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N A T O  S E C R E T  

ORIGINAL:  ENGLISH 
lth  November, 19Tï' 

DEFENCE  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 

Meeting  held  at  NAT0  Headquarters,  Brussels, 
on  Thursday, 10th Novembers 19'/7 

DECISION  SHEET 

I. APPROVAL OF THE  DECISION SKEETS OF THE  10TH, llTH AND 

Documents: 

1. The  DEFENCE  REVIEW  COMMITTEE: 

approved the Decision  Sheets of the loth, 11th 
and  12th  meetings. 

Multilateral  Examination o f  the Force  Plans of Turkey 

Documents:  DRC/WP(77)2  (Draft  Country  Cha  ter) 
DPC/D(77)20  (Statistical  Annex P 

2. The  DEFENCE  REVIEW  COMMITTEE: 

(a)  noted  that  the  draft  Country  Chapter  prepared  br 
the International  Staff,  with the assistance  of 
the NATO  Military  Authorities  (DRC/WP(  77)2  TURKEY) p 

would be amended  as  appropriate  in the light  of  the 
discussion at the meeting;  and  that  the  revised 
version(1)  would be submitted to the  Defence 
Planning  Committee  in  Permanent  Session  and 
subsequently to Defence  Ministers  as  supporting 
documentation  for  their  consideration  of  countries' 
commitments for 1978 and  of t h e  NATO Force  Plan 
for  1978-1982, 
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-2- DRC/DS(77)15 

( b )  noted a s ta tement  made by t h e  Turkish 
Representat ive  (a t tached a t  Annex). 

III. FORCE  PROPOSALS  FOR THE PERIOD  1979-1984- 

3*  The DEFERCE REVIEW COMMITTEE: 

noted a statement  by t h e  Chairman on t h e  above 
s u b j e c t   ( i s s u e d  t o  members as JdeG(77)10g9 
dated  10th Movember, 1977) . 
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STATEI!CENT BY THE TURKISH REPRESENTATIVE 
(See  paragraph  .2(b)) 

. .  . . .  

, I /  

"Mr. Chairman,  Dear  Colleagues. . .  

We  should,"like to thank  you  for  your  efforts to-prepare 
.~ 

the Turkish  Chapter. of the.Draft  1978-1982 NATO Porce Plah  in 
such 8 short  time  after  the  Trilateral  Examination  which  was' 
held  in  Ankara  on  21st  October.' 

First  of  all, I would  like to express  that  we  reviewed 
the Draft  Turkish  Chapter  and  apprecia$ed  it  as  a  positive 
docwent for  Turkey,  especially  from the view  point of reflecting 
our important , ,  defence  problems. 

At this'  meeting,  being.  among  high  level  forcé  planners, 
I wish to touch  briefly  upon  some  of  the  significant  points 
effecting  out  national  planning  which  is  in  consonance  with  NATO 
defence.planning  requirements. 

Warsaw-..Pact  .military  power  continues  to..  grow  both  in  quality  an;d,, 
quantity  and,  increases  its  effectiveness. In addition,  Turkey:", 
has  va:st  land"  and . sea  boundaries  w5th  the  Soviet  Union  and. 
Bulgaria. (This situation  increases the threat  against  Turkey. . ,  

Furthempore,  Turkey's  styategic  position  between the Soviet  Union 
and  the  Middle  East,  which  is one of the trouble s p o t s  of  the 
world  and  where the Soviets  show  a  great  interest,  adds  new 
dimensions,to  this  potential  threat. 

Consequently, we sincerely  believe  in  the  necessity, i .  
of achieving  the  1977-1982  Force.Goa'Fs  with  a  view to increasing 
both  our  national  defence  capabilities  and  NATO's defence posture 
in the Southern.  Flank'. 

. .  
, .  In spite  of the, continuing  efforts f o r  detente,  the 

AS is  well  known,.  there ,are two  important  stages  in . .  

the  realization of-force goals.  The  first  one  is to provide,the. 
financial  resources,  and  the  other  is to convert  these  resources 
into  military  capabilities. 

