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MEMORANDUM FOR THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

SUBJECT: US-Turkey,Defense  Cooperation Agreement -- INFORMATION
MEMORANDUM

A
(U) As you requested, fo’llowing is  a  repor t  on  the  s ta tus  o f  and  ra t iona le
for the new Defense Cooperation Agreement signed by Secretary Kissinger
and ~Foreign Minister Caglayangil  on March 26, 1976.

‘_(U) The Agreement is now at the White House. We expect the President to
.send i t  to  Congress  shor t ly . Turkey wil l  not permit resumption of sus-
pended US operations until Congress approves the agreement and it is
accepted by Turkey. Nor wi l l  Turkey accept  the agreement unt i l  af ter
Congressional approval.

(U)  The Legislat ive Interdepartmental  Group (LIG) wi l l  probably’meet  in
the near future to discuss coordination of Congressional handling of the
Turkish Agreement, inc lud ing  i ts  re la t ion  to  the  Spanish  t rea ty  and  the
forthcoming agreement with Greece.

(U )  .As to  ra t iona le , the new agreement establishes the framework for a
continued defense cooperation which has been mutually beneficial for
nearly 30 years. The US wi l l  be able to resume act iv i t ies at  monitor ing
faci l i t ies and navigat ional  and communicat ion si tes in Turkey,  and to
resume related support activities. US securi ty  interests in the Eastern
Mediterranean require the rapid and complete restorat ion of  US - Turkish ’

r e l a t i o n s . ‘.

(U)  US in te l l igence  fac i l i t ies  in  Turkey  prov ide  cr i t ica l  in format ion  on
Soviet mi 1 i tary activity. They  cont r ibuted  s ign i f icant ly  to  detect ion  o f
Soviet  mobil,ization during the October 1973 war.  They provide information
on Soviet missile tests and space launches,.necessary for.monitoring
Soviet compliance with the ABM agreement and further SALT agreements.

(U)  The bases and other  support  faci l i t ies pjay an
defense plans,

Important role in NATO’s
p r o v i d i n g  f o r w a r d  b a s i n g ,  d e p o t ,  a i r l i f t ,  r e f u e l i n g ,  a n d

t r a i n i n g  c a p a b i l i t i e s . They also provide wartime accommodation for rapid
r e i n f o r c e m e n t  a i r c r a f t  a n d  f o l l o w - o n  f o r c e s .

(U) Communications facil it ies support NATO and Turk,ish f o r c e s ,  p r o v i d i n g
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wea.ther in tercept ,  re lay ,  sa te l l i te ,  nav igat iona l ,  and command and contro l
c a p a b i l i t i e s .

(U) Permanent denial of these facil it ies would seriously weaken NATO’s and
Turkey ’s  in te l l igence  and war f ight ing  capabi l i t ies  v is -a -v is  the  Sovie ts
and the Warsaw Pact. Turkey might be forced to assume a ~more neutral
stance, thus allowing the Soviets to gain more influence in the Eastern
Mediterranean and the Middle East; while ours would tend to diminish.
NATO and US~wartime or contingency operations in the area would be more
dependent  on af loat  forces or  on air  refuel ing from distant  bases.

(C) On the minus s’i’de, the US had to concede an increased role for the
Turkish base commander in supervising the technical activities of the
bases. However, the US retains unquestioned control of US forces, per-
sonnel and equipment. The US also agreed to make intell igence-sharing
with Turkey a matter of pub1 ic record. Both these aspects could prove
troublesome as precedents in other countr ies - part icular ly  since the
Defense Cooperation Agreement in Turkey covers only intelligence, com-
municat ions and Incir l ik ,  and does not  af fect  NATO act iv i t ies (rotat ional
squadron and SAS sites) , which come under separate agreements. This
d i s t i n c t i o n ,  h e l p f u l  i n  T u r k e y , does not  obtain in other  countr ies.

(U)Ast0 assistance, we have not promised rental for use of the
f a c i l i t i e s  i n  T u r k e y . Our promised assistance is related not to the
number of  faci l i t ies we use but  rather  to Turkey’s needs in relat ionship
to its NATO commitments.

(U) The assistance we have promised ($250 mill ion a year for four years,
grant  a id  to  be  a t  leas t  one  f i f th  o f  the  to ta l )  i s  cons is tent  both  wi th
past US assistance levels to Turkey and with. earlier projections of what
we could offer  over the next  four years.

(U) Finally, resumption of full defense cooperation between the US and
Turkey wi l l  remove an i rr i tantthathampered US efforts to promote a
resolution of the Cypru~s and Aegean issues.’

. (Signed)
., ELKX!:‘E V. r,‘&qU,ln_!PP~x-.

Assistant SecretaryofDefense
Internaticnal Security Aff,airs

Prepa red by : M r .  Jefferson/OASD/ISA/ED
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