
Frederic; J, Brown 
Lieutenant  Colonel, Armor 
Transient  Detachment Office 
APO 
San Franciscog Cal i forn ia  96307 

Dear Colonel Brownz Y 

I t r u s t  t h i s  letter w i l l  f i n d  you w e l l  i n  Vietnam. I expect you 
do  not  have ready access  t h e r e  t o  records  of Congressional hearings.  
Therefore, I enclose  f o r  y o u  i n t e r e s t  a copy of a Senate Foreign 
Rela t ions  C o m m i t t e e  hear ing on chemical and bf o l o g i c a l  warfare i n  
which I p a r t i c i p a t e d  l a s t  Apr i l  38. It should go some d i s t ance  
towaud giving you a more accura te  p i c t u r e  of my thinking than was 
conveyed by my review of  your book, .X very much appree is ted  y o u  
letter of 13 May. I was impressed t o  l e a r n  ~rom your bbok sf t h e  
appaxent policy of Japan during World War XI, X eonsidered com- 
menting on it i n  my review but  f rankly ,  I could not think of any- 
t h i n g  very i n t e r e s t i n g  t o  say. I n  retxos_pect, a: wish I had a t  l e a s t  
conveyed your f ind ings  on t h e  sub jec t  . 
My genera l  phiLcssophy regarding CB weapons problems should be 
apparent from t h e  enclosed testimony, Eowever, my s p e c i f i c  con- 
c fus ions  a r e  somewhat buried there. Because I would apprec ia te  
your coments ,  1[: would l ike  ts make them more e x p l i c i t  i n  what 
fol3iows* 

I be l i eve  the United S t a t e s  should make a fundamental dec i s ion  t h a t  
prevention of  the p r o l i f e r a t i o n  of  CB c a p a b i l i t y  t o  o the r  na t ions  
should be t h e  guiding p r i n c i p a l  of our  own pol icy,  Many nat ions  
are capable of acqui r ing  CB c a p a b i l i t y ,  The main obs tac le  i s  not 
d i r e c t  cos t .  It is  l a r g e l y  p s y c h s l q i c a l .  W e  should at tempt  t o  
maintain and r e i n f o r c e  t h e  r e s t r a i n t s  aga ins t  acquir ing CB capab i l i ty .  
W e  should r a t i f y  the Geneva Protocol  and should go beyond it by no t  
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maintaining any BW capab i l i t y  whatsoever, whether l e t h a l  o r  
wincapaci ta t ing" ,  I also bel ieve  t h a t  w e  should not maintain 
a capab i l i t y  f o r  using non-lethal chemicals i n  ordinary mi l i t a ry  
operations.  My impression i s  t h a t  t h e  l a t t e r  a r e  of r e l a t i v e l y  
minor m i l i t a r y  advantage t o  u s  and t h a t  t h i s  whl1 decl ine  near ly  
t o  zero  a s  t h e  enemy acquires  masks. I would g r e a t l y  value your 
opinion about t h i s  view. !l%e r e a l  cos t  t o  us of maintaining and 
using a non-lethal chemical c apab i l i t y  i s  t h e  r i s k  of esca la t ion .  
You are almost c e r t a i n l y  fami l i a r  with t h e  new Axsny Training 
Circular  TC3-16. Xt shows how r ap id ly  w e  have mult ipl ied t h e  
types and v a r i e t i e s  of CS munitions. Our use s f  CB i n  Vietnam 
cannot he lp  but lead  t o  ass imi la t ion  of gas warfare by oux mi l i t a ry .  
Nearly f o r t y  na t ions  send t h e i r  o f f i c e r s  t o  t h e  United States  for 
t r a in ing ,  When they see our 155m @S howitzef- she l l s ,  o w  a i r c r a f t  
CS c l u s t e r  bombs, and athex l a r g e  CS munitions, they w i l l  want some 
too. The same goes for less f r i end ly  nations. I have natvio lent  
objec t ion  to t h e  use of CS i n  war i n  i tself ,  Nowever, it g r e a t l y  
com;?licates attempts t o  obta in  a c l e a r  prohibi t ion  again$t chemical 
warfare general ly,  It a l s o  l e ads  t o  ass %ation by the mi l i t a ry ,  
% bel ieve  it poses a r e a l  t h r e a t  of e sca la t ion ,  if nok i n  Vietnam, 
then hater .  

L do bel ieve we must maintain a l imi ted  supply of nerve gas weapons 
i n  Europe. The argument here is a r a t h e r  spec ia l  one but I bel ieve  
it i s  out l ined i n  my testimony, Bas ica l ly  it is  t h a t  w e  should no& 
tempt Russian commanders i n t o  using gas  on t h e  supposition t h a t  w e  
w i l l  be foxced i n t o  cumbersome p ro t ec t i ve  suits without being able  
t o  force them t o  do likewise.  

A s  you have probably read,  President  Mixoa has ordered a ,  general  
review of CBW policy,  including the quest ion of r a t i f y i n g  t h e  
Geneva Protocol. &ppzoximately one hundred congressmen and t h i r t y  
senators  have so f a r  requested t h a t  t h e  Protocol bessent back t o  
t h e  Senate f o r  debate. I hope you w i l l  be back i n  t h i s  country i n  
t i m e  t o  have some r o l e  i n  t h e  d iscuss ions  t h a t  a r e  su re  t o  l i e  ahead, 
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Thoughtful military men like yourself can certainly make a much 
needed contribution, 

gincerely yours, 

Matthew Meselsors 
Professor sf ~ i o l a g y  


