[ne:

23 January, 1985

Dr. Thomas Inch

Chemical Defense Establishment
Porton Down

Salisbury Wiltshire

SP4 0JQ

GREAT BRITAIN

Dear Tom:

Under separate cover I have sent to you a videotape of "The
Mystery of Yellow Rain" and a copy of the transcript of the
program. Although I understand you are not in London, I trust
that this letter and the videotape will reach you. If it is not
much trouble, let me know if the videotape arrives intact. If
there is any problem, I can easily send another.

I want to thank you for a most pleasant and informative
visit with you and Mrs. Inch and with Robin Black, Jim Creasey
and others at CDE Porton. The scientific excellence and perscnal
friendliness of those I met impressed me greatly.

I enclose a copy of my memo summarizing the visit, a copy of
which I gave to Frank Press, President of our Academy.

Sincerely yours,

Matthew Meselson




MEMORANDUM

TO: FILE
RE: VISIT TO PORTON
DATE: 17 DECEMBER, 1984

In connection with a recent trip to England, I was invited
to visit the Chemical Defense Establishment at Porton Down
November 27 and 28. I gave a lecture on "Yellow Rain" and
consulted with people working on the problem there.

1. Porton noted pollen in Yellow Rain samples in January,
1982. I think they were the first to do so. They have subse-
quently examined numerous samples of alleged chemical warfare
agent said to have been gathered at sites of chemical attack in
Southeast Asia. All such samples were found to be predominantly
pollen. The people at Porton believe that the samples are
honeybee feces.

2. Porton has developed an excellent analytical capability for
trichothecenes, using capillary gas chromatography - medium
resolution mass spectrometry. They find that great precautions
must be taken to rule out false positives. For example, glass-
ware blanks are run before and after each analysis and any
apparently positive results are checked with a different chroma-
tograph matrix material. Porton has been unable to confirm
American reports of trichothecene mycotoxins in environmental and
biomedical samples from alleged attacks. They think it unlikely
that such toxins have been used. They consider that analytical
reports suggesting otherwise may have resulted from contamina-
tion. As additional support for their view they cite their
demonstration of the short lifetime of T2 toxin after addition to
freshly drawn blood and their calculations that unreasonably
large quantities of toxin would be required for military effec-
tiveness.

3. People at Porton do not rule out the possibility that some
sort of chemical warfare has occured, not involving trichothe-
cenes. Neither do they rule out the possibility that there has
been no chemical warfare of any kind, not even riot control
‘agent. - . T

4. Apparently all this is included in a report that has gone to
the MOD Science Advisor, Richard Norman and to higher levels of
HMG government.




