Geueve, 12 August 1980

Ambassador V.5, Issraelyen

}Iﬁaﬁﬁ of the USSR ﬁei%aﬁkim to the Commities
w Disstmament

4;, chenin du f:‘.zm;;} de Ble

1252 Chambesy

Genevs,

Dear Awbassador lssyaelyan,

cvn I eaclose o covy of an artlele from the New Selentist, a widely circulated and
resnected British pubii eﬁtmu, which ca5ts mmﬂw considerabls doubt on the allegations
of the USA @smemmw g B, : ‘ '

May i reﬁez’ to my letter of 84 June concerning 2 nossible mesting of sclentists
under Pagwash aumwaﬁ to digouss the BY guestion. If is likely that this matier will
| be raised sf the 30tk Pugwash Conference in the Netherlands scheduled fo start on
' 26 August. I will ‘i&w& Geneva on 16 August for mestings of our Execntive Commitiee

you would let me have any resction to the suzgestion in my letter of 30 Juse. 1 might
add thet | believe any oblective zssessment and stalament concerning the information
i available by 8 group of scieatists of the east and west, and ot those necessarily listed
| . in my leiter, would be of mmmzﬁammu value in neetrslizing the hars sapendered by the
Lo aliegations rveferred to above,

Yours sincerely,

| .M. Kaplan
Lireetor-Genersl

%JMW s

Prof Ideseison with enclosure

zud Coupcil which will preceds the Tonference. & would be helpful if before my depariure




it

Was it rea!ly a mlhtary accndent that spread anthrax over Sverdlovsk?

'Dr Zhores Medvedev In May this year I received a
is a biochemist : letter from the director of the

facademys most secret research work  is done”.

working at the » *--. . - Federation of American Scientists,
Nat mnallnstltute -~ PDr Jeremy J. Stone, in which he .
io;nliex?wal Researcb., asked me to express “any ideas

opinion on the anthrax story. I did not then see the need
to write an article on the subject. The ¢ase was already is
the hands of the CIA; the “attached issue” referred ta
by Stone was a press release from-the US Senate of 16
- April, 1980, on the intention to prepare the “Soviet' Bio-:
logical Warfare Resolution”. I was. suré that the CIA had
' many more resources than I did to find out.all the details.

sentatives to.pass a Tesolution to starf some work cn the’
. production of a socalled binary chemy'al weapon. This

made me reconsider-my initial passive attitude. I realised"
that even my limited knowledge about the background of = F
the Sverdlovsk anthrax story might be of some interest - -
" to the public here and probably even to the CIA, which,

.as I found earlier-from ‘the CIA files on the 1958 Urals

““nuclear disaster; i$ not’ always able to assess mformatlon;_',

" about the USSR, correctly. .7 i
The story that there had been an outbreak of authrax

about the aftached issue of a-

Sov1et anthrax mc1dent . I wrote back giving him my .
- pannot be directors of the bactericlogical institute: Knorre

When I
read the article I telephoned the science correspondent of
‘Now! and, told him that the published xnformatlon was
wrong. It is well known that Akademgorodok is mot a
“closed town”, but an open international research centre

_visited by many foreign scientists. I\fovosxbmsk is also open

to. foreign tourists. Dr D. G. Knorre and Dr R. Salganik

is head of the nucleic acid 1 aboratory: of the institute of
organic chemistry; and Salganik is a- deputv director of
the . institute -of cytology and genetics in Novosibirsk.
Knorre is also an editor of the-international journal FEBS

. Letters, while Salganik is a member of some international

ff.-bmchemlcal and »cell blology commlttees ’they both often
of the Sverdlovsk' incident. However, recent reports indi- - . i

cate that the pubhc version of the Sverdlovsk epidemic-
has contributed to the decision by the US House of Repre-:

article, but I found the-source in another emigré Russian

“language publication Russkaya Muysl: {Russian’ Though‘t)

- In an article on Academician Yu ’?vchmmkov an emigré
" writer, Mark Popovsky,-had-made the s ame: statement as

’ ‘«'loyd about Knorre and- Salganik.

“ At the beginning of “January- 1980,, Possev pubhshed a.

