
to the l!SSR. 

US-Sovi.:t tradt• in technology still has a large potential for growth. Cooperative 
ventures with US companies for the development of Soviet resources offer important 
advailtages to the USSR. US companies arc able to provide the USSR with advanced 
e.<juipment, technology, and know-how to carry out the large internal development projects 
c11rrently scheduled. Equally imp.ortant, the Soviets need to tap US financial markets for 
government-backed credits if ·the m:is.~ive Soviet imports needed for Slich projects arc to 
be financed at reasonable iriti!rest rates. 

·· - So far ·i1v the detente period. the.USSR has obtained' l:JS· techncilciJW- mainly ·through 
the trade dmnnel. At the same time, however. a netwo·rk 'of officially sponsored 
governmeni-to-govemment bilatc~al agreements has ·been built up·whic~ couid provide the 
Soviet e.;onomy with a good deal of US technology on an exchange basis. The US-USSR 
Science and Technology Agreement .has led to the conclusion of more than io agreements 
between Soviet agencies and private firms. Most of the agreements call for general 
cooperation, joint research and .dcvelopm.:nt. :rnd exchanges of delegations, information, 
procl"s.~.:s. know-how, and licenses. Most agreements a·re also in high-technolOgy industries 
of prime interest to the USSR sucl1 :1s electronics, chemicals, energy, and construction. 

The growing imports of machinery and equipme·nt together with cooperative ventures 
and bilateral agreements will transfer a substantial amount of Western technology to the 
USSR - whether In the. form of informal (and sometimes· inadvcrten() disclosur.: or 
know-how. c~changcs of technical data, or finished prodiicts."But the uftimate economic 
effect of technological transfer through either machinery i1;1p.orts or in format' contacts 
and bihrteral exchanges depends on how rapidly the technology is assimilated. Soviet' R&D 
:ind economic administration have hrcn weakl·st in. carrying tcchnolot,'Y from research 
through the development and testing stages inlo production. Many of the reforms in 
ccc,riomil; administration, science. and education in the past decade attempted to deal 
with just this problem. but the r.:forms seem to have petered out. The Sovi<.'t economy 
must do. helter in .this· a~ea if imports of US ted11wtogy arc to have a subst<111.ti:1I effect. 

Other factors will.also reduce the imp<1ct of US·Soviet trade and t('chnological relations 
on th(' USSR. First of all. I.IS leverage is limited because the USSR o:an. go elsewhcr<' 
for credits a11<t roughly cquiv;1lcnt 111ad1incry :111d tcchnofol!Y. l\x-.:.:rt j,, ~ few se..:101:; 

or ror a ti.·w l!iant project~. s ... ..:ond, the s..·ak· ~·· ~11d1 relations -- ;1llhuui:h i11,·rc•asini,'. .. 
will remain small relative to tot<rl rrodu..:lic•n or trade. For l'X<1111pk. imported US 
t•qui1'111~11t will be equal to no mm.: than 1'.i or the total value of t•quipmcnt i;diedulcd 
t.:· Ill: instalktl in Sovit•t industry in 1971-75. 

ii 
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The effect on military.capabilities is another matter. Some US technology could help 
the Soviets considerably iti developing ·new weapons, especially in modernizing their 
strategic weapons systems. Although thus far the trade, contacts, and technical agreements 
associated with two years of detente have not transferred discernible amounts of military 
tech_nology, the changes in US-Soviet relations under detente have the potential to upgrade 
Soviet military capabilities. While continuing their efforts to acquire suc'h technology by 
espionage and theft and by purchase from other countries who evade COCOM controls, 
the Soviets will attempt to acquire military-related technology direclly from the United 
States by opening up new channels of transfer and widening ·existing channels. Whether 
the full potential of transfer ~s realized depends in part on the care with which US firms, 
scientists, engineers, and technicians treat the developing contacts. In this regard, the 
guidelines set and administered by the US Government will be influential in determining 
private attitudes and decisive in limiting the transfer of military"related technology. 

iii 
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36. 

GBHFIBE~KL • 

THE SOVIET GRAIN DEFICIT 

Principal. Findings 

Our current es-timate of Soviet grain production for 

FY-1976 of 170 million tons falls about 58 million tons 

shor.t of -.rE!quirements ~-

The USSR has so"far purchased approximately 16 

inilH,on tons o~ foreign grain. in 'F~. 76. >ln addition, 

Mc>·sco:W· undoubtedly wii~;:araw do~:;grai'n stocks whic.h ...... · . . ... . ·.· .. •' .. . ·.:·-.· : 

conside,r.i:bly iess. 
·.-

These .. tw() fa6t;ors, takeri together : 

narrow the differl!Ulce .·bet-wel!n available . suppl·Y a·nd require-· 

ments to a mininium of .27. miilion.):ons. 

The Soviets pre51.lll1ably w;i:p: ·.have t.O. .. take a combi-

nation of unpalatable step_s: 
. ' . .. .. ~ _., 

(a) · negotia~e,.- for further 

:J,.arqe amc>unts o:f grairi :ti-om ·the: 'Q'nited ·~ta:tes -- .the 
• • •• •' • •• • h 

only;. large suppli.er in. sight; ·(b) ilnpor.~:~aditionai - .. . __ ,.. . 

quantities. of soybeans from ·the United states and Brazil·; 

(c) cut livestock feed rations to the 1972 level while 

maintaining livestock numbers, saving up ·to 13 million 

tons~ and (d) slawjhter additional livestock (a 5% 

reduction in· herds would save about 6 million tons). 

Because of the continuing high priority given to 

inci:easing meat production, the latter two options will 

be taken as a last resort. 
CL.\~lnf.!1 If-·- ---~,_ ___ _ 

Eltl-ln f;;!I:~ (;tN,::Al D t.S$;f:CJ.W:n1 
SCJ!L[lllLt OF l. 0. UG~?. ()1P1~.)!i i:.'.iCCOra: 

§ ·)Z( I J. Q {!) .,, l (nul~ 0:1c "" ~ou) 
AUlOM.\ r•i:A r Ol(L:.55tflLD O!i . 

sible to net.ermine . --- ~--
(11t1.:c ,.,,.,,.,i,:.,, 1r.urt c!ol• •I' c•c•l) 
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36. (continued) 

Production and Requirements 

Soviet grain requirements this year are expected to 

far exceed supply. Direct grain needs are estimated to 

be about 196 million metric tons. In addition, due to 
.. • .. ~ 

unusually large .losses this year of hay and other forage 

crops -..:. normitl.ly supplying about two:""thirds of the 

USSR's livestock· feed* ~- at least ll li2 1\liliion mor_e 

tons of ··grain may be req~iJ;ed. to £eed livestock.** The: 

lost fOrage.·ad·d;,;d to tpe· normal grain ::requirements 

bring.s>i97·s116, t;otal 'grain needs. to: x:oughly 208 ~iilion· 

tons. (See Table)' 
. . 

Tlie ·qliantity of grain.:r~quired;·'i1owever ,··can~ot be: 
.. 

direct_ly ·balanced wi-th.-the' estnnated .gross outp.ut. Th•;( 
• ' • - • ~·. •• - : • • • • - •• : ,# • ,#·: :~·· .. 

US$R ·reports grain ·productiQn .on a .. !'bunker" weight basi!;{ 
. , . . - - ·. . . .. ·. . . - ~;:~. . ' . 

·:::; 
, that :f~:~·/as the> grain C:oin.~5: ;£rom ; the:~combine be·£9re pr~..-,: 

:'_'l.iminary: . cleanincj:. and .·ci#_ing:.).s don~~*.t •and be¢ ore . . . . ... . . . ·-:.:.-· . . 

. ,hand1:i;ng · and:· trai;ls1fortaition/iiOsses~~occur.. At' the·: same.: . . .. ,·. . ... 

'. *. ·· Important ·forage . crops include :silage (12%. 9f total·. 
feed units in 19.7-0~ the year· of most>recent data).'· green:·.· 

·chop {9%) ~··potatoes: and feed_.r.oots\:(-3%), hay (IO.%); .. - · 
straw:.(6%), and ·pasture (22%.)'. :· . ·· . · · 

. ** sin'~~ the n~tritive: ~o~t~~t (or .. ;'."feed-unit"'. value) 
• :Vari~s .. by . type· of grain·, the .:i:onver'sion-_ from forage into .. 
grain equivalent depends on· the type.:"of grain available .. 
for feeding·.. Because corn is the most· likely feed grain 
to be imported we have expressed the forage crop· short- · 
'fall.. in "corn equivalent." The calculation is ".based on 
hey. ancf silage losses only. It does not include an esti-
rna te of possible loss of pasture feed. . 
*** Bunker weight includes excess moisture, trash, dirt, 
weed seeds and grain admixtures, all of which are reduced· 
to acceptable standards in several stages from farin to 
user. 
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time., uses shown in the table are given on a cleaned 

and s~andardi~ed basis. Therefore, to be comparable, 

gross production must b~ discounted to exclude waste 

and. losses. 

Although the discount varies from year.to ye~r, 

evidence indicates· t!tat g·rain pr.oduction -- as measured 

in standard cond:i,tion:-..:. ii.as been from 4% to 12% less 
. . . 

thaJ:I reported d~ri:ii<J· 'i.961-70~ The average exaggeJ:"ation 

·fo;r the.10-year perioo.·has ·been._about 8%. In addition, 
.,, . 

,roughiy 3'% of thE!. reported pr~(.luction is lost in liiindiing 

an~: ,;txanspc;irta ti<?n •. : 

. . 

tons is realized,_ aiici.·. if we' have correctly estimated 

(l,)•noriiial · :C:equirem~ts, Ci> :.;losses" ·caused by ex~ggerated 

. . . 

gtai_ri 'def i~i t ca'lised~~y·· ·forage·,•losses)~::,the· totai<g'i;l;p . . .. . .. . ,.. 

wi'.i.i be ~8·'111(1.lion.:bfa~ c2os:'.'Jti:i:f~i9n m,'t. ·minus ... iso 

·mhr~oll.ni~t.}·as shown.i~· ·the· ta.hie~* 

-.so far'" during·:"FY. 76 .the·: us·sR has contracted· foi; 

!ili~ut ·16 million. tons::pf .foreign"'grain~:. In additfdn·, 

~·--''--~'---~--'~~~~~---~~~~ 

·* ::·Another\.;a:y to Io6k.at thi~i-'adjustment is the foJ..l.ow­
ing; ·a Soviet· grain· requirement of 208 million ton's wou1d 
. l:>e: '.'c.overed by a grain production, as reported by the 
·Soviets, of 233 million tons .• : The re.sulting deficit of 
63 million tons ·is reduced to 58 million tons when· adjusted 
for""!osses~·: The lSO million tons of usable grain from a . 
gross production of 170 million tons is· derived by a·educt­
ing 58 Il)illion tons from the total requirements of iO~ 
million tons. Because of rou.nding, this total is· ·slightly 
below the 151 million tons derived by deducting 11% (19 
million tons) from a gross production of 170 million tons, 

202 



N 
0 
\.>.) 

USSR: Estimated Product~on and. Req~ix;emen,ts · o·f Grain. 

i ,, .. . .. __ -·-----~--·----. _ .. _.. Million Metric Tons 

Estimated :waste and. tiiremerits Defit::it 
Fiscal Year Production , . Losses a/ 

(l)' .... (2). -
, :Seed.~ustrial ·Export 

•""16f (7) (8) 

1975/76 170 19 . .208 115 ~ .60 ·2.7 3 3 SB e/ 

a, Waste and loss rate .of ih .applied to. proauct~Qn• .· · Thl.S includes .an estima.ted 3% handllng 
loss factor and an estimated 8%, waste·, factor :resultin9 from excess moisture and extraneous 
matter included in the bunker. weight· measilrem~nt of grain .(se.e. text) . The average exaggera-
tion for the period 196·1,..70· came to .about; ".:S%. · · · . . . 
b •. Our estimates of tpe. quantity of· ·gial'ii·,:required· for .food are based cm production data 
for ~lour and groats. · . . ·.. . · · ·· ·. · . · . 
c. Including an. allowaoce of.11-1/2 million tons of. corn equivalent for losses of forage 
crops. . . . 
d. This deficit of 58 million tons is derived by "inflating" the total requirements of 
208 million tons to a tqtal. of 23'3 'mi:J,li~i\'tohs~. the ~oµnt'of ·grain required ta be reported 
in official Soviet terms: (see text) "".·-; ".:ii'Q'.8:':divid~d by;, s9·· -- and'- ~.ub.tracting the gross 
production of 170 mil:lion tons (colcimii· tr~ ..... ··:aecause' of·"rollnding', :a nominal deficit of 
57 million tons .is obtained by subtracting 'the net. availability· o·f· 151 million tons 
(qfoss orod11r.tion - col~imn 1. .. mi.nm:~ wast~.· arid iosses ".column 2) from r.P.auir~mi:in.~ of. 
208 million tons (column J.) • · · · · .. 
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36. (continued) 

the Soviets undoubtedly will draw on its stocks, which we 

bel~eve do not exceed 10 to 15 million tons.* This would 

narrow the gap between expected current su?ply (expected 

production net of losses and waste, plus current purchases 

of 16 million tons, plus the use of 15 million· ton~ of 

stocks) and requirements to 27 ~illion tons. 

This estimate of .the remaining gap between grain 

requirements and production .~is JllOre _ li,kely to be too· low 

than.too hiC]h· 

0 An unoff.icial Soviet spokesman· has admitted 

ptiblicly that grain production would be "as 

0 

low as in 1972," when i_t totalled 168. miliion 

tons. This sugges"bs-that_ production is-.expec~ed., · 

t(? be no higher than l 7D mill:.ion tons, but 

could be lower. 

Otirestimate of current req~;rements is:con-. 

servative.: rt allows for oniya moderate. 

increase in livestock .. feed supplies considering 

·the trend-in livestock numbers. 

As mentioned above, ·we belie:ve our allowance 

ror drawdown of stocks to-b~high. 

* Stocks ·.c6uld be substantially less. Less is known about 
Soviet grain stocks than any other aspect of the supply and 
demand situation. The quantity he~d in reserve is a state 
secret, protected by law. Estimates must be derived by 
balancing uses against production and imports using less­
than-adequate data and requiring arbitrary assumptions 
for some important factors. 
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37. 

TI1c Impending Soviet 
OJI Crisis 

Th~ Soviet oil ind~s~iy ls in tro~blc. Sovietj oil production will soon peak, 
possibly as early as next ·year and ·certainly not later than the early 1980s.· The 
m~ximum level. of output r~ached is lik~ly to be bCtween 11 and 12 million b~rrcls 
pc~ da·Y. ·(b/d)-up from the t976 level of 10.4 ~llllon b/d •. Maximum levels urc 

not: likely to" be maintained for long, !however, ahd the· decline, when it ··comes. 
will be i;harp. . . ' 

·. The Soviets have two basic prob!Cms: one of.reserves and one of production. 

Ba.rrlng an extremely ·unlikely diseove~ of a mnsslye new field close to an existing 

field, new dcpqsits will not be foun'd rapidly cnou:;h to maintain acceptable 

reserves-to-production ratios, and thosu fields that account for the bulk of Soviet 

production are experiencing severe water encroachment. As a result, increasingly 

large quantities of water must be lifted for each, barrel of oil produced, and 
high-capacity submersible pumps-obtainablC pnly- from the United States-will be 
requi~ci if production declines ~re to. be staved· off even temporarily. 

During the next dccndo, the USSR may well flnd itself not only unuhle to 

supply oil ~o Eastern Europe and the West on the present scale, but ·also having 

to compete for OPEC oil for its own use. This would be a marked change from 

the current situation, in :which exports of oil to the West annually provide 40 

percent of totnl Soviet hard currency. earnings. The USSR hns lnrge reserves o~ 
con! nnd natural ~as, but. those scheduled for exploitation ovec the next decade 

ar-.: cast of the Urals, far /rom const.1ming centers in the western USSR: Distance. 

climate, nnd te ;ain will mnke exploitation and transport difficult and expensive. 
Exports of gns will increase, but will not compensate for the loss of earnings from 

th{' export of oil. Although some substitution of coal nnd gas for oil in dom<.'stic 

use wlll bo pos~lb\e In the ,long run, tho effect of such substitution will be minimul 

Note: Comment< ""<I queries rcgurdlng this mcmornndum nre welcome. They !Qi'" 

"'' directed to 
the Office of Economic Re>eurch 

205 



37. (continued) 

In the short run. Neither hydroelectric: power transmitted from the cast· nor 
construction of nuclear clcctri~ pla.nts (mainly in the. western USSR} can be 
expected to affo'rd much· retie[ in the Soviet energy situation for more than a 

. I 

decade. '. 
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38. 

Soviet Economic Problems and Prospects 

C.nt;al Intelligence Agency 
Dlrectorote of lntelllgance 

July 1977 

Summary 

The Sovi~t economy faces serious strains iri the decade ahead. The 
simple growth formula upon which the economy has relied for' more than a 
generation-maximum inputs of labor and capital-will no longer yield the 
sizeable annual growth which has provided resources needed for competing 
claims. 

In the past, rapid,growth enabled Moscow simultaneously to pursue 
three key objectives: 

• catching up with the US militarily; 

• steadily expanding the industrial base; and 

• meeting at least minimal consumer expectations for improved 
living conditions and welfare. 

Reduced growth, as is foreshadowed over the next decade, will make 
pursuit of these objectives much more difficult, and pose hard choices for 
the leadership, which can have a major impact on Soviet relations with 
Eastern Europe and the West. 

This study examines the causes of the slowdown in growth, its impli­
cations, the policy choices open to the Soviet leadership. and their possible 
impact on defense, the consumer, foreign trade, and US relations. 

Causes of the Slowdown 

Factors tending to slow down the rate of growth have been apparent 
for some time. 
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38. (continued) 

• The drying up of rural sources of urban labor force growth; 

• A slowdown in the growth of capital productivity; 

• An inefficient and undependable agriculture which may be hit 
hard by a return of the harsher-but probably more nonnal­
climatic patterns that prevailed in the 1960s; 

• A· limited capacity to earn hard currency to pay for needed 
technology imports and intermittent massive grain purchases. 

These problems are not new. The Soviet leadership has tried to offset 
their effect by improvisation and palliatives, without impairing the priority 
development of defense production. They did not succeed, however, in 
preventing a steady fall-off in economic growth from its earlier high rate. 

Looking toward the next five to ten years, these long-standing problems 
are likely to intensify, and will be joined by two new constraints which will 
greatly aggravate the resource strain: a sharp decline in the growth of the 
working age population and an energy constraint. ' 

Labor force. In the 1980s the rate of growth of the labor force is expected 
to drop sharply (to less than I percent beginning in 1982) because of the 
depressed birth rates of the 1960s. Moreover, additions to the labor force 
will c9me mostly from ethnic minorities in Central Asia who do not readily 
move to the northern industrial areas. 

In anticipation of this labor force constraint, the Soviet government is 
planning for an accelerated growth in the productivity of both labor and 
capital in the current 5-year plan· (1976-80). But for years· productivity gains 
have been slowing, and this trend is likely to continue given the sharply 
rising resource costs facing the economy. The more readily accessible fuel 
and mineral reserves west of the Urals are being rapidly depleted, while the 
abundant but more remote resources of Siberia and Central Asia require 
enormous investment outlays. 

Energy. The most serious problem is a looming oil shortage. Soviet 
exploration and extraction policy has long favored increasing current output 
over developing sources of future output. As a result, new oil deposits have 
not been discovered rapidly enough to offset inevitable declines in older 
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38. (continued) 

fields. Consequently, production will begin to fall off in the late 1970s or 
early 1980s. The current level of oil production is close to the estimated 
maximum potential of 11 million to 12 million b/d. By 1985 oil output is 
likely to fall to between 8 million and 10 million b/d. 

The decline in output may or may not be a temporary phenomenon. 
The USSR is counting on large new supplies of oil and alternative energy 
sources-coal, natural gas, and hydroelectric power-coming onstream 
beyond the mid-1980s. But most of these energy sources lie east of the 
Urals, far from major industrial and population centers: their development 
would take years and require massive capital investment. 

In the near-terrn, however, even if the development of alternative 
energy sources is pushed to the maximum, overall energy output will grow at 
a sharply declining rate. Under a plausible set of assumptions, it would 
decline from 4 percent in 1976-80 to slightly above I percent in 1981-85. 
Since Soviet energy consumption increases in close parallel with the growth 
of the economy, a sharp slowdown in energy production would seriously 
constrain economic growth unless Moscow finds ways of conserving large 
amounts of energy or covers its shortfall by becoming a net oil importer. The 
Soviet government appears to be aware that it has an energy problem but has 
not yet made the difficult choices which will be needed to deal with it. The 
longer the delay in adoption of a top-priority energy program, the greater 
will be the economic impact in the 1980s. 

Policy Choices 

Measures for grappling with the~e varied problems must meet two tests: 
first, they must be designed to remedy particular elements of the prob­
lem-the labor force, productivity, and energy constraints; second, they must 
be shaped with the recognition that the problems are interrelated, and that 
measures aimed at easing one problem may aggravate another. 

Even on the first level, it will not be easy to find solutions that will do 
more than alleviate the component problems. Powerful remedies are either 
not readily available or not politically feasible. 

The labor force constraint could be eased somewhat by such measures 
as retaining older workers longer in the labor force, shortening secondary 
education, and reducing military manpower by cutting the term of service. 
But such measures would have only a one-time impact. 
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38. (continued) 

Moscow's options for raising the rate of growth and productivity of 
plant and equipment are even more constrained. 

• They could convert industrial capacity from defense to the 
production of investment goods. They would be reluctant, how­
ever, to impair their defense production capability. Moreover, 
specialized defense resources are not easily transferred on short 
notice. 

• They could stretch out R&D programs and production. schedules 
and slow the rate of expansion of defense-oriented industrial 
capacity, but this would have limited effect in the short run. 

• They could institute incentive-enhancing reforms of economic 
management. Such reforms, however, will be resisted by powerful 
vested political and bureaucratic interests. 

Even a combination of these measures-such as a leveling off of defense 
production, coupled with measures to obtain additional manpower-would 
probably raise economic growth only slightly. 

Options for dealing with the energy problem are similarly constrained. 
Opportunities for conservation are less obvious in the USSR than in the 
West-for example, there are few automqbiles and most are for commercial 
or industrial use. Consequently, conservation measures alone are urilikely to 
yield large oil savings. The leadership thus will probably have to rely on some 
combination of the following measures: 

• importing substantial amounts of oil from non-Communist 
countries; 

• cutting oil exports to Eastern Europe; and 

• severely rationing oil to domestic users. 

Moving from a position of major oil exporter to that of a net importer 
would be particularly painful. Last year Soviet oil exports of $4.5 billion 
accounted for almost one-half of its hard currency earnings. If current trends 
are projected with no change in present policies, Soviet oil import require­
ments by 1985 could cost $I 0 billion at today's prices. Even with high 
priority measures to boost other exports, includin~ gold. sales, oil imports at 
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38. (continued) 

that ievel would absorb most of the Soviet hard currency earnings in the 
1980s, and largely foreclose the import of other goods from the West, 
including badly needed Westem technology. 

Cutting oil exports to Eastern Europe would ease this problem by 
forcing Eastern Europe to share the burden of the oil shortage. Any substan­
tial cut in the Soviet oil supply commitment to Eastern Europe, however, 
would worsen that area's already difficult economic situation. 

Placing the burden of the oil shortage on the domestic economy would 
mean curtailing oil rations to producing enterprises. Such cuts would almost 
certainly impede production, though the impact would be less severe if 
reductions were more gradual as part of a long-term energy-saving program. 

lmplementing the foregoing solutions is complicated by the fact that 
the problems are interrelated and the solutions impinge upon each other. For 
example, pressure on enterprises to save labor will be much less effective if 
they must also save energy. lf the energy shortage is eased by allocating 
foreign exchange to import oil, the resulting decline of imports of foreign 
machinery and technology would adversely affect productivity and eco­
nomic growth within a few years. Failure to import large amounts of energy 
equipment and. technology from the West would substantially worsen the 
USSR's prospects for raising oil and gas production in the longer-term. 

We conclude that a marked reduction in the rate of eeonomic growth in 
the 1980s seemr. almost inevitable. At. best, Soviet GNP rnay be able to 
continue growing at a rate of about 4 percent a year through 1980, declining 
to 3 - 3 1/2 percent in the early and mid-1980s. These rates, however, 
assume prompt, strong action in energy policy, without which the rate of 
growth could decline to about 3 1/2 percent in the near-term and to 2 - 2 
l /2 percent in the 1980s. 

