.,M Uﬂ%ﬁn@ Allegations of Coverup in Gas Attacks

w_h_z_:_ YeVahd Dahia Like the CIA, the Pentagon and CIA’s umﬂmoqummnmaonﬁuq:ﬁ ruso, spokesman for the panel, said

o an independent presidential commit-  public relations tool” and that his cli- the data did not show evidence of

1.. tee have rejected those allegations, ent demands a Bsﬁﬁegasg chemical exposure. “There would |
;oo;gi rare on-the-record  saying they have examined the same  gation. have to be more information to back
mgsaa.ssﬁﬁ&: de- data cited by the Eddingtons and  Patrick Eddington, who is plan- up that claim,” he said. Caruso de-
Thounce as untrue two former em- found that it falls short of confirming  ning to publish a book with his con-  scribe the documents as “raw intelli-
“ ployees’ allegations that the agency  such suspicions. . clusions on the Gulf War, was asked  gence data with [Eddington’s] own
. covered up Iragi poison gas attacks “On the basis of a comprehensive  in the MSNBC interview if there interpretation and analysis.”
review of intelligence, we continue wasa a “smoking gun” in the nearly 60 “They are not being suppressed
to conclude that Iraq did not use classified documents that he and his by the CIA,” said Caruso, whose pan-
chemical or biological weapons dur- wife contend show evidence of use of | hag heen somewhat critical in the
ing the Gulf War,” Slatkin said yes- ~ chemical weapons in the war zone.  pagt of both CIA and Pentagon han-
gﬂ.?.ﬁ?&ﬂﬂ%.ﬂﬂﬁhﬁ He replied, ...H.__Eﬂn.nvn:nus.ign dling of the issue of illnesses report-
a ?ﬁggﬂ.wﬁwmﬂngg you mean by a smoking gun.” ed among Gulf War veterans, “Pat -
fallout from aerial bombing of Iragi “When you take that raw data and Eddington was working off the same
chemical plants could have reached marry it up with what we have in CI& databases-we have sccess 3o0.*

"m_ﬁEb who manages the U.S. troops. terms of eyewitness testimony— Zaid, Eddington’s lawyer, said
H Wmmnn«.m nww.s.%wo%ﬁnoﬂ an- She said that a CIA %..E American s&&ﬁwa and %EBHE m_xm Thursday Ewnmmﬁ_&uﬁo._ ammuwoo
d that the s inspector  Fox, discovered the first evidence cialists who we e ground o ew 1 it's

Eggﬁusg " that U.S. troops could have been ex- gsmﬂm—.lqs_um very =2l
mﬁgaﬂwﬂmmggﬂ. posed to some chemical fallout as conclusive picture,” he said. “Quite been so crazy here.” Zaid quoted Ed-
EESEEEE”E they were exploding a cache of Iraqi  frankly, I don’t know how anyone Eﬁgﬂﬁnﬁn?é
suffered discrimination in their jobs  munitions at a remote desert site af- can make the claim an Iraqi prisoner %00 did not have access to all his
&, @s a result of their charges. ter the war. Hwamgﬂmﬁﬁwﬂa& «of war who has just told you that documents because some of them
11 The fact that the secretive agency  that disclosure as a “watershed” chemical munitions were with his ~Were marked top secret and panel.

