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Attlbs$sadr1r V.1.,. !$Sraet,u 
HEla'.i(}f the USSR Delegation to the Committee 

(,mtif$a.rrua.mtmt· . 
4, ~her{£ln au Cb.a.:m~) deBle 
12~2 Chamb~lS1r 

.,.,,.q '" 

r ~lose a ':~Oi'Y of au article frorr; theN~~r Bcieri.ti$t~ a widely circulated ;md 
respected Eritish~.:i.hUcatiQn, ~ich Cttsts further cOllsUlerah!edOOht on the a.llegation~ 
of the USA eoo.eernmg lH\ " ' " 

'1w I refer to nryletter 'Of 31) June c()ncernmg a p.os»ihle rt~eeting 0'£ sei.en.ti$1s 
1U1der PugwaaR auspices to di~uS3 the .BV,,,' £ltJ.e~tion~ It is likely that thIs m.atti3rwiU 
be railed at the 30th pugwash Coofereilce in the l~~e!'lm-1.ds scbeduled to ~1moo 
ae August. '1 will leave Ge-iH!lWa O};l 16. August for r;::,.eetings of au!' l£xeeutlve Con:mliittee 
aQd Couucilwhlch "'ill 1',n:~K:edetb.s Ctmfe:t"Mee. It wc-uld lie helpful if befor$ ttl, depa~ 
you VIOUld let rne have an,y' l~tu::tiOO kI the ilmggest.im m rrry letter of 3Q Jun~. 1 n:dght 
add that I believe any objecUve assessment wlcilltmment conc~rnmg the intot'!I;..mioo 
avallable by tL group of scientists of the east and west, and not thO$e 1leCes:satn,li~ 
in 'my letter, would be 'Of C~l~ld6:rablevQlue in rieut:r.QUzingU-.u~ barm engGliiel"ad by the 
alieptir.m;£t retarreU to above. 

co: 

M.M"Kapla 
Dil"elet • ...o._ral 
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ussian'germ W21\1f fiasco 
_.' Was it really a military accident that,spread anthrax over Sverdlovsk? 

'Or Zhores Medvedev InMas this year 1 received '~,' ~~ademy's most secret research work is done". When 1 
is a biochemist .' letter :trom the director of the read the article 1 telephoned the science correspondent of 
working at the Fede,mtion of American Scientists, Now! and told him that the published information was 
Nationallnstitute ::- 'Dr Jeremy J. Stone, in which he wrong. It is well known that Akademgorodok is not a 
for Medical Research,' asked me to ex~ess "any ideas ~'closed town", but an open international research centre 
London ' '" about the attached issue of a-' visited by many foreign scientists. Novosibirsk is also open 
Soviet anthrax incident". I wrote baCk giving him my , to foreign tourists. Dr D. G. Knorre a..T1d Dr .R. Salganik 
opinion on theantbrax story. I did not then see the '!reed ,cannot be directors of the bacteriological institute: Knorre 
to write ,an article on the subject. The case waS: alreadyiu , is head 'Of the nucleic acid laboratory of the institute of 
the hands 'Of the CIA;' the "attached issue" referred,tq c organic chemistry; and Salganikisa deputy director of 
by Stone was 'a press release from the US Senate.of 16 the institute of cytology and genetics in Novosibirsk. 

. April, 1980, ort the intention to prepare the, "Soviet Bio- Knorre is ,also 'an editor of the -international journal FEBS 
logical Warfare Resolution". I was, sure that the CIA had Letters, while Salg,anik isa member of some international 
manY:more resources than 1 did to find (}ut,all the details "biochemical and cell biology committees; they both often 
of the Sv-erdlovsk ," i~cideIJ.t~ Hovv:ever,' recent .repo.rts indi- travel abro.ad. . ~'. '. . . -. ", . ~. :., ,;" 
cate that the 'public'yersioIl of the Sverdlovsk epidemic, I received,no explanation from Now! for this part of its 
has contribllted to the decision by th~ US House of Repre- < , article, but 1 found the source in another emigre Russian 
sentatives to Iniss a' resolution :to start some work on the language publioation,Russkaya' MysL(Russian' Thought). 
production of a sO:Called binary chemical,weapon: This: c In ·anarticle on AcademicianY'll 'Ovchinllikov, an emigre 
made me reconsider my initial passive attitude. 1 realised' writer, Mark Popovsky;'had-made-the~-samestatement as 