These are average figures; in some years performance could be better, 
but in others, worse, with zero growth or even declines in GNP a possibility 
if oil shortages and a bad crop year coincide. · 

Potential Impact on Defense The slowdown in economic growth could 
trigger intense debate in Moscow over the future levels and pattern of 
military expenditures. Military programs enjoy great momentum and power­
ful political and bureaucratic support. We expect defense spending to con­
tinue to increase in the next few years at something like recent annual rates 
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38. (continued) 

of 4 to S percent because· of programs in train. As the economy slows, 
however, ways to reduce the growth of defense expenditures could become 
increasingly pressing for some elements of the Soviet leadership. 

On Consumers The reduced .growth potential means that the Soviet con­
sumer will fare poorly during the next five to 10 years compared to recent 
gains. Under the projected growth rates, per capita consumption could grow 
no more than 2 percent a year in contrast to about 3.5 percent since 1965. 
As a result, there will be no progress in closing the gap in living standards 
with the West or, for that matter, with most of Eastern Europe. Moreover, 
rises in wages over the next ten years combined with a slower growth in the 
availability of -consumer goods would result in higher prices, more wide­
spread shortages, and increasing consumer frustration. 

On Relations with the US Moscow's economic problems in the 1980s wili 
affect its relations with the West, especially the United States. Since the 
USSR's ability to pay for imports from the industrial West in the early and 
mid-1980s will be strained, Moscow may seek long-term credits (10-15 
years), especially to develop oil and gas resources. Much of the needed 
energy technology would have to come from the US. 

Stresses upon the Leadership 

These serious problems ahead seem most likely to prompt Soviet 
leaders to consider policies rejected in the past as too contentious or lacking 
in urgency. Some leaders might be persuaded that basic organization and 
management reforms in industry are necessary. But that will raise the spectre 
that such reform would threaten political control. Consideration of other 
options-such as accelerating investment at the expense of defense or con­
sumption, or reducing the armed forces to enhance the· civilian labor 
force-could also result in strong leadership disagreements. Soviet responses 
to these problems could be further complicated by the fact that leadership 
changes will almost surely take place during. the coming period. Even a 
confident new leadership would have difficulties in coming to grips with 

the problems ahead 
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39. 

Organization and Management in the Soviet Economy: 

Introduction 

The Ceaseless Search for Panaceas 

Central lntelllgmce Agency 
Natlonai Foreign Assessment Center 

December 1977 

Over the past decade, the USSR has been engaged in an effort, 
unprecedented in scope and intensity, to improve organization, management, 
and incentives in the economy. Most of the measures adopted stem directly 
from the program of reform outlined by Kosygin in 1965; other approaches, 
such as the effort to computerize everything comp,uterizable, are ancillary to 
it. The effort as a whole is aimed at raising econonfc efficiency as measured by 
labor and capital productivity and improving the quality and mix of output. 

The wide-ranging approaches may be conveniently grouped under five 
rubrics: (1) planning; (2) organization; (3) incentives, including those for 
improving quality of products; (4) computerization; and (5) miscellaneous 
programs. The first sections of this paper (1) review developments in each area 
over the past decade, with particular attention to changes during 1973-77, and 
(2) indicate the apparent future directions as reflected in the Directives for the 
10th Five-Year Plan (1976-80) and the general literature.'* Final sections 
assess the success of the overall program in achieving its objectives up to now, 
its likely effects in the near term, and the prospects for effective reforms in the 
longer term. 

Developments During 1965-77 

Planning 

Kosygin's program called for implementation of his economic reforms 
strictly within a framework of centralized planning, which was, however, to 
be improved in fundamental ways. First, the role of long-term plans was to be 
upgraded. To this end, the Five-Year Plan (FYP) was made legally binding 

'* For a discussion and list of source references, see lhe appendix. 
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39. (continued) 

and was to be a directive for enterprises. Annual plans are now drawn up 
taking into account the annual breakdowns set in FYPs, and incentive 
arrangements are supposed to allow for the degree of progress toward meeting 
FYP targets. 

In addition, FYPs are being formulated within the framework of a 15-
Year Plan (1976-90). During 1970-72, a great deal of work was set in motion to 
draft this plan. However, the effort was delayed by bureaucratic wrangling 
over planning methodology and probably also by the sheer magnitude of the 
task and the difficulty in getting agreement on long-range forecasts. Mean­
while, the Academy of Sciences and the State Committee for New Technology 
have drafted a "Comprehensive Program of Scientific-Technical Develop­
ments and Socioeconomic Consequences, 1976-90" with some 200 targets.• 
However, the draft of the overall 15-Year Plan is still in process of 
formulation. • At the 25th Congress of the Communist Party of the Soviet 
Union (CPSU) in 1976, Brezhnev again stressed the importance of long-term 
plans and the urgent need to improve their quality. 

Second, the "scientific basis" for planning was to be radically upgraded. 
In practice, this has meant the more extensive use of mathematical forecasting 
models, input-output data, and optimizing techniques in planning. Although 
the traditional plan-formulation process remains intact, these approaches seem 
to be used extensively (notably in the economic research institutes) in 
preliminary planning work, in testing the consistency and balance of various 
kinds of plans, in calculating plan variants, and in making decisions about 
location, distribution, and mix of product in particular sectors. The "Compre­
hensive Program''. for 1976-90, which used these techniques, aided the 
drafting of the 10th FYP, thus allegedly rais.ing its "scientific basis." 

Third, the system of plan indicators was to be directed more specifically 
toward solving problems of efficiency and product quality. As a result, an 
exhaustive discussion has taken place over the "correct" way to measure the 
efficiency of labor, capital, materials, new technology, computerized manage­
ment systems, and much else. While the arguments have raged, the State 
Planning Committee (Gosplan) has introduced many new indicators of 
efficiency and product quality in national and enterprise plans. The national 
plan for 1976-80 and the annual plan for 1977 include over 500 such targets, 
and reporting is required in respect to their fulfillment. • At present, Gosplan 
is drafting proposals for further revision of these plan indicators to stress the 
use of long-term norms. In particular, a reorganization of the planning of 
wages and investment on the basis of such norms is under active consideration. 

Fourth, some planning authority was to be delegated to the enterprise 
level, with the aim of spurring initiative on the periphery. To accomplish this 
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39. (continued) 

objective, the number of directive targets set centrally for enterprises was 
initially cut sharply as part of the economic reform. However, all important 
targets were retained; in the process· of implementing the reforms, new ones 
(labor productivity, product quality, contract fulfillment) were added through 
formal changes in the rules; and in· practice the ministries have set many 
others. 

Finally, to the end of "improving planning," an extensive discussion has 
taken place concerning so-called "complex" planning, a "system approach" to 
planning, and the "program-goals .. approach in planning. The discussion 
seems to concern mainly the planning of regional complexes (such as Baikal­
Amur) and the planning of integrated programs aimed at fostering scientific­
technical progress (such as mechanization of labor). Judging from a barrage of 
discussion and criticism, • satisfactory integration of national and regional 
planning remains an elusive goal. Despite the increased role given to republic 
and local planning agencies, regional planning seems to amount mostly to 
adding up the relevant sectoral plans, which continue to have priority. Much 
work was done by economists and planners during the Ninth FYP (1971-75) to 
develop "complex" approaches and efficiency calculations for various kinds of 
regional and functional complexes. The 10th FYP includes a number of such 
"complex programs"-for fuel and energy, building materials, development 
of agriculture and associated branches, the non-Black Soil area, and Eastern 
regional raw materials. The Plan Directives call for further "improvements" 
in plan formulation via use of the program goals and ··comprehensive" 
approaches. A revised set of methodological instructions to accomplish these 
and other improvements in plan making is to be published in 1978. • 
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Prospects 

Despite the revival of some discussion of economic reform in the Party 
press in 1976, the likelihood of radical changes in the established system of 
economic organization and management is remote at present. In respect to 
organization, .discussions are taking place on the desirability ·of creating 
supraministries of some kind to manage groups of related activities. No 
concrete steps have yet been taken in this direction, and the whole idea is 
likeiy to encounter strong bureaucratic opposition. The scheme is reminiscent 
of Khrushchev's piling up of coordinating bodies and, even if implemented, is 
likely to do more harm than good. 
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The leadership seems fully committed to pushing the merger of produc­
ing units into ever-larger entities. In the industrial sector, this movement is in 
full swing and is scheduled to be completed by 1980. It is unlikely that large 
gains in efficiency will come from this source. The initiative and indepen­
dence of individual producing units will be severely restricted in favor of 
greater power for the production associations. What is more important, it 
seems clear that the associations and their components will be operating within 
an essentially unchanged economic e!l'Vironment. Hence, their behavior is 
likely to resemble that of their predecessor independent enterprises. Moreover, 
the associations are likely to receive detailed and tight supervision from the 
industrial associations, as well as the ministries, which are ultimately responsi­
ble for the performance of their sectors and whose powers are actually being 
strengthened. The ministries are the organizations that administer the system 
of rewards and penalties for the associations. In agriculture, the giant 
collective and state farms, which are· coming to resemble one another more 
and more, will remain the basic form of organization. Sizable extension of the 
private sector in agriculture and services does not seem likely, even though 
present policy shows more tolerance toward this activity. 

No fundamental reform of economic incentives is currently under active 
discussion. At the 25th Party Congress, Brezhnev stressed the importance of 
rewarding enterprises and workers for .. final" (net) results, rather than gross 
output, and experiments to test such measures are continuing. Although 
further modifications of success criteria are likely, the benefits will be 
inconsequential, as long as incentives remain tied to fulfilling plans for 
whatever target or targets. The cutting of this Gordian knot is not being 
seriously advocated, at least in the open press. Because rewards are linked 
directly to fulfilling plan targets, variously defined, the relationships among 
units in ·the entire chain of suppliers, shippers, manufacturers, and distributors 
are administrative, rather than economic, in nature. The behavior of each unit 
is oriented toward meeting its own particular plan targets, rather than 
satisfying its clients. This perverse effect of incentives is reinforced by the fact 
that each link also is aware that its clients lack alternative suppliers, shippers, 
or customers-there is no competition. 

In the Directives for the 10th FYP, the present conservative leadership 
has opted for continuance of the status quo. Although experimentation with 
organizational forms and incentive schemes is continuing, they do not entail 
any esssential modification of the traditional system. Since the Soviet Union's 
persistent difficulties with efficiency, technical progress, and product quality 
·are rooted in the nature of the bureau-administered economic system itself, 
these problems are likely to persist and to defy solution through modification 
of organizational forms and administrative rules. These chronic difficulties 
will be reflected in a continuing sluggish growth of productivity. 
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In the· long run, radical economic reforms involving the introduction of 
market arrangements in some form might help alleviate these chronic 
problems and raise the rate of productivity growth. To be effective, such 
reforms would have to include abolition of directive plans for enterprises, 
replacing the rationing of most producer goods with markets, freeing most 
prices, and introduction of profit-based incentives. Transition to such a 
"market socialism" would surely cause serious economic disruptions in the 
short run, including inflation and unemployment. Moreover, such a move 
would disturb established balances in both political and economic power. It 
would be strongly opposed by the state bureaucracy, where jobs, careers, and 
political influence would be at stake, as well as by the Party bureaucracy, 
whose control over economic decisionmaking and resource allocation would be 
threatened. Faced with uncertain long-run benefits, probable high short-run 
costs, and certain strong opposition, a Soviet leadership of any foreseeable 
composition would probably opt against taking such risks. The political 
leadership probably would consider such a radical move, only if faced with a 
severe economic crisis, such as stagnating or declining production or serious 
popular unrest. As ·long as present organizational arrangements continue to 
yield modest, even if declining, rates of growth, the leadership will probably 
prefer to put up with the familiar deficiencies of the systems, rather than to 
launch major changes with unknown payoffs and known political risks. 
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40. 

Key Judgments 

Outlook for the 
Siberia-to-Western Europe 
Natural Gas Pipeline · 

We believe that the USSR will succeed in meeting its gas delivery 
commitments to Western Europe through the 1980s. Moscow has a wide 
range of options to accomplish this end: 

• Deliveries could begin in late 1984. as scheduled. by using existing 
pipelines, which have excess capacity of at least 6 billion cubic meters 
(m') annually. 

• Using some combination of Soviet and West European equipment, 
deliveries through the new cxpart pipeline could probably begin in 1 .. 1c 
1985 and reach nearly full volume in 1987-aboul one year later than if 
the sanctions had not been imposed. 

• Al substantial cost 10 the domestic economy, 1he USSR could di•'Crl 
constructio:i crews and compressor-station. c<luiiiti1en.l from new <iomcsl ic 
pirelines 10 the exporl pipeline or even dedicate a domcslic pipeline for 
ex.part use to ensure capacity adequate to meet contract.ual delivery 
obliga1ions. 

The 1ask confronting the Soviets is made easier by the nonlinear rclaiion 
be1wecn compressor pawer requirements and gas throughpul in pipeline 
opera lions. By obtaining the 20 or so turbines built wi1h 1hc G E-madc 
ro1ors already in Weslern Europe and opera1ing C<>mpressor s1a1ions 
wi1hou1 slandby units, Moscow could deliver 1hrough the new pipelin~ 
about threc·fifths of the planned annual throughput of nearly .10.b)Uio.n.m.' .. 
Turbines using an additional 40 rotors-the number Alsthom-Atlantiquc 
contracted before the US embargo to build for the Sovie! Union under GE 
liccnse-<0uld boost :hroughput to nearly 90 perccnl of capacily. for 
rcliabili1y of pipeline operation and periodic main1enance. however. the 
Sovicls w~uld probably use some of the available turbine. as S<andby unit>. 
thereby limiting throughput lo about three-quarters of capacity. 

Completion of the pipeline has become a lop-priori!} objective for the 
Soviet leadership. On the economic side. they look forward w same 
SS billion a year in new hard currency earnings from gas in the c.rly 1990s 
(after rcp•ymenl of pipeline borrowing) to partially offset declining oil 
export revenues_ In their view, moreover, the United States· illlposition of 

l11fonua1iu11 u,·uilable {lj' ol6 A11,,tut /982 
,,·a~ u~(·cl i11 tire prep<1ration c..{thi1 rl'pOn. 
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40. (continued) 

sanctions has made completion of the pipeline a matter of national prestige 
and has provided an op~rtunily l<J foment dissension in lhc Western 
alliance. 

The West Europeans sec Soviet gas as a rcl:11ivcly low-priced substitute for 
uncertain Middle Eastern oil and also view the Sovi<:t pipeline equipment 
orders as casing their substantial unemployment problems. In addition.. 
the)· hold that increased East-West economic interdependence will lead to 
more responsible Soviet behavior. They arc deeply anery about the US 
decision. especially the extraterritorial and retroactive features of the 
measures. which they regard as a serious infringement or their sovereignty. 

As :t result. the West Europ"'1nS :ire seeking ways 10 defeat or circunwcnt 
the extended I,;$ sanctions. Paris has ordered French firms to honor their 
Soviet contracb. and C 

::J Ro1t1c has s.aid th.al pipeline crin.tr:1~h will be 

i1onorcd but has not yet ordered l!ali;1n firm:-. to do so. 

Taking all this into accoun1. we th!nk the: likcl)'· Sovit;:t choices for 
completing the export pipclinc--in dcsccndin.;: order of probabilit)-:H•:: 
• Shipment or compktcd turbines buih with 1he 20 or so GE r·llors alrc"d~ 

in Western Europe. 
Production or the 40 (;E.dcsigncd rotor,; b~ the Frcnc'1 firm /\lsthom­
Atlantiquc under its cx.isting: contract wi1h lhc:: Soviel:O:-the move 
:tlrcad)· announced by Paris . 

• Production by !\lsthom-Atlantiqcc or 6'0 additional GE rot<W>c\s.·10·1.>c 
supplied to the West European turbine nunufacturcrs. 

• Western .assistance in manufacu.irinc '"'ors for Su\'ict-desicnerl 
megawatt lurb:nc::... 

• Soviet redesign or pipeline comprc~~or stations. :o:ub~titutinc a c:ucnl>ina­
tion of sm:1llcr turbines or other driver!> of either foreign or So\·ict dcsii;n. 

Onl>· the last outcomc-rrim;.iry rcli:..ncc on their own resource!> wu~ld 

cause the CSSR much c'ifficuhy. The costs to them ·will be much higher if 
thq h;l\"C to build their O\\ n g:1:- turbines :..nd comnrc~sors for the CXflOfl 

pipeline.:. Spcciric:..1lly. di\·crting frrJrn ll1c <lon1csti<.: pipeline program Su,·Cct 
equipment scfricicnt to equip the c.-.pcrt line could n::<luec gas ddi,·cry :o 
the domestic ccononn 1.J, a~ much ~~ JO l>illion m' annualh- for a ,·c:..r ur 
two. Other Sovie;, cq~ip~1t:nl uri•i~\t" wuutd h~1vc considerably s1n;llc' 
im(lac.:t on domc:-.lif.· g:is suppl~ 
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Key Judgments 
11"0l'nt.atlon orolfdlc 
u al Jo lon</911 
"'41 '"''/tr tAll ,qon. 

Gorbachev; Steering the USSR 
Into the 1990~. 

In the next )'car. Soviet leader Mikhail Gorbachev and bis Politburo will 
have to agree on adjustmenls to the current (1986·90) five-year plan to 
c:opc with cmcraing shor1falls and to correct imbalances. Meanwhile, the 
future of economic reform Is bcina worked out, and the Soviet leaders will 
be attempting to formulate their resource alloe&tion guidelines for the 
1991·95 plan. The USSR's planning cycle calls for these auidclincs to be 
aiven to the economic planners by about mid-1988. Thii will be a tough 
call because not all tile returns will be in from measures already 
implemented. -

Acllustlng the 1986-90 Plan 

The present five-year plan has virtually no slack that would permit more· · 
attention to one of the major sectors of the economy without some impact 
or off selling adjustments in other areas. For example, the growth in overall 
volume of investment, while higher than in the tll'O previous five-year 
plans, still appears low in comparison with the production targets. Taken at 
face value, the plan indicates that the Soviets expect a sharply lncrcasina; 
ratio of output per ruble of investment. But if the efficiency sains from the 
-human factor" campaiv;n do not materialize, the leadership will have to 
decide whether to push for faster investment arowth in the present plan to 
keep its industrlal modernization program on track. Such a step c011ld force 
the USSR to consider permining a buildup of debt to the West to finance 
more imports. And sustained higher rates of investment would not be 
feasible, in our view, without holdina military procurement relatively flat. -Similarly, allocations to the consumer in the current five-year plan, 
particularly goals for consumer durables, have been held down against a 
promise of beuer thinas to come in the 1990s as the hoped-for benefits of 
industrial modernization arc realized. The leadership, however, will have to 
be careful to avoid the kinds of shortages that in the p11.1t have had a damp­
ening etrect on labor incentives-particularly because so much of the 
present plan appears to bank on increasine productivity through a motivat-
ed work force. -

v 
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41. (continued) 

Reforms 

·In 1hc case or reforms. whal has been ae<.i>mplishcd so far amounts 10 a srl 
of par1ial measures. Soviet leaders will need to consider adjustments 10 
those measures already implemcnlcd and how to implement the more 
comprehensive chances in the organizalion and manngcment or 1he 
econom)· thal Oorbache.- called for at the Central Committee plenum in 
June 1987. It will be paniclilarly important for the leadership to nwid the 
kind of backsliding t~at has brough1 paSI reforms 10 a standslill. Gorba· 
ehC\• has been searching for a formula that encourages more initia1ivc at 
lower levels whRe permitting control to be maintained ·rrom the center. 
This is a delicate balance at best; early in 1he 1965 and 1979 reforms, for 
example, the ministries began to rcasseri their con1rol over enlcrprises by 
multiplying the number of plan targets and limiting their use or discretion· 
ary funds. And the natural inclination of local party officials will be to ex· 
crcisc the same kind or petty tutelage o••er enterprises that they have In the 
pan. Preventing this .will require a fundamental re.statement of the 
rcspons.ibillth:s of ministries and parly organizati~ns. -

According 10 guidelines approved by the Cen1ral Committee on 26 June 
\987, the 11~\ phase in impl'<>'llng <>rgani~allon and management will 
involve curbing lhe powers of central economic au1horities, developing 
genuine wholesale trade, rcformina the price syslcm and financial and 
credit institutions, and introducing stronger inccn1ives for enterprises 10 
use their increased independence in ways 1ha1 satisfy the guidelines set ou1 
in the stale plan. Gorbachev cuuld also expand the permissible boundaries 
of private produc1ion and allow gr'!llter wage diffcrentiatio.n. Even with the 
'ocsl leadership intentions, improving worker inccmlves will depend mainly 
on whether workable arrangemems in these areas can be dcvelopCd and on 
ho\V the labor force reacts to them. Elas1ic work rules and narrow wage dif· 
ferentials have become an important part of the "social contrac~" in the 

Soviet Union. -

Formulating Resource Guldelln<s for 1991-95 

The leadership's pcrccplion of progress on the industrial modernlzalion 
program-especially in the m•chine-building •cctor-will be a critical 
factor in its outlook on the next five-year plan. If by next year this program 
docs not appear 10 promise growth large enough to give generous incrc­
menls 10 consumers and dcfc115c as well as in•·cstmen1, the leadership will 

vi 

.... 
. "J·,',.4 9. 2: 

.. ' ' 

222 



41. (continued) 

be forced to decide whether civilian machine building should get more 
funding in the 1991-95 plan. Another factor that could contribute to 
pressures for higher investment than originally envisaged for 1991-95 
would be a dwindlin1 of the impetus to growth from tightening labor 
discipline and weeding out poor managers. And a key unknown may be 
whether the construction and machinc-buildin& base will be adequate in 
snlc and qualit)" to suppart a large increase in investment without a 
cutback in the defense plan submillcd by the General Staff. -

Foreign Help 

So far. Gorbachev bas had little success In obtaining help for his economy 
Crom abroad-either from Eastern Europe or the West. The Soviets have 
had trouble gelling their East European allies to shoulder more of the 
burden of the USSR's resource development and the Warsaw Pact's fore. 
moderniiation. Meanwhile, althou11h the extent to which. the leadership 
planned on increasing lmporlS from the West during the 1986-90 plan 
period remains an unsettled question, Moscow's ability to buy more 
Western machinery or farm products bas eroded badly because of the 
decline in world energy prices and the lower value of the dollar. At this 
juncture, the Soviets appear to be counting heavily on joint ventures with 
Western firms. They arc currently negotiating with about 100 Western 
C()mpanies, although only a few of these neaotiations appear to be in their 
final sta~es .• 

The Potential Pitfalls , • , 

A wide range of special interests and sensitivities will impinge on Politburo 
decisions over the next few years. First of all, military support for the 
modernization of civilian industry could erode substantially if the external 
threat 115scssmenl now being oll'crcd by military leaders bccomcs starker 
because arms negotiations fail to constrain NATO defense programs and 
bilateral US-Soviet relations worsen. Jn the reform arena: 
• A relaxation in the tautness of the econolllJI would help innovation and 

case a transition to new economic arrangements, but Gorbachev stands in 
the way. From his first da)'1 in power he !:ias stepped "P the pressure on 
workers, managers, and burca ucra LS. 

i . ·9 3 
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41. (continued) 

• Ministries arc not likely to easily accept a lesser role in administering the 
economy. They probably \\ill try 10 entrap their enterprises in a new web 
of rules a.nd requirements. while idcologU:al COMeo'Uth·cs will fight an 
expansion or private economic activity. 

