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ANNEX A

NSC ACTION "NATO AND THE ATLANTIC NATIONS"

In reaching our recommendations on objectives and pro-
cedures the principal objective of the NSC policy directive has been
interpreted to be consideration of allied positions looking toward

cohesion of the Alliance.

Concerning nuclear forces, the NSC NATO Action provided
that:

a, The President should state that an effective nuclear
capability will be maintained in the European area and that nuclear
weapons will not be withdrawn without adequate replacement,
Nuclear weapons in NATO Europe may be regrouped as further

studies may indicate,"

This policy was conveyed to the North Atlantic Council by
Ambassador Finletter on April 26, 1961. The NAC has been
briefed by General Norstad concerning the substantial nuclear

capability that exists within NATO.

The Joint Chiefs of Staff agreed that all reasonable command
and control measures must be developed and employed consistent
with operational requirements,




To improve command and control, certain measures
were indicated and actions have been taken. Steps have been
taken to improve communications to the U, 5. custodial units

which control U. S. weapons for NATO,

After development of these
devices, each weapon system used by NATO will be considered
and, consistent with operational requirements, a decision will
be made whether the device will be installed and at what level
control of the link will be exercised. Such devices can also be
incorporated in weapons as a mechanism for assuring custody.

In the meantime, General Partridge has suggested
measures which should be taken immediately to improve security
of weapons in NATO, including clarification of the responsibility
of U, S. Commands to destroy quickly weapons in their custody
if they are subject to overrun or capture,

b, Additional resources should be used to strengthen
the nuclear capability now in Europe only where (i) going programs
are so far underway that they could not be changed without serious
adverse political effects, or (ii) the increase will not divert needed
resources from non-nuclear tasks and is clearly required to

cover needs either for replacement of expansion that cannot be

met from outside the theater. The 1963 MC-~70 goals, as well as
the proposed 1966 goals, should be reviewed by the State and
Defense Departments from this standpoint, "




Such a review of U, S. and Allied commitments reveals a number

of nuclear weapon system programs which are beyond recall without
serious adverse political effects. These programs are not incon-
sistent with SACEUR's 1966 force requirements since in each case
the commitments are less than indicated as required in 1966,

Systems committed which are of particular concern are the Pershing

e, <. F - 104G aircrait.

"Ce The Secretary of Defense should undertake a study
of the extent to which nuclear weapomsin NATO Europe could be
made more secure

some possible safe-~
guards to be considered in such a study are discussed in the body

of this report, These include making SACEUR headquarters and
communications more secure against wartime disruption, "

These problems have been studied in detail by General Partridge's
Committee and othersas indicated previously. In addition, Dr,
Johnson, The Assistant to the Secretary of Defense (Atomic Energy)
and General Leon Johnson have made a thorough review of this matter,
Both have supported the conclusions of General Partridge's study

and the resulting action taken concerning the need for increased
security of communications and the improvement of procedures for

the destruction of weapons in event of imminent capture. This is a
matter of continuing interest, however, and additional actions may

be necessary in time.

'"q, SACEUR procedures for ordering use of nuclear

weapons, once he has been given political direction, should be
clarified and made more explicit.,"

Immediate actions have been taken in this regard as a result of the
reviews conducted by General Partridge and Dr, Johnson. The dual
channel for release of weapons and nuclear forces in use by SACEUR/

USCINCEUR have been reviewed and actions have been taken to correct
deficiencies and strengthen this system.

The NAC has been invited to
consider this problem and there are studies in progress by military
organizations of NATO,
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RECOMMENDED DISPERSAL FY 62
NON-U, 5. FORCES
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NUCLEAR WEAPONS PRESENTLY PROGRAMMED
FOR USE BY ALLIED NATIONS

1he nuclear weapons delivery systems presently
prograrmmed for Allied use in the NATO 1966 forces consist of
fighter-bomber aircraft including the F100 and F-104G; missiles,
including the Sergeant and Pershing for ground support and
Jupiter IRBMs,

a. Alrcraft

(1) K100 aircraft are presently available to
JTurkey, France and Denmark.