, that even my 'limited knowledge about the background of ~-- Floyd about Knorreand'Salganik>;,:'_;:~~:,'-:~" ' 
the Sverdlovsk anthrax story might be of some interest '/ At the beginning of "'January:-1980,Possev published a, 

, to the public here and probably even to the CIA, which, ' ,more detailed ,story. -This time,-however,: it was about a 
, _,as I found earlier from :th~ CIA files on the 1958 Urals Sverdlovsk-accident. The author, "N.N)reported that there 
, 'nuclear disaster;, is not' always able to' 'assess inforrnation~ ',had been rumours in Sverdlovsk-aboutan outbreak of 

about the USSR COITectly~; ':,:< - ':anthrax ("Siberianuker"J-resulting':fronlan explosion: in 
, _The story that there had been an outbreak of anthrax " the nearby military settlement,Number 19, south:west of 

in- Sverdlovsk became headline news in' many Western Sverdlovsk. The doud of anthrax bacteria was ,carried by 
,newspapers on 19 March this year. David Passage, an the north wind over Kashino village._The.lirst deaths were 
.9fficial, spokesman from the US State Department, had- registered on 4 April. Afterwards some 30 to 40 people 
st,ated -at a press conference the previous day that an "out-, were dying per day for the next month. 
break ,of disease" in Sverdlovsk, a city of 1· 2 million" Some details about the - accident,: although based on 
people, had raised questions whether the Soviet, Union secondhand-rumours, g,ave, the impressioll'that sometrill'1g 
had violated the terms of a 1975 convention that bans the really had happened in ,-Sverdlovsk, probably a localised 
development, production or stockpiling of biological agents anthrax epidemic. Vaccination was carried out in' only 
or toxins. The United States has recently expressed oou-: ,one suburb of Sverdlovsk. Other-parts of the story 'were 
cern to the Soviet Union about these reports. This state- clearly false. N.N., for example, wrote that people, could 

, ",' ment was -based, not on -intelligence jnformation, but on 'not get the bodies of their dead relatives for'thefuner:als 
two articles, the first published in Now! magazine on 26 ,(this could well, be the case -as <anthrax victims :have to 
October, '1979" ancl' the second published inBild Zeitung . be cremated), but instead' were given symbolic "empty 

, of Hamburg, ,a sensational tabloid, on 13 February, 1980. coffins". The 'bacteria strain w.as indicated to be either 
The US State Department statement contained no new V-21 or U-2J.(The appearance of the name of --.:the bac­

information apart from what had been published in Now! " terial strain 'among local rumours is rather strange.} On 
_ and BildZeitung. Neither Now! nor Bild was the first 16 July, 1980, The, New York Times published the'same 
to report 'their stories. In both cases the' "sensation" : story, but named the strain as "1,21". " ' ' ',' 
appeared originally in an obsCure Russian-language emigre" It w<asPossev's story that was reprinted as front page 
magazine Pos'sev published in Frankfurt. Possev (theword,i1ews -by Bild Zeitung'aC'few weeks later. The West German 
means "'sowing" ~in Russian) is the paper of the NTS (the : newspape'rremoved,a:few technical details, such:,as'the 
People-Workers' Alliance), which was founded in 1930 as' names of 'the bacteria and- how long the epidemic lasted. 
a revolutionary anti-Soviet emigre group. ' " "The'same story 'appeared in. Nature at the end of- March, 
, At the beginning of October 1979, Possev published a without indicating the source but containing all the'details 
short unsigned story about an alleged bacteriological acci-,of Possev's ' ' 
dent in Novosibirsk during the spring of 1979. According " ," 
to this story, several thousands died of a mysterious 
disease. The escape of, the ibacteria was assodated with­
secret research facilities near a suburb called Uktus. ,,' 
, On 26 October, 1979, this same story reappeared in Now! 
as a major cover story. There was no mention yet that the' 
disease was' a form of anthrax. David Floyd added some 