• Genuine elections for party.&tatc offices would evoke the specter or 
factionalism 11nd be seen as a threat to the top·down direction or the 
society and the economy that has characterized "democratic centralism" 
for 60 years. -

•• , And A Helpful Endronmcnt 

The Investment/defense decisions 10 be made would, of course, be general· 
ly much easier if economic growth turned upward sufllcicntly to case lite 
resource bind and diminish some of the fears or the fence sitters in 
Gorbachev'• Politburo. At .the same time, arms control agreements and 
improved US·Soviet relations that reduced both the momentum of NATO 
military programs and the in!lucncc of the Soviet military-industrial 
complex would give Gorbachev more room to maneuver. Soviet succcss in 
these areas would in tum raise Western Interest in grantin& credits to 
Eastern Europe and cstablishina joint vcnturos in both the USSR and 
Eastern Europe. -

St>mcwhat paradoxically, however, better economic performance and a 
favorable international climate would both strengthen and weaken the case 
for more ambitious economic reform. Reform is easier to implement wh~n 
annual GNP arowth is high, but the uraency attached to a reform proaram 
.tends to fade when the economy is doing relatively well. -

Gorbachev's Next Steps 

At considerable risk to his politieal future, Gorbachev is gambling that bis 
policies will rejuvenate the USSR'• economy and society. The problems be 
is cncounterina have ncit yet derailed his program or diminished his 
determination to change the system radically. But even his supporters arc 
concerned that he will need to win new victories before long if.he is to sus­
tain the momentum for change he has generated. -

viii 
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41. (continued) 

Thus, we believe that Gorbachev cannot work out the next steps toward re­
newal at his leisure. Dcvelopmen1s during the past year have incrcused the 
chances that he will act boldly to sustain the momentum of his program. 
Bccausc he seems determined 10 protecl a modernizatio11 program that is 
already underfunded and because lhc milestones for fashioning the 1991· 
9S economic plan arc fast approaching, Gorbachev ls likely to seek arms 
control agreements in the final years or the Reagan administration rather 
than wait for the next election. Moreover, the weaknesses of the reform 
measures undertaken thus far arc likely to become clearer over the next 
few years. We think Gorbachev h likely to mo\•c forward rather than 
retreat and push through more radical reforms so that they will be In place 
for the 1991·95 plan period. ln this context, Gorbachev secs publicity and 
elections at lower levels as a way of exposing and disciplinina those who 
1vill not or cannot implemenl his pro11ram. In the economy, workers 
probably will have a greater say in choosing trade union ofti~ials, foremen, 
and even managers. -

The Consequences of Failure 

Gorbachev bas already asked the military and the population to eurb their 
appetilts in return for more later. tr his programs do not work out, other 
leaders could appeal to these constituencies. The risks in a more radical re­
form and a rewrite of the social contract arc that confusion, economic 
disruption, and worker discontent will give potential qpponents a platform 
on which to stand. Gorbachev's position could also be undermined by the 
loosening of censorship over the writlen and spoken word and the 
promotion of limited democracy. If it •uspcct• that this pra<:css is getting 
out of control, the part)• could well execute an abrupt about-face, 
discarding Gorbachev. along the wa~·. -

ix 
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Estimating Soviet Military 
Intentions and Capabilities 





Estimating Soviet Military Intentions and Capabilities 
Author's Comments: Raymond Garthoff 

The documents in this volume dealing with CIA's analysis of military affairs 
during the Cold War were selected with several considerations in mind. First, they 
provide illustrative examples of analyses of Soviet intentions and military doctrine, as 
well as of military forces and capabilities. Second, they include materials on strategic 
forces and theater or general purpose forces for nuclear and non-nuclear warfare. For 
reasons of space, however, some subjects regrettably are not covered, such as Soviet 
naval forces and civil defense. Third, they provide a balance, including CIA Directorate 
of Intelligence analyses on current Soviet military affairs (and "post-mortems" on past 
analyses and estimates), as well as CIA-drafted National Intelligence Estimates 
forecasting future developments. 

Finally, the documents selected highlight new materials, omitting many relevant 
documents released earlier and published in previous collections. As a result, less 
attention is given to the 1960s and 1970s, and to the early period of concern over 
possible Soviet initiation of war in the late 1940s and early 1950s, the "missile gap" of 
the late 1950s, the Cuban missile crisis of 1962, the "Team B" competitive analysis on 
strategic estimates in the late 1970s, and the end game of the Cold War in the late 1980s. 
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42. 

THE SOVIET.STRATEGIC MILITARY POSTURE,_ )961.:....1967 

AWRO\!fD FOR RELE.3.SE 
THE PROBLEM ~Ul lUSl'OmCAl-REVIEW PROGRAM 

To reassess the broad outlines of the USSR's military doctrine· and posture in the 
light of recent information on Soviet strategic thinking, present military capabilities, 
and R&D in major weapc)n systems, and to estimate future trends in Soviet military 
strategy and force structure.' 

THE ESTIMATE 

CURRENT TRENDS IN SOVIET MILITARY 
THOUGHT 

Basic Principles 

1. Soviet thinking about military policy has 
proceeded from a general outlook which 
stresses that historical forces are moving in­
exorably in the direction of communism. 
This movement ls carried forward by the 
struggle of "the masses,'.' led by the Commu­
nist parties, to overthrow the existing social­
economic order, rather uian by the direct use 
of the military power of the Communist Bloc. 
These beliefs lead the SoViets to view their 

·' Detailed estimates o! the present and future 
strengths and capablllUes of the Soviet and Bloc 
armed forces can be found In Annexes A and B of 
NIE p--4-~n. "Main Trends In Soviet Capabllltles 
and Policies, 1961-1966.'' dated 24 August 1961, In 
NIE 11-8/1-61, "Strength and Deployment of Soviet 
Long Range Ballistic Missile Forces," dated 21 Sep­
tember 1961, and. In NIE ll-Z-61, "Soviet Atomic 
Energy Program,'' dated 5 October 1961. 

It should be noted that the present estimate does 
not touch on Chinese Communist military develop­
ments or possible actions. These might come to 
alfect Soviet mllltary pollcles and·pcograms during 
the period under consideration. 

armed forces as a means to deter Western 
military action against the Sino-Soviet Bloc, 
to inhibit the West from intervening militarily 
in other areas, to maintain security within the 
Bloc, to lend weight to their political demands 
and to demonstrate the success and growing 
power of their cause. At the same time, they 
wish to have the forces to fight a war effec­
tively should one occur. However, their polit­
ical ·outlook, their military programs of recent 
years, and intelligence on their current inten­
tions, all suggest that the Soviet ·leaders do 
not regard general war as desirable or a We:.it­
ern attack on them a;; probable. 

Strategies and Forces 

2. Within this general.framework, the specific 
conceptS which underlie Soviet decisions about 
force goals and strategic planning are difficult 
to discern. These principles can only be de­
duced, and incompletely at that, from overt 
Soviet statements, which are carefully framed 
with an eye to both security and propaganda; 
from such classified Soviet information as can 
be obtained; from the choices reflected in the 
actual military programs undertaken by the 
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42. (continued) 

USSR; and from the strategic situation which 
objectively confronts them. 

3. It is worth noting that, while the Soviets 
have made impressive advances in modern 
weapon systems, a number of factors have 
hampered the process of integrating· these ad­
vances into their strategic doctrine. One of 
these factors is the infiuence o! a long military 
tradition, strongly reinforced by their experi­
ence ia World War II, stressing massive move­
ment, protracted campaigns, and the para­
mount significance o! ground combat and the 
occupation of enemy territory. Another ls 
security barriers within the military establish­
ment, which appear to be tar more stringent 
than in the US. Perhaps the most serious 
fetter, however, has been the rigid politico­
military concepts which Stalin dogmatically 
imposed upon military ·thought. It was not 
until the mid-1950's, for example, that Soviet 
doctrine began to relax the principle that 
strategic surprise and the force of the initial 
blow are relatively unimportant to the out­
.come of a war between major powers, a posi­
tion Stalin took in order to divert attention 
from the USSR's nearly catastrophic unpre­
paredness at the outset of World War II. 

4. The pace of military thought, however, has 
quickened sharply in the last two or three 
years, primarily at the initiative of Khru­
shchev. At about the time when he .set in 
motion a modernization of the Soviet force 
structure, including a substantial reduction in 
personnel, the regime began deliberately to 
encourage controversial discussion among sen­
ior officers In an effort to spark original and 
creative thought. As a result, stra_tegic doc­
trine is a lively and argumentative field of 
professional study in the USSR today. 

5. Such high-level discourse as we know about 
does not revolve around the questions of alter­
native attack strategies and target systems 
which are at the center of US military atten­
tion. . Instea!i, the chief argument ranges 
"conservative" against "modern" views. Ad­
herents to the first view assert that, despite 
the advent of new weapons, general war ls 
likely to be protracted, ground combat on a 
mass scale will continue to be of major im-

2 

portance, and victory will require the com­
bined action. of forces of all types, including 
a multimillion man army. Adherents to the 
second view charge that their opponents are 
making only minimal and inadequate adapta­
tions of earlier doctrine to accommodate new 
weapons. This group argues that a general 
war ls likety_to be short, with victory decided 
primarily In the'' initial nuclear exchange. 
Current official doctrine, as it appears in state­
ments by the Minister of Defense, appears to 
be an amalgam or both these views. 

6. The high-level discussions o! which we are 
aware are remarkably deficient in sophisti­
cated analysis of such concepts as first and 
second strike capability or counterforce strat­
egy. The problems of attacking hardened and 
mobile strategic forces go completely unmen­
tioned in such information as we have on So­
viet targeting for long range attack. While 
most recommended target lists include nu­
clear retaliatory forces and control centers, 
they generally give equal importance to strikes 
against urban centers and their enemy's broad 
wannaking potential. 

'1. We think it certain that the strategic 
thought which underlies operational planning 
in the long range striking forces_ themselves 
is more sophisticated than this. But we have 
not acquired detailed Soviet discusSions of doc­
trine for the operations of long range missile 
and bomber forces. Planning ln these forces 
has certainly been ob1iged to consider such 
factors as warning and reaction times and the 
specific characteristics of d.!ft:erent weapon sys­
tems and enemy ta!l\ets. L 

· _Jiildicates that at least 
some of these factors have been taken into ac­
count, but not in ways that suggest very ad- · 
vanced concepts for dealing with the problems 
involved. 

8. On the whole, the information we have 
suggests that Soviet military thought gener­
ally is still preoccupied with the problems of 
integrating nuclear and missile weapons into 
general doctrine and is only beginning to cope 
with the detailed comparative analysis of al­
ternative strategies and force levels. Nor is 
this preoccupatkm completely surprising, 
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TOP SEGRET 3 

since lhe achievement of an ICBM capability, 
even in the early stages of its deployment, rep­
i-esents to the Soviets a profound change in 
their strategic situation. For over a. decade, 
lhey confronted an opponent who possessed a 
formidable strategic capability but against 
whom their own long-range striking capa­
bilit.ies were relatively limited. Now, for the 
first time, they have a weapon system capable 
of delivering nuclear attacks against the US 
with li~tle warning by a means against which 
there is no present defense. 

9. The USSR probably has not elaborated any 
comprehensive doctrine covering the contin­
gencies of limited and local war between So­
viet and Western forces. Public Soviet state­
ments regularly insist that such wars would 
quickly and inevitably expand into general 
nuclear war. These statements are clearly 
intended to deter the West from embarking 
upon conflict on the Bloc periphery or at­
tempting penetrations of Bloc territory; they 
are not necessarily to be taken as expressions 
of Soviet military policy. Confidential sources 
do not reveal what detailed contingency plans 
the Soviets have for such a case. We believe, 
however, that the USSR would wish to avoid 
direct involvement in limited combat on the 
Bloc periphery and, if such conflict should 
occur, would wish to minimize the chances of 
escalation to general nuclear war. Conse­
quently, it would not l,n most circumstances 
take the initiative to expand the scope of such 
a conflict. Although the degree of Soviet com­
mitment and the actual circumstances of the 
conflict would determine their decision, we be­
lieve that in general the S<iviet l~ers would 
expand the· ~cope. of the conflict, even at 
greater risk of escalating to general wat, on.ly 
if a prospective defeat would, in their view, 
constitute a grave political revers~ within the 
Bloc itself ·or a major setback to the Soviet 
world position. · 

10. Soviet doctrine apparently does not con­
template contjict with Western forces in areas 
of contention at a distance from Bloc territory. 
Conflicts involving local anti-Western or Com­
munist forces are treated under the rubric of 
"national liberation wars." Such forces are 

credited, on ideological grounds, with the in­
herent strength to overcome "imperialist" at­
tempts .at .military intervention. The Soviet 
support rather vaguely proffered is intended 
to be or a general deterrent character, but does 
not envisage overt Soviet milltary involvement. 
Despite the Soviet ten<!ency in recent years to 
adopt- an aggressive poiitical stance in con­
flicts all ovei:. the world, the Soviets have not 
developed the naV\il forces and other special 
components which would give them a capa­
bility for military operations at great distances 
from the Bloc. · 

CURRENT STRATEGIC POSTURE 

11. The strategic nuclear force the USSR has 
developed in recent years could permit the 
launching of large-scale initial attacks on 
short notice against a large number of Eur­
asian targets and a more limited number of 
North American targets. However, the So­
viet leaders cannot at present have any assur­
ance that their own nation and ·system could 
escape dest;:uctlon from retaliatory Western 
attacks even if the USSR struck first. The 
Soviet leaders evidently believe their current 
strategic forces provide a strong deterrent 
against Western initiation of general war and 
are sufficient to support a more assertive for­
eign policy, par.ticularly by virtue of the threat 
they pose to allies of the US in Europe and 
Asia. But there is no implication in Soviet be­
havior that they consider themselves in a posi­
tion deliberately. to a~tack the West, or to 
undertake local moves which carried with 
them a seriowi risk of brlllging on general war. 
Thc:se views do· not exclude Soviet use of avail­
able strategic attapk forces to launch a pre­
emptive blow .should they conclude that the 
west was irrevocably committed to ah immi­
nent attack. 

12. There have been considerable Improve­
ments in the Soviet air defense establishment, 
primarily through the widespread deployment 
of surface-to-air missiles at major cities and 
other key installations. Soviet defenses are 
now reasonably adequate against medium and 
high-altitude attack by subsonic Western 
bombers. We believe that the system as a 
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whole, however, is far less adequate to cope 
with sophisticated penetration tactics, low alti­
tude penetrations or supersonic cruise-type 
missiles. It has no present capability against 
ballistic missiles. Most important, because of 
the susceptibility of their defenses to satura­
tion and degradation, the Soviet ieaders al­
most certainly cannot be confident of the de­
gree to which they could cope with the diverse 
types and scales of attack the West could di­
rect against the Bloc. 

13. In addition to forces designed for long­
range attack and for defense against such at­
tack, the USSR continues to maintain large 
theater field forces. The Soviets regard these 
forces as part of the deterrent to general war, 
and their military doctrine considers such 
forces as essential to the conduct of general 
war should it occur. The Soviet theater forces 
now in being could institute large-scale attacks 
in peripheral areas, but the success of such 
operations in a general war would depend 
heavily on the outcome of the initial nuclear 
exchange. The Soviet leaders also regard 
these forces as a deterrent to any limited ac­
tion against Bloc territory or on its periphecy, 
serving at the same time as an essential means 
of maintaining Communist regimes In the 
Satellites. 

14. Based· on the current Soviet naval posture 
and available writings on doctrine, we believe 
that the mission of the Soviet Navy is to carry 
out a variety of t;sks in a protracted gen~ral 
war, including the support of theater forces in 
such a war. The USSR has developed· some 
capability to deliver nuclear attacks against 
land targets, including some in the US, by 
means of short-range submarine-la1,mched 
missiles. However, the bulk of the Soviet sub­
marine forces, predominantly torpedo attack 
types, would engage in interdiction operations 
in a long war in which the US attempted to 
maintain extensive logistic support to overseas 
areas.· The Soviet Navy would also conduct 
defense against hostile naval forces possessing 
long-range attack capabilities, which the So­
viets evidently regard as a major strategic 
threat. Its capabilities against US missile 

4 

submarines in the open seas remain severely 
limite<;I.. 

Military Research and Development 

15. The Soviets are engaged in intensive ef­
forts in weapons research.and development to 
acquire new systems which, by their psycho­
logical, poHtical,,a.nd military Impact, would 
shiit the world relation of forces to their ad­
vantage. In making their decisions, Soviet 
planners· will have to consider such problems 
as rapid technological change, long lead times, 
developments in opposing forces,. and increas­
ing costs of weapon systems. Despite the 
rapid growth in Soviet economic resources, 
there will continue to be competition among 
military requirements as well as with the de­
mands of Important nonrii.ilitary programs. 
Over the last two years, for example, Khru~ 
shchev has apparently linked his military ar­
guments for reducing the size of Soviet forces 
with a further argument that additional funds 
could in this way be made available for raising 
living standards. Nevertheless, the USSR is 
allocating funds generously to military R&D, 
concentrating major efforts on improving the 
forces for long range attack and for defense 
against such attack by the West. 

16. Much of the military R&D about which 
we have recent evidence is designed to fill ob­
vious gaps in the Soviet strategic posture. In 
the field of long range delivery systems, an 
intensive program of test firing has been un­
derway to develop second generation ICBM 
systems, which we believe include missiles of 
reduced dimensions and lighter weigbt, more 
easily deployed than the massive first genera­
tion Soviet ICBM. Some of the recent ICBM 
testing may represent development of systems 
for delivering warheads with yields on the 
order of 100 MT. Both a 2,000 n.m. ballistic. 
missile and a supersonic "dash" medium 
bomber have been developed, and there is some 
evidence of R&D efforts in follow--0n heavy 
bombers. 

17. The principal current Soviet R&D program 
for strategic air defense, and perhaps the ma­

. jor Soviet military developmental program, is 
a large-scale effort to achieve defenses against 
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ballistic missiles. It has been clear to us for 
more than a year that the Soviets are assign­
ing very substantial resources to this effort. 
In October 1961, Marshal Malinovsky stated 
that the USSR had "solved the problem" ot 
intercepting a ballistic missUe in flight. From 
intelligence sources, we believe that the So­
viets are making good progress in development 
work for an antimissile system. This effort 
has resulted in the acquisition of important 
data, including data on high altitude nuclear 
effects, and has also involved the testing of at 
least some system components. Other known 
R&D In the air defense field over the recent 
past has included improved radars for early 
warning and fighter control, a surface-to-air 
missile system for use against low-altitude 
penetrators, and new fighter interceptor sys­
tems. 

18. Soviet research and development activities 
also.reflect efforts at qualitative improvement 
in the theater field forces and naval forces. 
The emphasis has been on mobility and fire­
power for theater forces, and short and 
medium-range missiles are now available for 
their support. Soviet field forces, at least 
in East Germany, have been allocated surface· 
to-air missiles for defense against medium and 
high altitude air attack. Within the next two 
or three years they will probably also have 
available missiles for defense against low fly. 
ing aircraft as well as against ballistic missiles 
of short ranges. With the advent of US mis­
sile submarines, the Soviet Navy has recently 
placed increased emphasis on new weapons 
and techniques to extend ASW capabilities to 
the open seas. We believe, however, that over 
the next five years, the USSR~l have only a 
limited capability to detect, Identify, localize 
and maintain surveillance on submarines op­
erating in the open seas. 

Recent Nuclear Tests 

19. The preliminary information now avail­
able indicates that the 1961 nuclear test series 
has given the Soviets increased confidence in 
current weapon systems, advanced their 
weapon design significantly, added greatly to 

5 

their understanding of thermonuclear weapon 
technology, and contributed vital weapon ef­
fects kiiowledge. Soviet thermonuclear weap-· 
on technology in particular appears to be 
sophisticated and advanced. The 1961 test 
series will permit the Soviets to fabricate and 
stockpile, during the ·next year or so, new 
weapons of. bigheF,. Yields in the weight classes 
presently available. 

20. Of the 44 shots detected in the 1961 series, 
5 to 10 appear to have been proof tests of com­
plete weapon systems, many of them with 
yields in the megaton range. We believe the 
Sovlets have proof-tested weapon systems of 
the following types: short or medium range 
·ground-launched ballistic missfles with yields 
up to about 2 MT and short-range submarine­
lannched ballistic mJssiles with yields of about 
3 MT. In addition, they have proof-tested 
bombs with yields up to about 6 MT and have 
probably delivered more than one such bomb 
on. a single bomber mission. The warheads 
tested in these various weapon systems are 
believ.ed to be in stockpile. Those few proof­
tested warheads thus far analyzed appear to 
reflect 1958 technology. 

21. Weapon effects tests were apparently con­
ducted nnderground, underwater, near the 
surface of the water, and at various altitudes 
up to I00-200 n.m. Those at very high alti­
tudes will contribute valuable effects informa­
tion needed !or Soviet development of anti­
ballistic missile defenses, but were probably 
not complete systems tests. 

22. The majority of the 1961 shots were de­
velopmental tests aimed at improving future 
Soviet nuclear weapons capabilities. Some of 
the fission weapons tested revealed extensive_ 
Soviet efforts to increase efficiency, and to re: 
duce weapon size and weight. Two very large 
yield tests in this series are particularly sig· 
nlficant in that they indicate a hlgh degree of 
sophistication in weapon design. 

a.[ 
J Preliminary estimates give 
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-i If the 

actual weight is 10,000 pounds, a 25'11T war­
head could be delivered by the first generation 
Soviet ICBM to a range of about 5,500 n.m. 

b. The 58 megaton deviee probably was 
actually a 100 MT weapon tested at reduced 
yield. Used as tested, the device could be or 
value .to a Soviet strategy designed to minimize 
the fallout from very high-yield weapons. 
Weapons of this size and weight· (probably 
20,000-30,000 pounds) could be delivered by 
aircraft such as the BEAR, or could be em­
placed offshore. If the actual weight is 
20,000 pounds, such a warhead could be de­
livered by the first generation Soviet ICBM 
.to a range of about 3,500 n.m. We believe that 
a more powerful vehicle than the first genera­
tion ICBM would probably be required to de­
liver such a warhead against most targets in 
the US. · 

c. A few handmade versions of these very 
high-yield weapons could be available now or 
in the near future, but series production would 
probably require a year or more. However, if 
they are to be employed as first generation 
ICBM warheads, we would expect tests of 
ICBMs with modified dummy nosecones prior 
to operational deployment. 

23. Tests of other thermonuclear weapons, 
which apparently comprised the bulk of the 
shots in the recent series, indicate a con­
tinuing and highly successful Soviet effort to 
improve efficiencies, improve· yie~c?--to-weight 
ratios, and reduce fissionable m3:terial require­
ments. These tests show a concentration on 
weapons with yields between about 1.5 and 5 
MT (corresponding tO weJghts b~tween about 
1,000 and 3,500. pounds), which are suitable 
for delivery by all Soviet bombers and offen­
sive missiles. The preliminary analysis indi­
cates thatC 

:J.significant progress in thermonu­
clear weapons design has been achieved. 

PROBABLE MAJOR DEVELOPMENTS IN 
SOVIET F.ORCES TO THE MID-1960's 

6 

24. Major Soviet concern will continue to focus 
on the strategic weapons balance. In this 
area, a critical question is whether or not the 
Soviet leaders will ccmsldel:.it feasible and de­
sirable to: (a) seek a capability to destroy 
the US nuclear delivery forces prior to launch­
ing, by means of a first strike; (b) seek no 
more than a capability to deliver nuclear at­
tacks on population and industrial centers; or 
(c) seek nuclear attack forces of a type and 
size which will be somewhere between these 
two concepts. 

25. We believe the· Soviets already view the 
first of these concepts as no longer practicable. 
This ls partly because of the thousands of So­
viet missiles and launchers that would be re­
quired to destroy . all the fixed bases of the 
US nuclear force programed for 1963-1967, 
especially the hardened US ICBM sites. 
Equally important, US warning capabilities, 
fast reaction times, and mobile forces such as 
airborne bombers a~d missile submarines al­
ready tend to offset Soviet capabilities to at­
tack fixed bases. These latter factors would 
compound the uncertainties inherent in any 
Soviet strategy for destroying US nuclear 
forces prior to launch, regardless of the size 
of Soviet long-range striking forces. 

26. As to a capability to attack cities alone, 
there is evidence from recent statements and 
writings that some Soviet miiitary men re-. 
gard destruction of population and industry, 
not merely as something to be threatened for 
purposes of deMr-rence and intimidation, but 
also as a major determinant in the outcome 
of a general war. In view of the weight of 
nuclear attack the US can launch and the 
impossibility of achieving a fully effectiv~~cre: 
fense, however, we believe that the Soviet 
leaders have decided that a capability to 
destroy only urban .and industrial centers, 
while a powerful deterrent, would be inade­
quate should general war occur. 

27. Consequently, we ·believe that the Soviets 
will seek a larger strike capability. This will 
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probably be one large enough to bring under 
attack the SAC bomber bases and other soft 
and semihardened US military installations 
against which their ICBMs are an efficient 
weapon system. Further, in determining 
force goals, they may also wish to provide 
themselves with an ICBM force large enough 
to permit them to attack some hardened US 
targets, and to have a more substantial resid­
ual striking. capability after a US attack. 
Although the Soviets would probably not re­
gard a capability on this order as adequate 
for deliberate initiation of general war, it 
would put them in a position to strike pre­
emptively at an important segment of the US 
nuclear delivery forces should they reach a 
decision that such action was required. 

