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ABSTRACT

A VN
This report provides unclassified background data on transfers of conven-
tional armaments to Third World nations by the major supplying nations. It
covers the years from 1980-1987 and reviews in detail the values of arms

transfer agreements and deliveries, as well as the specific numbers of impor-

tant conventional weapons delivered to the Third World during this time period.
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TRENDS IN CONVENTIONAL ARMS TRANSFERS TO THE THIRD WORLD
BY MAJOR SUPPLIER, 1980~1987

INTRODUCTION

This report provides unclassified background data on transfers of conven-
tional arms to the Third World by major suppliers for the period from 1980
through 1987. It updates and revises the study entitled "Trends in
Conventional Arms Transfers to the Third World by Major Supplier, 1979-1986"
which was published by the Congressional Research Service (CRS) on May 15,

1987.

MAJOR FINDINGS

General Trends

o The value of all arms transfer agreements with the Third
World in 1987 ($30 billion) was the lowest total for any year since
1980 (in constant 1987 dollars). The total value of all arms
transfer agreements with the Third World remains well below the peak
years of 1980 and 1982, when such agreements exceeded $60.5 billion

and $58.4 billion respectively (in constant 1987 dollars) (table 1A)
(chart 1).

o The total value of U.S. arms transfer agreements with the
Third World increased to $5.6 billion in 1987, from $4.1 billion in
1986 (in constant 1987 dollars). The U.S. share of all such agree-
ments was 18.5% in 1987, up from 12.8% in 1986 (table 1A and 1B)
(charts 2, 3, and 4).

o The Soviet Union's share increased to 48.5% in 1987, from
45.8%Z in 1986. The value of the Soviet Union's agreements fell
slightly to $14.6 billion in 1987, from $14.7 billion in 1986 (in
constant 1987 dollars) (tables 1A and 1B) (charts 2, 3, and 4).

o The four Major West European suppliers, as a group, experi-
enced a notable increase in their share of Third World arms transfer
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agreements between 1986 and 1987. This group's share increased from
10.7%2 in 1986 to 18.6%Z in 1987. The collective value of this
group's arms transfer agreements with the Third World in 1987 was
slightly more than $5.7 billion compared to a total of $3.3 billion
in 1986 (in constant 1987 dollars) (tables 1A and 1B) (charts 2, 3,
4, and 5).

o In the period from 1980-1987, certain emerging suppliers of
armaments to the Third World have ranked ahead of some of the
traditional, industrialized, suppliers--both in terms of the value
of arms transfer agreements and the value of arms deliveries. 1In
particular, China ranked ahead of both West Germany and Italy in the
value of arms transfer agreements with the Third World. China ranked
fourth among all suppliers to the Third World in the value of arms
transfer agreements from 1980-1983, fifth from 1984-1987, and fifth
from 1980-1987 (tables 1 and IF).

) China, in each year from 1985 through 1987, made arms
transfer agreements with the Third World valued at $1.5 billion or
more (in constant 1987 dollars) (table 1lA).

o China, in every year since 1982 except one (1985) made arms
deliveries to the Third World valued at $1.3 billion or more (in
constant 1987 dollars) (table 2A).

o China ranked fifth in the value of arms delivered to the

Third World from 1980-1987 and ranked fourth in the value of arms de-
livered from 1984~1987 (in current dollars) (tables 2 and 2F).

Regional Trends

o The Near East and South Asia region is the greatest Third
World arms market. In 1984-1987, it accounted for over 67% of the
total value of all Third World arms transfer agreements (tables 1C
and 1D).

o In the Near East and South Asia region between 1984-1987,
the Soviet Union had the largest share of arms transfer agreements of
any single supplier with 37.5%4. The United States' share during this
period was 13.8%. The four Major West European suppliers, as a
group, had 25.7%Z of all arms transfer agreements (tables 1C and 1lE)
(chart 7).

Iran - ITragq

o For the 1980-1987 period, the total value of arms transfer
agreements with Iran and Iraq collectively by all suppliers ($64.1
billion in current dollars) constituted over one-fifth (20.9%) of all
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arms transfer agreements by all suppliers with the Third World
($306.8 billion in current dollars) (tables 1, 1G and 1H).

o For the most recent period, 1984-1987, the total value of
arms transfer agreements with Iran and Iraq collectively by all
suppliers ($30.6 billion in current dollars) constituted over one-
fifth (21.2%) of all arms transfer agreements by all suppliers with
the Third World ($144.2 billion in current dollars) (tables 1, 1G and
1H).

o For the 1980-1987 period, the Soviet Union's share of the
value of all arms transfer agreements with Iran and Iraq collectively
was 29%, while that of China was 13%. All European non-Communist
suppliers, as a group, made 31% of these agreements. All other non-
Communist suppliers, as a group, made 11% of these agreements, while
all other Communist suppliers combined accounted for 16% (tables 1,
1G and 1H) (chart 8).

o For the 1980-1987 period, China's share of the value of all
arms transfer agreements with Iran was 21% compared to 2% for the
Soviet Union. All European non-Communist suppliers, as a group, had
33%Z of these agreements. All other non-Communist suppliers, as a
group, had 14%Z of these agreements, while all other Communist
suppliers combined accounted for 31% (table 1G) (chart 9).

o For the 1980-1987 period, the Soviet Union's share of the
value of all arms transfer agreements with Iraq was 37% compared to
10% for China. All European non-Communist suppliers, as a group,
made 30%Z of these agreements. All other non-Communist suppliers, as
a group, made 10%Z of these agreements, while all other Communist
suppliers combined accounted for 12% (table 1H) (chart 9).

o European non-Communist suppliers have made substantial arms
transfer agreements with Iran from 1984-1987 (nearly $3.3 billion)
(in current dollars) (table 1G).

o European non-Communist suppliers have made substantial arms
transfer agreements with Iraq from 1980-1987, nearly $10.4 billion in
agreements in 1980-1983 and over $4.7 billion in agreements in 1984-
1987 (in current dollars) (table 1H).

o For the 1980-1987 period, the total value of arms deliveries
to Iran and Iraq collectively by all suppliers ($55.3 billion in
current dollars) constituted nearly one-fifth (19.4%) of all arms
deliveries by all suppliers to the Third World ($284.6 billion in
current dollars) (tables 2, 2G and 2H).

o For the most recent period, 1984-1987, the total value of
arms deliveries to Iran and Iraq collectively by all suppliers ($31.1
billion in current dollars) constituted over one-fifth (22%) of the
value of all arms deliveries by all suppliers to the Third World
($141.9 billion in current dollars) (tables 2, 2G and 2H).

o For the 1980-1987 period, the Soviet Union's share of the
value of all arms deliveries to Iran and Iraq collectively was 38%
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while that of China was 11%. All European non-Communist suppliers,
as a group, made 25% of these deliveries. All other non-Communist
suppliers, as a group, made 9% of these deliveries, while all other
Communist suppliers combined accounted for 17% (tables 2, 2G and 2H)
(chart 16).

o For the 1980-1987 period, China's share of the value of all
arms deliveries to Iran was 15% compared to 5% for the Soviet Union.
All European non-Communist suppliers, as a group, made 30% of these
deliveries. All other non-Communist suppliers, as a group, made 16%
of these deliveries, while all other Communist suppliers combined
accounted for 33% (table 2G) (chart 17).

o For the 1980-1987 period, the Soviet Union's share of the
value of all arms deliveries to Iraq was 47% compared to 10% for
China. All European non-Communist suppliers, as a group, made 7% of
these deliveries, while all other Communist suppliers combined
accounted for 13% (table 2H) (chart 17).

o European non-Communist suppliers have made substantial arms
deliveries to Iraq from 1980~1987, delivering over $5.7 billion of
arms from 1980-1983 and nearly $4.6 billion from 1984-1987 (in
current dollars) (table 2H).

