
MemCons: ·Matthew MESELSON·, 12.- 1"6 February 1986 in London & Brighton 

He £?,,top~ed .off on his way back from -an Aspen/Berlin -meetj,~~ on the . 
Future of Arm-s--Control (or s.ome such)-. -Stayed •in:Egerton·u-a.n~ and _S:x Sq_ •. 

. 1) He wiil ~opy to me the ~articip~tion · ust at. the Aspen meeting •. He had 
given a presentation on CW ( the ·only such); had cofed to all participants 
my 1985 Annual Review in its 29 Jan 86 draft. " 

2) At Aspen·; the two Brits-Pauline NevNille-Jones and John Roper--had 
·both been strongly against CW rea.rmt, though untutorediy. -The really 
in·teresting comments were those of the Russian: ·col G Batenin·, a General 
Staff officer, .a:rchety-pically m:ili ta.ry. · 

3.) Batenin had begun by summarizing the latest Sov proposa,ls (going beyond, 
in detail, anything Matt had previously heard, .or I): (a)· ,·production 
·bases~ would be)decalred; (b) th·e capacities of the production ·bases would 
be declared; ·(c exactly how the production baa.es were to be eliminated 
was a matter for negotiation; and (d) there would be OSI' of the factories 
being .eliminated. 

4) Batehin then summarized the previous difficulties, -in general terms, 
n~ely: (a) declaration of the ·capacities of production faoto:r:'ies, and 
(b) OSI ·ot factories so declared.. But these were now no longer difficulties. 
Th~re was now ·only one outstanding major difference between USA and .USSR: 
(c) the inspection on challenge of 'remainders' (i.e,tliings· not declared). 

5) Batenin wished to assure participants that-, in -the Warsaw Pact-, only. 
one country had .CW! weapons. And wished to give assuranqe that both the 
military and the political leadership in the USSR was well prepared to 
negotiate with the USA on this problem-. -Outside the ussrr; ·there a.re no-CW 
weapons· in the Soviet bloc. ·There are no CW weapons on EE sdil; confirmed, 
in response to a specific q_uestion, that this meant the GD'R. too-. 

6) Dwelt fUJ:'ther on ·the us/str difference on inspec-tion, differentiating two 
kinds of inspection-. The first concerned means of p:roduct:i,.on. He stated 
-that within 30 days of .Ell'-, product:i,on was to cease, and that there -would 
be 0SI that production had indeed ceased. The second had to do wi tJ,t challengE 
inspections. 

7) MSM and ·I chatt~d a bit about the 'open invitation! scheme: was it or 
was it not a kille:r provision ? The:i;-e was a· -'useful ·ineq_ual_ity1 :· for a 
given site;- fewer visits would- be neede_d for arms-control. assurance 
purposes than for espionage purposes: :maybe Perle had in faot discovered B.U 

important new pr:µiciple-. It was a killer if •it proved infeasiblem:-, -of 
course. ·Maybe this was wh/3,t the ]EWS_S CBW project should ·be looking at .• 

8) • Seems that MSM is not- to be invited ·to the ·June A-spen/Berlin CW meeting; 
Joe Nye (the US convenor) is apparently bein.g pressured- on··this by·John 
Deutch · ·· 

9) Gloss ;n that."1'980 H Browne~ al meeting: ·adl:ter •it, -someone who knows 
about such ·::things cautioned Matt· to be oa.refU:l about interpre·ting I chemicali1 

(at that GDR air'base): didn't necessarily means .chemical munitions; maybe 
huJk agent. . · 

10) The._assessment that the-re -are no Soviet stocks of CW weapons outside 
the USSR agrees with the ourrent CJIA br::J.e•fing on the subject-. 
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11) ,; ThJ 1980 DSB report (Deutcn) ·spec1fies 8000 - 9000 agent yows. as ·being 
the binary reg:uireme.nt. 