From  our  point..'of  view,  Turkey  allocates the maximum 
possible  fin'ancial,  resources  to the reali.zation of her force 
goals.  In o'ther  words;  ,:total,,  defence  expendituye  of  Turkey is 
not  being  lower  than 5.5$'.of 'the Gross  Domestic  Product,,  and 
annual  defence  budget  allocation  is  also  between 20 - 30% of 
annual  budget  expenditures. In order to attain the Five  Years 
Force  Plan,  starting  from 1978, Turkey  has  planned to allocate 
approximately 70 billion  T.L. o r  3.5 billion US Dollars f o r  the 
modernization  programmes  and  the  maintenance  expenses of the 
Turkish  Armed  Forces. 

. - : 
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It i s  obvioU~'-%l-iat' these defen'ce  expenditures'  have 
caused   s e r ious   l imi t a t ions   and   adve r se   e f f ec t s   ove r   Turkey ' s  
developing economy. 

Turkey also has some d i f f i c u l t i e s   i n   c o n v e r t i n g   t h e  
f i n a n c i a l   r e s o u r c e s ,   a l l o c a t e d  t o  s t r eng then   he r  Armed Forces,  
i n t o ' m i l i t a r y   c a p a b i l i t i e s .  The most  outs tanding o f  t h e s e ,  
d i f f i c u l t i e s '   a r e - '   t h e  problem of finding  the  procurement  resources::" '  
and t h e  problem o f  foreign currency. I .  

. .  . . .  . 

A s  you a l l  know, the   US.arms   sa les   res t r ic t ions   imposed  
on Turkey i s  s t i l l  continuing  and'   the  Defence  Co-operation 
Agreement  between US and Turkey h a s  not '   yet   been  approved by 
US Congress ,   In   addi t ion ,  I should  point   out  t h a t  the  implement-ation 
o f . ' t h e  embargo a f f ec t s   t he   o the r   p rocuremen t   r e sources   i n  a 
negative-way.  Obstacles i n  NAMSA i s  -a sample t o  t h i s  f a c t ,  
where'a-s .NAMSA i s  an.  important, '  resource f o r  Turkey, 

. .  . ,. 

I want t o  touch on ano the r   po in t   r e l a t ed  to, t h e  
subject   agreement .  ' T h i s  ag reemen t   fo re sees   t o t a l ly  One b i l l i o n  
U S  Dollars M i l i t a r y   A s s i s t a n c e   i n  a f o u r  yea r   pe r iod ,   a f t e r   app rova l ,  
com,prising.  200'Mill ion Dollar gran t ,  aid and 800 Mi l l ion  Dollar 
credi t ,   Whereas; .approximately one b i l l i o n  D o l l a r  expenses i n  
a yea r  i s  necessary f o r  the  procurement o f  t he  major  weapon and 
equipment  systems and spare  par ts  needed by the  T u r k i s h  Armed, . ' 

F0,rceB. T h i s  s i t u a t i o n  shows t h a t - o n l y  one f o u r t h  o f :  o u r  y e a r l y  " 
foreign  currency  recjuirement w i l l  he,  met by t h i s  agreement -af ter  
i t s  e n t e r i n g   i n t o   f o r c e . '  . .  

. .  

Under these  c i rcumstances,  we are expect ing  concrete  
.I . I 

conclusions f r o m  t h e   s t u d i e s  and  eff .or ts . -of   the Ad Hoc Group on 
Mil i tary, . , ,Assis tance , .  t o .  Portugal  and,  Turkey, / .  

could  have  been  obtained from. . . s i m i l a r   e f f o r t s ' d o n e   i n   t h e   p a s t . '  
Therefore ,  we b e l i e v e   t h a t  f i rs t  o f . . a l l ,  p o l i t i c a l   d e c i s i o n s  t o  
be  taken, 'by N.ATOfs authorized organs a r e . n e c e s s a r y  f o r  mil i tary 
assistahce t o  Turkey. . .  

t h e  a d v e r s e   e f f e c t s  o f  t he   fo re ign -cu r rency   de f i c i enc ie s  of 
Turkey on the  procurement . 'of   defenee weapon and,  equipment systems 
and s p a r e , p a r t s ,  we also wish  t h a t . o u r  A l l i e s   p rov ide  u s  w i t h  ' .  ' .! 
long  term s a l e   p o s s i b i l i t i e s   h a v i n g  low  advanced  payments'  and',. 
l o w  i n t e r e s t s ,  

However, I s h o u l d  immediately .add, t h a t  no resu l t  
. .  

