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Anthrax Opposition Grows

"John Bonifaz

This is reprinted from Peacework, May 1989, p.12.

The campaign to stop Army-funded anthrax research at UMass/Am-
herst continues to gain support throughout Western Massachusetts
and elsewhere. The AFSC of Western Mass. which launched this
campaign in January, (see April Peacework), has submitted an article
for the Amherst Town Meeting in May which would make Amherst the
first "biological warfare research-free zone" in the country. If adopted,
the article would serve as a strong message of opposition to the Army’s
germ warfare program and would encourage others to fight against
similar Army research projects in their communities.

For the past eight years, the US Army has been funding research on
the anthrax bacterium at UMass/Ambherst. The project is part of the
Army’s Biological Defense Research Program (BDRP), a program
that AFSC says undermines the 1972 Biological Weapons Convention
signed by the US and more than 100 other nations. That treaty prohibits
the testing, production, and deployment of biological agents for war-
fare purposes.

"We cannot afford to ignore the grave threat the Army’s germ warfare
program poses to the people of the world," says AFSC’s Frances
Crowe. "This program threatens to start a whole new arms race,
unleashing hundreds of deadly germ warfare agents."

Since 1980, the Army’s BDRP has increased from virtually zero dollars
funding to some $61 million today. Within the past three years, that
increase has been at its greatest with a jump of 800 percent in funding-
-the largest exponential growth of any military program under the
Reagan administration.
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Today the Army is funding projects at more than 125 universities and
research institutions, focusing on nearly every known germ warfare
agent. AFSC says that the scale of this program, at the very least, leads
other nations to perceive it as offensive and, thereby, undermines the
1972 treaty.

In addition to declaring Amherst a "biological warfare research-free
zone", the AFSC town meeting article, if approved, would advise the
Town’s Board of Health to adopt the regulation banning all germ
warfare research from the community.

AFSC’s call for an end to the Army project at UMass/Amherst has
been endorsed by several local organizations as well Physicians for
Social Responsibility, Physicians for Human Rights, the Committee for
Responsible Genetics, and the Foundation on Economic Trends. In
addition, the SANE/Freeze National Board, at its January meeting,
adopted a resolution calling for a halt to the Army’s Biological Defense
Research Program.

For more information on the campaign, contact AFSC, 3 Langworthy
Road, Northampton, MA 01060; 413-584-8975.

--John Bonifaz
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Dear Member of the Community

Frances Crowe

April 14, 1989

Dear Member of the Community,

As you may know, the upconing Amherst Town Meeting will include a
discussion of an article on bio}ogical warfare research. We have submittec
this article for consideration because we believe strongly that research
intended to ernhance the Pentagon's ability to wage germ warfare poses a
grave threat to the people of the world. We are hopeful that Amherst will
approve this article and, by doing so, will lead the nation in opposing ths:
Army's germ warfare program.

The purpose of our article is two-fold: 1) to make Amherst a
biological warfare research-free zone, and 2} to have the Town Meeting
advise the Arherst BSoard of Health to ban all research from the Town of
Anherst which is funded by the Army's Biological Research Defense Progran.

In reviswing this matter, we ask that you consider the following
facts:

=The Army's Biological Defense Resesarch Program (BDRP) saw the largest
exponential growth of any military program during the Reagan
administratien.

*The Armv‘'s BDRP is funding research at more than 125 universities and
research insticutions across the country, focusing on nearly every known
potential germ warfare agent.

2The Universizy of Massachuset:s-Amherst, with some $1 millicn frenm
the Army's EDRP, has been conducting research on the anthrax bacterium for
the past eight ye=ars.

*The first biclogical weapons produced by the US were anthrax bonbks
for pecssible use in World War II.

*The Arxy rasecarch at Ultass, like much of the BDRP research, is ained
2t developing an improved vaccine for tre protection of US troops.
{Source: US Arxzy Final Envircnmental Impact Statsment on the Biological
Defense Research Program, April 13%£9)

*Vaccines play no role in protecting against an attack by biological
agents. Because *here are so rany biological weapons, it is nearly
impossible to know which weapon or weapons night be used by an aggresscr.
And it is impractizal to veccinate US trocps against all such potential
weapons.

*Vaccines are useful adjuncts to the offensive use of germ warfars.

If you know which agent you are planning to use, you can immurize a segment
of your armed forces so that they can operate in the enemy area you have
contaminatad.

