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D g r  Matt 

~t was r e a l l y  most kind of you to - send  me n o t  only the  a r t i c l e s  bu t  a l s o  
your very  long and he lp fu l  l e t t e r .  Unfortunately,  i t  d id  no t  a r r i v e  
before I gave the l e c t u r e ,  s o  I only made a few guarded comments i n  it 
about b io log ica l  warfare .  A s  f a r  a s  I remember I mentioned t h a t  the  
major powers d id  no t  appear t o  t h ink  t h a t  b io log ica l  weapons were much 
good. I a l s o  s a i d  t h a t  I would pe r sona l ly  be r e l u c t a n t  t o  work on them. 

Since then I have d iges t ed  what you s e n t  me and I would have r e p l i e d  t o  
your comments sooner had I been ab le  t o  make up my mind about them. I do 
not  have much doubt t h a t  i t  would be f o o l i s h  f o r  t h i s  country t o  s tock-  
p i l e  such weapons, f o r  a l l  the reasons you g ive  i n  your l e t t e r .  I t  a l s o  
seems sens ib l e  f o r  coun t r i e s  l i k e  Sweden and B r i t a i n  t o  do a c e r t a i n  amount 
of research  of a more o r  l e s s  defens ive  na ture .  Most of t h i s  need not  be 
s e c r e t ,  but  I have been unable t o  decide whether I agree wi th  those people 
who f e e l  t h a t  none of i t  should be s e c r e t .  I t  would take too  long t o  go 
over a l l  the  f a c t o r s  involved he re ,  b u t  i n  b r i e f  t he  main po in t s  a re : -  

hL b 
(1) Much a s  I should ,be I am n o t  a p a c i f i s t  because I f e e l  t he re  a r e  a L 

small number of circumstances i n  which a n a t i o n  s h o u l e e n d  &..ax it- 
s e l f .  

(2) Under another  t h r e a t ,  comparable t o  the  Nazi t h r e a t ,  I should f e e l  
personal ly  obl iged  t o  j o i n  i n  a defens ive  war e f f o r t .  

(3)  I f  t h e r e  is  some f i n i t e  prospect  of t h i s  happening i n  t he  f u t u r e  
i t  would be f o o l i s h  not  t o  engage i n  some s o r t  of defensive r e sea rch  
work, and i t  might be f o o l i s h  t o  l e t  such a dangerous p o t e n t i a l  
enemy know every th ing  t h a t  one was s tudying.  

Of course,  aga ins t  t h i s  i t  can be urged t h a t  the  r i s k  is  s o  small  t h a t  i t  
would be b e t t e r  t o  have every th ing  i n  t he  open. The only th ing  t h a t  
emerges, a s  f a r  a s  I am concerned, is t h a t  the  smal le r  na t ions  should 
make every e f f o r t  t o  engage i n  co-operat ive defence research ,  and t h a t  
a t  l e a s t  a g r e a t e r  p a r t  of t h i s  should no t  be s e c r e t .  
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One f i n a l  point ;  a l though I agree t h a t  a t  the p re sen t  time b io log ica l  
weapons look very  poor weapons, I am no t  convinced t h a t  t h i s  s i t u a t i o n  
w i l l  n e c e s s a r i l y  always remain the  same. I t h ink  what r e a l l y  worr ies  
me is the  f r i g h t e n i n g  p o s s i b i l i t y  t h a t  somebody might come up wi th  a 
good b io log ica l  weapon. I t  is f o r  t h i s  reason t h a t  I should be 
extremely r e l u c t a n t  t o  have, say ,  you and Sydney work on the  develop- 
ment of new b i o l o g i c a l  weapons! 't 

I am a f r a i d  you w i l l  f i n d  a l l  t he se  t e n t a t i v e  thoughts  r a t h e r  naive 
but  I w i l l  cont inue t o  t h ink  about t he  problem. I hope we can have a 
thorough d i scuss ion  about i t  nex t  time we meet. 

F.H.C. Crick 


