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THE FOLLOWING IS THE DRAFT STATMENT 3Y THE PRESICENT ON TOXINS
AND SUGGESTED QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS FOR ZIEGLERS'S USE IN RELZASING

THE STATEMENT: EJ
A LS Lo R I DR‘K’FT J‘]‘TE{"ENT

ON NOVEMBER 25, 1969, THE PRESIDENT RENOUNCED ALL OFFENSIVE
PREPARATIONS FOR AND ANY U3E BY TAZ UNITED STATES OF 3IGLGSICAL OR
BACTERIOLOGICAL ASENTS AdD WEAPUNS is wAR. SINCE TApT DLCISIGN, AT
THE DIRECTION OF THZ PRESIDENT, A COMPREMENSIVE REVIEW GF UNITED
STATES POLICY AND MILITARY PROGRAMS CONCERNIN3 TOXINS A5 ZEZN IN
PROGRESS,

THE REVIEW RECOGNIZED TMAT TOXINS ART CHEMICAL SUBSTANCES.

THEY ARE SO KECOGNIZED I[N THE REPGAT OF THE L.N. SECRETARY SEWEnAL,
BY THE WORLD HEALTH GRGANIZATION AND EY THE IwTEAWATIGNAL TECHSICAL
COMMUNITY. TOXINS ARE NGT LIVING ORGANISNMS AND AEZ #0T CAPASLE OF
REPRODUCING THEMSELVES. THUS, ALTHOUSH THE EFFECTIS GF SGME TOXINS
ARE COMMONLY DESCRIBED A3 DISLASE, THEY CO NOT CAUSE CONTAGIOUS
DISEASE AND ARE NOT THANSKISSIBLE FROM ONE"PERSON TO AwOTHER.

THE PRODUCTION IN ANY SIGNIFICANT QUANTITY OF TOXINS DEVELGPED
THROUGH BACTERIOLOGICAL Or ANY OTHZ® BIOLO3ICAL PROCESS OF THE S5AME
GENERAL TYPE, HCWEVER, WOULD REGUIRE FACILITIES SINILAR T0 THOSZ
REQUIRED FOR THE PRGDUCTION GF 5IOLOSICAL AGENTS AND WEAPONS, IF
THE UNITED STATES OPERATED SUCA FACILITIES, 1T WOULD SE DIFFICULT FOR
OTHERS TO KNCW WHMETHER SUCH FACILITIES WERE BEINS USED TG FRCDUCE
ONLY TOXINS BUT NOT BIOLOGICAL ASEMTS. MGREOVER, THOUGH TGXINS OF
THE TYPE CONSIDERED FOR MmILITARY PURPGSES COULD CONCEIVABLY EE
PRODUCED BY CHEMICAL SYNTHESI3 1¥ THE FUTURE, THE END PRODLCTS WGpLD
BE THE SAME AND TAEIR EFFECTS WOULD 3E INDISTINSUISHAZLE FSOM TOXINS
PRODUCED BY BACTERIOLOGSICAL OR OTHIR BIOLOSICAL PROCESSES,
ACCORDINGLY, THE PRESIDENT HAS CECIDED:

-~ THAT TME UNITED STATES WILL RENOUNCE OFFENSIVE PREPARATIONS

FOR AND THE USE OF TOXINS AS A METHGD OF WARFARE; AND
- THAT THE UNITED STATES HENCEFORTH WILL CONFINE ITS MILITARY

PROGRAMS FOR TOXINS, WHETAER PRODUCED BY BACTERIOLOGICAL

OR ANY OTHER BIOLGGICAL.METHOD OR BY CHEMICAL SYNTHESIS,

TO RESEARCH FOR DEFENSIVE PURPOSES GNLY, SUCY A3 TO IMPROVE

TECHNIQUES OF IMMUNIZATION AND MEDICAL TMERAPY.

THE PRESIDENT HAS FURTHER DIRECTED THE DESTRUCTION OF ALL EXISTING
TOXIN WEAPONS AND OF ‘ALL EXISTING STOCKS OF TOXINS WHICH ARE NOT RE-A;“i i

HAVE NO NEED T0 -
CING TOXINS EITHER




" THESE DéCISIONs HAVE BEEN TAKEN WITH FULL CONFIDENCE THAT THEY

ARE-IN ACCORD WITK THE OVERALL SECURITY REQUIREMENTS OF THE

“YUNITED, STATES. TMESE DECISIONS ALSO UNDERLINE THE UNITED STATES ‘
- ".SUPPORT FOR: THE PRINCIPLES AND OBJECTIVES!OF THE U.X. DRAFT CONVENTION.

‘ATES:HOPES THAT.OTHER ‘NATJIONS. WILL FOLLOW
RESPECT -TO. BOTH BIOLOGIGAL AND TOXIN WEAPOWS.