*In addition to reszarching known gern warfare agents, the Army's 20%
is also furnding research on what it calls "high hazard” or “genetically
engineered organisms."” Such re2szarch, using the new abilities of
piotechnnlogy, involves the potential creatien of organisms which do nc¢
exist in the natural environment-- orsganisms which can carry diseases
more deadly than thoss we currently xnow. With the method of gene spli
and recembinant DNA, such ressarch can 1223 to an infinite number of new
germ warfare agents.

i

53



-

«In 1972 more than 100 nations, including the US, signed Fhe
tological Weapons Convention prohibiting the testing, prcducf:on, an?
feployment of bpiolegical warfare agencts. At the very least, .heAA:my s‘
3i0logical Lefense Research Progran lzads cther naticns to perceive the US
as preparing for offensive gernm warfare and, thus, :hrea;;ns to start a
whole new arms race. The US should work to strengthen this treaty, not
undermine it with germ warfare ressarch.
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Cur call for an end to germ warfare researcp nas bgen endorse§ by. )
several area organizations as well as thg follow1§g natlongl‘organlzatlons.
®hysicians for Social Respcnsibility~ﬂat1cn§l Office,. Physzc13ns for Human
Rights, the Committee for Responsible Genetics, SANE/FREEZE, and the

feundation on Zconomic Trends.

We urge you to help halt this new arms race befo;e it is too late. We
urge you to attend the Amherst Town Meeting and to voice your support for
the article on biological warfare research.

ifjcerely,

ances.Crowe

Western Mass. Community Rerresentative
American Friends Ssrvica Committee

COMMENTS ON THE ARMY'S GERM WARFARE PROGRAM

“Tre data gained from 'defensive’ 2W (biolcgical wargare) tgsting is the

serme informaticn needed to devzlop offensive capability...The grgu;gn; thg:
military funéds for o-iomedical research, such as vaccines, are DEDEI}C1E% is
fallzcious. Increased vaccine research is desperactely needed and ;noula be
funded by the Natiomal Institutes of Health. Military-funded vaccine
rezsearch has militery gozls, whether 1 iavestigators can
pers2ive them or not. Furthermore, a e
iave zo be developed sscrezly, since
vnew of i<s existence. Vaccine deval
vascinating troops in advance ¢f an o

January/February 33,
is a professcr ¢ sle
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UNIVERSITY OF MASSACHUSETTS
AT AMHERST
203 Mceral Science Center

Amnerst, MA 81003
{413) §45-2051

Department of Microbiology

Dear Amherst Town Meeting Member -

We have been following the published accounts of the controversy
surrounding Bacillus anthracis research at the University of Massachusetts.
We have become quite concerned that the members of the Town Meeting may be
misled in their judgement on this matter due to the preponderance of
inflammatory and misleading statements made by the American Friends Service
Committee and others in the press.

Initially, the AFSC portrayed the research as presenting an i{mminent
health threat to the citizens of Amherst. This approach provoked much
unnecessary anguish among the citizens of Amherst, and prompted many fearful
letters to the University. There is no health threat to Amherst, nor to the
researchers working in the lab, for that matter. The strains of Bacillus
anthracis used in this research are incapable of causing disease - the
researchers who work with these organisms on a daily basis are not even
vaccinated against anthrax. Faced with a preponderance of evidence contrary
to their initial claims, even the AFSC has stopped claiming the research
presents & direct health threat to the community. They have said, in fact,
that they would take no issue with the research were it not funded by the
Army. A health threat that disappears when the source of funding changes
seems quite impossible to us.

Since the research is funded by the Army, it has been automatically
equated with biological warfare. This is unfair and misleading. The work in
the lab at the University is not "germ warfare" research, "biological warfare"
research, or any other kind of offensive research. It is basic genetic
research on an organism capable of causing human disease and aimed at finding
an improved vaccine - nothing more. A vaccine is simply not a weapon. The
fact that the Army desires an improved vaccine against this disease in no way
presupposes {as the AFSC would have you believe) that its purpose must be
related to biological warfare at all. The fact is that anthrax is still an
endemic disease in many areas of the vorld. United States forces, as part of
their mission, must be prepared to operate anywhere in the world at the
request of our government or an ally. In order to assure this capability is

The Unwversity of Massachusetts 1s an Alfirmative Action/Equal Coportumity institution
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maintained, military personnel are immunized against many diseases which pose
no threat to them in the United States. How many cases of smallpox, cholera,
or plague are reported yearly in the United States? Immunization against
these diseases is routine in the military; no one equates these vaccination
programs with biological warfare. An improved vaccine would 3id more than the
military, however. Peace Corps volunteers, International Red Cross workers,
United Nations personnel, and indigenous civilian populations would also
benefit.