China as a Supplier

o China's volume of arms sales to Iran and Iraq has been
significant. From 1980-1983, China made $5.9 billion in arms
transfer agreements with the entire Third World (in current dollars).
of that tocal, 61% ($3.6 billion) consisted of arms transfer
agreements with Iraq. During these same years, China made $505
million in arms transfer agreements with Iran which constituted 9% of
China's arms transfer agreements with the Third World. Thus, from
1980-1983, 69Z of China's Third World arms transfer agreements were
with two countries, Iran and Iraq (tables 1, 1F, 1G and 1lH).

o In the most recent period, from 1984-1987, China made nearly
$5.2 billion in arms transfer agreements with the Third World (in
current dollars). Of that total, 49% (over $2.5 billion) consisted
of arms transfer agreements with Iran. During these same years,
China made over $1.5 billion in arms transfer agreements with Irag,
which constituted 30% of China's arms transfer agreements with the
Third World. Thus, from 1984-1987, 79% of China's Third World arms
transfer agreements were with two countries, Iran and Iraq (tables
1, 1F, 1G and 1H).

0o China's Third World arms transfer agreements for the period
1980-1987 total nearly $11.1 billion (in current dollars). Of that
amount, 74%Z (nearly $8.2 billion) consists of arms transfer
agreements with Iran and Iraq collectively (tables 1, 1F, 1G and 1H).
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0 China has made substantial shares of its total Third World
arms deliveries to Iran and Iraq. In the most recent period, from
1984-1987, China delivered $5.2 billion in arms to the Third World
(in current dollars). Of that amount, 50% (nearly $2.6 billion) was
delivered to Irag. During these same years, China delivered nearly
$1.6 billion in arms to Iran, which constituted 31% of all Chinese
arms deliveries to the entire Third World. China's Third World
deliveries for the 1980-1987 period total over $8.7 billion (in
current dollars). Of that total, 69% ($6 billion) consists of
Chinese arms deliveries to Iran and Iraq collectively (tables 2, 2F,
2G and 2H).

Soviet Union as a Supplier

o The Soviet Union has been Iraq's leading arms supplier. From
1980-1987, the value of the Soviet Union's arms transfer agreements
with Iraq totaled nearly $18.5 billion (in current dollars). In the
most recent period from 1984-1987, the Soviet Union concluded nearly
$10.3 billion in arms transfer agreements with Irag (table 1H).

o From 1980-1987, the Soviet Union delivered nearly $20.3
billion in arms to Iraq (in current dollars). In the most recent
period from 1984-1987, the Soviet Union delivered nearly $11.5
billion in arms to Iraq (table 2H).

o In the most recent period from 1984-1987, the Soviet Union
has concluded no arms transfer agreements with Iran, and has made
minimal arms deliveries to that country during the same time period
($5 million in current dollars) (tables 1G and 2G).

o The Soviet Union had the most dramatic increase in its share
of the value of Latin American agreements. The Soviets' share rose
from 48.2% in 1980-1983, to 59.8% in 1984-1987. (tables 1C and 1E)
(chart 10).

o Of the Soviet Union's nearly $5.8 billion in arms transfer
agreements with Latin America from 1980-1983 (in current dollars),
85% (over $4.9 billion) went to Cuba alone. In the period from 1984-
1987, the Soviet Union made nearly $8.2 billion in arms transfer
agreements with Latin America (in current dollars). Of this total,
70% (over $5.7 billion) were arms transfer agreements with Cuba
(tables 1C and 1I) (chart 11).

o Of the Soviet Union's more than §$5.8 billion in arms
deliveries to Latin America from 1980-1983 (in current dollars),
84.5% (over $4.9 billion) went to Cuba alone. In the period from
1984-1987, the Soviet Union made over $7.6 billion in arms deliveries
to Latin America (in current dollars). Of this total, 75.3% (over
$5.7 billion) were arms deliveries to Cuba (tables 2C and 2I).
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Communist and Non-Communist Suppliers

o In 1987, the value of all arms deliveries to the Third World
increased over the previous year's total for the first time since
1982 (in constant 1987 dollars) (table 2A) (charts 12, 13, and 14).

o The total value of all Communist nations' arms transfer
agreements with the Third World from 1980-1987 ($176.3 billion)
barely exceeded the total wvalue of all such agreements by all non-
Communist nations during this period ($176.1 billion) (in constant
1987 dollars) (table 1A) (chart 6).

o The total value of all Communist nations' arms deliveries to
the Third World from 1980-1987 ($172.8 billion) exceeded the total
value of all such deliveries by all non-Communist nations during this
period ($149.4 billion) (in constant 1987 dollars) (table 2A) (chart
15).

EXPLANATORY NOTES

The Third World category includes all countries except NATO nations,
Warsaw Pact nations, Europe, Japan, Australia and New Zealand. All data are

for the calendar year given, except for the U.S. MAP (Military Assistance

Program) and IMET (International Military Education and Training) program data
in the agreements table, which are included for the particular fiscal year.
U.S. commercial sales and deliveries data are excluded. This is done because
the U.S. Foreign Military Sales (FMS) program accounts for the overwhelming
amount of U.S. conventional arms transfer agreements and deliveries. Further,
the data maintained on U.S. commercial sales agreements and deliveries are much
less precise than that for the FMS program. All Foreign Military Sales (FMS)
construction sales and deliveries are included in the U.S. values totals.

The data in this report are set out in a series of tables providing,
among other things, dollar values of arms transfer agreements and deliveries as
well as actual numbers of weapons delivered to Third World countries. Charts
that highlight the dollar value data are placed throughout the text. Table 1

shows the dollar values of arms transfer agreements with the Third World by
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supplier from 1980-1987. Table 2 shows the dollar values of arms transfer
deliveries to the Third World for the same years. The values in both table 1
and table 2 are expressed in current dollars.

Table 1A shows the values of arms transfer agreements with the Third World
by supplier from 1980-1987 expressed in constant 1987 U.S. dollars. Table 1B
gives the percentage of all Third World arms transfer agreement values held by
individual supplier or supplier group from 1980-1987. It is based on the
dollar figures given in table 1.

Table 1C gives the values of arms transfer agreements between suppliers
and individual regions of the Third World for the periods 1980-1983 and
1984-1987. It is a regiénal breakdown of the data contained in table 1. These
values are expressed in current U.S. dollars. Table 1D is derived from table

1C and provides the value of each supplier's arms transfer agreements with each

Third World region expressed as a percentage of all agreements with the Third
World during the two time periods. Table 1E, also derived from table 1C,
illustrates what share of each Third World region's arms transfer agreement

values was held by specific suppliers in percentage terms during the two time

periods.

Table 1F gives the values of arms transfer agreements with the Third World
from 1980-1987 by the Third World's top 1l suppliers. The table ranks these
suppliers on the basis of the total current dollar values of their respective
agreements with the Third World for each of three periods--1980-1983, 1984-

1987, and 1980~-1987. Table 1F further shows the percentage change in the value

of Third World arms transfer agreements from 1980-1983 to 1984-1987 for each of
the 11 suppliers.
Table 1G gives the values of arms transfer agreements with Iran by

suppliers or categories of suppliers for the periods 1980-1983, 1984-1987 and
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1980-1987. These values are expressed in current U.S. dollars. They are
subsets of the data contained in table 1.

Table 1H gives the values of arms transfer agreements with Iraq by
suppliers or categories of suppliers for the periods 1980-1983, 1984-1987 and
1980-1987. These values are expressed in current dollars. They are subsets
of the data contained in table 1.

Table 1I gives the values of arms transfer agreements with Cuba by
suppliers or categories of suppliers for the periods 1980-1983, 1984-1987 and
1980-1987. These values are expressed in current U.S. dollars. They are
subsets of the data contained in table 1.

Table 2A shows the values of arms deliveries to the Third World supplier
from 1980-1987 expressed in constant 1987 U.S. dollars. Table 2B gives the
percentage of all Third World delivery values held by individual supplier or
supplier group from 1980-1987. It is based on the dollar figures given in
table 2.

Table 2C gives the values of arms deliveries from suppliers to individual
regions of the Third World for the periods 1980-1983 and 1984-1987. It gives a
regional breakdown of the data contained in table 2. These values are
expressed in current U.S. dollars. Table 2D is derived from table 2C and

provides the value of each supplier's arms delivery values with each Third

World region, expressed as a percentage of all agreements during the two time
periods. Table 2E, also derived from table 2C, illustrates what share of each

Third World region's arms delivery values was held by specific suppliers in

percentage terms during the two time periods.