. . 
12) .'.l;here :are no 105-mm ·'IC Ms in Ge+'lUany; · the st0ckpile was b~lt up•, in 
the late 1960s, :solely on consi.dered :requirements• 

13) · The, 155-mm ·GJ32 requirement is around 1.2M roi.Jtis~ . 

. Yellow· Rain 

14) Had been told·, . on comple.tely cre'diqle authority, that Rick Bu:rt had . 
asked Casey~ back ·in the beginning, to provide him. with all YR. intelligence • 

. Casey agreed., perhaps as a devic•e for circumventing: the Agency~ . 

15). H~ checked through my MeniCons w:i.th him. ·6f 28-29/11/84· 27~29/4/85, · 
1/5/85·; · 28/6/85, 12/7785~ 29-30/10/85 and 30/10/85 (J;iond0nL ·I said ·r 
would send him copies of· the revised ·versio:p.s •. 

· 16) He had called·Tom 'INCH on his way through London to Berlin (i •. e. on 
7 Feb) •. ·Tom had told him. ·that the Porton paper was now'issu.ed~ but didn-!t 
e:x::pect any action·. ·But he, Tom·; would. be seeing his Comptroller soon and 
would raise ·the matter with him. then. · 

.1'7) MSM had ca:I.led·Robin Black on 14 ·Feb {during our lunch vtith Andrea 
Crossland:). MSM told me of·three points: · 

.(a) There we:r;e in fact several 'UK reports ·on YR now. But there 
. would probably be no further ·CDE ·activity·. . . 

. {b) MSM got the htpression ·that .the New .Hampshire round. robin had 
.·sh.own that Mirocha was capable of false positives. · . 

(c) Because Robin \\laid he had been·' greatly disappointed:'. by tw; 
parts of Mirocha( s ;Sci ;twe-.r letter-i. e, .(presumably) he knew that 
Mirocha was lying in it on·two counts. ·.(NB: could be important to 
flush out more about Mirocha' s performance in the round· robin·: Tom 
Dq,shiell.~ · a close budd:y of Tom · Inch•' s and who knows everything about 
YR, would be ··the ro-q.teJ. · 

18) . MSM and Jean ·G had r.ecently had lup.ch (at a Macdo;nalds in. Virginia) 
with a.·friend of Bill.Garett's (National Ge·ograph,ic), a CIA ·person ·in his 
40s, natne of Williams. Williams had been in L'Ei:o·s ·since about 1961-. 
Confirmed that :1111 sorts of foul skulduggery •did indeed :happen·; meaning 
that the dark-.side ·stories would be entirely in keeping•;. ··He recalked 
having seen •Whole Lao ·village·s dead--but of typhoid f:fom the wci.ter 11 

19) It is apparently such stories of dead villages which is :what people 
who have been •~iven ·the super-secret YR briefings find ·impressive.. Does 
this· not mean .. (MSM speculated) that the. ·secret bit of 'the •intelligence 
picture comes from Humint in Laos--pres of.·Western· or US teams. there 
sending back· such reports. . But what they- would be ·sending back would, if 
so., •inevitably be· intrinsically ambigµ.ous--or sµspeeptible ·to dark-side 
nianipuia:tion. · · · · · 

20)° That BB:J person-Dayid 'Taylor~has been putting. a· lot of work into 
Jerry Barker Daniels; -got lots ·.of stuff frbm 'Missoula.. · 

20a,) ·Phil Hilts {who may ·not actuaUy write· a ~.on YR) says. he. haa a 
thousand FoIA. papers on ·YR now. · · · 

20b) It is really Bob M who is the .. overlo:rd of the in:teragency YR work, 
and xi long has been, notwithstanding -that organogram with Kit Gr~en at the 

c·entre. 
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21) MSM feeis that ·thi:s is the year of the CW treaty.. We should now make a ·big_ puflh-,:.-esp after G--orbachev 1 s 1:5 J_an rele·ase/ Need 'for.· a network of•·· . 
senior Western prq--OWC folk· ( was ·this something· he had discussed dur:ing 
his 13 !!Feb meet with Zuckerman ? ) • Agreement· coul&;'.be reached q_u:ite q_uickly, 

. if hign-1evel will• was ·:therer; ridiculous to_ tµ.:i.nk ¥t was bad. to leave 
details.for subseq_uent negotiation ·after agrrements in. principle had been 
registered. 

