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November 18, 1969

Professor Matthew Meselson

American Academy of Arts and Sciences
280 Newton Street

Brookline Station

Boston, Massachusetts 02146

Dear Professor Meselson:

I have your letter of November 12 enclosing a
copy of the proceedings of the CBW conference
sponsored by the American Academy and the Salk
Institute.

This document-is an outstanding contribution
to the growing body of public information on these
complex questions. It 1s particularly valuable to
those of us in the Congress who are concerned over
the dangers and implications of this country's past
CBW policies. I hope the proceedings will receive
the wide circulation which they deserve.

In this connection, let me thank you again for
the very valuable testimony you presented to the
Foreign Relations Committee earlier this year.

Sincerely yours,
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American Association
for the Advancement of Science

1515 MASSACHUSETTS AVENUE, NW, WASHINGTON, D. C., 20605
Phone: 387-7171 {(Area Code 202} - Cable Address: Advancesci, Washington, D. C.

January 20, 1971

The Homorable J. W. Fulbright
United States Senate
Washington, D, C, 20510 .

My dear Senator Fulbright:

At its recent Annual Meeting, the Council of the American
Association for the Advancement of Science passed the attached
resclution concerning the use of antiplant chemicals in Indochins.

It took special note of, and was greatly reassured by, the
recent decision by the Armed Forces to discontinue the use of these
compounds in the wvery near future,

Sincerely yours,

¥William Bevan
Executive Officer

WBiavg
Enclosure
cc: Matthew Meselson
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Tlnifed Sictes Senale

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510

January 29, 1971

‘Mr. Charles Hightower
~ Washington Director o
- _ American Committee on Afrlca _
o 711 14th Street, N.W. -
Washington, D. C. 20005

v,‘DearjMi.,Hightower:~~

‘Thank you. for your letter and enclosures of

| January 25 concerning an allegatlon by the Movimento

Popular de Libertacao de Angola on the use of herbi-
~cides in Angola by the Portuguese.”—i ‘share "your o
concern over this matter. It is my intention to
. see that the use of herbicides is fully. ‘examined

- by the Foreign Relations Committee in the, course_lﬁfuﬁ°'

“of hearlngs on the ‘Geneva Protocol.

- I appreciate your taking the tlme to wrlte
“to me about thls matuer.'

‘Sincerely yours,

e -
- ¥
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xJ W. Fulbrl
< Chalrman

ght



mmittee on Africa

164 Madison Avenue Neyy\York, N.Y. 10016 » (212) 532-3700 ® Cable AMCOMMAF
¥ ™ ’

¢ Washington Offic. 1 14th Street, N. W., Washington D.C. 20005 (202) 638-0835
Chicago On.ze: 1514 South Albany, Chicago, lllinois 60623 ® (312) 762-1821

February 2, 1971

il

Dr. Matthew S. Meselson
Department of Biology
Harvard University
.Cambridge, Massachusetts

Dear Dr. Meselson:

Pursuant to our conversation this date, I am enclosing a copy of the
letter received from Senator J.W. Fulbright concerning the use of
herbicides in Angola. ‘ o

Attached find a copy of my letter to the Senator of January 25th which
enclosed your report on the assessment of herbicides used in Vietnam
and reports on such use by the Portuguese in Angola.

Our Committee is faced with a rather difficult task in confirming the
MPLA allegations in time for the Fulbright hearings. There is suffi-
cient evidence already available, however, to indicate the use of her-
bicides in Angola., Our concern is to discover the kinds of such che-
‘micals employed and their source of manufacture. All signs seems to
point to the celebrated Dow Chemical company.

It does seem likely that Senator Fulbright will ask you to testify as an
expert witness on the effects of herbicides generally. I will keep you
informed of developments from this end.

Sincerely ».yours,

, TR .

el Wyl

Charles Hightower

Washington Director

CH:1b

2 Encl (s)




- Reference is made to nhe final report of

_chalrma.n of the herbicide commission concerning reports received by my:
" .office that the Portuguese have effm oyea ‘similar chemical defoliants and
/. . herbicides -in Angoela. ’ '

-
PR

J

January 25, 18971

Senator J. M., Fulbright
United Sistes Senszis
1215 New Senate Office Building
Wasmncrto-_, D, C. 206515

Dear Senator Fulbri ight:

the Herbicide Assessment Commission
- for the American Association for the-Advancement of S.c:ie:zce_o;- the subject of
the effects of such che mzcais on the land and the peoples of Scuth Vieinam.

