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Dear Jullan,

"Here are six cooies cf the 15 October draft sent to PFiel
plus‘covea letter and notes relatipg to illustrations. I have also
sent copies to Col. Bay (Bhgﬁag%ay\ and to several persons in
Washington, Piel says all revvslons should reach 501ent1f1c Ameri-~
can by 15 Wovember. :

You will note increased fiqures for spending in FV71 and
72. Thls comes from a DoD statement of & December 19?1 and may
account for most of the $16M for protective clothlng spent before
FY77 but not attributed to partienlmeaysats én cur earlier tabula-
tion. I w111 try to verifiyv all Qpendlng figures we present. A

"Some mlsceilanaous cuestlon5°

- oa'==Tg the evxdence on delayed eéfSets of nerve gas you
citefthat of Duffy and Burchifel at the Harvard Medical Scnool°

~-What does WEAD welghﬁ

‘ whsnou1d the ratlanale given for decamtamlnaticn be
amended to include aldowing the relaxation of protectlon or the
av01dance of spread to clean areas?

~-What is the baszs for taking ECt4¢ as 12 Fvaln/m ?

- Since your ﬁosage*dlatance plot reaches this value only 50 km down-
wind, would it be more accurate at the tap of page 15 to delete the
words "...at least twice that percentage of all...*? What is the
‘meanlng of *seriously endanger 2 i

: .'~~What causedtthe revision of your earller estimate of
SG mq~m1n/m3 at 90 km to about 19 mg~m1n/m for tne same strength,
wind speea, and Pasguill category°

:\—~I have m1sp1acea ‘the references to the Salt Lake mrlbune(?):rwf;ﬂ

with the photos we want. Please let me have them again.




: I Feel there are still some weaknesses in the article.
(i) Mo reason is suggested for Soviet incentives favoring chemical
disaamament. (ii) The discussion of verification measures is thin.
(iii) The most recent result we cite from the bilateral talks occurred
in 1978. Coming in 1980, the article can give the impression that
the talks are stalled--which they are not. (iv) We fail to make the
point thht retaliation is not in itself an objective and that arguments
about retaliation in kind tend to obscure the larger issues of de-
terring war itself and, failing that, denving success to the Soviets.
Chemicals are irrelevant to the first and of dubious, possibly negative

value for the second.

as ever,