22') He has a strong sense of ·enemies in high places-. The :Ambrose proposal 
that he review Edgewood:! s programmes had not ·beeri followed up; his clearances 
had not· come through; ru;i.d the projected day-long meeting ·in Novembe:f:I with 
Woihch arid ·Stringer had been cancelled by a phone call fronr 'some major·. 

. . . . ' .. • ... 

23) Chuck Fl_owerree,. Very woolly minded after MS:t-m haa.·_given- him his YR 
briefip_g: .a com.mi tted believer; which surprised MSM~ Has an office ·in 
Sta-te still. -Would :probably- do a (good} hatche·t job -on EurcCWll'Z for 
SIPRI.- Lives in ·Rei:ffortovrn; Virginia .(tel 703-364-1588} .. Ofice tel is 
202..;.647-9271 ·• . 

24) I should s~nd Matt any Pa.line ·Comrnissi·on stuff· ·r have on the genesis of 
their JifuroCWFZ proposal. 

25) I should send him anything I have about US 1 Can &c legal appraisals 
of the feasibility of the open-invitation scheme-•. 

26) We. talked of the ·mwss project. -Two sttgg~stions: · 

(a) ·A h,istory of. the· evolution of n~Uonal CWJ!) .nego:Hating posit.ions 
in order to· id.ent·ify how fa+' apart the tw0 sides rwany· are .. · ,Good 
way of e:x:ploi ting all the e:x:l?-Ambassadors • around, \Sumrnerhayes et al.~ 

(b) · Feasibility of manq.ator{ challenge in~:pections.. . 
. . . . . . 

·Important·, given the neir· favourable cl;i.mate," that the projeo,t f!lhoti-ld. 
create s9mething. new:,_ not- just ·a re-stirring .·of the pot.· -Much.;.would · 
depend on the resoui,rc·e·s-. Good irlr -the ·project could. n5reate'. a :net-r s.ource of 
CBW _expertise-a NYC SIPRI; ·say; the :Institute .could play" host· to briefings 
by CW _experts-Welch, Stringer, Gold, Jacchia et al~-provided it had. a· 
good :j.n-house l?~r·son-. · · 

'21) · A: useful paper to. be. written ·by J'.PPR·would contrast':li~e CIA:-and·nu 
positions :of Sov CW poa-J;l,\re, ·,. . · · · 

28) ~ disconcerted _him _by. -~efe:ri;ing t~ 1 Pa.tJ:•icia Menard'· at. one_ ··.p~~t- · in 
. a conversation, ·meaning tlle. Hong Kong J()ura,l:Lst who had co~er_ed Danie_ls, _for 
· the BBC · which was not· h!'r name • MSM kne.w PN as a C_IA officer; :\le had . 
notioea' lier name in the hotei:· registration book in Salispury where _CDE . :·_._ 

· had put him up last year. · 
. ·.,,. 

29) '.llhe 8-in _pin~y ;prograi;nm~_seems· to have ·been killed by its :i.nabi-lity 
to cure the flashing problem •. ,. That .was VX2.- This presumabJ,y means -J:b:at 
the· M426 rounds· will be r.~tained. · · · 

·,o) It was only after B~~dt h~d _written to N~:x:ori. a~king about :J.oo~tion 
of us Stox in: FR,G, and N:~:x:on r,,ep_li~d, · that he k:n:ew · · · · · 

31) Marlet~a is- o~rently dup.lica~ing the Ro~e~ trichoth GO/MS m~-~~d?lbg~ 
on a set o~ _blanks.· ·· ' · · ···. · . · . · · .. ·· . . . _ .. 

3~) MSM will be· getting :i.rivoiv~d in int•erview~g :US Hmong. re YR• 