. .  , 

. ,  
. ,  , .  

Apart f r o m  t h e  s tud ies  o f , t h e  Ad Hoc Group t o  ease  

. .  

. I  . . .  . .  
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- .  , .  I .  If I may, I wou ld  now l i k e  t o  draw y o u r   a t t e n t i o n  t o  
a .simple. b u t ,  an   i .mpor tan t   fac t ,  which l a r g e l y   a f f e c t s ,   o u r  ' . .  

noderni,zatio,n  planso A s  i t  i s  wel l  known- by my colleague,s,  I 

Turk ish  con t r ibu t ion  t o  NATO i n  manpower , i s . o n e  of t h e  mos t  
s i g n i f i c a n t   i n  t h e  Al l iance .  Howsver, no mat te r  how outs tanding  
t h i s  manpower may be,  . i ts  c a p a b i l i t i e s .  have, t o  ,be improved  and 
upgraded i n   p a r a l l e l  $0 the   modernizat ion o f  o u r  Armed Forces ,  
again by Turkey's l i m i t e d  f inanc ia l   r e sources .  The importance 
of o u r  d e f e n c e   e f f o r t s  w i l l  f u r t h e r  be  appreciated when the  matter 
i s  cons idered   in   the . ,  l ig ; .h t i . .g f  t h e   f a c t   t h a t   T u r k i s h  Armed Forces 
a r e  a t ruly  regular , , : ,  i:n~n,pJ,ace: f o r c e  w i t h  minimum m,obilizatio,n.  
requirements.  Turkey d0.e.s not   foresee ,   any  manpower r e d u c t i o n - t o  
compensate f o r  i t s  modern iza t ion   a t tempts   f inanc ia l ly ,   even  
though   t he   i nc rease   i n  manpower c a l l s  f o r  a n   a d d i t i o n a l   f i n a n c i a l  
burden on h e r  ava i lab le   resources .  

. .. .I . .. 

Under a l l  t h e  c i r c k s t a n c e . s  I have s o  f a r   . exp res sed ,  
t he  l a s t  three  years   have  been  an  unfortunate  p e r i o d  f o r  t h e  
Turki -sh  .Armed Forces ,   t ha t   b rough t  f o r t h  a number o f   u n c e r t a i n t i e s  
wh:ich not  .only  delayed t h e  r e a l i z a t i o n  o f  our  modernization 
plans,  b u t  a l s o  began t o  c r e a t e  a se r ious   ques t ion  t o  maintain 
o u r  armed fo rces .  A s  a consequence o f  these  c i rcumstances,  
Turkey ' s   r ep l i e s to  DPQ-77 cannot  be  expected t o  i m l u d e  much 
s i g n i f i c a n t  improvement when compared w i t h  o u r  1976 and also 
1975 r e p l i e s .  

A s  .a l a s t   p o i n t ,  I would l i k e  t o  extend.my  remarks 
t o  t h e   l i m i t a t i o n s  o f  f i n a n c i a l  and  procurement  resources  needed 
t o  i n c r e a s e   T u r k e y ' s   m i l i t a r y   c a p a b i l i t y  and on th,e s h o r t  term 
measures. The r ea l i za t ion   o f   Turkey ' s   sho r t ' t e rm  measu res ,  
which a r e  shown i n   t h e   M i l i t a r y  Committee memorandum dated 
1 4 t h  J u l y ,  1977 (and numbered MCM-51-77), a lso  depends upon t h e  
l i f t i n g  o f  t he  US arms s a l e s   r e s t r i c t i o n s ,   r a t i f i c a t i o n  o f  t he  
Defence  Co-operation  Agreement  by US Congress, o t h e r  e x t e r n a l  
p rocuremen t   r e sources   f ac i l i t i e s  and the  passage o f  Turkey f rom 
her  own fore ign   cur rency   bo t t leneck .  

