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s with many treclties,, the Geneva proto- When we shift di@aKentlon from the re. 
may be interpreted either broadly or ceding events of the pgst in Vietnam w e  

,narrowly. Faced with considerable ~ r i t i - ~ j  see that our future interest is clearly on the 
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cism of chemical operations in Vietnam, the: 1 side of building the strongest possible bar- 
previous administration enunciated a nar- I riers against chemical warfaie. This view 

~ ~ t t h ~ ~  S. Meselson, ~rofessor  ,-,j 'OW one that would allow I was most forcefully put b ~ f o r e  .the Senate 
~ i ~ l ~ ~ ~  at Harvard University, has riot gas Or herbicides. In spite of some!\ by McGeorge Bundy, former national se- 

misgivings, the present administration hast curity adviser to Presidents Kennedy and 
as cOnsuztant to the U'S' 

;gone along with that approach by Submit-1 / Johnson and a participant in the initial deci. Control and Disarmament Agency since " lting the Protocol to the Senate making S P ~ - I  sions to use chemical weapons in Vietnam. lg6'. He was One of the leaders .cific exemptions for these weapons. This, ; M,, ~~~d~ toid the Foreign Relations Corn. a loose coalition of scientists who helped 
persuade President Nixon to review 

the United States in OppOsi* I mittee that the basic question a t  issue i s .  
tion to the preponderant international view ! 1 1 ,  the safety of Americafi lives in the American poiicy and ' that the protocol prohibits all. antipersonnel i fut;re and indeed the safety of the human eventually ban the production a?ld and antiplant chemical warfare, 

', stockpiling of "germ warfare" weapons / race itself." . . 
i i n  September of 1969. Last month Soviet *e most recent indication of the views', Because they a re  relatively cheap and are 
, party leader Leonid Brezhnev an- Of was a resolution a t  the capable of being disseminated over large I nounced that Moscow was willing to fol- . United Nations in December, 19691 when 80 areas, chemical and biological weapons 
1 low suit. Professor Meselson here dis- "ations against Our position and could bring about a major increase in the 

cusses factors in the Vietnam war -in- 'U'O with us. there. were level of .death and devastation in wars of all 1 cluding Communist forces' ability to use 36 nations abstaining, Of them , kinds. However, the greatest hazard of let- 
the same disabling gases earlier used bu 8 were Our 'lose politely registering ting the moral and psychological barriers 
US. strategists - which may change their to accept the U.?, viewpoint. against chemical and biological warfare/ 
White House policy on ratifying the i Not surprisingly, the question of interpre- erode may be that  this would open a radical: 
1925 protocol against gas warfare. i tation dominated the recently concluded new dimension of expanding knowledge and 

Senate hearings, with several key members technology for military exploitation. I 

of the Foreign Relations Committee strong- ' h 
ly in favor of U.S, ratification without spe- We are in the midst of a revolution' in; 
lcial exemptions for riot gas and herbicides., biochemistry and molecular biology, leading! 
/Thus, it appears that the protocol is not, to the" most aetailed: and subtle knowledge 

of the living process. Inevitably, this will/ 
~~~~~~1~~ $ ~ $ ~ ~ ~ ~ e $ i ~ ~ : a ~ ~ ~ ~ q $ ~ ~ ! ~  ; allow man to manipulate and control living! 

things, including himself, in ways that can-: 
Fortunately, the admi*tration.hap ieftl not now be spelled out: Of course,, pure sci-, 

itself an important degree of flexibility! One! enee is neutral, in the sense that its d i~cov- j  
Course that is open would be to let the status ' cries can be qs& for good and for ill. But, 
/of riot gas and herbicides be decided by the! 1 it seems only prudent to take, great care 
lInternati0nal Court of Justice at  The Hague. 1 ,  not , to generate interest and momentum 
There 1s also a n  o ~ ~ o r t u n i t ~  for a" more 

; toward . the military application. of this direct solution o n  the recommendation of , know~edge. ~f (he other nations of the World 1 Ambassador Bunker and Abrams, are willing not to use chemical warfare in! jherbicide operations in Vietnam are being 
rapidly phased out and reportedly end 

I any farm, the United States should be more. 
than Willing to go along, completely this spring. Similarly, the use .-- - -- - ____ -_ _ . .-A __ ,. . - _ _ * 

\U?ited States forces in Vietnam .were alp of riot gas has fallen to +,small fr,action, of 
ready using certain types-of chemical wea: what it once bas, In large part this is be- 
~jns. 'Start ing in 1962, chemical herbicides .cause the gai has bgcome inefiective as the haye  been sprayed over millions of acres in 
order to remove vegetatiop wd to destroy ,other side has learned defensive tactics and'  

acquired large supplies of gas masks. Thus, ifdo"d.'crOps' And, from 
begidn8s i n  before election fever overtakes us, the 'presi- 19% the use of riot gas escalated to be-, ldent might be persuaded to broideq the 

/come by far  the largest  combat use of gas\ U,S. interpretation.o! the protocol, , 
s-wce World War I. - -  - . . --- - --- - 4 ----...-- 