Table 2F gives the values of arms deliveries to the Third World from 1980-
1987 by the Third World's top 11 suppliers. The table ranks these suppliers on
the basis of the total current dollar values of their respective deliveries to

the Third World for each of three periods--1980-1983, 1984-1987, and 1980-1987.
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Table 2F further shows the percentage change in the value of Third World arms

delivery values from 1980-1983 to 1984-1987 for each of the 11 suppliers.

Table 2G gives the values of arms delivered to Iram by suppliers or

categories of suppliers for the periods 1980-1983, 1984-1987 and 1980-1987.
These values are expressed in current U.S. dollars. They are subsets of the

data contained in table 2,

Table 2H gives the values of arms delivered to Iraq by suppliers or
categories of suppliers for the periods 1980-1983, 1984-1987 and 1980-1987.
These values are expressed in current U.,S. dollars. They are subsets of the
data contained in table 2.

Table 2I gives the values of arms delivered to Cuba by suppliers or

categories of suppliers for the periods 1980-1983, 1984-1987 and 1980-1987.
These values are expressed in current U.S. dollars. They are subsets of the
data contained in table 2,

Tables 3 through 7 give detailed totals of specific weapons categories

actually delivered to either the Third World as a whole or to a specific region
of it by the United States, the USSR, and the four Major Western European
suppliers as a group. They provide delivery data for the periods 1980-1983,
1984-1987 and 1980-1987. Regions are identified at the end of the tables and
descriptions of items included in the 12 specific weapons categories are
provided. None of the data included in the weapons deliveries tables
represents items delivered to any country not defined as a Third World nation.
Throughout this report values of arms transfer agreements and values of

arms deliveries are expressed in U.S. dollars. Values for any given year
generally reflect the exchange rates that prevailed during that specific year.*

(*This last sentence reflects a technical clarification of an earlier version).
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SUMMARY OF SELECTED DATA TRENDS, 1980-1987

Table 1 -- THIRD WORLD ARMS TRANSFER AGREEMENT VALUES

Tables 1 through 1I (pages 45-54) present annual data on arms transfer
agreements with Third World nations by major suppliers from 1980-1987. These
data show the most recent trends in arms contract activity by major suppliers
in contrast to delivery data (pages 55-64) which reflect implementation of

sales decisions taken earlier. To use these data for purposes other than

assessing pgeneral trends in seller/buyer activity is to risk drawing hasty
conclusions that can be rapidly invalidated by events--precise values and
comparisons, for example, may be changed by cancellations of major arms
transfer agreements.,

Table 1 shows the annual current dollar values of arms transfer agreements
with the Third World., Since these figures do not allow for the effects of
inflation, they are, by themselves, of limited use. They provide, however, the
data from which tables 1A and 1B are derived. Some of the more notable facts

reflected by these data are summarized below.

o The value of all arms transfers agreements with the Third
World in 1987 ($30 billion) was the lowest total for any year since
1980 (in constant 1987 dollars). The total value of all arms
transfer agreements with the Third World remains well below the peak
years of 1980 and 1982, when such agreements exceeded $60.5 billion
and $58.4 billion respectively (in constant 1987 dollars) (table 1A)
(chart 1).

o In 1987, the total value of United States arms transfer
agreements with the Third World increased over the previous year's
total for the first time since 1982 (in constant 1987 dollars)
{tables 1A and 1B).

o The total value of U.S. arms transfer agreements with the
Third World increased to $5.6 billion in 1987, from $4.1 billion in
1986 (in constant 1987 dollars). The U.S. share of all such agree-
ments was 18.5% in 1987, up from 12.8% in 1986 (table 1A and 1B)
(charts 2, 3, and 4).
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o The Soviet Union registered a slight increase in its share of
Third World arms transfer agreements between 1986 and 1987. The
Soviet Union's share increased to 48.5% in 1987, from 45.8% in 1986.
The value of the Soviet Union's agreements fell slightly to $14.6
billion in 1987, from $14.7 billion in 1986 (in constant 1987
dollars) (tables 1A and 1B).

o The four Major West European suppliers, as a group, experi-
enced a notable increase in their share of Third World arms transfer
agreements between 1986 and 1987. This group's share increased from
10.7% in 1986 to 18.6% in 1987. The collective value of this group's
arms transfer agreements with the Third World in 1987 was slightly
more than $5.7 billion compared to a total of $3.3 billion in 1986
(in constant 1987 dollars) (tables 1A and 1B) (charts 2, 3, 4, and
5).

o In 1987 the Soviet Union ranked first in Third World arms
transfer agreements at $14.6 billion. The United States ranked
second at $5.6 billion, while France ranked third at $3.9 billion.
The value of U.S. Third World agreements rose from $4.1 billion in
1986 (in constant 1987 dollars). The United States' share of all
Third World agreements in 1987 was 18.5%Z, up from 12.8%Z in 1986
(tables 1A and 1B) (chart 2).

o The total value of all Communist nations' arms transfer
agreements with the Third World from 1980-1987 ($176.3 billion)
barely exceeded the total value of all such agreements by all non-
Communist nations during this period ($176.1 billion) (in constant
1987 dollars) (table 1A) (chart 6).
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agreements with Latin America (in current dollars). Of this total,
70% (over §$5.7 billion) were arms transfer agreements with Cuba
(tables 1C and 1I). (Chart 11).

o In the earlier period (1980-1983), the Soviet Union ranked
first in agreements with East Asia and the Pacific with 39.9%. The
United States ranked second with 29.6%. The Major West European
suppliers, as a group, made 9.3%Z of this region's agreements in
1980-1983. In the later period (1984-1987), the Soviet Union ranked
first in East Asia and Pacific agreements with 53.2%. The United
States again ranked second with 30.4%. The Major West European
suppliers, as a group, made 11.6%Z of this region's agreements in
1984-1987 (table 1E).

o In the earlier period (1980-1983), the Soviet Union ranked
first in agreements with the Near East and South Asia with 30.7%.
The United States ranked second with 22,6%. The French ranked third
with 14.6%. The Major West European suppliers, as a group, made
22.2% of this region's agreements in 1980-1983. In the later period
(1984-1987), the Soviet Union ranked first in Near East and South
Asian agreements with 37.54. The United States ranked second with
13.8%. France ranked third with 12.2%. The Major West European
suppliers, as a group, made 25.7%Z of this region's agreements in
1984~1987 (table 1E) (chart 7).

o In the earlier period (1980-1983), the Soviet Union ranked
first in agreements with Latin America with 48.2%. The French ranked
second with 11%. The United States ranked third with 9.9%. The
Major West European suppliers, as a group, made 21.1%Z of this
region's agreements in 1980-1983. In the later period (1984-1987),
the Soviet Union ranked first in Latin American agreements with
59.8%Z. The United States ranked second with 9,6%Z. France ranked
third with 6.7%. The Major West European suppliers, as a group, made
10.6% of this region's agreements in 1984-1987 (table 1E) (chart 10).

o In the earlier period (1980-1983), the Soviet Union ranked
first in agreements with Africa (Sub-Saharan) with 60.2%. The United
Kingdom ranked second with 7.4%Z. The Major West European suppliers,
as a group, made 21.4% of this region's agreements in 1980~1983, 1In
the later period (1984~1987), the Soviet Union continued to rank
first in Sub-Saharan African agreements with 72.4%. France ranked
second with 5%4. The Major West European suppliers, as a group, made
8.4% of this region's agreements in 1984-1987 (table lE).

Table 1F -- ARMS TRANSFER AGREEMENTS WITH THE THIRD WORLD, 1980-1987:
LEADING SUPPLIERS COMPARED
Table 1F gives the values of arms transfer agreements with the Third World
from 1580-1987 by the Third World's top 11 suppliers. The table ranks these

suppliers on the basis of the total current dollar values of their respective
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agreements with the Third World for each of three periods--~1980-1983, 1984-1987

and 1980-1987. Table 1F further shows the percentage change in the value of

Third World arms transfer agreements from 1980~1983 to 1984-1987 for each of
the 11 suppliers. Among the facts reflected in this table are the following:

¢ In the period from 1980-1987, certain emerging suppliers of
armaments to the Third World ranked ahead of some of the traditional,
industrialized, suppliers in the value of arms transfer agreements
with the Third HWorld.,

o China ranked fourth among all suppliers to the Third World in
the value of arms transfer agreements from 1980-1983, fifth from
1984-1987, and fifth from 1980-1387,

o During the period from 1984-1987, the value of arms transfer
agreements made by Spain, Czechoslovakia, and Brazil with the Third
World--in the case of each of these countries--exceeded that of West
Germany, which ranked tenth among all arms suppliers to the Third
World during this timeframe (in current U.S. dollars).

o Of the leading arms suppliers to the Third World, the United
Kingdom, Czechoslovakia, and the Soviet Union registered the greatest
percentage increases in the value of their arms transfer agreements
with the Third World from the period 1980~1383 to the period 1984~
1987 {(the United Kingdom increased 109.1%, Czechoslovakia 39.4% and
the Soviet Union 13.2%).