ANNOUNCED ON-NOVEMBER, 25/ 1969, WE WILL CONTINUE
FECTIVE ARMS’ CONTROL AGREEMENTS IN THESE ' /Aq

ST 1

A J T, |

VL UANSWERE: b -

" TOXINS ARE POISONOUS SUBSTANCES OF MICROBIAL, VEGETABLE

QR ANIMAL ORIGIN., THEY BELONG TO THE CLASS OF CHEMICALS

.

. KNOWN AS NATURAL PRODUCTS IN THE SENSE THAT THEY ARE PRODUCED

IN NATURE BY BIOLOGICAL OR BACTERIOLOGICAL PROCESSES. EXAWPLES
ARE BOTULINUS TOXIN, TETANUS, SHELLFISH POISON, AND SNAKE
VENOM,.

-QUESTION:

ARE NERVE AGENTS PRODUCED IN NATURE? OR, IF THEY WERE FOUND
I0 BE SO PRODUCED IN NATURE wWOULD THEY THEN RE CONSIDERED A TOXIN
AND RENOUNCED?
ANSWER:

THE OTHER CHEMICALS YOU ARE TALKIN3 ABOUT ARE NOT XNOWN TO BE
SO PRODUCED IN NATURE, AND OUR SCIENTIFIC ADVISORS CONSIDER IT
UNLIKELY THEY WOULD BE. WE WOULD, OF COURSE, ADDRESS THAT
QUESTION IF IT EVER ARISES.

QUESTION:

DO OTHER NATIONS HAVE MILITARY TOXINS PROSRANMS?
ANSWER:

THE EXTENT OF QUR INFORMATION ON THIS MATTER IS, CF CCURSE
CLASSIFIED. THE DECISION waS REACHED, HOWEVER, ONLY AFTER CAREFULLY
CONSIDERING ALL OF THE ASPECTS, INCLUDING OUR INFORNMATION ARND
INTELLIGENCE ON THE ACTIVITIES OF OTHER NATIONS.

QUESTION:

WERZ THE VIEW OF THE MILITARY CONSIDEREL?
ANSWER: '

THE VIEW OF THE MILITARY WERE, OF COURSE, CONSIDEZRED., THE
DECISION TOOX OUR SECURITY NEEDS AND THE WEAPONS SYSTEMS AVAILABLE
TO US FULLY INTO ACCOUNT,

QUESTION: |

THE ANNOUWCEMENT SAID THAT TOXINS CAUSE WHAT I3 PGPULARLY
zgguggT OF AS DISEASE. DO THEY OR 20 THEY NOT CAUSE DISEASE?

WER s N

SOME TOXINS, PARTICULARLY THE BACTERIAL TOXINS, HAVE LO#3
BEEN ASSOCIATED WITH DISEASEZ. NONE, HOWEIVER, CAUSE CONTASIOUS
DISEASES, FOR EXAMPLE, BCTULISM WHICH IS CAUSED BY A TOXIN IS
CONSIDERED A DISEASE EVEN THOUGH IT IS NOT A CONTAGIOUS
DISEASE -~ IT IS NOT TRANSMISSIBLE FROM MAN TO MaN.

_ON THE OTHER HAND, NOT ALL TOXINS ARE ASSOCIATED WITH
DISEASE. I HAVE HEARD NO ONE SUSGEST THAT A PERSON BITTEN BY A
SNAKE HAS CAUGHT A DISEASE, ALTHOUGH THE SNAKE VENOM IS A TOXIN

- TECHNICALLY, .

QUESTION:

DO ANY OTHER OF OUR CHEMICAL WEAPONS CAUSE DISEASE? I Ve
. ANSWER:. © r - i ‘

. OTHER CHEMICAL WEAPONS HAVE NOT BEEN AND -ARE NOT GENERALLY
ASSOCIATED WITH DISEASE.

U QUESTION: . S 4 Lo |
$* ' IF ‘YOU HAVE DECIDED TO RENOUNCE ONE CLASS OF CHEMICAL AGENTS,
< WHY DO WE 'NEED ‘A

‘ ANY CHEMICAL. WEAPONS AT  ALL? WHY NOT
RENOUNCE ALL "CHEMICAL. WEAPONS?, e vy
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VE ZRE: ,'jumcsun TOXINS BECAUSE E DO NOT conswsn THEM v:?':‘
TO 0un ‘OVERALL "SECURITY, B

1N THE ‘NAT IONAL SECURITY :INTEREST. TO MAINTAIN
R DETERRENT AND RETALIATORY PURPOSES. B

J
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-QUESTION‘a~

ISYTHIS NOT A FORM OF UNILATERAL DISARMAMENT AND WHY DOES
.IT NOT- ENDANGER OUR NATIONAL SECURITY?

. '4‘

ANSWER: '
. AFTER CAREFULLY EXAMINING OUR SECURITY NEEDS AND THE MEANS
_AVAILABLE TO MEET THESE NEEDS, WE HAVE CONCLUDED THAT TOXINS
ARE NOT NECESSARY TO OUR -OVERALL DEFENSIVE POSTURE AND PROGRAMS,
WE HAVE URGED THAT OTHERS FOLLOW OUR EXAMPLE AND BELIEVE
THAT THIS STEP WILL ENHANCE THE PROSPECT FOR EFFECTIVE ARMS
CONTROL MEASURES IN THIS FIELD.,

QUESTION
DO WE CHEMICALLY SYNTHESIZE TOXINS TODAY?