28. Taking these considerations into account, 
we believe that the USSR will have an ICBM 
fqrce of several hundred operational launchers 
in the period 1964-1967. The deployment 
complexes presently in operation and under 
construction, while protected by concealment 
from ground observation, some dispersal, and 
surface-to-air missiles, are unhardened and 
vulnerable to overhead observation. In view 
of Soviet concern for US reconnaissance and 
attack capabilities, we believe that the Soviets 
will move to increase the survivability of their · 
ICBM force. In the mid-1960's, the bulk of 
the force will probably be protected by greater 
dispersal and possibly by semihardening, and 
some of the later launchers will probably be 
fully hardened. More than one missile will 
probably be available for most launcher~·-

29. In addition, through 1967, we forecast that 
the USSR will retain a mix of long range 
weapon systems. This will include a heavy 
bomber force which will probably remain rela­
tively small but increase in quality, and an 
expanding force of missile submarines. 
Medium bomber strength will probably drop 
t.o a few hundred by the mid-1960's, but a con­
siderable portion of these will be supersonic 
"dash" types, perhaps equipped for standoff 
missile delivery and for armed reconnaissance. 
After about the next year, ballistic missile 

forces other than ICBMs will be characterized 
by shifts to improved, longer range systems 
rather than by sheer numerical expansion. 

30. In addition to strengthening defenses 
against manned bombers and cruise-type mis­
siles,_ we believe th?-t-a- m:1.jor Soviet obj~ctive 
of the mid-1960's will be to achieve defenses 
against long-range ballistic missiles before the 
US has acquired a comparable capability. In 
Soviet eyes, this would enable them to claim 
an important advantage over the US. For 
political as well as military reasons, the So­
viets probably would wish to deploy antimis­
sile defense in at least a few critical areas even 
if the available system provided only a limited, 
interim capability. Considering these factors 
and the present status of the Soviet research 
and development program, we estimate that 
in the period 1963-1966 the Soviets will begin· 
at least limited deployment of an antimissile 
system. Soviet cities will probably have pri­
ority for deployment of any AICBM defenses 
available through 1967. We believe that 
throughout this period, the Soviets are likely 
to have only a marginal capability for inter­
ference with US satellites. 

31. We believe that the Soviet leaders will con­
tinue to retain large theater and naval forces. 
The extent to which these forces are reduced 
in the next few years will depend in part on 
the prevai;ling internation.al situation, but we 
now believe it may rest equally on the course 
of.the Internal Soviet discussion regarding the 
nature and duration or· a large-scale. war 
fought with nuc~~ar weapons. In general, we 
believe that economic and political factors, to­
·gether. with the further growth of nuclear 
capabilities, will at some point persuade the 
Soviet leaders to revert to the military m?-n-~ 
power reductions begun in 1960 but suspended 
in 1961. Ground divisions and tactical air 
forces will probably be reduced and older ships .. 
retired or mothballed, but the USSR will re­
tain sizable forces calculated to be sufficient 
for all types of warfare, nuclear and conven­
tional, limited and general. Moreover, the 
Soviets will not abandon the reservist and 
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mobilization system designed to augment their 
forces rapidly should the need arise. 

32. The recent nuclear test series does not in 
itself provide clear guidelines as to possible 
changes in force structure or strategic con­
cepts. We believe that long-range striking 
forces have been given priority in the alloca­
tion of available nuclear materials, and that 
limitations in the Soviet stockpile have con­
sequently restricted the nuclear capabilities of 
other forces. The broad range of proof tests, 
weapon effects tests, and developmental tests 
in the 1961 series suggests an effort to im­
prove the nuclear capabilities of all arms of 
the Soviet military establishment. We had 
anticipated that in any event the limitations 
on allocation of nuclear weapons to air de­
fense, theater, and naval forces would have 
eased by the mld-1960's and this trend may 
be hastened by the recent tests. These forces 
.will then have a greater variety of nuclear 
weapons at their disposal. 

33. It now appears that the trend in nuclear 
weapon yields of long-range missile and 
bomber systems will be upwards. The use of 
higher yield weapons would tend to reduce 
Soviet numerical requirements for delivery 
vehicles to accomplish given objectives, al­
though for attacking military targets the 
accuracy and reliability of the Soviet weapon 
systems are generally.more critical than war.:. 
head yield. Warheads ·in the 25 MT class, 
which could probably be made available in 
quantity within a year or so, would enhance 
the capabilities of the first generation Soviet 
ICBM against hardened targets. It Is reason­
able to believe that some of the new ICBMs 
now under intensive testing are designed to 
carry warheads of very high yield. Never­
theless, we continue to believe it unlikely that 
the Soviets would try to acquire the very large 
number of ICBM launchers needed for effec­
tive attack on all the hardened ICBM sites 
planned by the US. For the present, the very 
high yield devices are probably intended ·to 
support deterrence and psychological warfare, 
although we have no doubt that military uses 
are also intended. 

POLICY AND STRATEGIES TO THE MID-1960's 

34. From the developments likely to occur in 
Soviet forces, and from implications found in 
current discussions of military doctrine, we 
conclude that, over ~he -ne~five years or so, 
the Soviets _are unlikely to develop a military 
strategy and .. posture aimed at the deliberate 
initiation of general war. They are likely to 
continue to believe that their policy goals 
cannot be achieved by this means. There­
fore, their first priority, since they evidently 
do intend to pursue forward policies involving 
some level of risk, will. be to have a credible 
.deterrent against initiation of war by the 
West. They will recognize that deterrence 
may fail, and if completely convinced in some 
situation of high risk that the West was about 
to launch a general nuclear attack, would at­
tempt to pre-empt. Their strategy for the 
conduct of general war will probably call for 
delivering large-scale nuclear blows against 
Western striking forces and national centers 
of power, protecting the Soviet homeland 
against nuclear attack to the extent fea:>ible, 
and subsequently committing their remaining 
forces to extended campaigns probably aimed 
initially at the occupation of Western Europe. 

35. The Soviets· will want a formidable mili­
tary posture primarily to prevent such a war, 
but they will also want it as a support to 
vigorous policy initiatives short of war. These 
latter will include ln particular the sponsor­
ship of revolutionary activity directed at ad­
vancing Communist or pro-Soviet groups to 
power in any part of the world where the 
opportunity exists oc can be created. It is this 
sort" of struggle below the ·1evel of direct mili­
tary engagement with the major Western 
Powers which will almost certainly continue 
to be the Soviets' principal reliance in seeking 
the expansion of their power. 

36. It is conceivable, however, that by ~he mid-
1960's the Soviets will come to regard the 
deterrence which they can exert upon the 
West as strong enough to permit them, with­
out excessive risk, to use their own forces in 
local military actions. They will certainly 
continue to have field forces on a sca!.e · to 
permit this in areas peripheral to Soviet Bloc 
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territory, and these will be forces of increased 
mobility and flexibility. They are also capa­
ble of acquiring the naval strength, air trans­
port, and special forces to conduct local mili­
tary action in more remote areas.. On the 
whole, however, we believe that the Soviets 
are unlikely to adopt such a course as a mat­
ter of general policy, in part because of the 
risks involved but also because in their view 
there is likely to be increasing opportunity to 
advance their cause by nonmilitary means. 

37. The use of Soviet forces in local military 
actions outside the Bloc, if attempted, would 
be unlikely to take the form of naked military 
aggression. Instead, any use of Soviet forces 

outside. the Bloc would take the form of sup­
port to revolutionary actions by local Com­
munist or pro-Soviet forces, where a pretext 
could be made that Soviet intervention was 
intended to forestall intervention by the "im­
perialists." We believe tnere is some possi­
bility that i;~ch a strategy will emerge by the 
mid-1960's and villl be applied to vulnerable 
areas bordering on the Soviet Bloc. We think 
it more likely, however, that the Soviets will 
continue to rely on local Political revolutionary 
forces, operating without overt Soviet military 
support but under the protection of an increas­
ing deterrent power, to achieve a more gradual 
expansion of the area of Soviet control. 
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SECRET 

CAPABILITIES OF.Tl:iE 
SOVfET Tl:lEATER .... 
FORCES 

To estimate the role and capabilities of the Soviet theater 
forces, especially against the NATO area in Europe, at present 
and over the next two years or so. 

FOREWORD 

1. As considered in .this estimate, the components of the Soviet 
theater forces include: the ground forces and their weapons; 
tactical aircraft and .missiles; supporting and logistical elements 
such as transport aircraft; and major portions of the surface 
naval and submarine fleets. The roles and capabilities of those 
Soviet forces which would perform other primary military mis­
sions, notably long-range striking forces and air and missile 
defense forces, are the subject of other National Intelligence 
Estimates. 

2. In recent years, Soviets have debated at greater depth than 
in the past the probable nature of a general nuclear con.tlict 
between the Bloc and the West, and the information available 
to us refiects this increased attention. In this estimate, par­
ticularly in Chapters I and IV, we consider mainly the employ­
ment of Soviet theater forces in general nuclear war, taking some 
account of the way in which Soviet plans might be affected if 
operations were begun on short notice, or after a period of prepa­
ration. In. Chapter V, we consider at much shorter length the 
possible employment of these forces in limited nuclear or con­
ventional warfare under the threat of escalation. 

3. It should be empluµ;ized that, in discussing Soviet theater 
forces and their capabilities, we do not take account of the actions 
of opposing Western forces. In particular, we do not assess the 
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effect on Soviet theater forces of an initial, strategic nuclear ex­
change. We believe, however, that the effect of such an exchange 
could be a principal factor governing the ability of Sovienhea:ter 
forces to carry out their assigned missionS in a: _general war. 

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS 1 

A. Soviet military doctrine for general nuclear war stresses 
the use of all types of forces, and not strategic forces alone, from 
the outset of hostilities. The requirements for general nuclear 
war,. as the Soviets see tliem, include forces prepared for action 
during a relatively brief strategic exchange, and forces suitable 
for protracted theater warfare involving extensive campaigns. 
Although this position imposes heavy demands on Soviet re­
sources, it is still being sustained after extensive debate within 
the political and military leadership. We believe that for at 
least the next few years the Soviets will continue to regard large 
theater forces as essent~al. (Paras. 1-5) 

B. Soviet doctrine continues to assum:'! the full-scale employ­
ment of theater forces from the outset of a general war, with 
the ultimate objective of annihilating enemy military capabilities 
and occupYffig territory. The prospect of nuclear warfare has 
led to many modifications but no radical revisions in operational 
doctrine for theater forces. Efforts are being made to adjust 
organization and training to the requirements of rapid advance 
and flexible maneuver, to coordinate the employment of tactical 
nuclear support for Soviet forces, and to ensure destruction of 
the comparable nuclear means of the enemy. The traditional . 
Soviet concept of combined arms operations has provided a basis 
for gearing modernized tactical air and missile support to the 
motorized and armored ground forces. (Paras. 6-11} 

C. The ground elements of Soviet theater forces, containing 
nearly two million men and representing the largest part of the 
total military establishment, are well-trained and equipped with 
excellent materiel Present trends point to a continuing em­
phasis on firepower and mobility. We estimate that there are 

' The Assistant Chief of Staff, Intelllgence, USAF, dissents from mafor aspects 
o! this estimate. For his views, see pages 7-10, Immediately following the 
SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS. 
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about 145 line divisions, approximately 80 of them considered to 
be combat ready and the remainder at low and cadre strength. 
The strongest concentrations are in East Germany an~ in tile 
western and southern border regions of the USSR. If the Soviets 
were able to mobilize for 30 days before the initiation of1iostilities, 
they could expand their total forces to about 100 combat ready 
and 125 nonready divisions, although there would be deficiencies 
in training, equipment, and supporting units. (Paras. 13-16, 
46-49) 

D. Short-range rockets and road mobile missiles with ranges 
up to 350 nautical miles are now in the artillery support 
structure of major Soviet theater commands .. Tactical Aviation 
has been sharply reduced in quantity, and a prime current de­
ficiency is the small number of modern aircraft, particularly 
fighter bom;bers. However, there have been qualitative improve­
ments in aircraft and their armament, and this trend will con­
tinue. In addition, tactical ballistic and antiaircraft missiles 
are now available, and theater support could also be afforded 
by MRBMs· and ffiBMs in western USSR. These developments 
provide a net increase in the firepower available to support theater 
forces in the event of general war, but at the expense of some 
flexibility. (Paras. 17-21) 

E. Organic air transport is now sufficient to airlift simul­
taneously only one airborne division or the assault echelons of 
two such divisions; we believe that this capacity may be doubled 
in the next several years. Amphibious assault capabilities are 
extremely limited, and there are no indications of significant 
future improvements. (Paras. 29-30, 33-34) 

F. Tactical nuclear support is still limited in quantity and 
quality, but it has improved markedly over the past few years. 
Soviet military planners are now in a position to think in terms 
of committing up to a few hundred nuclear weapons, virtually 
all with yields in the kiloton range, to a typical front operation.2 

Limitation.5 on the quantity and vatj.ety of nuclear weapons 
available to: theater forces will have eased by the mid-1960's. The 
Soviets are probably developing subkiloton weapons, but we have 
no present evidence of work on delivery systems designed spe-

•A front Is roughly comparable to a Western army group. 

SECRET 3 

241 



43. (continued) 

SECRET 

cifically for such weapons. We believe that chemical warfare 
munitions are available in quantity and would be used ex­
tensively in conjunction with nuclear and conventional weapons 
in general war. (Paras. 25-27, 45) 

G. Although tactical nuclear delivery systems are integral to 
Soviet theater forces, the nuclear weapons themselves do not 
appear to be in their custody. Such weapons are normally stored 
in depots operated by the Ministry of Defense and located within 
the USSR. Soviet procedures for controlling these weaporui en­
sure the national leadership that they will not be used without 
authorization. Existing procedures, together with deficiencies in 
logistical support, appear to penalize the Soviets in: terms of 
operational readiness and rapid response for tactical nuclear 
weapons employment. (Paras. 22-24) 

H. The Soviets probably consider the East European Satellite 
forces to be a sizable but problematic asset, because of their 
varying levels of effectiveness and reliability. In, the event of 
war, however, the USSR would probably employ some Satellite 
forces in combined combat operations, by integrating selected 
Satellite divisions, corps, or even field armies directly into major 
Soviet commands. Other Satellite units would be retained under 
national command for security, reserve, and other functions. 
(Paras. 36-3'1, 41-42) 

I. The principal operations of Soviet theater forces in gen­
eral war would be directed against NATO in Europe. The Soviets 
plan to move massive forces rapidly toward the Channel coast 
in the initial days of such a war. This campaign would prob­
ably be augmented by operations in Scandinavia, operations 
toward the Mediterranean, and operations toward the exits of 
the Baltic and Black Seas. The ~viet submarine fleet would 
contribute to the campaign against Western Europe by inter­
diction operations against the highly important Atlantic supply 
lines. Other peripheral areas, notably the Far East, apparently 
have lesser priority for theater force operations. Soviet capa­
bilities to conduct theater force operations against North America 
are liniited to minor airborne and amphibious attacks against 
Alaska and other Arctic bases. (Paras. 44, 59) 
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J. Although Soviet theater forces are formidable, especially 
in the area facing NATO in Europe, they continue to have certain 
limitations beyond those of tactical nuclear support. In the 
initial period of a general war, a signifie<ant portion of the tactical 
fighters would need to be assigned to inter:~~ptor as well as to 
ground, attack missions. In offensive operatioil.S, the highly 
mechanized group forces are in constant danger of outrunning 
their logistic support. Finally, existing command and control 
systems do not permit the Soviets to exercise their· traditional 
strict supervision over subordinates in ~he widely extended de­
ployment required on the nuclear battlefield. (Para. 45) 

K. The Soviets currently have 22 line divisions and 1,200 
tactical aircraft stationed in East Germany and Poland. In a 
situation in which surprise or pre-emption were overriding con­
siderations, they could launch an attack against Western Europe 
withou~ prior buildup. If circumstances permitted, however, the 
USSR \'fould seek to assemble a considerably larger striking force, 
primarily of Soviet but probably including some Satellite units. 
This force could comprise three fronts with a total of 50-SO divi­
sions and 2,000 tactical aircraft. We estimate that under non­
combat eonditions, such a striking force could be built up in 
East ~rmany and western Czechoslovakia within 30 days, and 
a theater reserve could be provided for backup. The ability of 
these and other Soviet theater forces to carry out their assigned 
general war campaigns could be governed principally by the 
effects of the initial nuclear exchange. (Paras. 53-58) 

. L. '.!;he adjustments in Soviet theater forces in the past few 
years have not materially impaired their capabilities to conduct 
nonnuc:lear operations. The USSR's highly mechanized forces 
have favorable characteristics for the dispersed operations re­
qut:ed because of the constant possibility of escalation to nuclear 
warfare. Over the past two years, the nonnuclear firepower· of 
ground units has not been significantly altered, but the support­
ing nonnuclear firepower which can be delivered by tactical air­
craft has decreased. There are indications that the Soviets have 
recently given recognition to the possibility of nonnuclear war 
with NATO forces in Europe. They probably intend to retain 
capabilities for conventional warfare against NATO, but they do 
not appear to have revised their expectation that any major 
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conflict with NATO would be nuclear from the start or would 
probably escalate. (Paras. 63-66) 

M. The Soviets have evidently not elaborated any doctrine-­
for limited nuclear warfare by theater forces; involving the use 
of tactical weapons only. We think they would be severely' handi­
capped in any attempts to conduct such warfare at present. 
Moreover, thus far the Soviets appear to think that limited nu­
clear conflict in the NATO area would almost certainly escalate 
to general war. (Para. 67) 
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CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY 
Directorate of Intelligence 

28 April 1972 

INTELLIGENCE MEMORANDUM 

SOVIET DEFENSE POLICY 
1962-72 

I. BASIC OBJECTIVES AND TRENDS 

The objectives underlying Soviet military 
policies can be described today in much the same 
wa~ as a decade ago: preserving the security of 
the homeland; maintaining hegemony over Eastern 
Europe; and fostering an image of strength in 
support of a strong foreign policy aimed at expand­
ing Soviet influence. 

The military policies that suppor~ these objec­
tives, however, have shifted markedly. The impul­
sive policies of Khrushchev, who downgraded the 
importance of conventional forces and tried to 
buy a strategic nuclear deterrent cheaply, gave 
way in the mid-Sixties to more functional con-
cepts of military power under Brezhnev and Kosygin. 
Soviet military policy was also influenced by 
fundamental changes in the way the USSR viewed 
its own power in relation to the other major coun­
tries of the world, by its estimate of the external 
threat, and by the impact of new technology on 
Soviet weaponry--and on the capabilities of poten­
tial enemies. 

Trends in Military Policies 

In broadest outline, the major trends in So­
viet military policies over the past decade have 
been these: 

Note: This memorandum was prepared by the Office 
of Strategic Rgsearch and coordinated within CIA. 
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Comparison of US Expenditures With Dollar Valuations 
of. USSR Expenditures for Defense, 1963-1972 

8'//ion l910 dollars 
100 

75 

50 

25 

us 

O'--~~,__~~-'--~~-'-~~-'-~~-'-~~-'-~~-'~~-'~~~ 

- 196• 1965 .... • •• , •••• 1969 1970 1971 •• !.?..:~ ... 

246 



44. (continued) 

Expansion and improvement of strategic offen­
sive and defensive forces to the point that 
the Soviets now regard themselves as having 
achieved rough strategic parity with the US. 

Continued maintenance of strohg.gr-Ound, air, 
and missile forces oppos-i.te.,NATO, but with 
increasing confidence that NATO does not ·pose 
an inuninent military threat. 

Growing concern over the possibility of ·armed 
conflict with China, and a consequent strength­
ening of military forces along the border since 
the mid-Sixties. 

Development of missile-equipped naval forces 
increasingly able to operate in distant areas, 
both to counter Western naval forces and to 
show the flag. 

Trends in Military Spending 

These policies led to a gradual increase in mili­
tary spending. Total Soviet expenditures for military 
purposes grew from an estimated 18 billion rubles 
(58 billion dollars) in 1963 to about 22 billion 
rubles (72 billion dollars) in 197l, an increase of 
about 22 percent.* The graph opposite shows the 
trend in Soviet.military spending and compares it 
to US expenditures over the years. 

The year-to-year changes in Soviet military ex­
penditures have been shaped mainly by the Soviet 
drive to catch up with the US in strategic arms. 
Much of the rapid.growth between 1966 and 1970 re­
sulted ·from increases in outlays for strategic at­
tack and defense programs, and particularly for 
military research and development. A decline in 
strategic attack ·expenditures--reflecting a leveling 

* The ruble figures are estimates of what the USSR 
pays for its military forces and programs. The 
dollar figures are estimates of what the Soviet 
forces and programs would cost if purchased and 
operated in the US. 
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Comparison of US Expenditures With Dollar Valuations 
Of USSR Expenditures for Military RDT&E: 1963·1971 
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off in ICBM deployment--was primarily responsible 
for the low growth rate of about l percent in 1971. 
Soviet defense expenditures for 1972 are expected 
to reach about 22.5 billion rubles (74 billion dol­
lars), about 2 1/2 percent more than in ·19;~. 

Since 1967, the most dynamic ei~ent in Soviet 
defense spending has been military research and de­
velopment. It has climbed sharply and in 1971 ac­
counted for over 15 percent of the total dollar val­
uation of the Soviet defense effort. Historically 
the US has outspent the Soviets in this area, but 
since 1969 this relationship has been reversed as a 
result of continued growth of the Soviet effort while 
us spending on military R&D declined. (See Graph) 

Trends in Military Manpower 

Soviet military manpower has increased substan­
tially over the past decade, moving from a total of 
about 3 million in 1962 to over 3.9 million this 
year. The increase resulted largely from the growth 
of ground forces to reinforce the border opposite 
China, and from the expansion of strategic forces. 

US military manpower has shown a markedly dif­
ferent trend and is now about 1 1/2 million men below 
the Soviet total. Manpower for strategic forces has 
declined steadily, while general purpose forces peaked 
during the height of the Vietnam War and then de­
clined. (Table 4 of the Annex compares US and Soviet 
military manpower trends.) 

II. STRATEGIC FORCES 

In the aftermath of the Cuban missile crisis 
and the failure of Khrushchev's effort to improve 
the USSR's strategic position at one stroke, Soviet 
leaders saw the building of a significant deterrent 
force as their most pressing military requirement. 
It was evident to them that their small force of 
ICBMs, heavy bombers, and missile submarines was 
being grossly outnumbered by US missile and bomber 
deployment programs, and that their strategic de­
fenses were becoming outmoded. Their response was 
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Operational US and USSR ICBM Launchers 
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44. (continued) 

to undertake a massive effort to redress this growing 
imbalance by deploying large, survivable strategic 
attack forces and improving their strategic defenses. 

Intercontinental Attack.For~es 

At the end of 1962, the Soviet intercontinental 
attack forces was composed of some 200 heavy bombers, 
54 soft ICBM launchers, and less than a hundred short­
range submarine-launched ballistic missiles. The 
only expansion under way was in the ICBM force, and 
that was moving slowly. The US, in contrast, had a 
bomber fleet of over 600 B-52s, 175 Atlas and Titan 
ICBMs, and 9 Polaris m~ssile submarines carrying 16 
missiles each. Moreover, the Minuteman ICBM was on 
the verge of large-scale deployment, and Polaris 
submarine production was continuing. 

Several new Sovfet weapons systems were already 
in research and develop~ent at that time, and the 
decision was made to embark on a sustained high­
·priori ty deployment effort centering on three of 
them: the large, high-yield SS-9 ICBM1 the relatively 
small SS-11 ICBM1 and the 16-tube Y class ballistic 
missile submarine. Bombers were retained as part of 
the force mix, but there was to be no effort to match 
the US bomber fleet numerically. 

In the decade to follow, the Soviets worked a 
dramatic improvement in their strategic posture rela­
tive to the US. us deployment programs leveled off 
in the mid and late Sixties, and the Soviets b.egan 
to catch up. The graphs opposite illustrate this 
trend for the ICBM and missile submarine forces. 

ICBM Force Develo~ments. By the end of 1968, 
the Soviets had reache virtual parity with the US 
in numbers of operational ICBMs, most of them now in 
hardened silos, and by the time SALT began in late 
1969 they were moving well ahead. In the fall of 
1970, there was a major switch in the ICBM deployment 
program. Construction of additional standard silos 
was abruptly halted, and a few groups of silos were 
even abandoned before they were finished. Instead, 
the Soviets introduced two new types of silos designed 

-4-

251 



44. (continued) 

for increased hardness, one probably intended for a 
large new missile and the other for a variant of the 
small SS-11. Over the next several months the Soviets 
began construction on 91 of the new-type silos, but 
in the summer of 1971 they stopped adding more and 
have not done so since. 

Missile Submarines. The Y·class submarine con­
struction program came later than the ICBM programs, 
but was well under way by 1968. Production reached 
a rate of 8 units a year in 1970. Since then, pro­
duction has begun shifting from the standard Y class 
to a modified version which will carry a larger mis­
sile but will have 12 rather than 16 launch tubes. 
If production continues at current rates, the opera­
tional Y-class fleet would equal the US fleet of 41 
modern ballistic missile submarines in 1974. Because 
of the reduced number of launch tubes in the new ver­
sion, however, it would be another year before the So-
viets caught ·up in total modern submarine missile launchers. 

