
Mr. William Epstein 
Alternate Representative of the Secretary-

General to the CCD 
Room 190 
Palais des Nations 
1211 Geneva, Switzerland 

Dear Bill: 

March 31, 1971 

Here are some recent items connected with the Geneva Protocol hearings before 
the Foreign Relations Committee. I do not believe the Committee is likely to 
report out the Protocol for some time to come~ I think that a large majority 
oppose the Administration· s "understandings i. regarding riot gas and herbicides. 
Aiken and Church have gone so far as to say repeatedly and in public that the 
Protocol ShOll.ld be put aside until the "understandings fI can be withdrawn. 

I have heard from officials in 'V'lashington that some of the neutral nations at 
Geneva have expressed the view, in private, that it would be better for the U. S. 
to ratify the Protocol now than to delay any longer, even if delay might allow the 
understandings to be withdrawn. In particular, this vIew has been attributed to 
Ambassador M}Trdal. I would certainly like to know if this is the general 
impression of those directly involved with the discussions at Geneva. I would 
of course consider any information on this score as strictly confidential. 

I believe there is a reasonable chance that the understandings can be withdrawn, 
either within the next few months or, failing that, after the next elections. 

With warm personal regards. 

As ever, 

Matthew Meseison 

p. S. I have sent t..i}e enclosed items to Ambassadors Myrdal, Ignatieff, Krishnan, 
and Tanaka without,~~nts. I have also sent them to Martin Kaplan 
along with a letter explaining the situation. Please note the third para­
graph in the third colomn of the John Finney article. 
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