The New York Times

229 WEST 43 STREET
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February 24, 1984

Dr. Matthew Meselson
Harvard University
Department of Biochemistry
7 Divinity Avenue
Cambridge, Mass. 02138

Dear Matt,
| You may be interested in the vapidity

of this counterattack. Don't know if or when
we'll publish, but probably scon.

Yours,

i *a/k/‘j

Enc. Nicholas Wade -
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<BF>This i5 baing called in by the public affairs office of thes Arms
Control and Disavsament Agency. Washington, R.C. I% is written by their
assistant director €or wverificabtion and inteiligence in responss &0 the
Feb. 2 Edi%tsar’s Motebook item by Hr. Hade <LF>
In criticising the U <TH>B. Government’s scientific methodology usad
Cin determining Soviet and surrogste usg of foxin-based ysllow rain in
Southeast Asia and Afghanistan (New York Times Editorial Nobtshook of
Fet., 2, 1984}, Mr, UHade viplates the very scientific principles he
sspouses. Seized with Yhe hypothesis of Dr. Matthew Meselson that
tozin—contaminated bee Ffeces or food have caused the death and i{iiness
of thousands in Laos, Kampuchea and Afghanisfan. Mr. Wade choosss o
jigniore a2 fyndamental scientific principle: consideration of all data.
Ewen though all dals are not in the public domain, he discounts %he
bhulk of available evidence which does not #it his hypothesis. Likswise.
he apparently fails to take inteo account that the President s decisison
regarding Soviet compliance in the chemical and biological and foxin
warfare ares was based in part on data not publicly available.
Furthermore. the technical statements he makss regarding &the
Sovernasnt’s analyses are simply not 2ccurate as the public record
documents,
A5 has been reported to the Congress and the U.N. . evidence of the
Boviet chemical and tozin warfare extends far bsyond the isolation of
trichnthecene toxins from physical samples collescted 2%t sllieged attack
sites and from body fluids of the victims., Use of testimony by
refugees, defectors. Jpurnalists from manyg nations. medical personnel
and pfficials of international aid and relisf organizations have
docuymented military attacks with toxic agents vesaitzng in illness and
sometimes death of the victims. E%rzkzng similarities in the
descriptions of ftoxic agent abtacks in Southeast Asiaz and Afghanistan
by peopls of different culftural backgrounds and who exhibit identical
medical sympéoms after pxposure to gellow rain furiher substantists
human rather than natural sources of these problems. Fost-atbback

medical surveys by aggresser forces to observe the effects of the ftoxic

agents also cannot be ignored. Ner can intelligence data corveborating
military activity in the areas at the times of alieged attacks be
discountad.

Yoluminous dats from a multitude of independent sources has enabled
the U LTH>8., Government to conclude coenfidently that chemical and foxic
agents have been uwsed against peoples in Laos. Kampuchea and
Afghanistan. Numerous gsteemed members of the American scientific
commrunity _ sutside the government and with access to the intelligence
data _ have been consulted from the cutset of the snalytical effort and
concur in the Sovernment’'s conclusions. Additionally, independent
confirmation of the U. <TH>8 Government ‘s findings has come from
foreign scientists, governmenits and international organizations.

In contrast, swarms of bess in these combat zones have never bean
reported or assgriated with subseguent illness. In fact. the only
avidence to relate these hypotheses to yellow vain is the finding of
pollien in some samples collected at attack sites. The alternative
Meselsonian *‘hypotheses’’ are supporited largely by bald specuiation
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