R&D Programs. While pursuing these deployment 
programs, the Soviets have continued to develop new 
offensive weaponry. There is evidence, for example, 
that preliminary tests of a new ICBM larger than the 
SS-9.began in late 1971, and other new missile pro­
jects appear to be in the offing. In addition, a 
3,000-mile missile for the submarine force has been 
tested extensively, and it will soon be at sea on the 
new version of the Y·class submarine. 

One significant feature of Soviet missile ~e­
velopment so far has been the absence of any flight 
test programs for multiple independently targeted 
re-entry vehicles (MIRVs). The large new ICBM is a 
good candidate to be the first Soviet missile with 
MIRVs, ·but in this area the Soviets lag considerably 
behind the US, whose Minuteman III and Poseidon MIRV 
systems are already operational. Thus, while catching 
up with the US in total numbers of missile launchers, 
the Soviets have begun to fall behind again in another 
important measure of strategic attack capability--the 
number of separate targets that each side could at­
tack. The US now has a commanding lead in this re­
spect, and that lead is likely to grow at least through 
the mid-1970s. 
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Expenditures for Strategic Attack. In dollar 
terms, the Soviets have spent about the same amount 
on intercontinental attack forces in the 1963-71 
period as the.United States. The Sovi.ets, -however, 
have also maintained a substantial effort on periph­
eral attack forces which have no exact counterpart 
in the US, and when these expenditures are included 
overall. Soviet expenditures on strategic attack for 
the 1963-71 period were about one-third more. Since 
US spending for intercontinental attack forces peaked 
before 1963, while Soviet spending did not reach its 
peak until 1969, these comparisons understate the 
long-term US effort to some extent. (The graphic 
opposite page 7 shows the trends in US and Soviet 
expenditures for strategic attack.) 

Strtttegic Defense 

Def.ense of the homeland from strategic attack 
has historically had a high priority in Soviet mili­
tary planning, claiming a much higher share of re­
sources than do strategic defenses in the US budget. 
In 1962, PVO Strany, the Soviet strategic defense 
organization, could already boast that it was numeri­
cally the largest air defense organization in the 
world, having some 7,500 SAM launchers and 4,500 
interceptor aircraft. Moreover, construction had 
begun on ABM defenses around Moscow. 

But the massive Soviet investments in missiles, 
aircraft, and radars were being undermined by chang­
ing US offensive capabilities. New US weapons ·and 
tactics--low-altitude penetration of bombers carrying 
long-range standoff weapons, and penetration aids 
and MIRVs on ballistic missiles--posed pr·oblems not 
satisfactorily solved to this day. The story of PVO 
Strany during the past decade is one of a vigorous 
but imperfect effort to upgrade its forces to counter 
the fast-paced changes in the US offense. 

Air Defense Improvements. Unlike the us, the 
Soviets have added steadily to their air-defense 
weaponry in recent years. Since 1964 they have in­
troduced five new types of fighter-interceptors, and 
production is continuing on two of them. The air­
defense missile force has also continued to expand 
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Comparison of US Expenditures With Dollar Valuations of USSR Expenditures 
for Strategic Attack and Strategic Defense, 1963·1971 
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44. (continued) 

and improve. Deployment programs are still in prog­
ress for the long-range SA-5 system and the SA-3 sys­
tem designed for low-altitude defense. New radars, 
communications systems, and hardened control facili­
ties have also been added .. These improvements have 
plugged many gaps in Soviet air defenses, but they 
have not closed off the threat of low-altitude pene­
tration by attacking bombers. 

ABM Developments. The decision to begin deploy­
ing ABMs around Moscow in 1962 gave the Soviets an 
early start, but it saddled them with a system based 
on technology that was soon to be overtaken by offen­
sive innovations. The dish-type radar used for target 
tracking, for example, is capable of engaging only 
a few targets at a time. The Soviets apparently soon 
recognized that the system could be overcome by 
mi:rl:tiple warheads and penetration aids, and between 
1964 and 1967 they abandoned half of the ABM sites 
begun around Moscow. 

In 1967, the Soviets began experimenting with 
new types of ABM radars capable of handling many tar­
gets simultaneously, and a year later, work started 
on a prototype for a completely new ABM system using 
this kind of radar. The new system is cheaper than 
the cumbersome Moscow system and could be deployed in 
much shorter time (construction of the sites at Moscow 
took about 7 years) • The range of this system appears 
to be considerably less than that of the Moscow system, 
and it could be used for local defense of key target 
areas or possibly ICBM fields. Meanwhile, new_ ABM 
missiles have been undergoing tests since late 1970. 

So far, none of the new ABM equipment has been 
put into operational use. Satellite photography has 
not revealed any evidence of operational ABM deploy­
ment in the Soviet Union beyond the Moscow area. 

Expenditures for Strategic Defense. Soviet ex­
penditures for deploying and operating their strategic 
defenses, as valued in dollars, have been nearly three 
times those of the US during the past decade. (The 
graph opposite shows the trends for both countries.) 
This difference is accounted for largely by the USSR's 
larger commitment to air defense--a reflection of 
the fact that the Soviets are confronted by a much 
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larger bomber threat than is the US. The total ex­
penditures of the two countries on deployment of ABM 
systems have been about same. In the ABM field, of 
course, expenditures on R&D in both countries have 
greatly exceed·ed the deployµient and operartng ex­
penses incurred so far, but it has not been possible 
to make meaningful comparisons of ABM R&D spending. 

Soviet Strategic Concepts and Perceptions 

The way ·the Soviets have developed, deployed, 
and operated their strategic forces says several 
things about how they view the utility of these 
forces: 

They consider these forces primarily as a 
deterrent. The major effort has been on 
programs which assure the ability of these 
forces to absorb a US strike and still be 
able to return a devastating blow. 

They nevertheless plan for the possibility 
that deterrence might fail. They give high 
priority to strategic defenses, and they 
apparently target their strategic attack 
forces primarily against military-related 
installations rather than population and 
industry per se. In their doctrine, the 
preferred use of strategic attack forces is 
to pre-empt--that is, to launch an all-out 
strike against the enemy's forces when the 
enemy clearly is about to launch his own nu­
clear attack. A "launch-on-warning" strategy 
has also been advocated by some Soviet mili­
tary writers, but others have warned of the 
risks involved. 

They do not contemplate launching a sudden, 
bolt-from-the-blue, first strike on the us, 
nor do they expect one on themselves. They 
have not acquired forces with the necessary 
combination of accuracy, yield, and numbers 
to be effective in this role, and there is 
abu11.dant evidence that. they do not maintain 
their strategic forces in a state of constant 
alert. (One of the enduring tenets of their 
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doctrine is that any general war would be pre­
ceded by an extended buildup of tensions that 
would allow time for preparation.) 

Soviet strategic doctrine also appea~-to reject 
the feasibility of graduated nuclear warfare" In 
their writings and statements on.·-the1·subject, Soviet 
strategists are consistently skeptical that it is pos­
sible for two nuclear powers to exercise restraint 
once nuclear weapons have been employed. 

The Soviet leadership has. probably concluded that 
for the foreseeable future neither the US nor the USSR 
will be capable of acquiring a strategic superiority 
sufficient to ensure success in confrontation or a 
victory other than a Pyrrhic one in a nuclear war. 
Nevertheless, there are those in Moscow who believe 
th'at the US is striving to obtain some relative ad­
vantage in terms of political-military leverage and 
actual warfighting capabilities. The US doctrine of 
"strategic sufficiency" and emphasis on MIRV programs 

·have been interpreted in some Soviet quarters as point­
ing in this direction. There are also voices calling 
for the USSR to strive for a measure of advantage. 

There is probably no unanimous view in the Kremlin, 
however, as to how the strategic relationship should 
be measured. One senior member of the Soviet SALT 
delegation complained that some Soviet military men 
still tend to think as though they are counting "rifles 
and cannons" and pay too little attention to qualita­
tive factors in looking at the strategic equation. At 
the same time, there is evidence that the Soviets per­
form sophisticated war-gaming analysis in much the same 
way as the US does. Whatever the measures, it is clear 
that the Soviets attach great,irnpor~ance to maintaining 
a position of "strategic equality" with the US and having 
it recognized by the US and other nations. 

Soviet Motives at SALT 

The Soviet decision to enter SALT in mid-1968 
was induced not only by the evolution of a rough 
numerical parity between the two opposing strategic 
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arsenals, but also by a number of interrelated eco­
nomic and political considerations. AS SALT has 
progressed over the first seven rounds, Soviet in­
terest in an arms limitation agreement has come 
into sharper focus. 

One of Moscow's primary interes.t.s has been to 
stabilize the US-Soviet strategic relationship and 
to gain US recognition of the principle of "equal 
security with no military advantage for either side." 
Although the strategic forces of the two sides are 
asynunetrical, the Soviets apparently believe them 
to be comparable in terms of overall capabilities, 
and undoubtedly appreciate that this acknowledgement 
at SALT would buttress their claim for a role in 
world affairs equivalent to that of the United States. 

Moscow's decision to enter SALT also reflected 
itS-desire to limit certain aspects of US-Soviet 
competition through negotiation. The negotiating 
record has indicated,. however, that the Soviets did 
not enter SALT with the intent of ending strategic 
competition between the two .countries. Rather, 
they have attempted to narrow the focus of this 
competition and limit it chiefly to the qualita­
tive area of research and development. They have 
also insisted that force modernization be allowed 
to continue, at least under the terms of an interim 
agreement. 

In spite of the Soviet buildup in strategic 
forces over the past ~ecade the share of GNP al­
located to defense fell to about 6 percent in 1971. 
This declining military burden indicates that purely 
economic considerations have not forced the Soviets 
to seek a SALT agreement. The Soviets may, never­
theless, hope to realize some savings in terms of 
high-qua~ity physical and human resources--assets 
that are needed to modernize the civilian economy 
and boost productivity. 

III. GENERAL PURPOSE FORCES 

Forces Opposite NATO 

The structure and posture of Soviet and Warsaw 
Pact theater forces at the time of the 1962 Cuban 
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'BOP SEGRE'-·---
missile crisis reflected Soviet doctrine which had 
evolved in the late Fifties and early Sixties. 
This doctrine was based on the belief that any war 
between NATO and the Warsaw Pact would immediately 
escalate to nuclear war. 

In the Pact strategy for n\wlear war in Europe, 
the mission of the ground forces was to exploit mas­
sive nuclear strikes delivered throughout the depth 
of the theater by advancing rapidly across Western 
Europe. Ground and tactical air forces were equipped 
to provide greater mobility and concentrated, short 
term combat power. The ground forces were entirely 
mechanized and provided with massive numbers of tanks. 
The number of tactical aircraft was reduced, and 
equipment modernization programs emphasized air de­
fense and tactical nuclear delivery capabilities. 
TlU:.s focus on nuclear warfare resulted in a decline 
in conventional firepower. 

By 1968, the Soviet view of war in Europe had 
undergone a significant change. In response to the 
NATO flexible response strategy, Pact planners have 
come to believe that the initial period of a war 
with NATO could be fought without the use of nuclear 
weapons. They still cling to the view that an un­
successful NATO conventional offensive--or a break­
through by a Warsaw Pact counteroffensive--would 
compel NATO to resort to tactical nuclear weapons. 
The Soviets see the conventional phase, therefore, 
as only a prelude to nuclear war. The Soviets be­
lieve moreover, that NATO does not intend to re­
strict a European conflict to the use of tactical 
nuclear weapons only and that a limited nuclear 
response on the part of the Pact would only offer 
the West the opportunity to deliver a massive and 
decisive strategic nuclear strike. 

Soviet acceptance of a possible nonnuclear 
phase of hostilities has led to some changes in 
force structure. Division artillery, for example, 
has been increased by about 50 percent since 1967, 
Pact tactical aircraft, however, continue to be 
characterized by relatively small payloads, de­
spite some improvements in current Soviet fighters. 
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For this reason the Soviets plan to use medium bombers 
for large-scale conventional bombing in the initial 
phase of a war with NATO. At the same time, the So­
viets have continued to develop their tactical nuclear 
capabilities, increasing their tactical nuc±ear mis­
sile forces by about one-third. 

Aside from these changes in combat support, So­
viet theater force organization has not diverged sig­
nificantly from the pattern established in the early 
Sixties. This organization emphasizes the shock 
power, mobility, and protection against nuclear ef­
fects of the tank, and is intended for a relatively 
short, fast moving offensive. The Soviets hope to 
conduct a conventional offensive using essentially 
the same tactics as for nuclear war. 

For~s Opposite China 

Deteriorating Soviet-Chinese relations have 
been responsible for significant changes in Soviet 
theater forces during the past decade. Since 1965 
the soviets have tripled their ground forces oppo­
site China, and the buildup is continuing. There 
are now some 37 to 42 Soviet divisions and 370,000 
men deployed in the border area. About 11 of these 
divisions are at or near combat strength. 

The pattern of the ongoing buildup suggests 
that the Soviets intend eventually to have 42 to 
48 divisions and close to 1,100 aircraft opposite 
China. At full strength, this force would have 
about 780,000 troops. Such a force probably would 
enable the Soviets to seize and hold indefinitely 
the most important peripheral regions of China such 
as Manchuria, Inner Mongolia, or large parts of 
Sinkiang. 

It is clear that the Soviets are preparing for 
the possibility of tactical nuclear warfare against 
Chinese forces. .Almost every division along the 
border has nuclear-capable tactical rockets, and 
there are four brigades equipped w{th 160-mile-range 
tactical ballistic missiles. In addition, the So­
viets have deployed the 500-mile Scaleboard and 
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300-mile Shaddock mobile missile systems with ground 
forces in the area. Ultimately the Soviet forces 
along the border will probably have about the same 
proportion of tactical nuclear weapons as the forces 
opposite NATO. 

Some Soviet strategic missil.es and bombers are 
almost certainly targeted against Chiha also. 

Naval Forces 

The requirement for anticarrier forces was the 
major influence on the development of the Soviet 
general purpose naval forces from the mid-Fifties 
through the mid-Sixties. Subsequently the emphasis 
broadened to include improvement of antisubmarine 
capabilities and expansion of out-of-area opera­
tions • .__ 

Anticarrier Forces. The Soviets decided to 
counter Western carrier forces primarily with anti­
ship. cruise missiles, rather than building their own 
carriers. By 1962 the Soviet Navy already had a 
large force of missile-armed medium bombers and had 
begun deploying cruise missile submarines. During 
the early and mid-Sixties the cruise missile sub­
marine force was built up rapidly, and the naval 
air forces received new types of missiles and air­
craft. Long-range cruise missiles also were fitted 
on a-number of new major surface combatants. 

Antisubmarine Warfare. Dur~ng the last half 
of the Sixties the soviets deployed a variety of 
new systems with improved ASW capabilities, while 
continuing to strengthen the anticarrier forces 
as well. The new weapons systems included heli­
copter carriers, long-range ASW aircraft, and two 
new classes of nuclear-powered submarines. 

Despite these efforts, the Soviet Navy has 
made little progress in ASW. It has not solved 
the problem of initial detection of submarines, 
either through use of ASW forces or by an ocean 
surveillance system. As a result, current Soviet 
ASW forces do not pose a serious threat to the US 
ballistic missile submarine force. Furthermore, 
this same deficiency leaves Soviet naval surf ace 
forces vulnerable to Western attack submarines. 
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Out-of-Area Operations. Concurrently with the 
ASW programs, the Soviet Navy undertook a major ef­
fort to operate its forces in distant waters. In 
the early Sixties the Navy rarely ventured outside 
its coastal waters, even during major exercises. 
As late as 1965, Soviet surface combatants, attack 
submarines, ·and naval auxiliaries·-speQt only about 
6,000 ship-days on out-of-area operations. During 
the last half of the Sixties, however, Soviet naval 
operations expanded rapidly. The graph opposite 
shows this trend and compares it with US naval op­
erations. 

The 1962-71 period also saw an expansion of 
Soviet naval activity ir.to new operating areas. 
The Soviet Mediterranean Squadron, for example, 
was.first established in 1964 and grew into a ma­
jor._torce in 1967. Soviet naval forces established 
a presence ip the Indian Ocean in 1968, began a 
series of deployments to the Caribbean in 1969, 
and in 1970 began what has become a small continu­
ous presence off of West Africa. 

Naval air operations have expanded also. In 
1965, the naval air forces received new reconnais­
sance aircraft and began to conduct long-range mis­
sions over the open ocean. In 1968, a Soviet naval 
air squadron was established in Egypt, and in 1970 
naval reconnaissance aircraft began to make brief 
visits to Cuba. 

Shipbuilding. During the 1962-1971 period, 
the Soviets built more major naval ships than the 
us, but their ships were generally smaller. In 
contrast to US practice, the Soviets have shown 
a preference for relatively small multi-purpose 
ships, with an emphasis on speed and firepow~r 
at the expense of range, endurance, and sustained 
combat capability. The only major area in which 
they have surpassed the US is in nwnbers of attack 
submarines, as shown in the following table: 
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Comparislon of US Expenditures With Dollar Valuations 
of USSR Expenditures for General Purpose Forces, 1963·1971 

Billloo itno 111o1111,. 
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Number and Tonna:i:e of Major Naval Shi Es 
· Conunis·sioned, 19"6"2-"1971 

Thousand 
Numbe:r;. Tons 

us USSR us USSR 
.,. 

Major Surface Combatants 83 92 564 291 

Attack Submarines 42 117 154 428 

Major Amphibious Ships 45 11 634 38 

TOTAL 170 220 1,352 757 

The Soviet Navy does not have a major mission of 
grojecting forces ashore, as does the US Navy, nor is 
it as concerned with protecting extended sea lines of 
communications. As a result, the Soviet Navy has been 
able to concentrate its main efforts on systems de­
signed to attack and destroy other naval forces. 

ExEenditures for General Purpose Forces 

Soviet spending on general purpose forces has 
grown slowly during the past decade but has remained 
well. below US expenditures in this category. (The 
graphs opposite illustrate this trend.} Before the 
us made large-scale commitment in Vietnam, US ex­
penditures for general purposes forces averaged 
about 15 percent above the dollar valuation of coun­
terpart Soviet spending. During the height of the 
Vietnam conflict--1965-69--US spending was about 65 
percent higher. Since then US expendi ture.s in this 
category have dropped sharply, and in 1971 they were 
less than 10 percent above the Soviet total. 
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TABLE 1 
SOVIET INTERCONTINENTAL ATTACK FORCES 

ICBM Launchers 
SS-6 
SS-.7 
SS-8 
SS-9 
SS-11 

At ICBM Complexes 
At MR/IRBM Complexes** 

SS-13 
Total 

Ballistic Mi.ssile Submarines 
(Launch tubes in parenthesis) 
G class** 
H class 
Y class._ 

Total 

Heavy Bombers 
Bear 
Bison 

Total 

End 1962 En:d ·1·9"68 

4 
50 

54* 

23(69) 
9 (27) 

32(96)* 

100 
100 
200 

197--
23 

168 

580 

968"* 

22 (66) 
9 (27) 
4 (64) 

35(157)* 

110 
90 

200 

1 April 1972 

190 
19 

288 

850 
120 

60 
r;"S27* 

22(70)" 
9 (30) 

25-27 (400-432: 
56-58 (500-532: 

110 
85 

195 
* These totals are for operational ICBMs and ballistic missile sub­

marines, and they do not include others under construction at the 
·times indicated. At the end of 1968, for ezample, some 330 addi­
tional ICBM silos (60 of them for the SS-9) were under constructio1 
and 13 additional 16-tube Y class submarines were under constructic 
or fitting out. As of 1 April 19?2, there were 91 new-type ICBM 
silos under construction and 15 Y class submarines under construct1 
or fitting out. 

**These probably are intended primarily for attack against targets ir 
Europe and Asia. 

CURRENT US INTERCONTINENTAL ATTACK FORCES 

ICBM Launchers 
Minuteman 
Titan 

Ballistic Missile Submarines 
_Polaris/Poseidon 

Strategic Bombers 
B-52 
FB-111 
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1,000 
54 

r;o54 

41 (656 launch tubes) 

450 
74 

524 
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TABLE 2 
SOVIET STRATEGIC DEFENSE FORCES 

AIR DEFENSES 

Interceptor Aircra·ft 
Subsonic 
Supersonic 

Surface-to-Air Mis·s·i·le L·aunchers 
SA-1 (at Moscow only) 
SA-2 
SA-3 
SA-5 

ABM DEFENSES 
Engagement Radars (Moscow) 
Launchers"-(Moscow) 
Hen House Ballistic Missile 
Early Warning Radars 

Regional ABM Radars (Moscow) 

End 
19"62 

End 
1968 

April 
1972 

.3_,325 1,575- -s85 
·t,260 ·1·,775 ·2,230 
4,sa5·- 3,:3"5o 3,115 

3,276 
4,020 

220 

3,276 
4,500 

480 
360 

8,616 

3 
24 

2 
l 

3,276 
4,380 

988 
1,332 
9,976 

8 
64 

6 
2 

CURRENT US STRATEGIC DEFENSE FORCES 

AIR DEFENSES 

Interceptor Airc·ra·ft 
F-101, F-102, F-106 
{including Air National Guard) 

Surface-to-Air Miss·f1e Iiaund1ers 
BO MARC 
Nike Hercules (including Army 

National Guard) 

ABM DEFENSES 

593 

84 

755 
839 

Ballistic Missile Early Warning Radars (BMEWS) 
Over-the-Horizon Radars 
SLBM Warning System Sites 
Sa_telli te Early warning Systems 
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3 
9 
8 
2 satellites 
2 ground 
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TABLE 3 
SOVIET NAVAii GENERAL' 'PURPOSE. FORCES 

Major su·rface· p·o·rc·es 

Aircraft carriers 
Helicopter carriers 
Cruisers - CL and CLG 
Cruisers - CLGM (1) 
Destroyers 
Escorts 

submarine· F"o·rc·es 

Cruise Missile - nuclear 
- diesel 

Total Cruise Missile 

Torpedo Attack - nuclear 
- diesel 

Total Torpedo Attack 

Naval Air F"orc·es 

Missile carriers 
Reconnaissance/Qomber 
Patrol/ASW aircraft 
ASW helicopters 

End 
1962 

14 
1 

107 
·79 

201 

5 
11 
16 

B 
253 
"261 

277 

265 
165 

BO 
"110 

620 

End 
1"9"68 

1 
12 

8 
81 

104 

206 

35 
"26 
61 

18 
234 
252 

313 

270 
355 

BS 
·175 

April 
1-972--

2 
15 
11 
82 

112 

222 

40 
28 
68 

28 
182 
210 

278 

275 
360 
135 
235 

BBS 1:,005 

Current 
us 

T·otals 

17 

9 
28 frigates 

122 
68 

244 

56 
38 
94 

94 

See 
·footnote 
(2) 

2,500 

(1) These ships--the Kynda and Kresta classes--are commonly 
identified as light cruisers because of their surface-to­
surface missiles, but they are about the same size as a 
US guided missile frigate. They are less than half the 
size of a US light cruiser. 

(2} The US Navy's air arm cannot be compared meaningfully to 
Soviet Naval Aviation because of the major differences in 
missions and equipment. The Soviets, for example, have no 
naval fighter aircraft, while the US has no long-range mis­
sile carriers comparable to the Soviet types. 
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Strategic 
Attack 

s·::.rategic 
Defense 

TABLE 4 
USSR AND US MILITARY MANPOWER 

1962 19..68 
USSR us USSR . us 

174,000 263,000 325,000 169 ,000 

415,000 149,000 459,000 102,000 

1972 
USSR us 

363,000 150 ,0( 

529,000 52 ,0( 

Ground 
Forces* 1,219,000 860,000 1,485,000 975,000 1,562~000 580,0( 

Tactical Air 
Forces 

Navy 

Command & 
Support 

Research & 
Development 

Military Secu-

·-223,000 

340,000 

548,000 

45,000 

155,000 

405,000 

924,000 

54,000 

240,000 

369,000 

345,000 

460,000 

673,000 1,460,000 

5.3 ,000 42,000 

259,000 215,0C 

385,000 340,0C 

694 ,000 1,018 ,OC 

53,000 35,0C 

rity Forces 225,000 225,000 ~2~2_5_,~o~o~o~~~~-

Total Ac­
tive Mili­
tary Man-
power 3,061,000 2,810,000 3,704,000 3,550,000 3,931,000 2,340,00 

*·Includes Soviet Navat Infant~y and US Marines. 
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Sununary of Conclusions 

Four principal questions. relating to Soviet nu­
clear war doctrine are treated.in this paper. The 
conclusions of the paper on these and a number of 
subordinate questions are summarized below . 

