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Timms has s1: URn me the proceez,' ings of' your Con:f'e :cenc e 
on Chemical Gnd Biological War':fa;,e, an6 I have l~ead these 
1.d tt. the EI'eatest intel'est, pay'ticula r'ly tllS secti ons on the 
mili tary re~uiy'ement s :fol' lethal chemicbls cena. inc<1pCic i tb ting 
cheE~icalsy which aloe vel~y relevant to cer-tain avenues I am nov] 
exploring - sorpy I can!t be more explicit than this. 

As regards the sugges ted Unila ter'al Declaration, I have 
never been a unilateralist mysel:f. (Ey f'at:Ler, v;ho 1;7as a 
~uaker in later lif'e, was rather' ppouc! of- the 1si.ct that when 
fi ve boys threw him into the 'l'hames about tIle tu:::'n 0 i' the 
century, he succeeded in pullinC them all in 'wi th hirE.) I 
quite agree tr...at i:1:' you can't get a Convention, there! s 
something to be said :['01'" l~elying on moral exaIllple ~ bu t surely­
this is only a second best, and you do better' if' you can get 
the Russians and ever'yone else to renounce EVi a'bsolutely at 
the same time as you do. The partic ipants in ;your Con:ference 
YJere, I thilli;::, almost exclusively concel-'neeL with tlle 
implications o:f cm,' :for ~?e yni ted 8tat§s, ana. thisfs Quite 
understandable. But at any I-ate as :f:'ar as 3~·" is concerned, I 
just can! t see the Uni ted States ana. tLe Soviet UnioIl using them 
against el3_cl1 other - tley've got f'ar more e:ffective ways of' 
committing suicide. II m much more inter-ested in closing the 
option :foI' the nOll-nue lear'E) , rJllo may develop E~n unhealthy 
interest in B~; as the "poor man! s bomb:: if' the Non- Prolif'eratioll 
'l.'reaty proves eLfective. But the non-nuc1eaI's aren't goinS to 
sign a B~'i Convention unless tie super-powers are parties to i t ~ 
so we need YOUl" backing 1'o}:' our Convention, not just ;yOU1' mor'al 
example. 

ITolfJ if you! re [0 illS to he)_ ve a Convention, I tllink it If, ill 
have to look IJretty 1H:e oup dra:ft. This brilJgs me to '::i~ cins' 
;"fatal de:fectl1. ;~'e don't claim that vve aI'e providing a 
veri:fication system..\e made it c.::.ui te clear in our original 
\iorldng-ps.per that v,'e didn't think this possible, [md that given 
t!C choice bet1J'Jeen an unveri:fieo, ban ~md. no ban G~t 8_11 we thought 
the i'ormer' prefer-able. l'"t the same time ,,';e have suggested a 
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pr'ocedur'e !'or- investitC1 tin~' complaints of inf'r-ingement, and this 
has 2,:one down r-ather- well with the non-aligned in Geneva. Ther'e 
2:1.l"e ti\,O points I ""liould make about it. 

'.L'he fir-st is that Vie quite r-ecognize that investiLation of' 
cOiTI::'Jlain ts of J2l~oduct ion might be Quite ineff"ec ti ve. l!;ven if the 
Security Cmlncil agr'eecJ ttat an .investigation should be carr'ied 
out i:-mc. nobody vetoed it, the evidence could '\7ell have been 
destroyed by tlJe t irne the tnvestiga ting body turne d up. 
Never·theless ~ it '\'Vill be a lot easier to investigate a charge that 
specific l)eople ar-e do ine;: SOlile spec ific thing at some specific 
place (e.g. the G'l'a:fschaft business last December) than to verif;y 
that nobody is dOing anything illeGal aYl .. yvvhere, which (pace ~:!.CD.A) 
is obviously out of the question. 

The second is tbat investigations of c oIlplaints oi~ actual ~ 
YJol.11d not be subject to tLe Securi ty Council veto and might qui te 
well be :Cctirly conclusive, given the patter-n of incidence of' the 
disease. But if countries know that theij· use of ED will at once 
be follo'wed lJY an impal'tial scientific investigation iTJhich 1J1a;y vjell 
estd.blish tLe fact-s 5 and. that all the parties to the Convention will 
tt~en be plec_g'ed_ to come to t11e asststance of tIle :9al~ty a tt&cl(ed, 
they v!ill be at any rate less li.kely to use them; and if they 
I'ecognize the dangers of using jT;':i ~ wh-;'T shoulo. they rU.n the additional 
rl"sk (ever") if" lOT. l'", O"I'T ci Sl'I(;Ll-: o·"e': of' bei!l[ caue-lit: ~'·'PO''''l1Cl"l·'f;" l~.h,," ....... \'-' _J. __ V· '-...J ---'-tJ . .l. .. -'-- ...... / • ...-....:.. 0--"'" ..r:;'- ....... ~'-"- "'0 '-'--_ 

agents in tr£ first place? 

In f3hort, I maintain that, thOUGh propel' verif'ication is out of 
'tile Clues tion, the procedures v?e have sugges ted wO;.J.ld. ac t as 8. 

valuable deterrent, onc). ths.t our' COl1ven tion as 8. whole should be 
sup,bJortec'. by all :J:"iLht-ninded j!eople ',rho are genuinely cm::ious to 
min.imise t~:e 1)0 r)s irJil:L t~l of' Bvl eve:r being usec~ an;y,\vhel"e. I sl:ould 
like to tl1.ill1~ tl~at 3l0U EU:1Q ~vigE'ins ar"e r isht-lll in Ci,ed people 7 811.(1 
enclOSe ::-, CO])y of thL" Ie ttel' :r0l~ you t.o senci on to h:Lm if YOl)o tllin~,-
1}i t ~ 

Do COI:,C s.n( see me ag·ain next time you 8.l'-e in London. 

,S', h c-e~_ C'] 
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