) Of the leading arms suppliers to the Third World, West
Germany registered the greatest percentage decline (63.6%Z) in the
value of its arms transfer agreements with the Third World from the
period 1980~1983 to the period 1984-1987. South Korea registered the
second greatest percentage decline (61.4%) in the value of its arms
transfer agreements with the Third World between the same two time
periods.

Table 1G ~- ARMS TRANSFER AGREEMENTS WITH IRAN, 1980-1987
SUPPLIERS COMPARED

Table 1G gives the values of arms transfer agreements with Iram by
suppliers or categories of suppliers for the periods 1980-1983, 1984-1987 and
1980-1987. These values are expressed in current U.S. dollars. They are a
subset of the data contained in table 1. Among the facts reflected by this
table are the following:

o For the 1980-1987 period, China's share of all arms transfer
agreements with Iran was 21%Z compared to 2% for the Soviet Union,
All European non-Communist suppliers, as a group, made 33% of these
agreements. All other non-Communist suppliers, as a group, made 14%
of these agreements, while all other Communist suppliers combined
made 31%Z (chart 9).
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o The Soviet Union has made minimal arms transfer agreements
with Iran ($240 million in 1980-1983) (in current dollars). In the
most recent period (1984-1987) the Soviet Union concluded no arms
transfer agreements with Iran.

o European non-Communist suppliers have made substantial arms
transfer agreements with Iran from 1984-1987 (nearly $3.3 billion)
(in current dollars).

Table 1H -- ARMS TRANSFER AGREEMENTS WITH IRAQ, 1980-1987
SUPPLIERS COMPARED

Table 1H gives the values of arms transfer agreements with Iraq by
suppliers or categories of suppliers for the periods 1980-1983, 1984-
1987 and 1980-1987. These values are expressed in current dollars. They
are a subset of the data contained in table 1. Among the facts reflected
by this table are the following:

o For the 1980-1987 period, the Soviet Union's share of all
arms transfer agreements with Iraq was 37% compared to 10% for China.
All European non-Communist suppliers, as a group, made 30% of these
agreements. All other non-Communist suppliers, as a group, made 10%
of these agreements, while all other Communist suppliers combined
made 12% (chart 9).

o The Soviet Union has been Iraq's leading arms supplier. From
1980-1987, the value of the Soviet Union's arms transfer agreements
with Iraq totaled nearly $18.5 billion (in current dollars). In the
most recent period from 1984-1987, the Soviet Union concluded nearly
$10.3 billion in arms transfer agreements with Iraq.

o European non-Communist suppliers have made substantial arms
transfer agreements with Iraq from 1980~-1987, nearly $10.4 billion in

agreements in 1980-1983 and over $4.7 billion in agreements in 1984~
1987 (in current dollars).

Table 1I -- ARMS TRANSFER AGREEMENTS WITH CUBA, 1980-1987
SUPPLIERS COMPARED
Table 1I gives the values of arms transfer agreements with Cuba by
suppliers or categories of suppliers for the periods 1980-1983, 1984-1987 and

1980-1987. These values are expressed in current U.S. dollars. They are a
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subset of the data contained in table 1. Among the facts reflected by this

table are the following:

o The Soviet Union is Cuba's principal arms supplier., It made
nearly $5 billion in arms transfer agreements with Cuba from 1980-
1983 and over $5.7 billion in arms transfer agreements with that
country from 1984-1987 (in current dollars). Apart from negligible
arms transfer agreements with non-Communist suppliers ($10 million
from 1980-1987) (in current dollars), Cuba has made arms transfer
agreements only with Communist suppliers from 1980-1987.
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Table 2 -- THIRD WORLD ARMS DELIVERY VALUES

Table 2 shows the annual current dollar values of arms deliveries (items
actually transferred) to Third World nations by major suppliers from 1980-1987.
The utility of these particular data is that they reflect events that have
occurred. They provide the data from which tables 2A and 2B are derived. Some
of the more notable facts illustrated by these data are summarized below.

o In 1987 the Soviet Union ranked first in Third World delivery

values at $18.6 billion. The United States ranked second at §7.5
billion. France ranked third with $2.3 billion in deliveries.

Table 2A -- THIRD WORLD ARMS DELIVERY VALUES IN CONSTANT 1987 DOLLARS

Table 2A displays the data in Table 2 in constant 1987 U.S. dollars. Some
of the more notable facts reflected by these data are summarized below.

o In 1987, the value of all arms deliveries to the Third World
increased over the previous year's total for the first time since
1982 (charts 12 and 15).

o The total value (in constant dollars) of all Communist
nations' arms deliveries to the Third World from 1980-1987 ($172.8
billion) exceeded that of all such deliveries by all non-~Communist
nations during this period ($149.4 billion) (chart 15).

o In 1987 the total value of arms deliveries by the United
States to the Third World was the highest of any year since 1983.

o China, in every year since 1982 except one (1985) made arms
deliveries to the Third World valued at $1.3 billion or more.
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Table 2B -- THIRD WORLD ARMS DELIVERY VALUES:
SUPPLIER PERCENTAGES, 1980-1987
This table gives the percentage of all Third World delivery values held by
individual suppliers or supplier groups from 1980-1987. This table is based on
the dollar figures given in table 2, It facilitates analysis of percentage
changes in Third World delivery shares of suppliers over time between 1980-

1987.

Tables 2C, 2D, and 2E -- REGIONAL ARMS DELIVERY VALUES, 1980-1987

Table 2C gives the values of arms deliveries between suppliers and
individual regions of the Third World for the periods 1980-1983, and 1984-1987.
These values are expressed in current U.S. dollars. Table 2D, derived from
table 2C, gives the percentage distribution of each supplier's delivery values
within the regions for the two time periods. Table 2E, also derived from table
2C, illustrates what percentage share of each Third World region's total arms
delivery values was held by specific suppliers during the years 1980-1983 and
1984-1987. Among the facts reflected in these tables are the following:

o The Near East and South Asia region has historically domi-
nated in the value of deliveries made to the Third World. In
1984-1987, it accounted for 68.8%2 of the total value of all Third
World arms deliveries (tables 2C and 2D).

o The Near East and South Asia region ranked first in the value
of arms deliveries with all suppliers in both time periods, with only
one exception (West Germany) (table 2D).

o For the period 1980-1983, over 84% of China's arms deliveries
to the Third World were to nations in the Near East and South Asian
region. For the more recent period, 1984-1987, 94.6Z of China's
Third World arms deliveries were to nations of this region (table
2D).

o In the earlier period (1980-1983), the Soviet Union ranked
first in the value of arms deliveries to East Asia and the Pacific
with 49.7%Z. The United States ranked second with 23.6Z. The Major
West European suppliers, as a group, held 9% of this region's
delivery values in 1980-1983. 1In the later period (1984-1987), the
Soviet Union ranked first in East Asia and Pacific delivery values
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with 58%. The United States ranked second with 22.4%Z. The Major
West European suppliers, as a group, held 6.4%Z of this region's
delivery values in 1984-1987 (table 2E).

o In the earlier period (1980-1983), the Soviet Union ranked
first in the value of arms deliveries to the Near East and South Asia
with 38.7%. The United States ranked second with 22.9%. France
ranked third with 11.1%. The Major West European suppliers, as a
group, held 20.7% of this region's delivery values in 1980-1983. 1In
the later period (1984-1987), the Soviet Union ranked first in Near
East and South Asian delivery values with 36.2Z. The United States
ranked second with 19.5%. France ranked third with 13.9%Z. The Major
West European suppliers, as a group, held 20.6%Z of this region's
delivery values in 1984-1987 (table 2E).