. 1. What purposes do the Soviets see their nu­
cLear forces as serving? 

The main objectives underlying Soviet strategic 
policy may be described in broad terms as similar 
to those of a decade ago: to protect the security 
of the homeland, to deter nuclear war but to wage 
war successfully should deterrence fail, to project 
an image of military strength commensurate with the 
p'Osition of a great world power, and to support foreign 
policy aims if only by checking strategic forces of 
potential opponents. 

What is the reiative weight of such 
factors as deterrence, considerations of prestige 
or influence, and use of nuciear weapons in war? 

It is difficult to separate these factors and 
assign each an exact ranking of significance. The 
pattern of development, deployment, and operation 
of the strategic forces, however, suggests how the 
Soviets view the utility of these forces. (1) Deter­
rence is a key objective. The major effort has been 
on programs which assure the ability of these.forces 
to absorb a US. strike and .still return a devastating 
blow. (2) The Soviets nevertheless plan for the 
possibility that deterrence may fail, although they 
do not contemplate launching a sudden first strike 
on the US or expect one on themselves. (3) Their 
strategic buildup over the past decade shows that 
they are unwilling to remain in a position of marked 
strategic inferiority relative to the US. They appar­
ently consider that their larger policy aims would 
be prejudiced by such a position. 

What is the impiication of the Soviets' 
forgoing an ABM defense as a result of the ABM Treaty? 
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Soviet agreement to this treaty probably reflects 
a desire to limit competition in an area where the US. 
had significant technical advantages ap~ ~tood to 
lengthen its lead. In this regard, the Soviets would 
believe that they gave up littla an~ gained substantial 
benefits. · 

The ABM Treaty, however, introduces a new con­
sideration into Soviet planning for aerospace defense: 
the potential effectiveness of the extensive Soviet 
air defense network is undermined in the absence of 
a complementary ABM defense. If the treaty remains 
in effect over the long term, Soviet air defenses 
will be susceptible to disruption by a precursor mis­
sile attack. This consideration may affect future 
air defense system procurement. It may have already 
do'Iie so, in view of the absence of new strategic air 
defense weapons systems at test ranges for the past 
several years, although the evidence is inconclusive 
at this point. 

A second implication of the treaty is that the 
USSR has limited the use of active defenses to deter 
or counter third-country missile attacks outside of 
Moscow and has chosen to rely primarily on the deter­
ring influence of a superior offensive arsenal. 

2. How do the Soviets decide how much is enough? 

The ultimate objectives and intentions underlying 
Soviet strategic arms programs will continue to be 
a subject of uncertainty, given a dynamic strategic 
environment characterized by continuing competition 
on both sides, each attempting to prevent the pther 
from achieving a measurable advantage, and in the 
absence of arms control agreements sufficiently com­
prehensive to restrain that competition. 

Soviet spokesmen have of ten stated in recent 
years that the USSR's basic aim is to maintain a 
condition of "equal security" in relation to the us. 
This concept is not capable of precise definition. 
Possession by the Soviets of an assured deterrent 
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capability, even though clearly recognized by the 
US, is evidently not "enough" if the deterrent forces 
stand in marked quantitative inferiority f;,_Q those of 
the us. Similarly, the lag-behind the US in signifi­
cant qualitative aspects of strat.eg:i.c weaponry, such 
as MIRV technology, is probably also' unacceptable. 

Even if the intention is only to strive to main­
tain a relationship of rough strategic equality with 
the US, Soviet arms programs are bound to be vigorous 
and demanding. This is in part because of existing 
asymmetries, which may appear to· the Soviets to justify 
certain quantitative advantages for the USSR, for ex­
ample in land-based ICBMs, to maintain "equal security." 
Ongoing US development and deployment programs are 
probably also seen as requirements for offsetting 
actton by the USSR. The Soviets would like to have 
a margin of strategic advantage over the US in some 
form, but we do not know what particular weapon pro­
grams the Soviets would consider most likely to afford 
them a useful advantage over the US or how they might 
assess the risks and costs of such programs in view 
of possible us reactions. 

Is there any doctrinal or conceptual limit 
on force size or composition? Or are the limitations 
the result of such practical considerations as cost, 
technology, and estimates of US reaction? 

There is a growing body of evidence that Soviet 
decisions on force goals involve a complex interplay 
of many factors beyond rational and objective consid­
erations of strategic needs. The political leadership 
has the final say on those matters it considers, but 
it operates in the presence of other influences, in­
cluding competing policy positions, special interest 
groups, Kremlin politics, bureaucratic pressures, and 
technological and economic constraints. Decisions 
are worked out on an incremental basis, and choices 
are susceptible to change from one year to the next. 
The decisionmaking process itself is veiled in secrecy, 
and evidence is often lacking on the substance and 
influence of positions taken by key institutions and 
individuals. 
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Consequently we do not know precisely what con­
ceptual criteria may govern Soviet force size and 
composition. rt is possible, however, t9 £brcumscribe 
in a rough way the range of ~hoices available in the 
light of major factors that the _Sovi~ts must take into 
account in planning for the future of their strategic 
forces. These factors include the provisions of stra­
tegic arms limitation agreements and the manner in 
which these agreements alter or appear to alter the 
strategic, political, and economic conditions confront­
ing the USSR; the leadership's sense of stability or 
change in its strategic relationship with the US, in­
cluding interaction in research and development; the 
pace and scope of technological change; economic capa­
bilities; and the Chinese military threat. 

What is the impact of SALT on Soviet 
strategic doctrine? 

The ABM Treaty reflects a change from Soviet 
doctrine emphasizing active air and missile defenses 
against all threats. Otherwise, there is no evidence 
available at present to indicate whether or how the 
strategic arms limitation agreements have affected 
Soviet strategic doctrine. 

3. How wouLd the Soviets envision using nuaiear 
weapons? 

Do they see using them at aLL? For ini­
tiation, retaLiation, preemption? 

There is good evidence that the Soviets do not 
consider a sudden first strike to be a workable strategy. 
The Soviets have not deployed counterforce weapons in 
sufficient numbers to make a first-strike damage limit­
ing strategy feasible. At the same time, the Soviets 
evidently do not anticipate a sudden first strike by 
the US. Their propaganda continues to cite the threat 
of a US surprise attack, but the observed day-to-day 

.readiness posture of their strategic forces indicates 
that the Soviets do not, in fact, expect such an attack. 

1'.QP 

273 



45. (continued) 

Excluding a sudden first-strike strategy, the 
Soviet leadership has considered three strategic op­
tions: preemption, launch-on-warning, an~ ~~taliation. 

Preemption is often presented.. in.$oviet military 
writings as a desirable strategic option, but these 
discussions fail to address such factors as the US 
early warning systems and massive retaliatory capa­
bilities. Given the immense risks involved, the 
Soviets probably would not attempt to translate this 
theoretical concept into a practical option. 

Launch-on-warning evidently has been considered 
as a strategic option, but it is rarely mentioned 
by the Soviets. The concept may be seen as having 
a certain psychological value in reinforcing deterrence, 
but--as a policy it would present command and control 
problems. The Soviet leadership is unlikely to dele­
gate the authority to launch a nuclear attack or to 
accept the unpredictable risks of accidental or un­
authorized launch inherent in such a policy. 

Retaliation is the oldest declared Soviet strategy 
and the one most frequently advocated by the top party 
and government officials. None of the Soviet state­
ments about preemption ?nd launch-on-warning have come 
from the upper levels of the civilian leadership. The 
Soviet strategic buildup over the past decade has made 
retaliation a thoroughly credible doctrine. The assump­
tions underlying the leadership's view of retaliation, 
as reflected in the Soviet position at SALT, are that the 
US and USSR possess more than enough nuclear weapons to 
bring about a world-wide catastrophe, that the side at­
tacked first would retain a retaliatory force capable of 
annihilating the attackers's homeland, and that a war 
between the US and USSR woulJ be disastrous for both. 

Do the Soviets see using nucZear weapons 
for devastation in retaZiation or for miZitary effect? 
What miZitary effects would be vaZued most? 

Both counterforce and countervalue targets are 
incorporated in Soviet planning. The basic targets 
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are identified as missile launch sites, nuclear weapons 
production and storage facilities, other military 
installations, systems for controlling_anq___supporting 
strategic forces, and military-industrial and adminis­
trative centers. Explicit refe:i::enc~,~ to the destruction 
of enemy population, as such, are notably omitted from 
available Soviet listings of strategic targets. The 
list obviously implies, however, the direct targeting 
of major American cities and therefore massive civilian 
fatalities. 

Do the Soviets envision use of nuaZear 
weapons aZZ at once or in some escaZatory fashion? 
Is there any evidence of Soviet thinking about war 
bargaining, i.e. efforts to use nucZear weapons to 
cr.f!_ate circumstances for bargaining, de-escaZation? 

In the context of intercontinental warfare, there 
is no indication in available materials that the 
Soviets accept the feasibility of limited strategic 
nuclear warfare or war bargaining. At least in public 
they have consistently rejected the possibility that 
either the US or the USSR would be able to exercise 
restraint, once nuclear weapons had been employed 
against its homeland. Despite these disclaimers, 
the Soviet strategic arsenal could support a strategy 
of controlled strategic attack, raising the possibility 
that such a contingency may be included in Soviet 
targeting and attack planning. 

In the context of warfare in Europe, Soviet doctrine 
on escalation has been modified since the mid-Sixties. 
An earlier position that any war involving NATO and the 
Warsaw Pact would automatically escalate to theater-wide 
nuclear war has been altered to allow for an initial 
conventional phase. Soviet writings and Warsaw Pact 
exercises have paid increasing attention to the impor­
tance of having armed forces equipped and trained for 
conventional as well as nuclear tactical warfare. cur­
rent Pact planning for a war in Europe recognizes the 
possibility of both a conventional or nonnuclear phase 
and a nuclear strike phase. Pact planners apparently 
believe that successful conventional operations by the 
Pact would force NATO to resort to nuclear weapons, and 
they emphasize the importance of the timing of their 
initial use. 
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soviet military· writers have given little attention 
to the concept of controlled nuclear war in Europe. 
They emphasize the decisiveness of an initial nuclear 
attack and the·need for effective coo~dina-t:~on. The 
first salvo of intermediate~ and medium-range ballistic 
missiles by the Strategic Rocket·-Forces evidently would 
be the signal for nuclear strikes by other Warsaw Pact 
forces. 

For the Soviet political leadership, a broader 
range of options is likely to exist than is evident 
in Pact exercises and documents. Authorization for 
the scale of fighting to be pursued, the use of nuclear 
weapons, and the scope of permitted nuclear operations 
would rest with the political leaders. Under actual 
combat conditions they could decide to employ nuclear 
forces in a more carefully controlled manner than 
indicated in military writings and exercises. 

4. How do the Soviets see the relation between 
their intercontinental and theater forces? 

-- Is there any way of judging which the 
Soviets might believe more likely to be used? Is 
there any evidence of Soviet views as to coupling 
or decoupling? · 

We do not have good evidence on how the Soviets 
view the possibility of an intercontinental exchange 
between the US and the USSR if theater nuclear warfare 
erupts in Europe. The Soviets would presumably prefer 
to avoid a level of combat that would involve massive 
strikes on their own country. Their willingness to 
escalate to global nuclear warfare might depend largely 
on what they expected the US response would be to events 
in Europe. 

Until the mid-Sixties Soviet declaratory doctrine 
held that a war between NATO and the Warsaw Pact would 
automatically escalate to theater-wide nuclear war in 
Europe and possibly to global nuclear war. Some Soviet 
military writers have continued to express skepticism· 
that a European conflict could be kept limited. At 
the same time, other Soviet military writings have 
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paid increased attention to the possibilities of 
limiting a war in Europe. In view of the modifica­
tion of their doctrine on escalation, Soviet planners 
may have become· more willing_ to consider· decoupling 
a war in Europe from a direct US-USSR intercontinental 
confrontation. 
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CONCLUSIONS 

1. '1·1w i11tell.igence community, a.a judged by tqe findings 

in:. •.t.n 1rnl. i.on,\l e!Jtimates, has a good record of det~cting and 7 
det.,xn\lninq ltliijor characteristics and· missions_ af new weapons 

ay11 emn scion after testing begin. and· wsually., well before. ICC~. 

a •. - This capability hu· improved aince· .1966 with the· 0 1 
development· of higher resolution photography and improved SIGINT 

cap a bi li tic:s. 

b. However, the community· waa not alway&· right .. from-. ~.Al 

.~ ·v th• .lutoet: 

-~The· SS-N~B·~aa. conaider•d to hava a ~(100 nm· rang& (3~SOQc 

nm maxil'num) until it dem1Jn1trate4- 4;200· nm in November 

and December 1972 (IOC wu· in· April 1974) ·• Lac~ing firm 

data, the analyst• miaj~~qad how- a~o•~ to 100 percent 

to propellan~ capacity wu· beinq. ua•~· 

-- . There was initial contii.ion. about. th•·. dH: and· function•. 

ot-aoma·of tba new h•r4•na4 mi••il•·•il~•- in~raduo•d- in· 

the early 1910a. 

··- Not until th~ ••rlY 1970• wu it 4et•min•d that· •a• ss~11-
-11.i,los.-. which· beq~,· degl~nt.·.iA .~ 6.1: ·wa~! Qri•~~ed ta, pro--

- . - .. . . . . - " . 

vi.de· previoua1~.· ~·cki~g aoV.rag~ ~t· C:tiina~ anc!' ~~~~ , 
were oriented to cover Bur.·,~· ~an. and Soµth 

Ada. All, however,. can ba Wied aqain•t. th• 08 and. are ao 

counted. 

279 



46. (continued) 

I\ 

c. There were also persistent problems and disagreements 

over three weapon systems which appeared· well suited for one sort 

of mission but at least marginally capable of performing another 

·mission of more· serious concern.to the us. These were the SS-9 .....----- ----~~--~~--~~ 
4,. the.SA-5, and.the Backfire bomber. 

· --. In:· all three caaes1 . the limitations of available· 

evidence left unaertaintie• about detailed system perforrnance, ~ 

despite the sophiaticated analytical techniques employed by the 

intelligence co11UUuntty. Thus there.were.questions, some of.them_ 

atill not· re•olved, about how much of a.capability· in· th~ second 

category really exi•ted, and he~ce· about so'viet in~entions. in· 

dedqninq and· building th•· ayatema. 

2.. The intelli.gence community· haa· also been generally su~ceH­

~in .monitorinq th~ deployment of new weapon ay•tem. and.the 

introduction Of ra&jor modj,fie&tiona · in existing ones., de~pit" 801111J . . 
initial clifficultiea in· determinin9 the. aoope and pace.of deploy-· 

mnt.. 1'here·h•v• been recurrinq minor uzioerta~nti•• and di•a9r••­

iaenta about.how many ail.ca are un4er.aonatruation,.how·ma.ny 

aubmarinee· ue -in th•. building 1hed, and· th'!' like. 'rheae: unc~~:' ~,).:' ( 

t~nt~~· ~-·v• b•~.~- red~a•4·but no1:- •l~mi~~t•d with .. th• ad:n~.·,~~r \! 
· bettei;,. mo~a· preaiH ••n•ar1. _ .l\~· .-. . ' ;-., · 

. ~ -· 
•· Th• prtnoipai proble11111 aroH. duri~q th• mid-19601, .- I 

b4for• th• full •cop• ot th• ICBM buildup_ and the pace ot Y-cla••. 

•ub=arine production were clear. 

- u· -
yep ona1rr 
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P·· I 11 I 

-
So.• 011:.J 9 .. 11» »Vt! r. h·: .. t;11g1 c 1 ur .. <.11 .,. ch .i 11 1:1 1 .... 1e1 ".: 

-··· - -
wa ... •i.:: ll~ 1a<1 .i1•1. 

ll • 'J' 1 . ' '"' IS t: Cll II ,c)I s al. 1% I cc ... 1 n •I w ' t:t.; ...... I.)., u . . .. f t: ·, o! 

19·: 1 ·- no.:.1. th .• :, tha· 15· •>i:1 111>der11 1 •. ,11 Lu1. •. c 1 .. L:w .. 1 .. 1 ;ut.n .. 113nE·. 

· •••· ·Cho: es1.1m;1tc;i:n & 1lr•ea1 .. 1 •> )i.sv" ll1. '' <>vu1·i ... 1EJ1 l3-..-:ie 1!1' 'I · 1.1 
···--.-·--·--·--·---·-·- ··- .... _____ .. _ ·~··d 

w~1~ .. ':~· ~~~r~ ::1 .. ~~--(•!:_~ .hti !~:~1~.am: _:11~ ~-·:~·-~: .. ~!~~:I •1:· ... '~·! >~?.~.~!:'/ ~ ··J'.''1 

!!=·:'~'.! Lt. Ad1i<1Vl&l•J nnd th . .111 rdt&i1.iJ;H t11l.l 1!up.sl.lt\' \J1tl1 the O i •'',,,,,, 
and 1:;;:1 t. 1ve o'ra1 .!:Jti mated El<>V1.et , otu:~t. n t1toc)llt 1•r:··:.v1:;);., ll•I no111 u-

1; 
.. -· . '"'-··-·-· -···-- -··- ....;. ·- - ---·· --·- ..... ·- ·- ------

deploy1ne .. ta Ol' J<1CC1:1 111.pt-nvamont•. l\.t. l:ht-i fllllfut. t.l11111, tl11:ty .av .. 
---····-- -----·. ·-· --· -····---~ 

dent:l.y u .. dete11ti111.ited. tile 1tr11ngth. 11nd· ptuaiat:.mO! <1t'. tha p 0ll d· .. -----· --... --···-··· .. --- - --· ·---·· --·- -·-·· ·- ·- ·---

- iii -. -.. 
..littPl 11Hl4ttlMft 
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Mosc:•w. even t:ho11~1h they identified the wenknesses and shortcomings 

of the. Moacow synt:cm, and interpreted failure to complet;:e it.as 

evi·l1m.:ci of SovLet: dl•content with._the system, ani;l recognized 

t.ha1: tlif1rts were pi:obably_ divided CO\l!l&ela over the-~esi_r~ility· 

of, l:u.rt:nex· deplciy-n\ent_, even with an'. impioved:'syate_m.· . A. key 

cona.idc cation appears· to have bee~ past evide11.ce· of Soviet willing­

nesa to deploy new and expensive strategic defense aystems·which 

had· major weaknessQa and ahortcOllli.ng•. 

Cr DeploYine~t-goala were.more easy to gauge with de~ 

f•n•.Lve systems like th• SA~S, where..~· c9verage provided by •·Xbt.­

ing· .s.ir defense· syotema provided· uaaful prec;:edents·, and with air· 

dafei1$e interceptors, whose production. r~ normally fall within. 

certadn limits and which are u~uall,y deployed to known airfield•. 

Evan ao, the NIE.• for a tiiae· ovaxaatimat.a~ SA-5 fore• qoal1·'. and· 
. . "!.liW 

mi1.judge11. actual forca voall of· two intercaptora -~~ 
d. In· th• la•t few yaan, :th•r~ have baen no diacernabl•. 

problem abou.t eatilllat.i.ng fi:>rae-.J.ev•l! in; th•. NIE•. 'l'ha-.1972 SALT . ~ 
accori~a remove~ inanr,- ~c•~•~ntiaa· by plao£.riy quant~tat.$.va· ~imit~ ? 

. ~~~~~~ ... , .. 
en· certain· categorie•,.whi~•· in.otharl; •µch a1 currant..~AM· ayatems, . . . . . 

~··· .~>yiet.~ ·.~ee~. to . b.• .ti; .oi::· clAl•~ ·t~ .~mple~ion. o~-: depl~~nto. 
':h•· tuk was eaaitd b~. th•. nitCb 1ft. 1P70· 'from an attpipt to detin• 

• . I • • . 

force· goal• by· a •in~l• 1at.·at.l.OW-.hiih.,nwnb•ni to th• u.e ot 
· .. 

~tt•rnative proj~ction• illua~rat~g what th• Sovi•t• might· accom-. 

pli•h Und~r variou• -·•~tiona. 

,..; iv -
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46. (continued) 

7. The estimative·record in foreseeing qualita:.i •1e i111.:i•:1·-· 

men ts. in Soviet strategic system. is mixed. For the n >s i: 1 "r. t., 

th~y appe~r to. have been. aucceuful in identifying- m lj 1r r1 -1••iH! -
..... 
srenta. the Sovieta"'would pro1:1ably 1eek to satisfy_ ~.:_iu Jh 111 .i . ·~ . ~ . 

·or.. improved. weapon •Y.•tema, thou9~_- not exactl~ when·••? 1,1 \..11.11: 

f'crm: ~· improvement: would &ppear. In partJ.c~.lar, · tJ,e • .:m:.?·1<11i 

the development by th• early or mid-1970• of· MIRVed ~c 1M:; \lli.l:h 

i.Jllproved- accuracy ~d hard tarqet· kill capability •. 'l h· •Y al."' 

foresaw· the introduction· of lon9ar range SLB~ than 1tl• 111 o 1: the 

· Y~_C'laH ~ ·In.. .;h~" varioua· fields· of atrategic. defanaa,. · .tuy .1ppe.!.r.' ... 
to~.have .. iden~ified correo~ly th• problemt th~ Sov~ets,:. .lt ed nl:e. 

th• moat·proini.1ing linH· of development. 

a.. However, . thera· have· been 1oma aurpri•••. tvhi~ ti an-. 

ticipating greater Soviet enq>ha~i• on-the. aurvivabilie~ of their. 

ICBM•, they· did not forHH· -':" betor• cpn•t"ction· ace\:..lll Ly· be.-. . 
gm -- thi.t: the sovbt• would undertaJc•· th• -vary extel'la Lv" n­

mode_l~ng of ailoa U\4. conat.ruction· of· naw. launch ~onti:o L t!adli-
• .. 