Recéntly, I spoke to Dr, Matthew S. Meselson of ‘Harvard University and

Acc‘:ordingly,‘ I am enclosing for your attention-these reporis on the use of
herbicides in Angola by the Portuguese which include an allegation by the
Movimento Popular de Libertacao de Angola (MPLA) that at least one of
these chemicals, plcloram, is manufactured by Dow Chemical Company, .

szm the commercial name of Tordon.

Sincerely yours, AN

Charles Hightower
Washington Director.

CH:1b.

6 Encl (s)




100 Maryland Avenue, N.U,, Washlngton, D.C. 20002
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October 28, 1971

The Honorable J. W. Tulbright
United States Senate
Washington, D.Cs 20510

Deaxr Bill:

It has just come to my attention that the Thieu government in
South Vietnam has been permitted to retain several hundred thousand
gallans of herblcides--a sufficlent amount to spray from 100,000 to
200,000 acres, dependlng upon concentration. Mowreover, the South
Vietnamese forces are continuing to use herbicides as a weapon of
war, though President Nixon recently announced a '"phase out" of such
warfare. '

With kindest personal regards,

Albert-Gore
Washington Chaixrman

AG:bas



HARVARD. UNIVERSITY

THE BIOLOGICAL LABORATORIES

16 DIVINITY AVENUE
CAMBRIDGE, MASSACHUSETTS 02138

17 February 1972

The Hon. J.W, Pulbright
United States Senate
Washington, D.C.

Dear Senator Fulbright,

I am very sorry that I had to cancel my appointment with you on Monday
the 14th of February. As you probably gathered, I had hopes of finding some way
to get the Admébmistration moving on the Geneva Protocol and wanted your advice
on a particular approach I had in mind. However, after some preliminary discussion
the whole effort has come to a halt, which I hope will be only temporary. In view
of that, I thought it would be wasteful of your time for me to keep the appointment.
I hope you will be willing to discuss the matter with me if and when the outlook
for getting something done looks more hopeful.

I enclose for vour possible interest a memo regarding past U.S. policies
on tear gas in war. I gave a slibbtly different draft to your Committee staff last _
March but it may not have reached you., We were quite surprised upon studying the
record to learn that the U.S has opposed the use of tear gas m war from the early
twenties until well into the Vietnam War,

With kind regards, '

Respectfully yours,

Matthew Meselson 1 . |
Professor of Biology - _ §

MM:mm
encl: 1




Amer can C%*emcai Sooi

, S S 1155 SIXTEENTH STREET, N.W.
 OFFICE OF THE L L WASHINGTON, D.C. 20086 =
PRESIDENT. .. . . . Phone (202) 872-4600

" Alan C. Nixon, President

September ?7 1973 .

y

The Honorab?e J W1711am Fu?br1ght R f
- Chairman . . = L wa.,‘;,u- S
- Committee on Foreign Re]atxons e el fn. i

- United States Senate _
- Washington, D.C. 20510 '

. Dear Senator Fu]brlght .  .“ fi”_ "J', ﬂﬂl, e T

In a Septembﬁr 15, 1970 1egter addressed to you from the 1970 PTGSTdQHV

' of the American Chemical Society, Dr. Byron Riegel, the actions of the

“Society's Board of Directors and Council with regard to ratification of the

" Geneva Protocol of 1925 were enumerated.  The resolution that reversed the

- Tong-standing opposition of the American Chemical Scciety to ratification of -~
the Geneva Protocol of 1925 passed the Board of Directors on September 13, - ..

1970 and the Council on September 15, 1970. It reads as follows:

o WHEREAS the Board of Directors and the Council of the.
American Chemical Society at its 160th National Meeting in -
- Chicago, September 13-18, 1970, thoroughly considered the
.-+ Geneva Protocol relative to Chemical and Biological Warfare
- .and the position of the President of the United States . 1
recently requesting Senate ratification of same, now therefore: o

BE IT RESOLVED That the Board of Directors and Council
of the American Chemical Society support the recent action
of the President of the United States in submitting to the -
United States Senate for rati.ication the Geneva Protocol of

