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By BILL KELLER
Special to The New York Times

WASHINGTON, Aug. 11 — The ex-
pected decision to end a 16-year mora-
torium and resume military production
of chemical weapons is being cele-
brated by the Pentagon as the end of a
long campaign.

But according to a wide range of ex-
perts on both sides of the issue, the de-
bate left unresolved a number of divi-
sive questiens about the future of the
United States’ involvement with these
weapons, including where they will be
deployed, how they will be tested and
whether the planned weapons can meet
the Pentagon’s strategic needs.

Array of Unresolved Issues

A House-Senate conference has au-
thorized $155 million to begin produc-
tion of a new chemical bomb and artil-
lery shell, billed as a safer repiace-
ment for aging stockpiles of nerve gas.
The nerve gas program, part of a bill
authorizing $302.5 billion in milivary
programs for the fiscal year beginning
Oct. 1, has been approved by the Senate
and is awaiting a final House vote in
September. ’

Interviews with Pentagon uificials,
members of Congress, scientists and
others involved in the chemical weap-

ons debate raise the following points
that seem to assure that this year’s

soil. Pentagon officials say they have :

now decided to deploy them only in the
United States or on ships, which critics
“vote will not end the battle over chemi-
cal warfare:

9Aithough most experts say Europe
is the most likely scene for a battle with
chemical weapons, European allies
have balked at even discussing the de-
ployment of the new weapons on their
say would be too far from battlefields.

9Many scientists and intelli; of-
ficials believe the United States cannot
be fully confident that its new
wil _wo;

wi

banned in this country since 1969. Yet I mlthe

politicians say there would be em-
phaiic pubuc resistance to resuming
tests,

YA Presidential commission that en-
dorsed the production of new nerve
gases in June is among those who say
the Army chemical weapons program
may be obsolete before it is completed.
They fault the Army for not designing
long-range, unmanned weapons to de-
liver chemical agents behind

enemy
lines without risking the lives of pilots.

9Talks aimed at an
treaty banning chemical
mktxystymiedlnGmn.apdm
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its new

Pentagon
chemical weapons p; in part on

rogram
the ground that a ‘of American
dmmmdonmldmindlm' the Soviet
Union ta bargain more seriously to-
ward a ban.

officials sav the Soviet Un

he Presidential co Y
ical warfare said in '
of a ban are “dim” mm

have no plans to put the weapons in Eu-

rope.
The new weapons are considered
safer to handle than the old ones be-

contain
a deadly vapor only when fired. The old
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New Nerve Gas Plan Leaves

Tests and Storage Undecided

istration officials or outside
thattheimp.mmbérmlm

s in these denciy o

pons
be stored safely in the United States or
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“‘I honestly don't think it makes very
much difference” if the are
not put in Europe, Mrs. Hoeber said in
an interview. .

ployed.”” He it would be pos-
sible to store heavy shells loaded
with just one of the two ingredients in
E the missing compo-

ina
time of crisis m‘“ﬂ:&\'m

cargo space and possib} m“upﬂ::vm;
of tensions. v

“If I was a Soviet military
andsawtheU.s.numngtom chemi.
cal ordnance to the front, I would as-
sume I'm about to be attacked with
chemicals and would use mine first,”
said Representative John Edward Por-
ter, an Illinois Republican who opposed
the new chemical weapon program.

anyone can sensibly
argue that forward storage is not the
preferable means,” agreed Represent-
ative John M. Spratt,. Democrat of
South Carolina, a supporter of the
chemical program.

Mr. Spratt, the author of the House
amendment requiring a NATO role,
added tlnft Europeans should share the
burden of chemical wea, as bene-
ﬂdnrir f:l of % alllam:e.p‘ms

0 fail to deploy the weapons in Eu-
rope, he said in an interview, “‘indulges
the Europeans’ penchant for escap-
ism.”” He added, “The Europeans are
the ones who should to be manufactur-
ing and storing chemical weapons.”’

_ Reliability of Simulated Tests
Alltestsoftheproposednewweap-

cause they separate canisters ons, a 133-millimeter artillery shell and
Weapons re- of nonlethal chemicals that mix to form ' :
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the Bigeye bomb, have been conducted
using chemical simulants, with the ac-
tual chemical reactions confined to lab-
oratories.
“We've had testing with
simulants, and ber testing with
real agents,” Mrs. Hoeber said. “I
don’t believe there will be” open test-
m the actual weapans -“‘and I don’t

it's necessary.
Matthew Meselson, rofessor of
at University
who opposes the new weapons, said:
“It would be totally ted to
issue our troops weapons. The |

simulants they’ve used are just not like
tu:t Derve agent. It's unsafe not to

According to scientists familiar with
the , open-air tests of chemi-
cal m shells in the 1960’s re-
vealed that the chemical agent would
accasionally burst into flame, destroy-

itself hitting the .
Without tests, critics uy,thomm
no assurance the same thing would not

hm.w"lth the new shells.
J. Welch, deputy assistant to
the Secretary of Defense for atomic
energy and chemical matters, said in
an interview, ‘‘We have no plans for
open-air testing and we don’t see any
need to open-air test the munitions — at
this time, anyway.’’

But another senior Pentagon official
m on the condition he not be
:me ed.‘.mmd. “Somewherem a‘lnongme

, yOu to put that equipment
ﬁnndu;diﬂrrmt climatic conditions
test it.”’ .

Military Utility Questioned |

The Chemical Warfare Review Com-
mission raised another question about
the new chemical weapons.

““The shell and the bomb both are the
products of 1960’s technology,” the
commission said, “and military weap-
onry and assumptions have altered in
the meantime.”

The commission said the most urgent
military need was a chemical weapon
that could reach behind enemy lines to
hit airfields, command centers and
supply depots. It said the planned Big-
eye bomb “‘is not the optimal solution”
because it will expose pilots and valu-
able aircraft to antiaircraft fire. The

other , an artillery shell, is.for
bnttletlel«liJ use. jiid

The alternatives, such as chemical
ballistic or cruise missiles, ‘‘have been
gemd lzlg.s. military planners,”

report .

Dr. Weich said the Pentagon be-
lieved that the Bigeye, whose vapor
Spray covers one-third of a square mile’
“‘doesn’t have to be that precise,” so
pilots can drop the bomb from a safe
distance.

Kesal&thepmposedwupum will be
enough for ‘‘at least a decade.”
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