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fhank you for sending wme the material on Cw. I was ‘juite willing
to focus rather narrowly on BW,as a biologist at the CCD, hut cannot
avoid naving somef thoughts on Cii also. On the whole, I accept the
reasoning in your papers, which is, I believe very similar to lan
swyter's argunents at the zahlocki subcoumnmittee,

I do thibk the obvious-demarcation argument 4ay cut both ways.
Yes, '""No Gas, Period.” if that works. But I would not want to see
marczinal breaches of that doctrine, if they should hapnen, then
ke used to justifxmeEy unlimited use of letnal gases in tetaliation. (r iw,

Also, the lines are inevitably rinch fazzier wihen we consider
stockpilinr,develonnent, ete. thereas I think we can identifv certain
caterories of arcnts which are linely to be the sources of real troulle,
anrd nput a double line around thewy.

S0 I mizat want the chance for a notential reservation {or spg}ically
named "iaseg', like CN, which are named, rewsistered, and justified as
being already used domestically, and allow that their military use
might Le justified’ﬁn circumstances where it micitt he bLelieved that (if ever)
tiiis would reduce casuddties in the target group.," This will doubtless
leave room for arvunment, but it will be on a different issue taan waether
illegal chemical warfare was going on. However, tine point is not worth
holding on to if there is an international conseinsus for a warnhable
arms—-control scliewc in Cw generally. I don't sce tais as very liiely
coon if it must embrace all the marginal chemicals under a no-stochpile

rule!

the No_Gas rule is still diificult if we push it down the road. What
do we call it if some guerillas are suffecated in a cave through CO
generated by burning napalm? or just a trushfire? Iwonder if that really
is the most durable consensual line. I don't have very strong feelings
one way or another, and the best course might be to follow the trend of
international opinion. If we have a situation where all the countries
are on the same [ooting, it does not matlter too nuch where the line is
drawn, provided of course that it sticis.

I have wondered if 'here might not be some merit to Cw as a level of
mutual deterrency a notch short of the themmonuclear, and therefore more credible

that it would be invoked. But, the disadvantages of proliferation out-
weigh the likely merits. Also, I an convinced that US/NATO stratesy is
committed to using "tactical nuclears'" for this purpose, and that both
sides do envisage something with more steps than the "No Atom'" nrinciple
seems to imply. Fut this has its own dangers, and we might Le hetter
off if Ciw took the place of the tactical nuclears under an arms control
agreement. That would uake the "No Atom" principle much more credible.
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put I don't see anything as complicated as tails ever worning out.



