CIA HISTORICAL-REVIEW PROGRAM* -+ oz
RELEASEAS SANTIZED © @~ S

1999 #Hg[ ' g

Suppert Profect nitiation Memurzndum (for NomSchedulod Intalligeace Production) . TYpeB C°!‘S“°:) 1;"81%: ‘ ‘]
T:O: Froduction Control.Staff. i ' ' . " . \]
C2 Ti(lo or Subject (31) - l ' - 3. Axulyst_(x) & Other Contnbutorx 1) ‘ ’ P i
E‘{‘:’ USSR: Nages and Ruble/ fne? : i :
mc: Dollar Ratios in m%:mufacturlng — | R
‘Line¢ 1950~ 1974 e 7 [ anhous: 6 ;
ER U.tic ¢ . . : | . : - Completion Data (v m d1; !
: . - S 75 8 4 [
4: ch“c““ and- ?urposo (39) ) , ’ . GLusircation (39) ;

| Linci. Arthur Neef, Bureeu of Labor Statl ticg ..". i
| Linc 2 S = Uncla581f1ed :

R TR RN

“l'Lnes fOT ‘comparative’ study" of growth rates
"Line 4 of several natlons :

A Line s ~ i !

’ .unc{i

‘”‘5 ?r,,cu(39) S RO N .
| Lacl To detérmlne Sov1et wages dnfcurrent

IL:::,; dollars and compute approprlate ruble/
|: aeq dollar ratlos. ' i
.;L[n;::) . . :
nncp !
Line S :
‘Line 3 - Do




USSR: - Wages and Ruble/Dollar

Ratios in Manufacturing, 1950-1974

- 47August 197¢

Office of Economic Research
Central Intelligence Agency




Methodology ' -

1. A 1963 ruble/dollar ratio was derived from data

in Soviet Studies on Ruble/Dollar Parity Ratios by

Vladimir Treml and Dimitri Gallik publlshed in 1973 by
the Us Department of Commerce and was used to. determine
all other ruble/dollar ratlos shown 1n Table 2. The
RUSSlan 1ndex of wholesale prlces wrthout turnover taxes,
publlsned in the Soviet Statlstlcal Handbook was used to

change the wage .rates glven in the Yearbook Of. Labor. .

StatlsthS, publlshed by the Internatlonal Labor Organlza—
tlon, from current rubles to 1963 rubles. These flgures

were then changed into l963‘dollars u51ng the- ruble/dollar
ratio. computed from data ln Treml and- Galllk The dollars
were. transformed ‘into current dollars by 1nflat1ng Kdeflatlng)

them accordlng to the US wholesale prlce 1ndex glve'

the Us Statlstlcal Abstract | Each‘year s ruble/dol»z
ratio was obtalned by dividing current rubles by cur;ent
dollars for the same year.

2. The base year for the Sov1et wholesale prlce
index is 1949 . The lndex numbers for 1961 and 1974 were
estlmated

3. The base year for the US wholesale price index

1s. 1967. Data for 1950, 1955, 1961-64, and 1966 was

derived from an index with a base period of 1957-1959.




‘4. All -Wwages in current rubles are based on data in
the Yearbook of Labor Statistics. Wages in current rubles
for 1950, 1955, and 1974 were determined by analyzing
wage trends in the 1ndustr1al sector in the Sov1et Statis-
tical Handbook It was assumed that wages in manufacturlng
would fluctuate dlrectly w1th wages in lndustry - All
Vother wage rates. glven in. thlS paper (those in: 1963
rubles, those 1n 1963 dollars, and’those in current dollars)

were calculated from wages in current Tubles u51ng the..

'methodology descrlbed above.

» S; Even 1f the lndustrlal ruble-dollar rate for 1963

is correctly computed problems arlse in convertlng the -

ratio to other years W1th Sov1et prlce 1ndexes. The

Jlndexes fall to meas_reilnflatlon dlsgulsed through
sllght changes in product specrflcatlons whlch result ln'ﬁs
Q:substantlally hlgher prlces Another danger is that uSLng

both the US and USSR prlce indexes assumes a constant

product mix throughout the perlod 1;, ;f, -




Table 1

-

USSR: Wages in Manufacturing

Current 1963 1963 Current
Rubles Rubles Dollars Dollars

1950 66.5  56.9  72.1 62.4
1955 74.0 77.3, 97.9 94.4
igso B 85.6 . gs.1 111.6 112.1
fiQGi ﬂxgé.o 90.3  114.4 114.4
-jiéSg'- o féi;3  aL3 115.7 116.1
o ,53,1A_ © 931 11s.0 118.0
1964 1'_ff_95.1  9s.1 120.5 120.8
1965 97.7 99.1 125.6 128. 4
1966 101.5 1015 128.6 135.8

98.9 125.4 i .igg;§ '
10609 135.4 146.9

117.6 149.0 174.1
' 123.0 115.9 187.9

127.4 161.5 203.5

. 132.0 167.3 239.9

139.0 176.2 289.6

112.5. 142.6 160.7 . -



Table 2

Industrial Ruble/Dollar Ratios a/

1950 © 1.066
1955 .784
'1950v . 764

1961 . .778:
19625, .76
1963 789
1964 . 787
1965 .761

1966 .747
1967 809

1968 .789
l?é?;f‘ | 27591
1970 .73:2-
1971 .701
1972 _ .670

1973 .589

1974 .514

. a. Derived from data in Table 1.