. tiea now· .11oing on.. Mora. important, they- tailed to fo.,eie.t that 
. •, . . . . . ~ 

th•~·.S'?.vi•t• '!'~~id .'il'Htly incr••••· t:be throwwet~h~ of t1te.r.-~. n~w 
~.·r .. .. . . •. . : • 

1'4.~~£~!1• ~4.·.~~~~~4~_c• ~·"'. _launab~ .. -~ab,~~---· · .'!~~~: •?~~·· .:· · ~#fi~~~~ . 
•• • .... ~ ·.r-i... ~.. .. - . - • • . - • • . . ,. • •• • • • .• : . 1 

tlie- ~:r:OW-Weight.. iii•~ waa- exuU.ned ·a tbe context of po·••:i.bld SAL'l! 

~~~~r~inu·, · ~~-- o~~- ·anticipated that· th• soviet.. m¢t · 1~11atl.y ~= 
.... ~ .. : .. ·~~ 

·.or•••• miuile voluma without inqrauing dlo 4iameter .. ,'\..''"'v..t~-~ 
,q_,.,,'1 L~ .. ~ 

t. fr. A) -:l.J 
- v - . J·•-r--:r-:r., 

' • ·r,, -;a:t:· : 
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46. (continued) 

b. In· Addition, the Soviets have thus far fuiled to 

ma.:·~ a number ct advances which analysis· in· the eatimat:ea indica­

te I would be neceau.ry· or desirable -- e.q~,. the developme~t· of 

qu.1.11ter 1ubmarines with. a capability. foJ: coverr-trail.. of US 

IUl 111\arinH, ~ ~ "', ~. !"1""~ tcW.'"" 

a. In ter1111 ·Of: th• threat to the Triaar., the record .. can~ be· 

aw,.marized · aa follaw11 

a. The· threat. to Minutelll4n· .from· Soviet ha;:d· target. 

MUVa hH been overeatimatad in· tarma .of ho~· IOOJl big~ accuracy wu-ca) 
woi;ld be .. obta~ned,, if. th• ·current;. t!•tim&te.• ar,. correct.r· but.was 

underestimated in· texma .,of th;ow weight and nwnba~ of l\V•. Al-

tha ugh the· key· con•idaration remains· accuracy, th• early avail­

ability of ad~itional RV• will mov-..up th~ da~~ when there·will 

be· ·~nouqh to thra&t•n·.Minuteinan. aur1ivability. 

b. 'rhe· t:hre at to us· bG!l'b•ra and .. ASMa. panatr~t1..nq- so­

via t turito%Y hu vi-own about:, u th• ••tim•t•~ indicated,. with 

the soviet• continutn11. to lll&ke· incz:-•mt!ntal improveinent-. in- vir­

tua:Lly all.pha1e1·ot air·dafan••i· but not th•· drutia improve­

ments in-low lav.,1. 1ntarcap,t oap&biiiti••· that wer~ raqUired •. . . . . 
Altl1ou9~:-.it: ~~·-~OW·.·3u~q•d .th•~ tb••.:.S.ovi~~~· ~y· be,~.~•: .. _~: ·~ar.-
c0~1 current deficittnciea by. th• Hrly· inoit., it. r.m.?-n•· uncertain, . . . .-

.. 

whet.her thia will pi:ovide an.effeqtiV•· operational cap~il!ty. 

under actual colllbat oonditiona. There 11 no indication. that the 

. - vi -
• 
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46. (continued) 

Soviets are developinq a depressed trajectory mode of operation 

for sub111arine-launched ballistic muilea, . 80 that· they· could be 

used against US bomber bas ea with reduced warninq· time. 

c. Soviet.ABM capabilities did not develop as expected1 

improved ayatema · h&ya ·been dower to de~lop" .. additional deploy-

mant at Moscow or elaewhere·failed to take place and deployment_ 

ia·now severely li~ted by treaty. 

0 

d. Soviet ASW capabilitiea aqainat us SSBNa have '7 
remained very low aa was estima~ed,.deapit•·vigor~us· Soviet 

ASW·. proqraiu. 

· 9'-.. With respect to the ef!eativaneaa .. of· the· NIE•· in d~pict;;­

inq ~oviet UlOtivationa, 9oal1, and expectation• over.the past 

decade, it .ia probably impo111bla to provide an evaluation that· 

wili satisfy. everyof\e.. 'liowever, in tema ot th~ intelligence 

community'•· present perception• and jud;mant.a, tll• ~nly· particular 

ahortcominga we would note are· th• following• 

a. In ratroapect, it.ia evident that th• aatit11At•• 

ot the add· and .. late. 1960• failed· to. convey an.·adequate aenH· of 

the determination o~ th• Soviets.to buil4· up aiseble· force· and. 

_ ... wa;~£9ht~n!J!:;c;~p~.uit~HJ:.~owever'ja~9 it<t.PoJt~.·· ;:P.efhapil. th~;-e· . 
• ·.·.:· ....... . t; .. , ....... :... . ·. .... • . : . ' - . - . - ... . 
was tempoxary·uncertainty in Moscow about what coUJ:"••~ at action 

. . . 
to tmllow· and. ·how· th• us.mqh~ rHpand.4 • u tlla••.,Hti~t•• aug-

9a1t. It now· look•.-. thQuqh. th• Sovieta·adopted ambitio\UI 

- vii -
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46. (continued) 

str1.te9ic force 90-la and moved steadily forward w L t:.hc•ut much 

cone em that the US might:. feel. it neaauary to ste1) up its own 

pro~ram.a in turn. 

b. NI~ 11-8-·72-~iV••: th• i,mpr~~~i9n·.tha.~~ov~~t .~cceP.ta.nc/ 
of.the 1972 SALT· a~oordll involved.vr~•t•r so~1et intere~t. !ft. a .·~ .. .. . .. . 
•tabil~z.d·•trategio relat:ion•htp with th• us-.an~ a· greater c~ncern·. 
to avaia actions·whioh mi9ht..jeopardi1e· detente than pr0\194 to 

.be· t:\e c&H --. although. .it ••ti.mated that new weapon _pro9ra1111 

woul i-. be "vigorous and demandin9 '.~· and pre~ented force projection•· 
. . 

comp.lra.ble' to· or. in· 10111e ·O&H•·mor~· ambitioua. than· the rnoderniaa-; 

tion program now .izi. pr09r~.~~ .. · ~ ~I.,.( lMJ~ 
b. In· fac:it· th• Soviet• hav.• taken a highly c0111petitive 

view of the 1trat,a9.t.a ra1at.ion1h·ip· with th• us;. have evidently 

cons~ de red a. high . lt1Y•.1· •f .force . d.velopment aot.i vitf·~ q~•· ~ 
,... ~ . 

coqeJatent.witb det1nt•1 and appea~ to hava·looked on &J:1UI oont.rol ----- - ,,.__,.... . . . . 
pr~arily·••· a me~a·o.t aon1traintnq·08'forc• devalo1»119nt r•~•r 

than. u a.mean• of C11.rt.ai11n9·th• .. ovaral1 00111P•t:ition ancS thus . . 

achievinct vr••~r •tabiU.t.~. 
. .···-

LO. One· fina~point i• th•~~·j~t as.th• •tratf9ic·•it.uation 
. . . . . . . . ... \.,; .. ~ .. .. . ~~ .·.:,.; .. "' .. ~ ... . . .. . ~ 

. h••b cn~v·~ ~~~·r~1 .Pvaz:. t.1'9.l!.,·~~ ~a .. ~«~,~~,· lla.v~= .~~ ·!f?9.,.: ·~\\. 
• "' • • • • f ,•, • • • I '• \ '• • • '• • • :. ( • :•: .. •'•~•;:. "':J'• ' : ·~' • ... , ) ' J, • ' : ::•';I~• .... .,,.\-. • ,'{-}•# ·., ;•~. • ~,.:..•• • • ,. 

c=t:a,1ts of th• ••ti111ate1.. ·'1'b9· Ht.imate•' of th• ml4 ·an4· late· 1960. . . .. 

- viii -
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46. (continued) 

how future soviet force• might.develop relegated to· •upplementin9 

docWl\enta like the NIPP. More. recently they have included. greatly 

expan4•d and mor~··~1icit·treat1111nt1 of· th~ avidanca and analysis 

un4edyin9 key jud911*nts· and 1110r~.'o~ th• orqanhational upect• 

an4' operational iiilpltcation1 of .tt\•· oapabilitiea ·be4,nq· bu~·lt .up. . . ~ . . 
~he content and focu1·of the e1timate .. h&Ve••inc~· varied. in some ' ~ ·- .,. 
daq:ee from year to. :v••r, depending on .. th• obHrvad pro9r111 of 

Soviet proqrawi.,. on ~hat.. topic•· were oonddend m01t· pert~ent 

and·import~t,. and·o~ the.availability, of new- analytical 1tudi••· 

Beqiniiing in•;:U.1-~4'.tht:.bfIJt.11.~:r: and:'. NII· ~i-a ••rt11. hava been . . .. . . 

oombin•d.' .~ &· single d~oWa.A~, 10. -~~t ail a1pect1· .of s~~i~t. 
1t:ate9ic.polioy and. activ;itie1·ara·con1id.er•d·to9ether •. 

11, Bow· •ff•c~v• th••• ch4ft9••·h•v• b••~ in impro¥ing th• 

UHfUlnHI Of th• Htim&tH' ii tor th• ou1to1ner. to l!ay •. With 

rHpect .. to-tha eati=-.ti~• track-.racord., howevaz:, it. ia pertinent. 

to note that· th• anaiy1t• who1• work· 11 raf1ecta4 in th• eatiinate1 . . . . . 
hava had. to addrH•· 1norauin91y complex qu .. tiona· ~4· in •. an•w•ril\q 

. . . 
th•m· have b••o ~dar· heavy· pr•11ure to .,. e~liqit ~out., the. ntura· 

. . 
and..·•xtent· of: their -vid.eno~-, bo~ th.ir coiic1u,iona w~z:~ .. ardved.." . 

" . . . . ~. . . . ,; : . . . . . . .. ~ . ·. . 
at., ... :~~~- bow: . .111.'1~· .. ~¥1.t.~~ c_an-;. ~~·ii~•c'-4· .~ .. .'1*ut~: Ho~~V.r .. ·w~+~~ 

there.remain importQt lJ.aitJI: on·b~·muoh C&n· be· l~amac!' about' ... 

Soviet atz:ate9io·:wea~ anc! about. ioviet. 1trata;ia.. plan• an4. 
policiea, there bave· beu iiaportant: imprcvenwanu ~- botb- th• quaUty· 

an4 quantity of-info~t~on· availabl.8' to us intelli;enca. 
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47. 

Top S•«ef Aliff 

KEY JUDGMENTS 

The USSlrs invasion of Afghanistan in Detcrnbcr 1979 1irovided a 
rare opportunity to lest the efficacy of the US warniilg system in situa­
tio~s involving substantial movements of the Soviets' armed forces out­
side their borders. Moreover, it afforded a chance to examine the 
behavior of the Soviet military in prco:uing for such an undertaking 
and to determine what implications this might have for the Intelligence 
Community's capacity to provide warning in other situations, especially 
one involving a Warsaw Pact move against NATO. 

From the outset. it was recognized that the conclusions of this study 
could not be pressed too far. Both the performance of the Intelligence 
Community in providing warning of the invasion of Afghanistan and 
the applicability to other theaters of the. lessons learned in that situation 
are very much affected by the particular circumstances involved. In 
contrast to a Soviet move against NATO, the situation for which the US 
warning system is largely designed, the invasion of Afghanistan re­
quired only a fraction of the USSR's military assets, was not opposed at 
the outset, did not involve a certainty of confrontation with US forces, 
and occurred in a region where US intelligence collection capabilities 
were limited. 

These limitations notwithstanding, the examination of the Soviet 
:ipproach to invading Afghanistan and the Intelligence Community's 
success in giving prior notice of this event have yielded some valuable 
lessons: 

res a219 8() 

- Despite the unique circumstances surrounding this operation. 
the Soviets' behavior was essentially in keeping '~ith US es­
timates of their doctrine for mobilization and the initiation of 
hostilities. This finding is important because the success of any 
warning system is devendent on the extent to which an ad­
vers:uy's behavior conforms to expectations. 

The system of warning indicators that is set up to detect poten­
tially important changes in the Soviet/Warsaw Pact military 
posture provided a structured approach to and a sound eviden­
tiary base for the Intelligence Community's conclusion that the 
USSR was preparing to introduce substantial forces into 
Afghanistan. The fact that the S\'Slem worked in this unique 
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Top Sec cl ~llFF-: 

situation provides increased assurance of its usefulness in other 
theaters, particularly in the NATO area. 

- The US intelligence collection system proved eQual to the task 
of providing analysts with sufficiently detailed, accurate, and 
timely data to allow them to reach essentially correct C&AClu­
sions about the military activities 10 the Soviet Union with re­
spect to Afghanistan. Of particular note ·\\•as Clie synergy of 
signals and imagery intelligence in this collection effort and the 
Quality of the data collected, despite limitations on the re­
sources available. 

- The [ntelligence Community"s analysts met their basic respon­
sibility in a situation of this sort by providing sufficient prior 
reporting to assure that no key policymaker should have been 
surprised by the invasion. The analysts were unable to forecast 
precisely the timing or the size of the Soviets' move, but gave 
warning at least 10 days beforehand that the USSR was pre­
pared to invade. 

ln conclusion, the examination of the early phases of the Soviet 
military intervention in Afghanistan provides a basis for greater con­
fidence in US intelligence estimates of Soviet doctrine with respect to 

. initiating hostilities and in the capacity of the US Intelligence Commu­
nity to provide warning of such hostilities. 

289 



48. 

Summary 
JJJ[ormalion availablt 
as of 1 March 1989 
was ustd in this rtport. 

Intelligence Forecasts of Soviet 
lntercontinental Attack forces: 
An Evaluation of the Record. 

The US Government's primary .projections of Soviet intercontinental 
attack forces have been published-annually in National Intelligence 
Estimates (N!Es). These projections have contained cases of both intelli­
gence successes and failures. -

During the early 1960s, the Intelligence Community took seriously 
Khrushchev's boast that ICBMs would be "turned out like sausages" and, 
in the absence of confirmation from overhead photography, substantially 
overestimated the number of ballistic missiles that would be deployed. 
After the first overhead imagery became available, few ICBMs were found 
to be deployed and the Intelligence Community's projections were scaled 
back accordingly. By then the Soviets had largely completed deployment of 
medium-range ballistic missiles opposite Europe and had solved the 
technical problems they had encountered with their early ICBMs. The 
Soviets were thus ready to begin a massive buildup in their ICBM force, 
which the NlEs published during the mid-1960s did not anticipate. 

Once the magnitude of the Soviet buildup became clear, the NIEs depicted 
large uncertainties about the Soviet Union's ultimate strategic force levels. 
These uncertainties began to diminish after the Strategic Arms Limitation 
Talks (SALT) began. By 1971 the SALT ceiling on total numbers of 
strategic nuclear delivery vehicles (SNDVs), coupled with assumptions 
regarding Soviet willingness to remain within the agreed constraints, 
became the "governor" for SNDV force projections. Because SALT 
reduced uncertainty about the future, throughout the l970s the Intelli­
gence Community's proj~ctions of SALT-limited forces accurately reflect­
ed the number of SNDVs in the Soviet force. -

With the acquisition of MIRV technology in the early 1970s, Soviet 
strategic forces began to expand rapidly in terms of the number of 

_.deployed RVs. The Intelligence Community predicted well in advan~ • 
when the Soviets would field MIRVed ICBMs and in 1970 began to 
include in its projections estimates of the total number of weapons deployed 
on delivery vehicles. The high and low projections made from 1970 to 1977 
successfully bracketed the actual number of nuclear weapons in the Soviet 
force. The accuracy of the record in the early 1970s was due to a 
combination of correct estimates of the numbers of MIRVs on ICBMs and 
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48. (continued) 

of the rate at which these missiles would be deployed. In the mid-1970s, 
however, the accuracy of the overall record ·~as fdrtuitous because it was 
the product of two offsetting errors: 
• The projected number of RVs per missile deployed on submarine­

launched ballistic missiles proved to be about half the number the Soviets 
deployed. 

• The .projected rate of modernization with new missiles carrying MIR Vs 
was much greater than that which the Soviets actually achieved. 

The rate of Soviet strategic force modernization has proved to be the most 
._difficult aspect of Soviet strategic forces to project. For example, the figure 

shows the NIE projection made in 1975 for the year 1985. The Intelligence 
Community predicted that during this IQ-year period over 90 percent of 
the delivery vehicles would be replaced. In reality, the Soviets replaced less 
than 60 percent of them. This tendency to substantially overestimate the 
rate of force modernization occurred in every NIE published from 1974 
through 1986, and it was true for every projected force-whether it 
assumed high, moderate, or low levels of effort. The NIE published in 1985 
projected that virtually the entire ICBM force would be replaced within 10 
years. More than one-third of the projection period has passed, and so far 
only about 10 percent of the force is new. -

The overestimates of force modernization have had two components. The 
date of initial operational capability (IOC) of a weapon system often was 
predicted to occur earlier than the actual date, and the rate of deployment 
was projected to be faster than it actually was. Of the 17 weapon systems 
that have been predicted to reach IOC since 1970, the Intelligence 
Community predicted that 10 would become operational earlier than they 
did, six were projected accurately, and one was projecrcd to reach IOC 
later than it did. There are three reasons the projected IOC dates were of­
ten early: 
• The Intelligence Community did not correctly understand Soviet military 

requirements. 
• The Soviets slowed some weapon programs to conform to arms control 

limits. 
• Some programs had serious (and expensive) technical problems. -

iv 
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Forecasting Soviet Force Modemiza.tion: 
An Example of the Record 

NewSLBMs 

v 
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48. (continued) 

Overestimates 9f deployment rates aiso contributed to the overall record on 
force modernization. Analysts used the rapid Soviet missile buildup in the 
late 1960s as a guide for future deployment rates, but that rate of 
deployment was never approached again. Examination of deployment rates 
also revealed that sometimes, when the follow-on to a wea{ion system was 
projected to arrive too soon after the original weapon system was fielded, 
the Intelligence Community anticipated the arrival of the follow-on by 
rapidly phasing in and phasing out the original weapon in the projections. -The lessons that emerge from this examination suggest several steps that 

._could be adopted by the Intelligence Community to help improve the 
accuracy of projections in the future: 

• Institutionalize evaluations of the projections record by making them 
part of the annual Community product. This is perhaps the simplest step 
to take, but, for it to succeed, the most recent projection must be 
evaluated in terms of all projections that were made over the last 10 
years. Comparing last year's projection with this year's projection does 
not provide enough information to indicate trends in the forecasting 
record. Moreover, making incremental adjustments to a projection based 
upon changes that have occurred over the last year can mask fundamen-

. tal trends and thereby prolong misperceptions. 

• Continue to develop measures for the projections:to more sharply define 
the key changes that occur in the force. The need to periodically· evaluate 
and measure forces from a different perspective is a direct result of the 
changing technologies, functions, and capabilities embodied in military 
forces. Today the major Soviet weapon families-ICBMs and SLBMs­
are reaching technological maturity. Although further improvements in 
accuracy and survivability are likely, if Soviet strategic delivery systems 
start to evolve in an entirely different direction-for example, by 
carrying advanced conventional munitions rather than nuclear pay­
loads-the rate of modernization might no longer be a major focus of in­
terest. Other measures of force capability would be needed to correctly 
depict force modernization. 

vi 
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Reverse Blank 

• Conti1111e to examine the full range of factors bearing on force develop­
ments, the assumptions regarding the 4irection of force developments, 
and the magnitude of the effect of such factors. Evaluating the many 
competing factors that the Soviets weigh in setting their procurement 
goals has been a perennial problem in making the force projections. 
Crediting one factor as having a central influence on force projections, 
especially for an extended period of time, obscures the roles that other 
factors play. Economic difficulty is one example of a factor that was 
given little weight in the past, but has now become important. ln the cur­
rent situation in the USSR, where traditional approaches are being swept 
aside and Gorbachev's national security policy is the subject of intense 
debate, the relative weights of the factors that influence future forces 
need to be carefully scrutinized each time a new projection is developed. 

• Continue to look al the potential for discontinuities in the future-not 
only highlighting which weapon systems might change more often or to a 
greater degree than others. but also examining the implications of major 
economic and political events. Discontinuities are often the most impon­
derable of all analytical problems associated with developing projections. 
Defining "low" and "high" force projections in terms of a range of 
specific political, economic, or military developments-instead of as 
representations of different levels of effort-would help anticipate the 
consequences of these potential developments. -
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Summary: The Past, 
Present, and Future of 
Soriet Military Power 

The Development of 
Soviet Military Power: 
Trends Since 1965 and 
Prospects for the 19805 

The Soviet Military FJJort Under Brezhnev 

8 -

For more than two decades, the USSR has been engaged in a major buildup 
of its military forces. in the Khrushchev era the emphasis was on strategic 
nuclear programs, but since Brezhnev came to p0wer in l 964 there has been 
an across-the-board expansion and modernization of all the Soviet forces. 
Among the many factors underlying this buildup, the most basic is the 
attitude of the Soviet leaders that military might is a necessary and effective 
instrument of policy in an inherently unstable world. This attitude has been 
embodied in and reinforced by an ambitious military doctrine that calls for 
forces structured to fight and win future conflicts and by a political and 
economic system that gives priority to military requirements 

Taken together, these conditions have imparted a considerable momentum 
to the Soviet military effort.. Thus, despite changes in the international 
environment, Brezhnev's detente policy, and Strategic Arms Limitation 
agreements, the overall pace of the Soviet military buildup has remained 
steady during the Brezhnev years. Annual Soviet military spending has 
nearly doubled in real terms and now consumes over one-eighth of GNP; 
military manpower has increased by one-third to more than 5 million; ' 
defense research and development facilities have more than doubled in size; 
and weapon production facilities have expanded by nearly 60 percent 

The number of Soviet strategic nuclear weapons delivery vehicles has 
increased from a few hundred in 1965 to about 2,500 today, overturning the 
previous US quantitative superiority. (The United States has just over 2,000 
delivery vehicles.) The accuracy of the newest Soviet weapons now exceeds 
that of US systems, creating a major threat to US fixed, land-based missiles. 
These improvements have enhanced the capability of Soviet forces to fight a 
nuclear war. Moreover, by hardening their land-based missile launchers and 
putting a greater number of ballistic missiles on submarines, the Soviets 
have made their strategic forces so survivable that even after absorbing a US 
attack they could destroy most of the US population and most US military 
and economic targets in a retalia.tory strike 

'This figure i11Cludcs about l million men who fulfill ro\es that the United States would not 
consider related to national securit· 
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Soviet planners also emphasize defense against strategic weapons, but their 
defenses cannnot prevent similar devastation from a US retaliatory strike: 
• The Soviets have introduced systems to detect and defend against ballistic 

missiles, but technical limitations and treaty constraints render them 
largely ineffective against a large-scale US missile ljtlack. 

• They have expanded and improved their air defense network (the world's 
largest), giving it a good capability against high-flying aircraft but only 
limited effectiveness against low-altitude penetration. 

• Defense against missile-launching submarines is poor despite its high 
priority in naval planning, because the search and detection capabilities of 
Soviet forces are insufficient to locate submarines in the open ocean. 

• Continuing attention to civil defense has provided protection for virtually 
all political leaders, most key workers, and about I 0 percent of the urban 
residents; but the rest of the population would be dependent on evacuation, 
and economic and military facilities are still vulnerable 

The Soviets have eliminated the West's former edge in short- and medium­
range nuclear delivery systems in Europe. The number of Soviet tactical 
surface-to-surface missiles there has increased by a third, and the number of 
aircraft capable of delivering nuclear weapons in Central Europe has more 
than tripled. The Soviets have broken the monopoly held by NATO since the 
1960s in nuclear artillery and have introduced other new tactical delivery 
systems with improved ranges, accuracy, readiness, and destructive power. 
They may also have nuclear landmi,nes. With these improvements, Soviet 
theater forces are now in a better position to match any NATO escalation of 
a European conflict from one level of nuclear war to another, without using 
long-range theater nuclear systems based in the USSR.' Those systems have 
also been improved by deployment of the SS-20 intermediate-range ballistic 
missile with three independently targetable warheads and of the Backfire 
bomber with improved payload and air defense penetration capabilities 

To the extent that Soviet intercontinental nuclear forces now check those of 
the United States and Soviet gains in theater nuclear forces have offset those 
of NATO, the balance of conventional forces in Europe has become increas­
ingly significant. In the conventional area, the Soviets expanded their 

'The Soviets would hope to confine a NATO-Warsaw Pact war lo European territory, 
avoiding the use of systems based in the Soviet Union so as not to invite retaliatory attacks. 
Nevertheless, they doubt that nuclear escalation in such a war could be held within bounds. 
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already large ground and theater air forces during the 1965-80 period and 
introduced modern systems, some of them equal or superior to those of 
NATO: 

• Total ground forces manpower increased by nearly 50 percent, while the 
number of major weapons in a division increased by about a third and 
artillery firepower more than doubled. 

• The·number, variety, and capability of air defense systems available to 
tactical commanders increased rapidly, with deployment of all-weather 
missile-equipped interceptor aircraft and mobile air defense missiles and 
guns. 

• The latest Soviet tanks (now common to most first-line Soviet units in 
Eastern Europe, but not yet widely deployed among units in the USSR) 
have armor that provides good protection against the most aqvanced 
antitank weapo!ls. 

• New tactical aircraft deployed in the 1970s have increased ninefold the 
weight of ordnance that Soviet theater air forces could deliver against 
targets in NATO's rear areas (the Benelux countries and parts of France, 
for example). More accurate bombing systems (radars, laser rangefinders, 
and computers) and precision munitions have improved Soviet .capabilities 
against point targets and largely eliminated NATO's rear areas as sanc­
tuaries in conventional war 

On the other hand, the Warsaw Pact's military potential is affected by its 
political cohesion and its will to use force. Pact performance on the field of 
battle would be heavily influenced by the attitudes and effectiveness of the 
non-Soviet armies, which have been assigned major roles in both combat and 
support. These armies are less modern than that of the USSR. More 
important, the solidarity and enthusiasm that they would exhibit in combat 
against NATO are open to serious question 

The Soviets also maintain large forces opposite China. Since the late I 960s, 
the number of Ground Forces divisions along the Sino-Soviet border has 
doubled and their total manpower has more than tripled. Expansion of 
Soviet tactical aviation forces since the late 1960s has also been directed 
primarily at Chim 
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In the early 1960s, the Soviet Navy was a coastal defense force with limited 
capabilities for operations in t~eopen ocean, but it is being transformed into 
an outward-looking force deploying heavily armed surface ships, high-speed 
submarines, and advanced aircraft. The number of ships has changed little, 
but the proportion of large surface combatants and nuclear-powered sub­
marines is growing. Qualitatively, Soviet naval forces remain vulnerable to 
air and submarine attack; nuclear-powered submarines are noisier (and thus 
easier. to detect) than their Western counterparts; and capabilities for distant 
combat operations-such as-the landing of troops and provision of carrier­
based air support-are extremely limited. But their numerous missile­
equipped surface ships, submarines, and aircraft enable the Soviets to 
control their own coastal waters and to contest the use of open-ocean areas 
by the West 

To support the expanded combat capabilities of their forces, the Soviets have 
introduced space systems for communications, intelligence collection, navi­
gation, and other military functions. They now have an average of about 90 
satellites operational at any given time, of which about 70 percent are 
military and another 15 percent have both military and civilian uses. The 
Soviets have also introduced new procedures and systems for controlling 
military operations. These include ·an increase in the operational authority or 
the General Staff, creation of new intermediate levels of command, in­
troduction of mobile and hardened command pasts, and deployment or new 
c0mmunications systems. Thes~ measures have improved the flexibility, 
reliability, security, and survivability of command 

N; their military power has grown at the intercontinental, theater nuclear, 
and conventional levels, the Soviets have increasingly used military in­
struments to achieve political gains, especially in the Third World. Soviet 
exports of military equipment to the Third World have increased rapidly 
since their beginning in the mid-1950s. During 1980, some $14 billion worth 
of hardware was sold to the Third World, and in 1979 nearly 15,000 Soviet 
advisers were in Third World countries-more than four times as many as in 
1965. Operations of naval ships outside home waters increased sixfold 
between 1965·and 1970, fluctuated for several years, and increased sharply 
again during 1979 and 1980. Soviet naval ships now make several hundred 
