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THE GECRETARY OF DEFENSE
WASHINGTOM, D.C. 20301

g DEC 1969 -

MEMORANDUM FOR: The Secretary of State z{jzf) /

“Assistant to the President for Natlonal Security Affairs
Rirector, Central Intelligence Agency

SUBJECT: Chemical Warfare and Biological Research -» Terminology

I notice that current documents of various U.5. Government Agencles
continue to refer to CBYW, i.e., chemical and biological warfare. Such
terminology;, | belleve, is seriously misleading and should be stricken
from our lexicon, ’

The misleading aspects Inherent in the term, CBY, are twofold;

» The first reason is that the term does not describe even
remotely the United States program in the chemical or the
blological areas. Our programs are best described as
chemical warfare and bioloyical research. The programs
are so widely different in terms of (a] the strategic
concept, (b) the doterrent value, (¢} the tactical aspects
of retaliation, and {(d) the potential positive humaritarian
dividends that they should be referred to separately. We
do have a retaliatory chemical warfare capability, which
we hope will have a deterrent capability on prospective
users of chamical agents, We do not have a biclogical
warfare capability, nor do we plan to have one., We will
matntain, for defensive purposes, a biological research
program.

. The second reason for reacting against the CBW terminology
is that it connotes a generic interrelationship between the
chemical and biological fields when, in fact, no such re- ~
lationship exists. History has shown the possibility of
chemical warfare. [t is possible, furthermore, to concelve
of biological warfare -~ though, again, the United States
does not have the capability and proposes now -to produce
no capability to wage biological warfare. It is virtually
impossible, however, to conceive of the clrcumstances in
vhich chemical warfare and biological warfare, in a

" simultaneous or joint way, would be planned for and

" implemented.
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While terminology may seem to be a minor point In some cases,
this is ona instance in which precise terminology is Important, |
would hape that in referring to the United States program the term
chemical warfare and biotagical rescatrch would be used, | would also
hope thot in referring to other natiens' proyrams, or to the general
field of activity, chemjcal warfare and biological activities of
vhiatever pature would be differentliated and treated separately. To do
otherwise will continue to confuse the American public, our allies,
our potantlal adverssries, and even those in our own governmsnt re-
sponsible for defense programs
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