INDE mambks kT $-i ~dS
1228 & :A.uiv‘ng the use of asphyxiating, poisoncus or other

gases, and of bactericlogical methods of warfare, and urge _
the United States Senate to ratify the Protocol; the. Board of . -
Directors and Council of the American Chemical Soc1ety note
further that this resolution supersedes a contrary resolution
on the Geneva Protocol which was adopted by the Council of ’

the Amer1raﬂ Chemical §0c1etv on Aucust 3, 1925,

That reso]utlon of course, supports President R1chard N N1xon B
submission of the Geneva Protocol of 1925 for the advice and consent of
the Senate to ratification. Since the Geneva Protocol was transmitted with,

the report of the Secretary of State which set forth understgndigg§;and a

¢
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reservat1on with respect to the Protocol, the ACS Joint Board Council Com—
mittee on Chemtstry and Public Affairs de11berated at several executive '
sessions earltier this year on whether the Society had gone far enough in
that resolution. The renewed interest of the Committee on Chemistry and
public Affairs on behalf of the Society was prompted especially by President

Richard M. Nixon's understanding that the Protocol does not prohibit the use

in war of riot-control agents and chem1ca1 herbicides, or. of weapons ut1]141ng e

smoke, TTame or napalm

Dur1ng its de?:berat1ons, the ACS Comm1faee on Chem1sL&y and Pubilc
Affairs reviewed your Tetter of April 15, 1971 to President Richard M. Nixon

on behalf of the Senate Committee on Fore1gn Relations which followed hearings -

on the Protocol in March 1971 and requested that the President reconsider the
.Adm1n1stratlon s interpretation that the Protocol does not prohibit the use

tear gas and herbicides in warfare. Attention eventually focused on endorse- LT

ment of Senate Resolution 48, reintroduced by Senator Hubert H. Humphrey; &s a
means of both clarifying the Society's position with regard to the Protocol

and encourag*ng a re1nterpreaatxon of the Administration's position. Thus, the
Board of Directors of the American Chemical 5001ety ‘took the fo]?owlng action .
at its meethg on Juﬂe ;, 1973: . o 4

. VOTED, w1tp one dissent, on PECOWﬂGHdathﬂ of the Committee
= oon Chemaery and Public Affairs, that the American Chemical
Society endorse Senate ReQOIUbiOn 48, a resolution to register.
~the support of the United States Senate for approval without
'qua11fzcaﬁvor the Geneva Protocol on the use of chemical and
biological weapons 1in warfare, thus reaffirming the Society's
-support in 1970 of watlflcatzon of the Genava Protocol, but
without the rcservat1ons tnﬂr expressed 1n t?e Aamlnxstration s:
‘ recommenda ion. :

‘Subseqguently, at its me ELTﬂg on Tuesdaj, August 28, 1973, the Counc1] of the.

“American Chemical Society endorsed the June 1, 1973 action Gf tne Board of - S

Directors with regard to Senate Resolution 48.

I wish to express to you and the Senate Committee on.Foréign Re]atiOns'f S

the interest of the American Chemical Society in any forthcoming hearings on -
~Senate Resclution 48, wf'ch we understand are now pending before the Subcom- _
mittee on Arms Contrcl, International Law and Grgan12ation It is the Society's
hope thal there will be an opportunity at those hearings.to present a detailed
». policy statement 6n ¥atification of. the.Geneva Pronocol of 5925 in support of

,“‘ the Jpassage’ of Senate Resofufion 48.

1 wou]d Iike to add that the Society's 1nterest in chem1ca1 and b1o1og7ca1
weaponry is not restricted to the Geneva Protocol of 1925. The ACS Committee
on Chemistry and Public Afxa1rs has begun initial planning jointly with the
‘Scientists' Committee on Chemical and Biological Warfare for a symposium on the
broad issues involving.chemical -and biological weaponry. The symposium will be
a part of a cont1nu1ng program of symposia and public. affairs top1cs to be held
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lat the Soc1ety s Natlonal Meetings, and is to be held at the 167th Natlonal Veet-_wl~i<-
o 1ng in Los Ange}e California in the. spring of 1974, _

So that you rlght place ‘the actions of tne Amerlcan Chemlcal Soc1ety in

proper perspective, I should mention that it is a member organization, with no C
chemical or other companies as members, consisting of approximately 109,000 indi-
~ vidual.chemists and chemical engineers_reflecting a broad spectrum of engagement
~ in academic, governmental and industrial professional pursuits. About 70% of our =