visits to Third World parts each year 
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Military involvement in Third World conflicts has become more active and 
direct: 
• In the late 1960s and early 1970s, Soviet air and air defense forces were 

used in defensive roles in the Middle East. 
• In the mid-to-late 1970s, Sov.iet logistic support transported Cuban inter­

vention forces to Angola and Ethiopia and sustained them there. 
• In 1979, Soviet combat ground and air units invaded Afghanistan-the 

first direct involvement of Soviet ground forces outside the Soviet Bloc 

To support their growing military involvement overseas, the Soviets have 
improved the ability of their forces to project power: 

• The lift capability of primary Soviet amphibious ships has more than 
tripled since 1965. These ships can transport some I 0,000 to 12,000 men 
(but they are spread out among.four fleet areas). Merchant ships, some of 
which have been specifically designed to support naval operations, are also 
available. 

• The firepower, mobility, and air defense capabilities of the six combat­
strength airborne divisions have improved with the deployment of more 
modern weapons. 

• By introducing heavy transport aircraft, the Soviets have doubled their 
airlift capacity (but their capabilities remain inferior to those of the United 
States) 

The Soviets have not developed many forces specifically for overseas inva­
sion. They rely instead on general .purpose forces designed principally for use 
in Europe but also suitable for operations in more distant areas to which they 
can deploy without opposition. Most areas of vital interest to them are close 
to the USSR, however, and thus Soviet requirements for long-distance 
intervention forces are less demanding than those of the United State! 

Factors Affecting Future Military Programs 
As the Soviet leaders formulate their defense plans for the future, they face 
major external and domestic uncertainties: 
• The fluid international situation dictates a prudent defense posture, and 

the Soviets' perceptions of emerging military threats argue especially for 
continued qualitative improvement in forces. 

xvii 

299 



49. (continued) 

" • • Id • 

• On the other hand, to maintain even a modest rate or economic growth, 
those leaders must allocate more resources to capital investment and 
must improve labor productivity, in part by providing a rising standard or 
living. 

This dilemma could cause political tension, particularly at a time of leader­
ship transition. 

These un~ainties make it particularly difficult to forecast Soviet policies. 
We have sufficient information on each of the factors involved, however, to 
make fairly informed judgments about their probable impact on the develop­
ment of Soviet military power in the l.980s and to examine the possible· 
effects of discontinuities in policy 

In the international arena, the Soviets are concerned by the prospect that the 
United States will augment its defense effort, by China's opening to the 
West, and by the possibility that US opposition to Soviet global asi:iirations 
will increase. They are troubled by instability on their borders-an insur­
gency in Afghanistan that they have been unable to suppress, an unpredict­
able regime in Iran whose fundamentalist Islamic ideology could spread to 
Muslim minorities in the USSR, and a major threat to Communist Party 
control in Poland. They probably view the 1980s as a decade of heightened 
competition, in which they will run a greater risk of military confrontation 
with the United States and of actual combat with major powen 

While they see increasing tension, the leaders and planners also see foreign 
n_ations making military efforts that threaten to undercut the strengths of 
Soviet forces and exacerbate their weaknesses. These threats, as well as 
deficiencies that the Soviets currently perceive in their own military ca­
pabilities, make continued pursuit of new weapon programs essential from 
the perspective of the Soviet planners. They see the possible US deployment 
of the M-X missile, for example, as a dual threat: 
• Its survivability (from deployment on mobile launchers or in multiple 

shelters) could force the Soviets to expend all of their ICBM weapons 
against the M-X alone, were they to undertake a massive counterforce 
strike. 

• Its accuracy increases the risk that the United States could neutralize the 
Soviets' land-based ICBMs, which provide nearly 75 percent of the 
weapons and warheads on their intercontinental nuclear delivery vehicles. 
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The Soviets also consider NATO's plan to deploy advanced ballistic and 
cruise missiles in Europe as part of a US strategy to threaten Soviet ICBMs 
and to reduce Soviet capabilitiei for theater war in Europe 

Many other military developments are a cause of concern to Soviet planners: 
• They foresee that new Western ballistic missile submarines, with their 

greatly enlarged patrol areas, will further tax their inadequate 
antisubmarine capabilities. 

• They are watching China's lengthening nuclear reach and the upgrading 
of French and British strategic forces. 

• They regard NATO's programs for armor and antiarmor systems, preci­
sion munitions, and nuclear weapons as substantial and technologically 
challenging. 

• They believe they must accelerate their efforts to compete with NATO irt 
tactical aircraft and air defenses. 

• They are worried about the antisubmarine capabilities of the West and the 
vulnerability of their ships to air and submarine attack. 

• They see the widespread deployment of cruise missiles on US ships as 
reducing .their capabilities in ship-to-ship warfare and-if the long-range 
Tomahawk cruise missile is deployed-as introducing a new strategic 
threat to Soviet territory. 

• Finally, instability on their borders and US plans to form a rapid deploy­
ment force have increased Soviet concern about military developments in 
areas near the USSR 

As they attempt to react to the wide array of situations they perceive as 
either promising or threatening, Soviet policymakers will face a far more 
constrained 'resources picture than in the 1960s and 1970s: 

• Soviet economic growth, which has been declining since the 1950s, has 
slowed to a crawl in the past several years. The real average annual growth 
in GNP in 1979 and 1980 was a little over I percent-the worst in any 
two-year period since World War IL 

• In the 1980s, developing energy and demographic problems probably will 
hold GNP growth to an average of 2 percent or less--only half the rate at 
which defense expenditures have been growing. 

• If military spending is allowed to follow its past trend, its share of 
economic output could increase from about one-eighth now to over one­
sixth in J 990. 
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• More imp0rtantly, this increased military burden would reduce signifi-

cantly the share of the annual increment to GNP that can be distributed 
among civilian claimants to ease the political tensions that arise from 
competition for resources. Military programs-especially those for 
nonstrategic forces-divert key resources from the production of critically 
needed equipment for agriculture, industry, and transportation 

The problems of Soviet leaders in allocating resources could be further 
complicated by a political succession. Soviet President Brezhnev is 74 and in 
poor health, and mosn>f his colleagues are also in their seventies, many of 
them also ailing. The departure of these men could affect military p0licy, 
but probably not immediately. The process of Soviet national security 
planning and decisionmaking is highly centralized, secretive, and resistant 
to fundamental change. It is strongly influenced by military and defense­
industrial organizations, represented by men who have held their positions 
for many years, pfoviding a continuity of plans and programs. Because of 
this momentum, and the political clout of the men and institutions that 
supp0rt defense programs, we doubt that Soviet emphasis on military power 
would decrease in the early stages of a leadership succession 

The attitudes of the senior leaders are another buffer against any quick 
change of direction. If Brezhnev leaves the scene soon, the chances are that 
he would be replaced by one of the current group, most of whom share his 
general p01icy views. The two most likely candidates are party secretaries 
Kirilenko (who has expressed views somewhat more conservative than 
Brezhnev's on national security policy) and Chernenko (who has always been 
very close to Brezhnev). Eventually, of course, the interim leader will be 
replaced by a younger man; but among the younger Politburo members who 
appear to be candidates, most also seem to favor a continued high priority on 
defense. The effect of a political transition is inherently unpredictable, 
however, and we cannot exclude the possibility that major policy changes 
could result 

In contrast to the imponderables of the economic and political environments, 
we have a good capability to identify most future Soviet weapon systems. 
The forces of the 1980s will be equipped primarily with systems already in 
the field and secondarily with those now entering production or in late stages 
of development. (Because it takes a decade or more to develop and test 
modern weapon systems, few of those now in early stages of development 
could be introduced in significant numbers in the 1980s.) We believe that we 
have identified about 85 percent of the new systems likely to be introduced 

xx 

302 



49. (continued) 

in this decade. Knowing Soviet military requirements and the amount of 
available development and production resources, we can postulate others. 
These identified and postulated systems, plus existing systems, will make up 
well over 90 percent of the weapons in the field in 1990 

Soviet Military Power iii the 1980s 
Taking these factors into account, we can project in broad outline the 
prospects for further development of Soviet military power in the 1980s. We 
have made several projections. The most detailed (our baseline projection) is 
the one most consistent with currently available evidence. It assumes that 
pressures in favor of continuing the current policies-pressures from exter­
nal challenges, from the Soviets' ambitious military doctrine, and from the 
powerful institutions that support defense programs-will offset to a large 
extent any inclination toward change that might arise from the leaders' 
growing economic concerns. The baseline projection allows for adjustments 
to defense expenditures-provided they do not significantly affect military 
capabilities ' 

Because changes in political and economic conditions could lead to 
discontinuities in policy, we present three alternative projections: two that 
require an acceleration in the growth of military spending and one that 
requires an absolute reduction. We consider all of these to be less likely than 
the baseline projection but present a discussion of them intended to suggest 
reasonable limits to the options open to Soviet policymakers 

Baseline Projection. For our baseline projection we estimate--on the 
basis of the weapon production and development programs we have 
identified-that the Soviets will continue their policy of balanced force 
development. Within the outlines of this contim1ity, however, we expect 
them to increase their emphasis on strategic forces that can survive a US 

·attack, on strategic defense, and (to a lesser extent) on forces for the 
projection of Soviet power to distant areas. Manpower constraints will limit 
increases in the size of forces, but improvements will continue rapidly as new 
weapons become available. Improvements in Soviet military forces will lead 
to growing capabilities in many areas-including some areas of traditional 
Western strengtr. 

We expect the Soviets to carry out programs aimed at maintaining or 
increasing their lead over the United States in most measures of interconti­
nental nuclear attack capability and at upgrading their nuclear war-fighting 
capabilities. They will continue to improve the accuracy of their ICBMs and 
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will develop a variety of payload options for responding to US deployment of 
new ICBMs. As a result, the Soviet ICBM force-with or without the 
SALT JI Treaty-will have the theoretical potential to destroy most of the 
warheads on US land-based missiles throughout the decade. This potential 
will be greatest in the early 1980s, before the United States can deploy a new 
ICBM. But even in that early period, US forces could conduct a massive 
retaliatory strike 

To maintai·n survivable strategic forces in the face of a potential threat to 
their own fixed, land-based missiles, we expect, the Soviets to increase the 
capability of their submarine-launched ballistic missiles and possibly (espe­
cially in the absence of SALT constraints) to deploy land-mobile ICBMs. 
They may introduce a new strategic bomber or an aircraft to carry long­
range cruise missiles, and they may already be testing a sea-launched 
strategic cruise missil• 

Should strategic arms control negotiations be resumed, these weapon devel­
opments could complicate monitoring-an already difficult US intelligence 
task. Land-mobile strategic weapons and cruise missiles cannot be counted 
with high confidence. As a result, monitoring strategic arms control agree­
ments will be much more difficult in the 1980s than it was in the 1970~ 

Air defense improvements have been identified at Soviet test ranges, and 
some are now entering deployment. These include new surface-to-air mis­
siles and interceptor aircraft with radars that enable them to detect and 
engage low-flying targets. These defenses could make penetration of Soviet 
airspace much more difficult for large manned bombers of current types. 
The small size and low flight altitudes of modern cruise missiles prnsent a 
more complicated problem, however, and we project that Soviet defenses 
will be less effective against· these new systems during the 1980~ 

The Soviets continue their antiballistic missile (ABM) programs, but the 
technical difficulties of detecting, identifying, and intercepting ballistic 
missiles have kept progress slow. Moreover, the deployment constraints of 
the I 972 ABM Treaty severely limit the effectiveness of defenses against 
missiles. (Should the Soviets abrogate the treaty, they could deploy ABM 
defenses widely in the latter half of the decade.) We expect continuing Soviet 
interest in antisatellite defenses and in high-technology systems for strategic 
defense. Possible developments in the late 1980s could include a space-based 
antisatellite laser system and a few laser air defense weapons: Continuing 
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civil defense efforts will improve protection for the leaders and essential 
work force, but not for the general population or for military or economic 
facilities. Soviet capabilities against ballistic missile-launching submarines 
will rema,.in poor 

We project that, despite the widespread Western deployment of 
counterforce weapons in the 1980s, the Soviets will maintain the Capability 
to destroy most of the us population and industry in a retaliatory strike. 
Conversely, despite their own growing counterforce and defensive capabili­
ties, they will not in the 1980s be able to prevent a devastating retaliatory 
strike by remaining Western ICBMs and air-1a.nd submarine-launc?ed 
weapon~ 

Programs for theater nuclear weaponry will further erode NATO's nuclear 
advantage in Europe unless NATO takes action to offset them. The Soviets 
have programs under way to improve the accuracy and flexibility of nuclear 
delivery systems at all ranges. These include the introduction 'of new tactical 
aircraft and short-range ballistic missiles, the continuing deployment of 
nuclear-capable artillery, and further improvements in the number and 
quality of weapons on long-range theater nuclear delivery vehicles (missile 
launchers and aircraft) based in the ussr- . 

Our baseline projection includes improvements in Soviet Ground Forces. 
They will continue to emphasize the central role of armor; by the end of the 
decade most major Soviet uni ts (and s6me unitS of their allies) will have 
tanks with advanced armor that provides good protection against current 
NATO weapons. The introduction of new artillery and air defense systems, 
as wel.l as organizational changes that involve the addition of combat units 
and weapons, will increase the capabilities of Soviet divisions to respond to 
rapidly changing battlefield conditions. New fixed-wing ground attack 
aircraft and helicopters, with increased ranges and payloads and improved 
munitions, will increase the vulnerability of NATO's installations and forces 
and improve Soviet capabilities for clo.se support of ground operatiom _ -·1~ 

With these new systems, we expect Soviet theater forces to keep pace with 
NATO's modernization programs. The East European forces of the Warsaw 
Pact will improve less rapidly, however, because economic constraints will 
limit the amount of modern Soviet equipment they can afford to acquire and 
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will develop a variety of payload options for responding to US deployment of 
new ICBMs. As a result, the Soviet ICBM force-with or without the 
SALT II Treaty-will have the theoretical potential to destroy most of the 
warheads on US land-based missiles throughout the decade. This potential 
will be greatest in the early 1980s, before the United States can deploy a new 
ICBM. But even in that early period, US forces could conduct a massive 
retaliatory strih 

To maintain survivable strategic forces in the face of a potential threat to 
their own fixed, land-based missiles, we expect. the Soviets to increase the 
capability of their submarine-launched ballistic missiles and possibly (espe­
cially in the absence of SALT constraints) to deploy land-mobile ICBMs. 
They may introduce a new strategic bomber or an aircraft to carry long­
range cruise missiles, and they may already be testing a sea-launched 
strategic cruise missile 

Should strategic arms control negotiations be resumed, these weapon devel­
opments could complicate monitoring-an already difficult US intelligence 
task. Land-mobile strategic weapons and cruise missiles cannot be counted 
with high confidence. As a result, monitoring strategic arms control agree­
ments will be much more difficult in the 1980s than it was in the 1970~ 

Air defense improvements have been identified at Soviet test ranges, and 
some are now entering deployment. These include new surface-to-air mis­
siles and interceptor aircraft with radars that enable them to detect and 
engage low-flying targets. These defenses could make penetration of Soviet 
airspace much more difficult for large manned bombers of current types. 
The small size and low flight altitudes of modern cruise missiles present a 
more complicated problem, however, and we project that Soviet defenses 
will be less effective against· these new systems during the 1980~ 

The Soviets continue their antiballistic missile (ABM) programs, but the 
technical difficulties of detecting, identifying, and intercepting ballistic 
missiles have kept progress slow. Moreover, the deployment constraints of 
the 1972 ABM Treaty severely limit the effectiveness of defenses against 
missiles. (Should the Soviets abrogate the treaty, they could deploy ABM 
defenses widely in the latter half of the decade.) We expect continuing Soviet 
interest in antisatellite defenses and in high-technology systems for strategic 
defense. Possible developments in the late 1980s could include a space-based 
antisatellite laser system and a few laser air defense weapons. Continuing 
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Soviet naval programs will continue to emphasize open-ocean forces and the 
deployment of air power to sea. These programs will improve the Navy's 
capabilities to contest areas of the open ocean with the West. Ships and 
submarines with a new, long-range cruise missile are being introduced to 
offset Western gains in shipborne defenses. The Soviets are producing 
nuclear-powered attack submarines at an increasing rate, and the subma­
rines introduced in this decade probably will be quieter (and harder to detect 
and track) than current modelr 

Another naval development has important implications for Soviet military 
power-we have evidence of activities that probably are related to a pro­
gram for a new aircraft carrier. It could be introduced in the late 1980s and 
probably would carry standard fighter or attack aircraft and be nuclear­
powered. (The Soviets have helicopter carriers and ships that carry short­
range, vertical and short takeoff and landing aircraft, but this could be their 
first attack aircraft carrier.) It would improve the Navy's air defenses 
and-more importantly-it could inaugurate a capability for projection of 
air power in distant areas. The USSR could not achieve a large-scale 
capability in the I 980s--0nly one or two carriers could be available-but 
this could emerge as a major theme in the 1990s and later 

We expect other improvements in Soviet forces for power projection, besides 
the aircraft carrier. Introduction of a new class of landing ships-if it occurs 
in the l 980s-would increase the troop-lift capability of the Navy. The 
Soviets are reportedly working on a large transport aircraft, similar in size to 
the US CSA. If they produce such an aircraft, their airlift capabilities by 
1990 could be substantially improved 

In the 1980s, the Soviets will continue to improve their military space and 
command and control systems. We expect them to place in orbit new 
military space stations, to be used for intellige.nce purposes, and new 
unmanned satellites for real-time photographic reconnaissance and the 
detection of missile launches. We also expect further improvements in 
command and control, with emphasis on mobile systems and on the use of 
computen. 

With these new forces and capabilities, we expect the Soviets to maintain a 
high level of activity in the Third World to achieve both military and 
political goals. They may be willing to use their own forces more actively in 
the Third World, even if the activity brings a greater risk of confrontation 
with Western powers 
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If the Soviets carry out the programs that we have identified, their defense 
expenditures will continue to increase in real terms throughout the 1980s. 
The precise rate of increase is difficult to predict. It could be as high as 4 
percent a year, if no constraints are imposed by arms control agreements and 
if the Soviets do not alter the support structure of their armed forces. A rate 
of 4 percent would increase the military drain on the economy and the 
potential for internal political problems 

In an itttempt to address these problems, the Soviets might try to reduce the 
growth of their defense spending to, say, 2 percent or less. To accomplish this 
they could: 
• Cut back the current production of some systems while continuing devel­

opment of follow-ons. 
• Stretch out new production programs and postpone the target dates for 

force modernization. 
• Attempt to improve efficiency in the military and the defense industries. 

They could even take advantage of the limited financial savings that arms 
control agreements would permit by deploying fewer weapons-but their 
past actions suggest that they would procure forces to the limits of any such 
agreements.1 

If the Soviets chose to make adjustments, they could spread them out among 
all of the military services, minimizing the impact on the rate of moderniza­
tion of the forces as a whole. These changes could be risky from the point of 
view of the military, but might be attractive to political leaders with a 
broader perspective. We believe adjustments sufficient to hold the growth in 
spending down to 2 percent would not significantly alter the major judg­
ments of our baseline projection 

Alternative Projections. More radical changes in Soviet military policy are 
possible. Currently available evidence provides no clear indications that they 
are in the offing, but the interaction of political, economic, and technological 
forces in the 1980s could conceivably lead to major discontinuities. 

'Arms control agreements could also reduce uncertainty about Western military programs 
and thus enable.the Soviets to avoid some of the costs of hedging against uncertainty •t ..... . 
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One possibility is that the Soviets will reduce the level of military expend­
itures absolutely {rather than merely reducing the rate of increase). W c 
believe this to be unlikely in the near term. Their dim view of the interna­
tional environment would argue against such cuts, and the guidelines they 
have published for their next Five-Year Plan imply continued growth in 
defense spending. We have not detected any evidence that the Soviets arc 
considering reductions 

Nevertheless, reductions cannot be excluded as a long-run possibility; and, 
as one alternative projection, we have examined the consequences of a cut in 
defense expenditures. We believe that to reduce expenditure levels in real 
terms the Soviets would have to alter the roles and missions of some of their 
armed forces. They probably would spread the cuts among all the military 
services-making them somewhat deeper in general purpose forces, espe­
cially ground forces. General purpose forces are larger than strategic forces 
and they take up more of the defense budget and use more of the energy, 
manpower, and key material resources needed by the civilian economy. 
Production of general purpose weapon systems competes directly with 
production of equipment for transportation, agriculture, and manufactur­
ing. {The resources devoted to production of strategic weapons, on the other 
hand, are more specialized and less readily transferable to important civilian 
uses. 

Another alternative projection considers the possibility that the Soviets will 
increase defense spending more rapidly than in the past, to support a 
stepped-up military competition. This effort {focused on either strategic or 
conventional forces) could expand the forces and improve capabilities more 
rapidly than is forecast in our baseline projection. The range of program 
options is broad enough to permit a major increase in defense spending, and 
Soviet military-industrial capacity is large enough to sustain it. Such an 
increase would affect the distribution of economic resources significantly, 
however (especially if it were in conventional forces), and its political 
consequences could be extremely serious: 
• The Soviets' ability to increase investment resources critical to long-term 

economic growth would be reduced substantially. 
• Per capita consumption might decline in real terms late in the decade. 
• Key sectors of the economy would be disrupteO.. 

We do not know at what point the Soviets would find an increased defense 
burden Lo be unacceptable. This would depend on the international environ­
ment and the outlook of the leaders in power. Judging by their past behavior, 
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we believe that they would prefer, if possible, to keep defense expenditures 
within their current growth rate, while still pursuing their military goals. 
• The Soviets probably will seek to constrain US programs and to reduce 

their uncertainty about future US capabilities by urging further arms 
control negotiations. 

• They will also attempt, through propaganda and diplomacy, to undermine 
Western cohesiveness on security issues and to slow the pace of West 
European defense programs. 

The Soviets' incentives for such actions will increase as their economic 
growth slows in the 1980s. But Soviet leaders place a high premium on 
military power and will not, for economic reasons alone, accept constraints 
on defense programs that they consider vital to their interest 

Background and Structure of This Report 
This report is based on a major interdisciplinary research effort carried out 
by the National Foreign Assessment Center during the 1979-80 period. It 
surveys the development of Soviet military power in the Brezhnev era-a 
period of relative economic prosperity and political stability-and outlines 
its probable evolution in the 1980s, when declining economic growth, a 
leadership succession, and a complex international environment will pose 
difficult choices for Soviet political and military leaders. To improve our 
understanding of these choices, more than 40 individual research projects 

)/ere undertaken by the Offices of Central Reference, Economic Research, 
£- ..,l Political A·nalysis, Scientific and Weapons Research, and 
:Strategic Kesearch. (_ 

_J 
Beginning with a discussion of the Soviet military buildup under Brezhnev 
and of the factors underlying it, the paper then discusses the forces that will 
affect Soviet power and policies in the 1980s. These ideas underlie our 
baseline projection for the period through 1990 (page 73). Finally, several 
alternative courses of action that the Soviets could follow are outlined, as 
well as the conditions and constraints that bear on Soviet behavior and the 
clues that could alert us to changes in Soviet military policy 
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49. (continued) 

Trends in Soviet Defense Expenditures 
(based on estimates in constant 1970 rubles) 

Index: 1951 aJOO 
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Cuban missile crisis 

Death of Stalin Berlin crisis 

I I I I I 
1951 54 57 60 63 66 69 
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72 75 76 61 
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