o In the earlier period (1980-1983), the Soviet Union ranked
first in the value of arms deliveries to Latin America with 46.8%.
France ranked second with 12,.3%. West Germany ranked third with
9.1%Z2. The Major West European suppliers, as a group, held 32.2% of
this region's delivery values in 1980-1983. In the later period
(1984-1987), the Soviet Union ranked first in Latin American delivery
values with 55.5%. West Germany ranked second with 10.1%. The
United States ranked third with 8.99.7%Z. The Major West European
suppliers, as a group, held 17.2% of this region's delivery values in
1984-1987 (table 2E).

o In the earlier period (1980-1983), the Soviet Union ranked
first in the value of arms deliveries to Africa (Sub-Saharan) with
6l1.4%Z. France ranked second with 7.6%Z. The Major West European
suppliers, as a group, held 21.1% of this region's delivery values in
1979-1982. 1In the later period (1984-1987), the Soviet Union ranked
first 1in Sub-Saharan Africa delivery values with 75.5%. France
ranked second with 5.3%Z. The Major West European suppliers, as a
group, held 11.5%Z of this region's delivery values in 1984-1987
(table 2E).

Table 2F -- ARMS DELIVERIES TO THE THIRD WORLD, 1980-1987:
LEADING SUPPLIERS COMPARED
Table 2F gives the values of arms deliveries to the Third World from 1980-
1987 by the Third World's top 11 suppliers. The table ranks these suppliers on
the basis of the total current dollar values of their respective deliveries to
the Third World for each of three periods--1980-1983, 1984-1987, and 1980-1987.

Table 2F further shows the percentage change in the value of Third World

deliveries from 1980-1983 to 1984-1987 for each of the 11 suppliers. Among the

facts reflected in this table are the following:
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o China ranked fourth in the value of arms delivered to the
Third World during the period 1984-1987--ahead of West Germany, the
United Kingdom and Italy (in current dollars).

o In the period from 1980-1987, China ranked fifth in the value
of arms delivered to the Third World--ahead of Italy and West Germany
(in current dollars).

o Of the leading arms suppliers to the Third World,
Czechoslovakia, Spain, Brazil and China registered the greatest
percentage increases in the value of their arms deliveries to the
Third World from the period 1980-1983 to the period 1984-1987
(Czechoslovakia increased 117%, Spain 66.8 %, Brazil 63.4% and China
48.4%).

o Of the leading arms suppliers to the Third World, South Korea
registered the greatest percentage decline (63.1%) in the value of
its arms deliveries to the Third World from the period 1980-1983 to
the period 1984-1987. The United Kingdom and Italy registered the
second and third greatest percentage declines (41.4% and 39.4%
respectively) in the value of their arms deliveries to the Third
World between the same two time periods.

Table 2G -- ARMS DELIVERIES TO IRAN, 1980-1987
SUPPLIERS COMPARED

Table 2G gives the values of arms delivered to Iran by suppliers or
categories of suppliers for the periods 1980~1983, 1984-1987 and 1980-1987.
These values are expressed in current U.S. dollars. They are a subset of the
data contained in table 2. Among the facts reflected by this table are the
following:

o For the 1980-1987 period, China's share of all arms
deliveries to Iran was 15% compared to 5% for the Soviet Union. All
European non-Communist suppliers, as a group, made 30% of these
deliveries. All other non-Communist suppliers, as a group, made 16%
of these deliveries, while all other Communist suppliers combined
made 33% (chart 17).

o The Soviet Union has made minimal arms deliveries to Iran
from 1984~1987 (85 million)(in current dollars). It's largest
deliveries to Iran were in the period from 1980-1983 ($615
million)(in current dollars).

o European non-Communist suppliers have delivered substantial
amounts of arms to Iran from 1984-1987 (nearly $3 billion) (in
current dollars).
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Table 2H -- ARMS DELIVERIES TO IRAQ, 1980-1987
SUPPLIERS COMPARED

Table 2H gives the values of arms delivered to Iraq by suppliers or
categories of suppliers for the periods 1980-1983, 1984-1987 and 1980-1987.
These values are expressed in current U.S. dollars. They are a subset of the
data contained in table 2. Among the facts reflected by this table are the
following:

o For the 1980-1987 period, the Soviet Union's share of all
arms deliveries to Iraq was 47% compared to 10%Z for China. All
European non-Communist suppliers, as a group, made 7% of these
deliveries, while all other Communist suppliers combined made 13%
(chart 17).

0 From 1980-1987, the Soviet Union delivered nearly $20.3
billion in arms to Iraq (in current dollars). In the most recent
period from 1984-1987, the Soviet Union delivered nearly $11.5
billion in arms to Iraq.

o European non-Communist suppliers have made substantial arms
deliveries to Iraq from 1980-1987, delivering over $5.7 billion of
arms from 1980-1983 and nearly $4.6 billion from 1984-1987 (in
current dollars).

Table 21 ~--ARMS DELIVERIES TO CUBA, 1980-1987
SUPPLIERS COMPARED

Table 21 gives the values of arms delivered to Cuba by suppliers or
categories of suppliers for the periods 1980-1983, 1984-1987 and 1980-1987.
These values are expressed in current U.S. dollars. They are a subset of the

data contained in table 2. Among the facts reflected by this table are the

following:

o The Soviet Union is Cuba's principal arms supplier. It made
nearly $5 billion in arms deliveries to Cuba from 1980-1983 and over
$5.7 billion in arms deliveries in 1984-1987 (in current dollars).
Apart from negligible arms deliveries from non-Communist suppliers
($10 million from 1980-1987)(in current dollars), Cuba has received
arms deliveries only from Communist nations.
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THIRD WORLD WEAPONS DELIVERIES TABLES

Another type of useful data for assessing arms transfers to the Third
World by suppliers are those that indicate who has actually delivered numbers

of specific classes of military items to a region. These data are relatively

"hard" in that they reflect actual transfers of specific items of military
equipment. They have the 1limitation of npot giving detailed information
regarding the sophistication level of the equipment delivered. However, these

data will show relative trends in the delivery of various classes of military

equipment and will also indicate who the leading suppliers are from region to
region over time. These data can also indicate who has developed a market for
a category of weapon in a region, and perhaps suggest whether or not regional
arms races are emerging. For these reasons, the following tables set out
actual deliveries of 12 separate categories of weaponry to the Third World from
1980-1987 by the United States, the Soviet Union, and the four Major West

European suppliers as a group.

Table 3 -- WEAPONS DELIVERED TO THE THIRD WORLD, 1980-1987

o The data in table 3 show that from 1980-1987 the Soviet
Union led in 7 of the 12 categories of weapons delivered to the
Third World as a whole, while the Major West European suppliers led
in three and tied in one. The United States led in none. In the most
recent 4-year period (1984-1987), the Soviet Union led in ten
categories, the Major West Europeans in two, and the United States in
none.

o Table 3 illustrates that from 1980-1987, the Soviets led in
deliveries of tanks and self-propelled guns, artillery, APCs and
armored cars, supersonic combat aircraft, helicopters, guided missile
boats, and surface-to-air missiles. In the 1980-1987 period the

“Major West European suppliers led in deliveries of both major and
minor surface combatants and tied with the Soviets in deliveries of

submarines.

o Table 3 shows that in the most recent period (1984-1987) the
Soviets led in deliveries of tanks and self-propelled guns, artil-
lery, APCs and armored cars, minor surface combatants, submarines,
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supersonic and subsonic combat aircraft, other aircraft, helicopters,
and surface-to-air missiles. The Major West European suppliers led
in the delivery of major surface combatants and guided missile boats.

