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*Retired Gen." Lauris’ Nor-

stad, the’ former Supreme ‘Al
lied Commander in- Europe,

_offered ‘a formula yesterday

to solve the knotty problem ‘of
nuclear sharing in the: Atlan

. tic- Alliance.

The slim, gray 59-year old
general started from the pre-
mise that NATO is in a crisis,

 threatened “from within®>aft-|;
‘f ‘having “withstood so well

every external attack.” Its key

'need he’ declared is'a solu-' ,
~|tion to the problem of control

of the use of nuclear weapons.

current row with French ‘Pres-i
ident de Gaulle, he told a Sen-
ate . Government Operations
subcommittee, Norstad is now
president - of Owens-Corning
F.iberglas Corp. -

Would Empower Conncll

What Norstad proposed wns
: NATO should vest in its

over nuclear as well as con-
ntional weapons for use, in
e of war. Involved’ wouldt

gested—-—of 'the more thn;

‘This problem antedates the|

lear weapons now in Western
urope.

- The Council should create’
executive committee, prob-
bly made up of the President’
f the . United - States and. his
posite’. numbers .in ‘- Britain, -
est \Germany and France, if -
Gaulle would join, and per-

tactical nuclear weapons al-
ady in Europe in-case of a
ian attack of a - limited.’
ture, the . President ' alone -
gould control, as he does
Pw, the use ‘of American
1 ;b

Majority Vote_sﬁ’gmte i
LA decision. the executiv

orstad’ suggeated, by majori?_‘
vote; that is, the European’

cal nuclear weapons de-
ite an American. objection.
by removal of the Amer
veto,’ he‘gaid could the(

embers -coulti- vrder use ofs |

i

jration of plans and the tak:lng

‘ed “the

stitute nofhing

e O SR
opean allies feel they had
eal power within the alliance,
| ".iThe . President would be
,committed .to .make "the nu-,

cléear ~weapons ~available ~for'

{juse. “The executive ' group
ihiradey mufeﬁ'i would act- “within ‘established’

policy” “pre-agreed to-’ by all-
NATO nations bl

“PoliﬂcaLt

ourrently ‘denies P Germsn

membership in the group," ke
added, that country’ “niust; as!
Ja -minimum, have acceds to
Jthe information -and: intel-

ligence essential to the Drepa-

of decisions.” -

" Norstad said he had made
suggestions along these lines
during - his * 1956-63 term - as

| boss-of SHAPE, but- had.never

before. put the Eea torward in

‘Asvto France, Norstad favor-

“empty chair” ap-,
proach for possible return to
full . NATO - partnership, He
8aid ‘he was. nqt. g0. sure that'
the Council shou]d be moved
from ' Paris, ~ ‘despite - de
Ganlle’s attitude and that to:
move. it as 3. "punishment"
‘would be petulant and silly.- :

Norstad - * réapted : strongly
'when ask.ed about Senate Ma-
Jority: »Leader ‘Mike Mans-
fleld’s i suggdstion, that'~the
‘United” States: pull ‘sevéral of
its divisions out-of Europe.. To
do'‘that, safd Norstad, would
‘beto “take’ the heart aut: of
;conventional: defense and.; sub-

ground forces were cut|
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”. .o oﬂers plan for :NATO. ntom-shaﬂng

B .

|be toreed back to the doctrine :

of “massive retaliation,” leav-
ing “no, choice between all-out
thermofluclear war and’ mnoth-
ing.” Norstad added a warhing

surely test Western defenses

the ground. - :
- “If we reduce our forces "
‘he said, “we lower the thres-
1d for introducing greater
ower in'the form of nuclear
weapons.”
Norstad reiterated his oppo-

ware” solutions to the nuclear
sharing problem, either the
multilateral or the Atlantic
nuclear .force schemes. He
said he was against putting

nuclear weapons in the indivi-
idual custody of any addltional
nations. e

1

‘that the Soviet Union would|i

if they were. so reduced on

sitton to the “socalled “hard-|.
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