4 April, qué-i-

Matthew Meselson
Harvard University
Cambridge, Mass 02138

Dear Matt:

Thanks for the photos of Yellow Rain. Colin and I decided
at the last minute that we could't ' use them because, in black
and white, the spots wouldn't look Like much. We substituted
a picture of you we seem to use once every 6 months.

After I wrote a piece about Iraq and about your bees, I
saw the Wall Street Journal. The editorial seemed to absurd
that I couldn't resist writing a letter about it. I don't know
whether I'll send it, but perhaps you would look it over to
see whether there are any bad mistakes in it.

Thanks again,

regards,

1A

Eliot Marshall
Science

1515 Mass. Ave NW
Wash -DC 20005
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April 1984

Editor, The Wall SBtreet Jowrnal
22 Cortlandt Street
Mew York, NY Z0001

Dear Mr. Bartlev, L

L

I want to register disappointment with the Jownal’ s efforts o
interpret the chemical war in the Fersian Sulf.

The Wall Strest Jownal has plaved an important part in the debate
ovEr mycotoxin weapons. Mowever, yvour sditorialist ssems to have
becoms so intent on scoring points that he has lost touch with the
substance of the issue. Every scrap of new material is cited as prood
that the Soviets are on the attack with svootoxins.  The unbalance is
evident in two recent editorials on Irag®s wse of chemical weapons, on
P2 and 30 March.

The important news is that thers is hard proof that Irag is making
arnd using nerve gas. Bubt yvow editorialist goes off on a diffsrent
tac# making assertimns for which his own opinion is the chisf

vidence., FE 4 : #him confuses what ought Lo he Sedkeess &
C}DaernL Case aqalnut Lhe Iragis and could make it harder to mobhilize
ocppinion against the violations that have been proved.

Im the 12 March editorial, the Journal reasched threse conclusions: tha

myootoxins are being used in Irangl weapons, that they have besn
blended with mustard gas, and that they were supplied by the Sovists.
Al of this is based on one thing, & Belgilan toxicologist®s report
that mycotoxins were found in the biood, fteces, and wine of Iragi
soldiers. I krnow of no one, obther than the Belgian, who savs that
there are myocotoxins in the Iraql wespons. The Belgian report should
b powith caution becasuse people can be poisoned with mvootoxsins by
egting moldy food. Also, when mycotoxins are found in parts-pgr—

e mmounts,. &s in bthis cass, there is alwavs the possibility bhat
a mistake has besn made in the lab. This is important, becsuss,
irsotar as there are gquarrels aboot the presence of myoobodins, it
means the labs are dealing with trace amounts.

The United States has no evidence of mycoboxin weapons in Irag. The
Urited Mations looked for some and couldn®t find anv. The Swedish
soientist who ran laboratory tests on the mustard gas from the Iraol
bomb has said it contained no detsctable mvootodins and, furthermors,
that it would be self-defesting to mix mycotoxins and mustard gas, for
the myvcotoxins could be rendered ineffective. A LLE. chemical weapons
expert independently told me the same thing.

As a non—-scientist, I am inclined to believe that i¥ the Bwedess
found no ovootoxins, bthere were no myooboxins.

Your sditorialist contradicts this. In the 30 HFHarch pisce hs savs
thers werse mycotoxins, only the Swedess couldn™t find them. My point




is not that he disagrees with the esxperts, but that he doss so on the
basis of a technicel rationale of his own invention. There would be
no mistaking the guality of his opinion if he had ssid something like
"Owades are careless researchers, and anvway, they dornt like to
offend the Soviets." But that s not what he wobe.

He disbelieves the Swedish laboratory because he Thinks its
instrumsnts are btoo weak. This is personal opinion dresssed up oas
gypert insight Azsume that the Swedes can detect myootoxins only
1+ they are prpa@nt at levels of 8 parts per million or more, as the
gditorial save. Since the Swedss tested the Iragl bomb material for
mycotodins and found none, your edlfmrxdl-ai thinks the bomb must have
contained mycotoxins in undetectabls amounts, less than 5 paris psr
milliocn. That supposition is hard to mdiu Seumw of . Slinece, 25 e Tiored
s P ABepASLon Lgt Oapwr Lo srpcars % ﬁfaﬂ,gfu 1“2

It?s hard to understand bwcaus&[m'nnlm can gat mycotoxdins in
amounts of 9 parts per million - getting sick. And peopls do

@at them, for these toxins are i omoldy food. Why, then, would
a mation as desperate as Iraqg put I of food poison in a lsthal
broweda? Wy would Irag bother with mycotodins at all, having
tantly violated the Genseva Frotocol by using something far mors
.1rur{1qu the nerve agent Tabun?

&L

(r the othesr hand, i the wesapons are hxavily loadsd with
mynotodins ithat is, in the mulitiple-bkilogram guantitiss needed to
Bill scorss of soldieers) iy have the UGS, \the UM, and Iran bsen
srable to find a<§£ﬁ;z;j;§é containing & detectable level of
myvcoboxnin?  Yet in a short visilt this March, \a W.M. team did find over
a dozen lethal gas bombs.

It resily is hard to understand. But if one insists that trace
amounts of myvcotoxins are being put in the bombs — as vowr editorials
go - I can imagine only one rationale. Irag spiked its bombs with &
tiny level of mycotoxin (undetectable by Swedish labs! as a bluff, to

L=

ool other, better-eguipped labs into thinking irﬁm is supported by the
Soviets in this business. It doesn®t make sense. But, then, the
Flufd could have fooled vow editorial writer. ““

fn alternative approach to the Jowrnel s would be to wait until
there is evidence that myvootodins have been used in Iragl weapons, and
then Look for the supplisr. As it tuwrne out, that is the post-Hailg
policy of the WS, Bovernmenht.
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