Breaking the Third World delivery data into major regions gives an
indication of which supplier or suppliers are dominating in deliveries of
specific classes of equipment and in general. The regions examined are East
Asia and the Pacific, Near East and South Asia, Latin America, and Sub-Saharan

Africa.
Table 4 —- WEAPONS DELIVERED TO EAST ASIA AND THE PACIFIC, 1980-1987

o The data in Table 4 show that from 1980-1987, the United
States led in seven of the 12 categories of major weapons deliveries
to East Asia and the Pacific. The Soviet Union led in four
categories, while the Major West Europeans led in one., In the most
recent period (1984-1987) the United States led in five categories,
the Soviet Union led in four, and the Major West Europeans led in
one.

o Table 4 illustrates that from 1980-1987, the United States
led in the delivery of artillery, APCs and armored cars, major
surface combatants, subsonic combat aircraft, other aircraft, and
helicopters. The Soviet Union led in deliveries of tanks and self-
propelled guns, minor surface combatants, supersonic combat
aircraft, and guided missile boats. The Major West European
suppliers led in deliveries of submarines.

o Table 4 shows that in the most recent period (1984-1987), the
United States led 1in deliveries of tanks and self-propelled guns,
APCs and armored cars, subsonic combat aircraft, other aircraft, and
helicopters. The Soviet Union led in deliveries of artillery, minor
surface combatants and surface-to-air missiles. The Major West
European suppliers led in the delivery of major surface combatants.

Table 5 -- WEAPONS DELIVERED TO NEAR EAST AND SOUTH ASIA, 1980-1987

o The data in Table 5 show that from 1980-1987, the Soviet
Union dominated the delivery of major weapons to the Near East and
South Asian region, leading in 10 of the 12 categories. The Major
West European suppliers led in two categories. The United States led
in none. In the most recent period (1984-1987), the Soviet Union led
in 9 categories. The Major West Europeans led in two categories.
The United States led in no category.
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o Table 5 illustrates that from 1980~1987, the Soviet Union led
in the delivery of tanks and self-propelled guns, artillery, APCs and
armored cars, major surface combatants, submarines, supersonic and
subsonic combat aircraft, other aircraft, helicopters, and surface-
to-air missiles. The Major West European suppliers led in the
delivery of minor surface combatants and guided missile boats.

o Table 5 shows that in the most recent period (1984~1987), the
Soviet Union led in deliveries of tanks and self-propelled guns,
artillery, APCs and armored cars, submarines, supersonic and subsonic
combat aircraft, other aircraft, helicopters, and surface-to-air
missiles. The Major West European suppliers led in the delivery of
minor surface combatants, guided missile boats and tied with the
Soviets in deliveries of major surface combatants.

Table 6 -- WEAPONS DELIVERED TO LATIN AMERICA, 1980-1987

o The data in Table 6 show that from 1980-1987 the Soviet Union
led in seven categories of weapons delivered to Latin America. The
Major West European suppliers led in three categories. The United
States in two. In the most recent period (1984-1987), the Soviet
Union led 1in seven categories. The United States led in two
categories, while the Major West European suppliers led in two.

o Table 6 illustrates that from 1980-1987, the Soviet Union led
in the delivery of tanks and self-propelled guns, artillery, APCs and
armored cars, minor surface combatants, supersonic combat aircraft
guided missile boats and surface-to-air missiles. The Major West
European Suppliers led in the delivery of major surface combatants,
submarines, and helicopters. The United States led in the delivery
of subsonic combat aircraft and other aircraft.

o Table 6 shows that in the most recent period (1984-1987) the
Soviet Union led in deliveries of tanks and self-propelled guns,
artillery, APCs and armored cars, minor surface combatants,
supersonic combat aircraft, helicopters and surface-to-air missiles.
The United States led in the delivery of subsonic combat aircraft and
other aircraft. The Major West European suppliers led in deliveries
of major surface combatants and submarines.

Table 7 -- WEAPONS DELIVERED TO AFRICA (SUB-SAHARAN), 1980-1987

o The data in table 7 show that from 1980-1987, the Soviet
Union led in seven categories of weapons delivered to Sub-Saharan
Africa. The Major West European suppliers led in four categories.
The United States led 1in none, In the most recent period
(1984~1987), the Soviet Union led in seven categories, while the
Major West European suppliers led in three and tied with the Soviet
Union in one. The United States led in none.
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o Table 7 illustrates that from 1980-1987, the Soviet Union led
in the delivery of tanks and self-propelled guns, artillery, APCs and
armored cars, supersonic combat aircraft, helicopters, guided missile
boats and surface~to-air missiles. The Major West European suppliers
led in deliveries of major and minor surface combatants, subsonic
combat aircraft, and other aircraft,

o Table 7 shows in the most recent period (1984-1987), the
Soviet Union led in the delivery of tanks and self-propelled guns,
artillery, APCs and armored cars, minor surface combatants,supersonic
combat aircraft, helicopters, and surface-to-air missiles. The Major
West European suppliers led in deliveries of major surface
combatants, subsonic combat aircraft, and other aircraft.

REGIONAL WEAPONS DELIVERIES SUMMARY, 1984-1987

o The regional weapons delivery data collectively show that the
Soviet Union was the leading arms supplier to the Third World of
several major classes of conventional weaponry from 1984-1987. The
United States also transferred substantial quantities of many of the
same weapons classes, but did not match the Soviets in sheer numbers
delivered during this period.

o The Major West European suppliers were serious competitors of
the two superpowers in weapons deliveries from 1984-1987, making
notable deliveries of certain categories of armaments to every region
of the Third World--most particularly to Latin America and Sub-
Saharan Africa, but also to the Near East and South Asia region.
In spite of these various trends a cautionary note is warranted. Aggre~

gate data on weapons categories delivered by suppliers do not provide specific

indices of the quality or level of sophistication of the weaponry actually

provided. As the history of recent conventional conflicts suggests, quality
and/or sophistication of weapons can offset a quantitative disadvantage. The
fact that the United States, for example, may not "lead” in quantities of
weapons delivered to a region does not necessarily mean that the weaponry it
has transferred cannot compensate, to an important degree, for larger quanti-
ties of less capable weapons systems delivered by the Soviet Union or others.
Further, these data do not provide an indication of the capabilities of

the recipient nations to use effectively the weapons actually delivered to
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them, Superior training~-coupled with quality equipment--may, in the last
analysis, be a more important factor in a nation's ability to engage success-

fully in conventional warfare than the size of its weapons inventory.
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Table 3

NUMBERS OF WEAPONS DELIVERED BY MAJOR SUPPLIERS TO THE THIRD WORLD 1/

Weapons Category

1980-1983

Tanks and Self-Propelled Guns—--—-——=--
Artillery————~——————mmmmmmmmmm o
APCs and Armored Cars~-=——--——=——=—w——-
Ma jor Surface Combatants——-—-=--==—=—=
Minor Surface Combatantg——-—--———==-—=
Submarines==—=——==—m=—m—m— e
Supersonic Combat Aircraft------——-——-
Subsonic Combat Aircraft—--—-—=——-=———-
Other Aircraft———m—c—memm e
Helicopters———=—==——=——=————memmw——ee o
Cuided Missile Boatlg——=—me—me—memae—-
Surface-To~Air Missiles (SAMg)----—--

1984-1987

Tanks and Self-Propelled Guns—=-=—=—==
Artillery---=--=-==~---——coce——orom—o
APCs and Armored Cars--=-----—--—>-----
Major Surface Combatants---------=~--
Minor Surface Combatants-----------—-
Submarines--------=----—--———c—co———o

Subsonic Combat Aircraft-----—----—- -—
Other Aircraft------------mommomee
Helicopters——---=-=---=—=-——o—oee e
Guided Missile Boats-——-——--—==—cecmweeo
Surface-To-Air Missiles (SAMg)-—=—=———-

1980-1987

Tanks and Self-Propelled Guns—=—-==-=-
Artillery-———=-—====——mmem e
APCs and Armored Cars——-————=—~—=—m—o=o
Major Surface Combatants——--———-———————
Minor Surface Combatants-—~-—=—=—mc—w--
Submarines——=—=— -
Supersonic Combat Aircraft-----------
Subsonic Combat Alrcraft——-—-—-—————eeo
Other Aircraft——--————mmm
Helicopters————=——om oo
Guided Missile Boats——~—=—c=cmmmm—ue-
Surface-To-Air Missiles (SAMg)—=~~-—=-—

United States

2,759
2,180
5,636
19

30

0

398
193
139
130

0
3,676

911
992
1,311
1

9

0

162
74
208
187

1,245

3,670
3,172
6,947
20

39

0

560
267
347
317

0
4,921

U.S.S.R.