-more detailed story. This time, however, it was about a

" Sverdlovsk-accident. The author,“N.N:; reported that there

'in- Sverdlovsék - became headline mews in many Western

.newspapers on 19 March ' this year. David Passage, an

official spokesman from the US State uepartment -had

stated at a press conference the previous day that an “out-
break of disease” in Sverdlovsk, a city of 1-2
people, had raised questions whether the Soviet. Union

had violated the terms of a 1975 convention that bans the

development, production or stockpiling of bioiogical agents:
or toxins.-The United States has recently expressed con-
cern to the Soviet Union about these reports. This state-

- ment.'was -based, “not on “intelligence information, but on

two articles, “the first’ pubhshed in Now! magazine on 26
' October,” 1979 #nd” the second published in-Bild Zebtung-
_of Hamburg, a sensational tabloid, on 13 February, 1980;-

The US State Department statement contained no new .

million-

had been rumours in Sverdlovsk- about:an outbreak of

‘- anthrax (“Siberian-ulcer’)-resulting: from” an explosion: in

the nearby military settlement, Number 19, south‘west of
Sverdlovsk. The cloud of anthrax bacteria was carried by
‘the north wmd over Kashino village..The first deaths wére

registered on 4 April. Afterwards some 30 to 40 people .

were dying per day for the next month. .
Some details about. the -accident,- although based on

"ceconﬂharu -FUmours, gave}the Jmpressmn that something

really had happened in .Sverdlovsk, probably a localised

. anthrax epidemic. Vaccination was carried out in only
. one suburb of Sverdlovsk. Other-parts of the story- were

clearly false. N.N., for example, wrote that people eould

‘not get the bodies of their dead telatives for-the funerals |
- (this could well be the case -as anthrax victims -have to |

_be <remated), but instead were  given symbolic “empty

- information apart. from what had been published in Now! -

.and Bild Zeitung. Neither Now! nor Bild was the first -

" to report -their stories. In both cases the “semsation” .

‘appeared originally in an obscure Russian-language emigré - -

magazme Possev published in Frankfurt. Possev (the ‘word
means “sowing”.in Russian) is the paper of the NTS (ithe

~ People-Workers’ Alliance), which was founded in 1930 as-:

a revolutionary anti-Soviet emigré group. *
At the beginning of October 1979, Possev pubhshed a
-short unsigned story about an alleged bacteriological acci- -

dent in Novosibirsk during the spring of 1979. Accordmg' Y

to this story, several thousands died of -a mysterious

disease. The escape of the bacteria was associated 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- o
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 -
Branch of the Academy of Sciences of the USSR.“which =
is headed by Dr Knorre, a corresponding member of the .
~. Academy, and Dr- Solgamk a spema.hst in  melecular °
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 -

-coffins”. The bacteria strain- was indicated to be either
V-21 or U-21._(The appearance of the name of-the bac-
terial strain among local rumours is rather strange.) Cn
16 July, 1980, The New York Times pubhshed the ‘same
story, but named the strain as “I-21”.

It was Possev’s story that was" reprmted as front page ‘
T, news by Bild Zeitung-a-few weeks later. The ' West German

" newspaper removed -a:. few technical details, such as-the

names of the bacteria and how long the epxdemlc Jasted.
"The-same story appeared in: Nafure at the end of March,
-without mdwatmg the source but contammg all the detalls
of Possev S verswn v : .

I received 1o explanation from Now’ for this part of its

‘Scme details about the

> accident, although based
on rumaours, gave the
impression that ‘

, something really -

had happened i in
Sverdlovsk...” | .




' Mark Popovsky; ,Who' was interviewed by- Science. in

demic in Sverdlovs

New ;Scientisf 31 July 1980

361

April, did not add anything new to-the: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 between them are clear, “some statements
being identical. Nature gave the name-of the alieged bac-
terial strain (V-21) and the figure of dead in—all. cases was
around 1000. '

In Ap*ﬂ 1980, Possev- acknowledged that its story was
wrong and that what it had reported in 1979 as a “Novosi-
birsk case” was -really a “Sverdlovsk: case’”. In this new
article the description of the origin of the epidemic was
a clear mixture of its previous two stories. Ukius was now
a suburb of-Sverdlovsk and the germ--plant was sitnated
here, not in the “military settlement No. 19”. Bodies of the

_dead were not burned, as in the-earlier-Bild and Possev

versions, but buried in a disinfectant liquid.