. members are emplioyed by industry, about 20% by academic institutions, and 10% by
government and nonprofit institutions. The American Chemical Society was founded
in 1876 and chartered by an act of Congress in 1837 as a nonprofit, scientific
and educational organization. Its Federal incorporation vOplaced a New York
State Charter which had been effective since November 9, 1877. Under its National - ERRTE
Charter the Society is charged with the responsibility to work for the advance- = °°
ment, in the broadest and most 1iberal manner, of chemistry, "thereby fostering =
the public welfare and education, aiding the development of our country‘s 1ﬁdu<—
“tries, and adding to the material prosperity and bappiness of our people.” Also,.
“the Charter imposes an obl}gauxoﬂ on the Society to provide assistance to the
- Government in matters of national concern related to its areas of competence. The
ACS Committee on Chemistry and Public Affairs was established in 1965 as a joint
~"poi iCJ ommittee of the Beard of Directors and the Council to consider poticy
~questions 1r public affairs areas and alsc to prov1da guidarce on pubxlc issues

to the "technical® committees of ine Soc1ety : _ o v

. Again, I wish to express to you the interest of fhe Amerzcan Ckemzca Soczegy;jyf-;g
~in ratification of the Geneva Protocol without qualification and the Society's .
desire for the opportunity to present its v1ews on. the subiefu at.any. northccmxng
hearlngs On Senate Resa?utlon 48 o S e

'Sincereiy'yours,

Alan C Nixcn
Pres1dent

cc: Senator Edmund S. Muskie, Chairman
Subcommittee on Arms Control, .
- International Law and Organization
of the Senate Committee on Forelgn»;
‘ Re1at10ns .

Senator Hubert H. Humpnrey




Frioior L. RICHARDSON
1666 K STREET, N.-W.
wWasHINGTON, D.C. 20006

December 5, 1974

The Honorable J. W. Fulbright

Chairman, Committee on Foreign Relations
1215 New Senate Cffice Building
Washington, D.C. 20510

"Dear Mr. Chairman:

I am pleased to note that the Committee has scheduled hearings on:the
Geneva Protocol of 1925. I should like to convey my wholehearted support
for this important arms control treaty and also express, if I may, a view
regarding the ongoing discussion of its scope.

The question that has held up United States ratification in recent
vears is whether the Protocol applies to the use in war of riot control
agents and herbicides. Officers of the past two administrations have
" expressed the view that it does not. However, a majority of the more than
one hundred states that are now parties to the Protocol have stated that
they accept its prohibition of the use in war of ' asphyx1at1ng, p01sonous
or other gases, and of all analogous lquldS, materlals or dev1ces as
including riot gas and herbicides. o

It is almost a decade since a United States administration first
expressed the view that riot gas and herbicides are outside the scope of
the Protocol. During that time, there has been no indication that any
substantial number of the parties, let alone a majority, are willing to
come over to that interpretation. Thus, in preparing to ratify the Protocol,
we have the choice either of perpetuating disagreement or of securing a
uniform international understandln0 of where the llne against gas warfare
" is to be drawn.

Considering the very limited utility of riot gas and herbicides as
weapons of war, I think that our choice should be to accept the view pre-
vailing among the parties rather than accept the risk of having no common
standard. I feel reinforced in this opinion by the fact that the current
Administration position, as I understand it, would interpret the Protocol as
not applying to riot control agents and herbicides but would, as a matter of

policy, renounce their use except in a few narrowly defined situations. These -

are situations, however, which in my view would not be covered by the Protocol
even if it is interpreted as applying to these particular chemicals. This is

because the few uses the Administration is proposing to retain are not in war

or warfare, as those terms are properly construed, being instead more akin

g




ELLioT L. RiICHARDSON
1666 K STrReeT, N.W.
WasHINGTON, D.C. 200086

G e | o

té-police méasures to maintain order in areas under United States control
or- to rescue those out of action remote from the combat zone. The conse-
quence therefore of the Administration's position is to leave open for

other countries the use of riot gas and herbicides in war under conditions
which we -have renounced and to do so, moreover, on the basis of an inter-
pretation which requires us to insist on an interpretation of the Protocol

~at variance-with that of the prevailing view of the other parties. This
.-seéms fo. be the worst of both worlds. We can support the broader interpre-
. tation of .the treaty while also retaining most or all of the options to use
" ‘riot control agents and herbicides that are desired by the Administration.

With kindest regards, ' .