(2) ¥'-104G aircraft are being purchased by NATO
nations under a consortium arrangement, Belgium, Italy, Den-
mark, Netherlands, Germany, Norway, Greece, Turkey and

Canada are expected to have this type of aircrait in view of present
commitments and the NATO 1966 force requirements.




()

1The first War Reserve weapon is presently scheduled
to enter the stockpile in August of 1962,

D Pers‘ning

LIhe Pershing is a surface-to-surface, inertially
guided, solid propellant ballistic missile, Minimum range is
100 nautical miles with guidance optimized for ranges between
<00 and 300 nautical miles. Pershing is intended as a replacement
f or Redstone, '

However,
it could not be provided in time to meet our present commitments

and would be more susceptible to countermeasures,

LThe Pershing is expected to becaome operational
in January 1963, The missile production schedule has been
established to satisfy established requirements for both U, S.
and non-U. S, use,

The
missile production schedule has been established to satisfy |
requirements for hoth U, S, and non-U, S, use,




d. Thor and Jupiter IRBMs

At the present time, restrictions have been imposed

on preparations and plans

When we placed a hold on

Of particular concern was the possibility of France obtaining such

information. In examining the various ways in which such -
one which appeared possible was

through the A thorough study was

magie of this and procedures have been established which provide
for adequate security against this possibility.

If France continues her effort at the present level,
she will probably test her first thermonuclear bomb by 1965-1966 .
and can have such weapons in production by 1966-1968, based on
National Intelligence Estimates. However, it is possible and the




pressures are great to achieve such a system parallel to the
availability of the MIRAGE IV bomber. In this case the bombs
would be needed by 1965 or in about three years, To produce a
highly sophisticated design like the Mark 28 bomb or the warhead
for Pershing, would probably require additional time and tests,
Therefore, compromise of essential elements of the design of
these weapons could advance French capability substantially, but

denying the information to France is most unlikely to prohibit
her from obtaining thermonuclear weapons of her own.

Countries other than France cannot capitalize
on design information until they at least have production capa-
bility for nuclear materials or are able to procure the materials
from producing countries,

In view of the importance to the Alliance of not withholding
from our Allies weapons comparable to those with which our own

forces are provided for similar missions, we consider it necessary

to proceed with I - - oo~ of 2.1

non-U, S. forces in Europe programmed for compatible delivery
systems., We will continue, however, to emphasize adequate

measures to protect design information as well as the weapons
themselves,
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ANNEX D

ATOMIC INFORMATION PROPOSED FOR COMMUNICATION
TO GERMANY

) The information outlined in paragraphs 24 through 4 below
applies to the following nuclear weapons (except as indicated):

o YIELDS,
e TECHNOLOGY AND SAFETY:

a. Characteristics and purposes of fuzes and
external features of weapons as required for loading and delivery
operations.

b. Sequence of operation of fuzing systems to include
circuitry, types of components, arming operations, fuze settings,
and fuzing options.

o Type and operational description of those safety
features of weapons and ancillary equipment as required for

loading or delivery operations,

d, The probability against accidental or premature
nuclear explosion.

e, Safety criteria which reveal the approximate
amount of high explosive in specific weapons when information
is revealed by reference to quantities of explosive such as:

(1) Incremental amounts as given in tables
of Quantity-Distance Standards for Explosives as approved by
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the Armed Services Safety Board, on 1 December 1955, (In

lieu of an increment,* the mid-point,
W - b ised

(2) Equivalent weight of a standard general
purpose bomb.

£, These are implosion weapons and are one-point
safe.

4, STORAGE INFORMATION:

Location of planne

d or actual nuclear weapon stockpile
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FORESEEABLL REQUIREMENTS FOR COMMUNICATION TO ALLIES
ON THERMONUCLEAR WEAPONS

For Planning, Comgatibilitz and Training:

Approximate Date)
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