4,545
9,730
7,385
24

86

6
1,580
90
295
780
33
14,740

2,845
5,550
5,730

21

91

7

865

85

350
705

4
13,935

7,390
15,280
13,115

45

177

13
2,445
175
645
1,485
37
28,675

Ma jor Western
European 2/

585
1,835
2,850

40

154

7

280

130

460

390

26
3,095

250
1,160
895
34

49

6

170
75
205
260

7
1,625

835
2,995
3,745

74

203

13

450

205

665

650

33
4,720

1/ Third World category excludes Europe, NATO nations, Warsaw Pact nations,
Japan, Australia and New Zealand. All data are for calendar years given.

2/ Major Western Europen includes France, United Kingdom, West Germany, and

Italy totals as an aggregate figure.

Source: U.S. Government
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Table 4

NUMBERS OF WEAPONS DELIVERED BY MAJOR SUPPLIERS TO EAST ASIA & THE PACIFIC 1/

Weapons Category

1980-1983

Tanks and Self-Propelled Gunsg————==-=-~
Artillery--------—-—===——m———m-—c———-
APCs and Armored Cars-——-———==—=—=———==-
Major Surface Combatants=====—=====——=
Minor Surface Combatants-————========
Submarines——-——-———=—————-m— e e —————
Supersonic Combat Aircraft----—====---
Subsonic Combat Aircraft-—--—-—-———-==--
Other Aircraft——————mmemmee e
Helicopters——========mmemeoc——ecooo—-
Guided Missile Boatg=—===—===—===—=—c
Surface-To-Air Missiles (SAMs)-------

1984-1987

Tanks and Self-Propelled Guns~==-~———-
Artillery-—-—---m—mmmmmmmmmm e m e
APCs and Armored Cars——-—----=====—===
Major Surface Combatants——---==—=====-
Minor Surface Combatantg-—=--—--—-—---
Submarines—~=—=——m—memm— e ——————
Supersonic Combat Aircraft--—---—==---
Subsonic Combat Aircraft----—=--=—======
Other Aircraft=———=————mm e e
Helicopters=————=——==-———mcemmmmmcuu=
Guided Missile Boats——===—e-m—ececaa—-
Surface-To~Air Missiles (SAMg)-------

1980-1987

Tanks and Self-Propelled Guns=======-
Artillery-----————————sme e e— e
APCs and Armored Cars-~=—--—=—====r=m=—-
Major Surface Combatants--—-==-=====-
Minor Surface Combatants-—=----=-——====-
Submarinegs-——=====ecmcm e ———— e
Supersonic Combat Aircraft------===-=-
Subsonic Combat Aircrafte—=--- m—————
Other Alrcraft——=————mmeeemec e
Helicopters—————-—————————ommmmm
Guided Missile Boats=======mcemceeea-
Surface-To-Air Missiles (SAMs)-====--

1/ Excludes Japan, Australia and New Zealand.

given.

United States

363
779
748
11
15
0
122
165
68
71
0
1,481

130
231
451

71
44
48
82

624

493
1,010
1,199

11
15

193
209
116
153

2,105

U.S.S5.R.

650
615
670
1
31
0
170
10
80
80
6
400

115
380
330
3
28
0
145
0
30
30
0
915

765
995
1,000

59
315
10
110
110

1,315

Major Western
European 2/

0
135
345

0

26
2
0

15

60

40

2
290

250

[ —
VRV N W IRV, NV,

40

195

385
360

33
20
75
80

485

All data are for calendar years

2/ Major Western European includes France, United Kingdom, West Germany, and

Italy totals as an aggregate figure.

Source: U.S. Government
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Table 5

NUMBERS OF WEAPONS DELIVERED BY MAJOR SUPPLIERS TO NEAR EAST & SOUTH ASIA 1/

Weapons Category United States U.S.S.R.
1980-1983

Tanks and Self-Propelled Guns-------- 2,385 3,155
Artillery==—————m—m e 835 6,040
APCs and Armored Cars-—--——=—-—-——=m——=-- 4,789 5,640
Major Surface Combatants—=—===—==e=—=- 3 17
Minor Surface Combatants-—-—=—==—===———= 13 17
Submarines==—-=—m—————m e e 0 5
Supersonic Combat Aircraft—-—-=———-===- 254 1,140
Subsonic Combat Aircraft-——-=————=—-- 6 75
Other Aircraft--—-——=———-me—mr e 17 135
Helicopters—=—-—==—=—=m—c—mee————————— 3 540
Guided Missile Boats~===—==—=m=————e- 0 12
Surface-To~Air Missiles (SAMs)~—===--~ 2,165 11,740
1984-1987

Tanks and Self-Propelled Gung-==-——=- 758 1,935
Artillery—-~~-—=-—=memmmmr e 487 3,075
APCs and Armored Cars—-=——-==—==———w- 767 4,295
Major Surface Combatants—---—-——-——--— 1 16
Minor Surface Combatantg—--===—======- 0 19
Submarines——=——~——mmmm e e 0 6
Supersonic Combat Aircraft----——=—=—=—=—=- 71 455
Subsonic Combat Aircraft=—-—--=——-===- 0 85
Other Aircraft--——-cr-—mcomme e 37 230
Helicopterg—===—=-——mcmmmmme e 33 405
Guided Missile Boats~~——==——m=ecmeeax 0 4
Surface-To-Air Missiles (SAMs)-=-===- 468 8,565
1980-1987

Tanks and Self-Propelled Guns—-—==—-- 3,143 5,090
Artillery=-=----=moommmemmcmmm oo e 1,322 9,115
APCs and Armored Cars--~-------—-=--- 5,556 9,935
Major Surface Combatantg——-—==—==—===v 4 33
Minor Surface Combatants=——-=—=—=—====- 13 36
Submarines-———=-m—mw——em e 0 11
Supersonic Combat Aircraft~---------- 325 1,595
Subsonic Combat Aircraft~—----------- 6 160
Other Aircraft----————-—mm—mcmmea—e—e 54 365
Helicopters-—-=—=---memmmm e 36 945
Guided Missile Boatg———-===——=m=====-- 0 16
Surface-To-Air Missiles (SAMs)--=---—-- 2,633 20,305

1/ Excludes Japan, Austalia and New Zealand.
given.

Major Western
European 2/

395
1,185
1,280

9

61

1

240
40
205
225
24
2,115

130
755
575
16
23
2
140
45
75
85
7
990

525
1,940
1,855
25

84

3

380
85
280
310
31
3,105

All data are for calendar years

2/ Major Western European includes France, United Kingdom, West Germany, and

Italy totals as an aggregate figure.

Source: U.S. Government
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Table 6

NUMBERS OF WEAPONS DELIVERED BY MAJOR SUPPLIERS TO LATIN AMERICA 1/

Weapons Category

1980-1983

Tanks and Self-Propelled Guns===---=-
Artillery-——-==——c-more e
APCs and Armored Cars-—=——=—-———=—meama—-
Major Surface Combatants-——-——====—eee-
Minor Surface Combatants=—=——-—~===cw-c
Submarines——=———=—r== s s e
Supersonic Combat Aircraft--——~——————-
Subsonic Combat Aircraft-——-—-——=e=—===
Other Aircraft-———-cee oo
Helicopters——-——————————cmmmm e
Guided Missile Boats-——————=-=cm—aoaax
Surface-To-Air Missiles (SAMs)======-

1984-1987

Tanks and Self-Propelled Gung-—-=-----
Artillery-—-—-=—=cccmocmc e e
APCs and Armored Cars—-———-——=——====—c==
Major Surface Combatants==—=—-—====——--
Minor Surface Combatants-—--—=======-
Submarines——=—————=m—cermomec e ————e
Supersonic Combat Aircraft-----—-—----
Subsonic Combat Aircraft--————==—=mwe=
Other Aircrafte—me=——eecoccmccmcc——aa
Helicopters—--—-——————=——ccmmemm
Guided Missile Boatg=—=—=——=———wemee—-
Surface-To-Air Missiles (SAMsg)-===~==

1980-1987

Tanks and Self-Propelled Guns~=====-=-
Artillery~=—=-=—ce e e
APCs and Armored Carg-——-——==m—memeeee-
Major Surface Combatantg=—-=====e—=a=
Minor Surface Combatants—-—-———===—=--
Submarines==———m——e————— e ———————
Supersonic Combat Aircraft==——=—=we--
Subsonic Combat Aircraft—-——=————e—ee—-
Other Aircraft—————smmcmcmn s cc e
Helicopters——-—~—=—————— e
Cuided Missile Boats~——emwecemmmeemceca=
Surface~-To-Air Missiles (SAMg)==-~=--

United States

23
137
16

18

30
119
72

24
604
16

10

36
52
166
128

1/ All data are for calendar years given.