The Sowet Union was oﬁczaLy asked by the US dovenn«
ment for .an explanation, and-in a rather rare admission
Tass acknowledged. that there had-been_an anthrax epi-
k. According “to-Tass, this was caused
by adverse weather-conditions which-had made sheep and

cattle susceptible; to contagious. diseases, by lack of: per-
sonal ‘hygiene. in tending-livestock, and by the purchase

of unbranded meat; wool..and hides from.unauthorised

individuals. Tass also acknow;edded 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-
- Caucasus. However, buman cases of anthrax were usually

found in rural areas. A few-days later the US government,
on the basis of “new intelligence reports”; made clear that
it could “refute the Soviet version of the anthrax story”.
However, all the “new intelligence” ‘apparently consisted
of was a few- details pubhshed earher in. Possev, but mlss-
ing in Bild. . i : :

.- The Sverdlovsk lantnrax outbreak adam made headhne
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 anthrecis spores. It
was also revealed that the military settlement»-N‘nmber 19

i was under ﬂie snpervision of Colonel General Efim Ivano

vich Smirnov. However, this name is familiar—Efim Smir-

/. nov was named in the Now! story last year. According to

.Now!, Efim Smirnov was head of the Red Army’s medical
services during the Second World War and is now re-
sponsible for the development of bacteriological 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

‘systeém will realise that such a ranking and old official must
- "live ‘and work in Moscow. He would not be in charge of
local facilities. at Sverdlovsk. .
. The Washington Post also distorted the or1gmal 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 Russkaya Mysl), descrxbed an epidemic which
lasted about one month with about 30 to ‘40 fatalities per
" day. Using independent emigré sources in-Israel, The Sun-

" longed character of the epidemic (beginning in April and-
ending in May) is also comsistent with the publication in
April 1979 of three articles about anthrax in a lcoal news-
" paper Vecherny.Sverdlovsk. It is rather.strange that even
the- original author, N.N,, did not mention. these articles.

Some -of- the. data mentioned in the reports of this: -~ '

anthrax—epidemic, can be checked easily using standard
Soviet medical reference books. Anthrax is apparently
still a serious problem in eastern parts of the USSR. This
means that research and the production of the vaccine is
certainly -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
bacteria. Immunity after vaccination is short and revaec- -
ciration is necessary after one vear. The vaccine is active -
for not more than two years. This means that the produc-
tion of the anthrax vaccine entails large-scale cul’avation
of anthrax bacteria and productzon of spores: . :
The medical authorities in the USSR are certamly Te~.
-sponsible for the anthrax outbreak in Sverdlovsk. It was’
connected either with tainted meat or wool or a laboratory .
accident. But there are no facts yet to indicate that the:
production~of- a bacterial weapon was the cause' of the
Sverdiovsk epidemic. The bacteriological.facilities of the
military system could take part in this work, but there
has -been no- single-fact published about: the Sverdlovsk
case which-has indicated a possible stockpile of an actual
anthrax-weapon. If ‘an outbreak . of . pulmonary " anthrax
(which is:suspected by the CIA) is the resnit of the acci-
dental -explosion of an actual weapon (with a cloud of
spores), then the stories that the epidemic continued for .
a whole .month (with 30 to 40 casunalties per day) could
not have been the case. Pulmonary anthrax develops a
few hours after the infection has been inhaled and the
disease-continues for only two to three. days. Death is:
almost inevitable, not within three to four hours.as re-
ported, but two-to three days. Intestinal anthrax.is also
lethal; death is usually within one to six days after infe
" tiom. If the epidemic really lasted for one month, then the.
pulmonary form could have been present durmg only the
‘first few:days, not later.
The. Sverdlovsk epidemic, as is. usual in the USSR
because of “secrecy about all epidemics, will hardly. be
described in - detail in Soviet medical literature. However,.
it-is not'reasonable to use arguments about the tragedy in:
Sverdlovsk to revive germ warfare preparations or chemi
cal warfare research and production elsewhere. The uvx:
proved -and: vaxnﬁcxally sensationalised reports about the
alleged - Soviet. “violation” of the Biological Warfare Con- "
vention do not justify the possible vmlatmn of thls Conven- s
tion by other natxons. e TR

~ day ‘Times reported a total death toll of 300. The pro- -~