Research on B. anthracis is not limited to Amherst, this state, or even
-this country. Rather, this research is part of a truly intermational effort.
There was, for example, an international workshop on anthrax research held in
Winchester, England this month. This meeting was attended by over 100
scientists from over 20 countries, including the Soviet Union and the People's
Republic of China, whose work involves research on anthrax or Bacillus
anthracis. This conference was attended {by unsolicited invitation of the
organizing committee) by a member of Dr. Thorne's lab, who presented a talk on
the research being conducted here.

The research in Dr. Thorne's lab is published in public journals
available to scientists everywhere and has been for the last 23 years. The
lab corresponds frequently with researchers around the world working on B.
anthracis, exchanging information and scientific techniques. In fact, a
Soviet scientist whose research involves B. anthracis will be visiting the lab
to work with Dr. Thorne for 20 days in October-November of this year.
Discoveries made in the lab at the University are available to all (including
the military), and would be whether the Army was funding the research or not -
this is a strict and prudent policy of the University.

Article 67, a petition by the AFSC to declare Amherst a "biological
warfare research-free zone" will soon come before the Town Meeting for
deliberation. The language in this article, and the argument it presents, are
quite misleading. Paragraph | of this petition, for example, states "Whereas
the US Army's Biological Defense Research Program presents an offensive threat
to other nations...". How was this conclusion reached? The world knows of
Dr. Thorne's work, it is not considered a threat or in violatien of anything
by anyone except the AFSC. The AFSC has alleged that the research being
conducted at the University is in violation of the 1972 Biological Weapons
Convention. This contention is untrue - in fact, specific articles were
purposely included in this treaty to insure that signatories ''cooperate in
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contributing individually or together"..."to further the development and
spplication of scientific discoveries in the field of bacteriology (biology)
for prevention of disease, or other peaceful purposes.” We are vehemently
against offensive biological research. The fact is, however, that this i{s not
the type of research being carried out by Dr. Thoyne's lab, nor has the AFSC
shown evidence that offensive biological warfare research Is occurring
anywhere in the country, let alone in Amherst.

We urge the Town Meeting Hembers to consider carefully the steps they
are being asked to take. Interfering with or hindering academic freedom on
the basis of supposition without factual support {the Army is paying feor it,
therefore it MUST be evil) would set a dangerous and damaging precedent. We
feel confident that if presented with facts instead of insinuations the Town
Meeting will act swiftly to defeat this threat to Amherst's reputation as an

{ntellectual community supportive of academic pursuits.

NOTE: These signatories are faculty, staff, and students in the Dept. of
Mictobiology, University of Massachusetts.
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Neutrality is a Farce

Alan Ditmore

P’m considering leaving engineering school, and the primary reason is
social and political isolation, alienation and lack of support. This is
caused by my teachers, my peers and even my textbook writers. I end
up squirreled away solving problems that seem irrelevant to anything
or surrounded by people who I can only consider enemies, I've never
been so disgusted by a group of people in my life. I'm sick of walking
into class everyday and being surrounded by the kind of people who
would do research for imperialist war. As far as I can see, these people
are motivated by nothing but personal greed. They love to be "apoliti-
cal," that is, to ignore oppressed people and to happily behave as if
there is no world going on around them. Political neutrality is a
transparent excuse for reckless self interest, and a willingness to ignore
the welfare of others in a blind pursuit of personal gain. I never want
to sit in th same room with these people again. We need to stop treating
those who ignore us better than we treat those who oppose us. At least
the Minutemen acknowledge our existence.

I’'m also convinced that the Mechanical Engineering department pur-
posely ignores questions about why we are learning what we are
learning. We end up solving problems in total detachment from any
purpose. The best answer I seem able to get is "That’s what General
Electric wants." Why, so they can bring good things to life? I have no
idea how Benjamin Linder managed to put up with four years of this
kind of detachment.
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It might be a nuclear sub. Ora
billion dollar aircraft carrier. At the
Nuclear Naval Shipyard, you can test
and mamntain the most sophisticated
technolegy in the world, with hands-on
experience that could increase your
salary by 50 percent in three years.
That’s a lot faster than you can
advance doing good.

Our representatives will be on
campus soon to talk with engineers in
every field. Make an appointment
now. Find out for yourself what a
career at NuclearNaval Shipyard can
offer you.

Remember: the cost of 1 aircraft
carrier equals the cost of

1 solid meal a day for 6 months
for the 20,000,000 Americans

who do not get enough to eat.