U.S.S.R.

345
1,095
235
25
120

35
65

885
405
430
390
29
20

45
80

1,200
750
1,525
625
54
140

80
145

2,085

Major Western
European 2/

20
65
160
21
13
4
30
25
100
80
0
450

10
90
11

10

35
75

120

20
75
250
32
18

40
25
135
155

570

2/ Major Western European includes France, United Kingdom, West Germany, and

Italy totals as an aggregate figure.

Source: U.S. Government
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Table 7
NUMBERS OF WEAPONS DELIVERED BY MAJOR SUPPLIERS TO AFRICA (SUB-SAHARAN) l]

Weapons Category United States U.S.S.R. Major Western
European 2/

1980-1983

Tanks and Self-Propelled Guns---=---- 20 395 170
Artillery==—=====—=—=—asco———— e 99 1,980 450
APCs and Armored Carg---—-—--—-—-—=-=-- 99 840 1,065
Major Surface Combatantsg-—=-=—======= 0 3 10
Minor Surface Combatants-------=—===- 0 13 54
Submarines-—-—-------=-sssscmomoooaa— 0 0 0
Supersonic Combat Aircraft-—=-—--==-=- 4 150 10
Subsonic Combat Aircraft-~-----=-===- 0 5 50
Other Aircraft-------—--=-=-sme-ce—u= 7 45 95
Helicopters—————=—=—————=—cmomee—o—an 0 95 45
Guided Missile Boats-~----====--=-==~- 0 9 0
Surface~To-Air Missiles (SAMs)---—--- 30 1,715 240
1984-1987

Tanks and Self-Propelled Gung-—=-—--= 0 390 120
Artillery------=—-—----s-s—emomom——o 137 1,665 145
APCs and Armored Cars——-=====--e==—=- 77 715 215
Major Surface Combatants=—====-=====- 0 1 2
Minor Surface Combatants=-=-=---===== 1 15 14
Submarines--~----~—-om-—msmcmmcmcmaan 0 0 0
Supersonic Combat Aircraft-------=--- 2 245 20
Subsonic Combat Aircraft~—--—-=-—=—=- 0 0 25
Other Aircraft-—----=---=-=s-m—wom——- 4 45 80
Helicopters—-—---=-=-—-—mcomcmae e 0 190 60
Guided Missile Boats—=-~==—==--===—=—=- 0 0 0
Surface-To-Air Missiles (SAMg)-====--- 153 3,255 320
1980-1987

Tanks and Self-Propelled Guns—~--~-—-- 20 785 290
Artillery--------=----—-=- M 236 3,645 595
APCs and Armored Cars~--~==-=--====-- 176 1,555 1,280
Major Surface Combatants~——=—=====—==- 0 4 12
Minor Surface Combatants-—-=--==-=--- 1 28 68
Submarines=——=-=-—= = ——————————————— 0 0 0
Supersonic Combat Aircraft--———=——-=-m= 6 395 30
Subsonic Combat Aircraft-—----—-em-—-- 0 5 75
Other Aircraft---=-—=——m—rmee———————— 11 90 175
Helicopters~—=-—m——mommeme e 0 285 105
Guided Missile Boats=—=——====—m=mm——- 0 9 0
Surface~To-Air Missiles (SAMs)------- 183 4,970 560

1/ All data are for calendar years given.

2/ Major Western European includes France, United Kingdom, West Germany, and
Italy totals as an aggregate figure.

Source: U.S. Government
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DESCRIPTION OF ITEMS COUNTED IN WEAPONS CATEGORIES, 1980-1987

Tanks and Self-propelled Guns
Light, medium, and heavy tanks
Self-propelled artillery
Self-propelled assault guns

Artillery
Field and air defense artillery, mortars, rocket launchers, and
recoilless rifles--100 mm and over
FROG launchers--100 mm and over

Armored Personnel Carriers (APCs) and Armored Cars
Personnel carriers, armored and amphibious
Armored infantry fighting vehicles
Armored reconnaissance and command vehicles

Ma jor Surface Combatants
Aircraft carriers, cruisers, destroyers, frigates

Minor Surface Combatants
Minesweepers, subchasers, motor torpedo boats
Patrol craft, motor gunboats

Submarines
All submarines, including midget submarines

Guided Missile Patrol Boats
All boats in this class

Supersonic Combat Aircraft
All fighters and bombers designed to function operationally at speeds
above Mach 1

Subsonic Combat Aircraft
All fighters and bombers, including propeller driven, designed to
function operationally at speeds below Mach 1

Other Aircraft
All other fixed-wing aircraft, including trainers, transports,
reconnaissance aircraft, and communications/utility aircraft

Helicopters
All helicopters, including combat and transport

Surface-to—air Missiles (SAMs)
All air defense missiles
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REGIONS IDENTIFIED IN ARMS TRANSFER TABLES AND CHARTS

EAST ASI1A AND PACIFIC

Australia
Brunei

Burma

China

Fiji

French Polynesia
Gilbert Isltands
Hong Kong
Indonesia

Japan

Kampuchea (Cambodia)
Laos

Macao

Malaysia
Mongolia

Nauru

New Caledonia
New Hebrides
New Zealand
Norfolk Islands
North Korea
Papua New Guinea
Philippines
Pitcairn
Singapore
Solomon Islands
South Korea
Taiwan

Thailand
Vietnam
Western Samoa

NEAR EAST AND SOUTH ASIA

Afghanistan
Algeria

Bahrain

Bangladesh

EgyPc

India

Iran

Iraq

Israel

Jordan

Kuwait

Lebanon

Libya

Morocco

Nepal

North Yemen {(Sana)
Oman

Pakistan

Qatar

Saudia Arabia
South Yemen {Aden)
Sri Lanka

Syria

Tunisia

United Arab Emirates

EUROPE

Albania

Austria

Bulgaria

Belgium

Canada

Czechoslovakia

Cyprus

Denmark

Finland

France

Germany, Democratic
Republic

Germany, Federal
Republic

Greece

Hungary

Iceland

Ireland

Italy

Liechtenstein

Luxembourg

Malta

Netherlands

Norway

Poland

Portugal

Romania

Spain

Sweden

Switzerland

Turkey

United Kingdom

U.5.S.R

Yugoslavia
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REGIONS IDENTIFIED IN ARMS TRANSFER TABLES AND CHARTS (cont.)

AFRICA (SUB-SAHARAN) LATIN AMERICA

Angola Antigua

Benin Argentina

Botswana Bahamas

Burundi Barbados

Cameroon Belize

Cape Verde Bermuda

Central African Empire/Republic Bolivia

Chad Brazil

Congo British Virgin Islands
Djibouti Cayman Islands
Equatorial Guinea Chile

Ethiopia Colombia

Gabon Costa Rica

Gambia Cuba

Ghana Dominica

Guinea Dominican Republic
Guinea-Bissau Ecuador

Ivory Coast

El Salvador

Kenya French Guiana
Lesotho Grenada

Liberia Guadeloupe
Madagascar Guatemala

Malawi Guyana

Mali Haiti

Mauritania Honduras
Mauritius Jamaica
Mozambique Martinique

Niger Mexico

Nigeria Monteserrat
Reunion Netherlands Antilles
Rwanda Nicaragua
Senegal Panama
Seychelles Paraguay

Sierra Leone Peru

Somalia St. Christ-Nevis
South Africa St. Lucia

St. Helena St. Pierre and Miquelon
Sudan St. Vincent
Swaziland Suriname
Tanzania Trinidad

Togo Turks and Caicos
Uganda Uruguay

Upper Volta (Burkina Faso) Venezuela

Zalre
Zambia
Zimbabwe