'details trying to connect the disaster with the alleged 
secret bacteriological institute established in the Siberian 
Bran<:h of the Academy of Sciences Of the USSR. "which 
is headed by Dr Knorre, ,.a corresponding member of the", 
Academy, and Dr- Solganik, a specialist in, mol~ar' 
biology". Akademgorodok, the science town near Novosi- ' 
birsk where this institute was- established, was described ," 
by:Floyd 'as '. "a closed science town where- much of the 

.:n~ details about the" 
accident, although based" 
on rumours, gave the 
impression that 
something really 
had happened in 
Sverdlovsk •.• ' 
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Mark Popovsky; whow-as interviewed by Science' in. 
April, did not 'add anything new tothe:Possev story, des­
pite the fact that he insisted· that he had . got information 
from ,a friend in Sverdlovsk. Neither Bild,. nor Nature nor 
Science has acknowledged the existence of Possev's story, 
but the links bet'Neen them are clear, -some statements 
being identical. Nature gave the name-of the allegedbac­
terial strain (V-21)and the figure of dead in -all. cases was 
around 1000. ' 

In April 1980, Possev· acknowledged- that its story was 
wrong and that what it had report'ed in 1979 ,as a "Novosi­
birsk case" was -really ·a ".$verdlovsk case". In this new 
article the description of the origin of the epidemic was 
a dear mixture of. its previous two stories. Uktus was now 
a suburbof-Sverdlovsk and the germplant .. was situated 
here, not in the "militarY settlement No. 19". Bodies of the 
dead weI1e not burned, ·as. in the'earlier~Bild and Possev 
versions, but buried in a disinfectant.liquid.. . . 

The Soviet Union was- officialiy-,askedby the US govern­
ment for .an explanation, and. in a rather rare admission 
'Dass acknowledged .. thaLthere had· been_an anthrax epi­
demk in Sverdlovsk. According·io·Tass,. this was caused 
by ,adV'erseweather::conditions whicr ..... had. made sheep and 
cattle susceptible_to contagious. diseases; thy lack of per-

. sonalhygiene intending··livestock,and·· by the· purchase 
of .unbranded meat, wool,. and hides from unauthorised 
individuals. Tass ,also acknowledged that ;anthrax has never 
been completely eradicated from the-Urals.' . 

This explanation was initially ,accepted. Nobody in the 
West had really expected that there would be any official 
reaction from the USSR ,at ·alL It is true,of course, that· 
anthrax still is quite a common problem among farm 
animals in the Urals; Siberia, Soviet Middle East and even 

. Cauoasus. However, human cases of ,anthrax were usually 
found in rural 'areas. A fevydays later the US government, 
on the Ibasis of "new intelligence reports", made clear that 
it could "refute the Soviet version of the antillax story". 
However, ,all the' "new intelligence" apparently consisted 
of was a few· details published earlier.inPossev,·but miss-
ing in Bild. ·c-

. The Sver{ilovsk ,anthrax outbreak again made headline 
news in early July when the report of the US Congres­
sional Committee on Intelligence was .. released (New 
Scientist, 10 July, p 93). This report, however, did not con­
tain any new details. It repeated the same. information 
which had been published in the Possev ,articles. The only 
difference was that the mysterious V-21 or U-21 strains 
were 'correctly replaced by Bacillus anthracis spores. It 
was ;also revealed that the military settlement Number 19 

'. was under the supervision of Colonel Genefial Efim Iv.anO'" 
vich Smirnov. However, this name is familiar-Efim Smir­

' .. noy was named in the Now! story last year. Accor{iing to 
.Now!~ EfimSmirnov was head. of the Red Army's medical 
services during the Second World War ,and is now re­
sponsible for the development of bacteri'ological weapons 
for the Ministry of Defence. A person who had such a 
high position:in the Soviet Army 40 years ago would be 
a very old person by now. Anybody who knows the Soviet 
'systemwill realise that such a ranking and old official must 
live and work in Moscow. He would not be in cha .. ge of 
local f,acilities at Sver{ilovsk. .. 