Sincerely,-

- -
P jﬁ‘# -
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"Elliot L. Richardson
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American Chemical Society

5 )

1155 SIXTEENTH STREET, N.W,

COFFICE OF THE . = © " " WASHINGTON, D.C. 20086
PRESIDENT ..~ -~ = o o Phone (202) 872-4461

December 11, 1974

‘The Honorable J. William Fu?bright‘v'
Chairman

Copmittee on Fora1rn Re]cvﬁﬂqs

~United States Senate

hasnington, D.C. 20310'

Dear Senator- u?bright.

hﬂ opporuunwpy to testify at the hearing on the 1925 ~
- Geneva Protocol and the Bacteriological Convention on December 10, .
1974 1is greatly appreciated. I would Tike now, after a cnancn Tor.
a little reflection, to offer some comments on.the Prasident PRI
proposed policy, as presented by Dr. Fred C. Ik?_, Director of the . =~ -
' hrﬁs Control and ‘Disarmament Agency. ' e '
O First, the Administration is-
- most reasonable and generziiy accep
which riot controil agents and herbi i
by Armed Forces of the United State he
quarrel with this proposed U.S. policy, alth ng some GF the laﬂgbacﬁ
‘could be made clearer. L -
‘ It seems of major significance to point out that virtually
all of the uses of riot control agents and herbicides by U.S. Arme I
Forces in Vietnam would now De excluded by the proposed new .S, pollcy R
Thus, there is virtuy a!?/ no use as a military weapon whi h Jou?d el

remain open- LO the J S.

nder what. purpese 1s sarved by Hdﬂ1ﬂ1—7

One, therefore, must wo g
stration resistance to removing the exclusion of riot control agents -
and herbicides from the Protocol, especialiy in view of the many L
seriouys dangers such-an ir~tzroretation presents for ur: emm1n3nn the .
broad purposes of tha 1325 Zeneva Protecol : PR

It seems {he issue ra ISQd Dy Se nafor Humphrey,

.the personal co military officers who authorized use of
these agents in be a critical factor in L%e_hamzn;sb a~
tion's position. to me that it would indeed be tragic if a
oncern oF such gniticance would serve as the basis for
permanently weak: treaty of such TOﬁg—Lc:h imporiance as the
1925 Geneva Proto ‘ ' ‘ o




b

,.hero1c:des.
“tion of this action in ter:

ot ~h ol et

R olels

The Honorable J. William Ful

I'would urge thai'th
n

~action consistent with-lon

principles and recommend to
con>ent LO rat1r1cab1on of

The P(‘ .>'Idc: C

States regarding permitted

agents for saving lives. Su

isright ,~2- December 10, 1974

2 Co mm?tiee on For 1gﬂ Rejations take
ange United States interests and

the Sﬂnate that it glve its advice and

the Ceneva Protocol of 1925, without the
lzuse excluding riot contr ol agents and
couid tn en :Ll?] announce his interpreta-
s of the progosed policy of the United
usas of herdicides and of riot control

n

non-weapon uses would be considered to

" be outside the st tnz Protocol. The C OWTTIL» .could, in fact,
~encourage the Pfes1dent to thus c?arirj h particular issue,
While the above is an e>: ession of Wy nersonal xx ews, 1 wouid
ike to emphasize that they are ¢ffered in Lﬂe context of extending
nd reinforcing the American Chemical Society's officia 1. position of =~
ull support Tor immediats aassag of Senate Resolution 48, and thus ““
or ratification of the 1523 Geneva P ﬂuocol with tne,u der stand1ng
hat it covers all chemical wezpons. ‘

Sincerely yours, = 77 3




HOGAN & HARTSON

A PARTMERSHIP INCLUDING PROFESSIONAL CORPORATIONS

COLUMBIA SQUARE

8300 GREENSBORO DRIVE 555 THIRTEENTH STREET NW 8701 ROCKLEDGE DRIVE
MCLEAN, VIRGINIA 22102 WASHINGTON, DC 20004-1108 BETHESDA, MARYLAND 20817
703,/848-2000 202/637-5600 301,/409- 0030

J. WILLIAM FULBRIGHT
OF COUNSEL

DIRECT DIAL 202,/837-5766

October 23, 1987

Professor Matthew Meselson
Biochemistry and Molecular Biology
Harvard Unversity

7 Divinity Avenue

Cambridge, MA. 02138

Dear Professor Meselson:

I have read the account of the government's allegation
about the use of Yellow Rain. In view of the government's
record in other areas of disinformation, I am not surprised by
this further evidence of their deceit. It is quite consistent
with their reports of violations of the A.B.M. treaty.

You and your colleagues are commended for exposing
this further evidence of the need for responsible leaders.

Sincerely,

- L)

) . o
_ Ait) ]l A
J. W. Fulbright /

LY

CABLE: “HOGANDER WASHINGTON''- TELEX: 248370 (RCA), 892757 (WU) « TELECOPIERS: 202/347-1372, 1373, 1374, 1378 - EASYLINK: 82776734
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