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Inevitable storm
Our political leaders, having barely survived the outcry aver
emplacing U.S. tactical missiles in Europe — where the Soviets
already have a four-to-one superiority — simply cannot face the
inevitable storm that would greet the deployment of new chemi-
cal weapons. Russian propaganda has skilfully exploited this
issue. ;
Recent efforts by the U.S. Army to deploy a new generation of
binary chemical weapons, ones that are harmless until fired,
have been blocked by liberals in Congress in spite of clear
evidence of their pressing need. An unquestioned military
requirement has become another political football.

Meanwhile, the Russians are hard at work developing yet
more chemical and toxic agents. In Laos and Afghanistan, they
have successfully tested a range of mycotoxins, “yellow rain;”
something called “Blue-X” that seems to freeze the body; and
another unknown agent that causes almost instant decomposition
of body tissue. Since we know extremely little about these new
agents, Western scientists are uncertain if protective clothing or
drugs will counter them.

If our present protective gear does not work against these
mystery toxins, we are presented with the hideous scenario of
tens of thousands of our troops quickly dying while the remain-
der flee in uncontrollable panic. And then there is the question of
the inevitable massive civilian casualties that would occur no
matter what type of agents were used.

Unless the Western allies somehow find the political courage to
respond to this very real and frightful threat, the prospect of @
widespread chemical war in Europe draws.eloser every day.
(Eric Margolis is’a member of. the Cahadiin Institute of Strate-
gic Studies)
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