F ina l ly   and   e spec ia l ly ,  L w i s h  t o  touch on another  
sub jec t  which i s  abou t  t h e  requirement o f  modernization o f  t h e  
T u r k i s h  A i r  Force. A s  i t  is  known, f o u r  combat squadrons  have 
been p u t  under   the NATO comuands and 12 combat squadrons  have 
been  assigned t o  NATO. Pour  squadrons o u t  o f  t h i s  t o t a l  16 
have  been  modernized;  and f o r  t h e  modernization o f  t h r e e   o t h e r  
squadrons,  the  procurement o f  a c e r t a i n  number o f   n o d e r n   a i r c r a f t  
has  been  contracted.  The modernization o f  the  remaining  nine 
squadrons   un t i l   the  midd le  of 1980s has  been  covered  by  nat ional  
plans,   but   under   the  foreseeable   economic and f i n a n c i a l   c o n d i t i o n s ,  
nat ional   funds  could  not  be a l l o c a t e d  t o  t h i s  purpose. 
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mmx t o  
DRC/DS(77):15. . . 

Therefore ,   the  T u r k i s h  Government has made sone at tempts  
t o  have F-104G A i r c r a f t  as g r a n t   a i d  or a t  reasonable   p r ices  from 
he r  Allies who have  decided t o  phase o u t  t he  F-lO4Gs when these  
coun t r i e s  w i l l  put"F-16 and Tornado i n . s e r v i c e .  

I n  t h i s  connection, I s h o u l d  l i k e  t o  inform you t h a t  ' I :  

we.are   p rocess ing  o u r  reques t  on t h i s  s u b j e c t  t h r o u g h  the  : !: 
appropr i a t e  NATO channels..  , , !' . . .  , 

s u b j e c t   i n  t h i s  fo rum i s  t o  reques t  s u p p o r t  and  favourable', 
cons ide ra t ion ,  fr6mZ%hi's:distinguished .. - gather ing .  

. .  . .  

. .  . .  

The 'b895c. purpose'  of my p a r t i c u l a r   r e f e r e n c e  t o .  t h i s  

. .  . .  

My r e f e r e n c e   r e l a t e d  t o  F-104G A i r c r a f t   a l s o ' r e m i n d s .  
me o f  another  p o i n t .  Some weapon systems  which  have  been  (phased 
o u t  by BTATO c o u n t r i e s  f rom t h e i r   s e r v i c e s   a r e  s t i l l  being  used 
i n   t h e  T u r k i s h  Armed Forces. We have  observed  that some spare  
parts o f  these   sys tems  a re   be ing  s o l d  t o  .private  companies,  
whereas, a subs tan t ia l   ass i s tance   could   be   p rovided  to.. Turkey 
w i t h  those   spare .   par t s  were they made a v a i l a b l e . t o  u s c  I would 
l i k e  to b r i n g  th:i:s f a c t  t o  your   apprec ia t ion .  

There  might be, some-poin ts  i n  o u r  Country  Chapter 
which  might  need c l a r i f i c a t i o n  and explanat ion.  We h'o'pe t h a t ,  
dur ing  o u r  d i s c u s s i o n s   i n  t h i s  meeting, o u r  de l ega t ion  w i l l  have 
the   oppor tuni ty  t o  h e l p  o u r  col leagues t o  have a be t te r   unders tanding  
o f  .Turkey* s 'i'orce 'Plan f o r  the  per iod o f ,  1978-1982. 

Thank Y O U ,  M r .  Chairnan.I1 
. .  

. .  

  DOWNGRADED TO NC   .

  SEE: DN(2005)0002

D
E
C
L
A
S
S
I
F
I
E
D
 
-
 
P
U
B
L
I
C
L
Y
 
D
I
S
C
L
O
S
E
D
 
-
 
P
D
N
(
2
0
1
3
)
0
0
0
6
 
-
 
D
E
C
L
A
S
S
I
F
I
E
 
-
 
M
I
S
E
 
E
N
 
L
E
C
T
U
R
E
 
P
U
B
L
I
Q
U
E