The .Washington Post ,also distorted the original reports 
about the duration of the epidemic. Describing the case; 

. the Washington Post informed: "This information indi­
cates that approximately 1000 people died within a matter 

'. of hours." All Russian sources, however (Possev, Popovsky, 
and recently Russhaya Mysl), described ·an epidemic which: 
lasted :about one month with about 30 to '40 fatalities per 

. day .. Using in{iependent emigre sources in:rsrael, The Sun­
dayTimes' reported 'a total death toll of 300_ The pro­
longed . character of the epidemic (beginning in April and 
ending in May) is also consistent with. the publication in 
April 1979 of three ,artic1esaboutanthrax in a looal news­
pap_er Vecherny .. Sverdlovsh. It is rather, strange that even 
the original author, N.R, did not mention these articles. 

Some· of~· the. data . mentioned in' ,the' reports of this 
antmax-epidemic, can be checked easily using standard 
Soviet medical reference books. Anthrax: is apparently 
still 'asedous problem in eastern parts of the USSR. This 
means that research and the production of the vaccine is 
certaihly-going on in research centres which. of course, 
are well sealed off from· outside attention. The anthrax 
vaccine is. made from live, ,and still virulent encapsulated 
baeten-a. -Immunity after vaccination is short and rev'ac-. '. 
cination is necessary after one year. The y;acone is active .. ' 
for not more than two years. This means that the pro{iuc­
tion of the anthrax V'accine entails large-scale cultivation 
of anthrax: bacteria 'and production of spores; '., 

The- medical authorities in the USSR are certainly. re-: .,. 
-sponsiblefor the-anthraX outbreak in Sverdlovsk. It was, 
connected either with tainted meat or wool or a laboratory. 
accident. But there are no f·acts yet to indicate that the, 
productjon··of. a bacterial weapon was' the' cause of 
Sverdlovsk epidemic. The bacteriological. facilities of the~.: . 
militarysy~tem could take partin. this work, but there~' i 

has been no single '. fact published about the Sverdlo:vsk .' ...... .-..• ''' ... '.1' case which has indioated a possible stockpile of an actuaL:·; >.~: 
ant~ax. \'{eapon. If 'an outbre~ of. pulmonary anthra~::.~,<: I 
(which IS. suspected by the CIA) IS the result of the aco-·<::: i 
dental explosion of ~ 'actual weap~n C,:vith a. cloud of ·c.:· .• ·.I'. 
spores), then the stones that the epIdemIC controued for .:.:" 
'a whole month (with 30 to 40 casualties per day) could·.}.~! 
not have'beenthe case. Pulmonary anthrax developsa·'~.::;: I 
few hours aIter the infection has been inhaled and the:>:';;1 
disease·continues for only two to three. days. Death is"::',·'n 
almost inevitable, not within three to four hours as re- ,.,:; 
ported, but two· to three. days. Intestinal anthrax js also· ..... 
lethal; death . is usually within one to six days after infec·; .. 
tion. If the epidemic really lasted for one month, then the; 
pulmonary form could have been present during only the. < , . 

. first few days', not later. ',.:,<, . . -'_'. . : ~0~:>~. "'~~~';:~' r 

The. Sverdlovsk epidemic,' ,as is usual in theUSSR":;~ I 
because of 'secrecy about all epidemics, WIll hardly. be~,;. I 
described in detail in Soviet medical literature. However,: . ,:., I~ 
it 'is notn~asonab~e to use arguments about the tragedy ~. ,:; •....... ,.'''::. 
Sver{ilovsk to reVIve germ warfare preparations or chen:u~:<J/:; 
cal warfare research ,and production elsewhere. The .un..,: .' 
proved. 'and::artificially sensationalisedreports ;about the 
alleged.5oviet, "violation" of the Biological Warfare Con-' 
vention do not justify the possible violation of this Convene 
tion by other nations. :. c'D7 