ANSWER

SOME TOXINS, SUCH AS ALCOHOL, WHICH ARE NOT CONSIDERED FOR
MILITARY PURPOSES, HAVE BEEN SYNTHESIZED AND ARE OFTEN PRO-
DUCED BY CHEMICAL SYNTHESIS. HOWEVER, THE TOXINS WHICH HAVE
BEEN CONSIDERED FOR MILITARY PURPOSES HAVE BEEN PRODYCED OWNLY
B8Y BACTERIGLOGICAL OR BIOLOGICAL MEANS.

GUESTION:
CAN THE TOXINS IN THE MILITARY PROGRAM BE SYNTHESIZED AND,
IF S0, WILL WE CARRY OUT A PROGRAM FOR THEIR SYNTHESIS?

ANSWER:

OUR BEST SCIENTIFIC ADVICE 1S THAT SOME OF THE TOXINS PRO- ;
BABLY CaN BE AND MAY BE SYNTHESIZED IN THE FUTURE., THIS {
PROBABLY IS NOT TRUE OF THE MORE COMPLEX TOXINS.

AS STATED, THE TOXIN PROGRAM WILL BE FOR DEFENSIVE PURPOSES
ONLY. ANY SYNTHESIS WILL BE FOR DEFENSIVE RESEARCH PROGRANMS.

QUESTION:

. DOES THIS MEAN THAT WE WILL CLOSE THE BIOLOGICAL LABORATORIES
AT FORT DETRICK OR THE BZI0LOGICAL PRODUCTION FACILITIES AT

PINE BLUFF?

ANSWER: '
AS THE PRESIDENT ANNOUNCED, THE UNITED STATES WILL MAINTAIN

A RESEARCH PROGRAM FOR DEFENSIVE PURPOSES ONLY. WE HAVE BEEN

IN THE PROCESS OF EXAMINING WAYS IN WHICH THE FACILITY AT

FORT DETRICK CAN BEST BE USED IN THIS PROGRAM AND ALSO TO

“FURTHER OUR MEDICAL RESEARCH PROGRAMS.

© " WITH RESPECT TO THE BIOLOGICAL PRODUCTION FACILITY AT

PINE BLUFF, THE PRESIDENT HAS MADE CLEAR THAT THE.UNITED '
..STATES WOULD OPERATE NO SUCH FACILITY IN SECRET.WE ARE ALSO IN THE

- PROCESSOF" EXAMINING ALTERNATE PEACEFUL PURPOSES WHICH THESE IR
-gFACILITIES MIGHT SERVE. , ] !

'QUESTION. Sy '

. > T WHEN. YOU SaY THAT THE BIOLOGICAL PRODUCT ION FACILITIES A
AT PINE BLUFF WILL BE-“CLOSED, DOES THIS MEAN THAT THEY WILL e
BE. DESTROYED OR SIMPLY PLACED N RA%'-EAWAYY . o
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WE- ARE HOPING:THAT WE WILL'BE ABLE TO FIND
EFOL- USES FOR THESE FACILITIES. THE ~°
EFENSE AND THE OFFICE OF ‘SCIENCE AND TECH-
REFULLY LOOKING INTO THIS MATTER WITH OTHER
ENCIES OR DEPARTMENTS. '

; . HOW_ WILL.THIS DECISION AFFECT OUR POSITION ON THE UK
: DRAFT “CONVENTION ON BIOLOGICAL WARFARE?
- ANSWER: : ' ' ;

AS THE PRESIDENT STATED, THE DECISION UNDERLINES OUR
SUPPORT FOR THE PRINCIPLES AND OBJECTIVES OF THE UK DRAFT
CONVENTION, AND GOES ONE STEP FURTHER.

THE UK DRAFT CONVENTION PROHIBITS BIOLOGICAL MEANS OF
WARFARE. IT IS DIFFICULT TO SEE HOW TOXINS, WHICH ARE
CHEMICAL SUBSTANCES, WOULD BE CONSIDERED A BIOLOGICAL
METHOD OF WARFARE. BRITISH OFFICIALS HAVE .EXPRESSED THIS
VIEW. THE FACT THAT MANY TOXINS ARE PRODUCED BACTERIOLOGICALLY
OR BIOLOGICALLY, HOWEVER, INTRODUCES AN AREA OF AMBIGUITY.

ON THE OTHER HAND, THE DECISION WILL PERMIT US TO INTERPRET
THE CONVENTION SO THAT TOXINS PRODUCED BY BIOLOGICAL
MEANS ARE INCLUDED. THUS, THERE WILL 3E NO AMBIGUITY IN

OUR POSITION AS TO WHAT IS COVERED 8Y THE CONVENTION.
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