‘Went to such public efforts to deny = event and has e ._8.8@ E;B;EBE_EEE.E members were not allowed to read
charges by the husband-and-wife garaﬂﬂ.nﬁsnmnﬂsg get evidence for your own soldiers 0ata at such a high clearance level.
of former analysts Patrick and  contacted to determine if their on the ground that, yes, we found ~ Caruso said instead that certain
obin Eddington of Fairfax illus- health was affected. chemical munitions in a particular Members of the panel have clear-
tes the CIA's sensitivity to the wﬂggmﬁsﬁau&ﬁ&n? area. To me that's ooﬁ%ﬁ«o Jt's ance toread top secret papers.
; s charges, which were first es at his home, listening to a Balti- there.” The CIA frequently holds back-
~dired Wednesday in the New York more radio talk show as he heard Slatkin said all of the documents  ground sessions in which reporters
Times. In that interview, Patrick ~ Gulf veterans discuss explosions at . cited by the Eddingtons have been ~are briefed about conditions over-,
alleged that there were the site. The analyst later returned provided to a White House panel seas, but rarely does the agency con-
40 incidents in which nerve gases to Langley and reviewed a tape of that is reviewing the illnesses of - duct public news conferences at
other chemical weapons were the broadcast, discovering that U.S. . Persian Gulf soldiers and said the Which its officials can be televised
wn_Bm&unﬂcm troops. troops were at a place called Khami- = CIA was reviewing others with an and quoted by name. Spokesmen
aﬁnmauw Eddington told an in-  siyah, where he knew chémical .3«3%5«383?5& g&o»guasaﬁwﬁags
Wnﬁoﬂ n the cable MSNBC weapons might have been present e such conference since John
mﬁam mgw_ﬁvm_ﬁismnsm and thus released when Iragi muni- EonSam 1995, Patrick Edding- Uo:ﬁ:mia.&mun;&anﬂi
20, 12 incidents” U.S. forces came tions were blown up following the ton spoke with and gave his findings 1995, and they said they could not
directly under chemical attack by  war. and documents to the independent recall the agency holding a confer-
Iraqi forces during the brief 1991 Patrick Eddington’s lawyer, Mark  Presidential Advisory Committee on  ence to publicly denounce two of its
war. Zaid, said yesterday evening that the  Gulf War Veterans' Iliness. Gary Ca- - former employees.
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The True Cost of Gulf Q\ﬁ

er cognitive, problems appeared. in :
_2552538_«8»#3_,&&

B?:E-BHN.SE__

" “What Gulf War Syndrome? [op-ed,
* Dec. 20] seeks to debunk one allega-
glggnmugsnaﬁ

gade; sona.&l@&aas.

qansnﬂ#oaguchcng_
cal nerve a agent “rounds—were Té-
nEiSunnnnREﬁE%.. i
SE_oﬂ_nﬁ_nraEB_ngﬁu {90
. These 'risks, as detailed in the’ si
gﬁﬁ&i&ﬂ«ﬂoﬂ?ﬂ&. a

creased alertness, decreased prob-

problems—some of the core symp-
ggagngﬂngoﬁ

,Echm mus%scu

. veterans as a BE#&@K»:R«.&«
Eﬁgﬂgiﬁmﬁgk '
Egsnﬁnggaﬁa &
- 330th to sign these “information

sheets,” Eoc&nnwm Department
p_nwm_mnmuo&&umrmoﬁni%
medical records of the entire unit

e secret.

Defense Department research into

the effects of low-level exposure was_

conducted in 1991 at the Armstrong

Laboratory at Brooks Air Force Base
in Texas. The authors of the study
explained zE “[t]he military 're-

ﬁu.naohnsuﬁ&aﬁgv_dﬂua
was concern about the bioeffects of

i single Egﬁﬂuﬂ:ﬁsaﬁ_

levels of nerve agent.”

. The results of the study are all too
i- familiar. Motor skill deficits and oth-

The r ey nnoagu yet to be an-
swered is why, having suspected pri-
or

as support for his thesis a
aomnﬁuﬁc%ucgmwmnﬁﬁnzﬁq

_ England Journal of Medicine, which

BEE%aEunn_&iﬁﬁnﬂE

were not dying ‘or _unEm hospitalized

at unusual rates, a _m_a..g

studies by the Centers for Disease D
Conitrol and the U.S. Navy that found

gulf war veterans are suffering ill-

" nesses at up to,nearly six times the

Esagggmsao&:.

terparts.
Nor did he EBSE»EQEB.
ment _mzaqusgun m:.»usm

- Washington lawyer.

m ,,.r.b_,_..,_..:,\._é... _.:;:n,;.u 33
uBmono i

. war veterans were clearly falling ill

at unusually high rates, which might

's  be explained by exposure to low
. i~ _levels of Iraqi chemical weapons and

other agents. Finally, the low death

e rate of gulf war veterans clearly
lacks any true significance. The pas-

sage of even five years after the war
is unlikely to produce a high death
rate based on low-level exposures.

Krauthammer's  characterization
of Desert Storm as a “clean” war
with few “dramatic, conventional
war-related casualties” can only be
seen as a mockery of the sacrifice
and daily agony suffered by tens of
ESE%&EaﬁguE

who likely sustained prolonged low-
level exposure to Iragi chemical and
perhaps novel biological weapons, far
from the victory we still perceive to

cost that the United States must
soon come to acknowledge and bear,

Patrick G. Eddington, a former
CIA analyst, is the author of a
forthcoming book on Gulf War
Syndrom. Mark S. Zaid is a