A representative of The Nuclear
Naval Shipyard will be on campus
to offer you a well-paying
job killing men, women, and
children you've never met.

Your future is immoral

University Career Center Placement Manual

Peter Sakura

The graphic, "Your future is immoral" was made by Peter Sakura. It was
produced in several sizes, including a version big enough for a demonstra-
tion poster. This poster was carried at demonstrations in favor of abortion
and against death research. Peter Sakura, a UMASS undergraduate, has
been active in both the feminist movement and the anti-death research
movement.

As T begin this essay, outside my window the chirping of birds is
drowned out by the noise of a C-5, the world’s largest airplane, a
military airplane, passing overhead periodically on maneuvers.

At first, my awareness of the militarization of the University of Mas-
sachusetts was vague. Besides ROTC and the National Guard, I saw
my school as being relatively free of this country’s armed disservices.

Last fall, it became partially apparent that the Department of Defense,
the largest federal department, uses UMASS/Ambherst as one of its
preparatory schools when I read the University Career Center’s thir-
ty-eight page Fall 1988 Placement Manual. The placement manual
starts out with twenty pages covering topics like: UCC services, job
search strategies; resume writing and interviewing. Then, following
about a page discussing liberal arts are sixteen pages of advertisements
for the military-industrial complex. The first ad says to contact MIT
Lincoln Laboratory if you're interested in things like radar imaging or
artificial intelligence. Then you see an eagle clutching lightning bolts
and missiles and the seal of the U.S. Naval Weapons Center, whose ad,
aimed at graduating scientists and engineers, also features a masked
pilot looking at you from the cockpit of a jet fighter.
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Next, a Raytheon ad defines "Quality - In Perfect Balance With Ad-
vanced Technology.” In Norfolk Naval Shipyard’s ad, an aircraft car-
rier, a nuclear submarine and a battleship inform you, "Engineers,
Your Future Is With Us." Moving on, "Anything is possible at Wang."
"They’re All in on the Secret... They've All Found Careers with CIA."
Sanders, a Lockheed company, we learn,

"is engaged in the development, manufacture, and sale of advanced
defense electronic systems and products.... Salaries are highly competitive
and each employee is paid medical and dental coverage for employees
and eligible dependents. Our benefits package also includes life in-
surance, sick leave, short- and long-term disability, business travel in-
surance [in case terrorists blow you up], thrift and pension plans, paid
vacations, holidays, relocation allowance, and a credit union. Sanders
also currently provides 100% tuition coverage for work-related courses
[academic freedom!] and has several advanced degree programs on the
premises. {More academic freedom!]

United Technologies brings more photos of U.S. jet fighters to the
placement manual, which ends with an ad for the National Security
Agency. "NSA. The opportunities are no secret.”

{

\
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make Avmhutat a

ons
Free Zone

'\COM.MITTEE FOR RESPONSIBLE GENETICS

May 1,1989

Dear Town Meeting Member:

After forty years of living with nuclear weapons, we have
realized that there is no way to win a nuclear war, and that we must do
something to lessen the stockpiles of these weapons. In 1984, the Town
of Amherst voted to make Amherst a nuclear weapons free zone. In
doing so, it joined hundreds of other communities across the country in
the call for a halt to the nuclear arms race.

Today you, as a representative to Town Meetilg, are being asked
to take a similarly historic step: to declare Amherst a biological weapons
free zone. In doing so, Amherst will become the first community to take
a concrete step to strengthen the barriers to the development and use of
biological weapons.

This decision will affect not only the quality of life in Amherst,
but will send a message to Congress, the present Administration, and
indeed the international community that the ctizens of Amherst
support the spirit of the strongest disarmament treaty in existence.

This treaty, the Biological Weapons Convention of 1972 bans the
development, stockpiling, and production of biological weapons. It is
the only treaty to ban an entire class of weapons, and sets a precedent for
other disarmament treaties.

The treaty does leave open the possibility of research for
prophylactic, protective, or other peaceful purposes. However, due to
the nature of biological weapons themselves, offensive and defensive
research programs are virtually indistinguishable. Therefore any
research in this program, and particularly a program accelerating at the
rate of the Biological Defense Research Program, has the character of
destabilizing this most important of treaties.

The Reagan administration justified all research in the current
grogram in the name of defense. But there is no defense against a
iological weapons attack. Unlike chemical or nuclear weapons,
biological weapons are alive and have the ability to reproduce
themselves. The very concept of defending against such agents is
misleading because the spread of disease is so unpredictable and the
range of potential biological agents is so large.

A VUL
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