CRITuRIA or LETHALITY
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I',’f oSl DRk ) ﬂ!.ho prinoiple o:f comparctive toeting would ba to
Pl e cubjeot one smsll group of unifgbm animals (mnmnala) toe
: iififm—doaaga of the roferance eubstence, by the appropricto routo
(inhalation, percutineous or injeoted subcutaneouoly); and
to cubjeot a eecond group to an oqual dooafe of tho chomicci
to be tooted. The dosage uecd would be one Imovm to bo
clooe to- the LDSO for the reference eubstunoe. In moot cegoo,
011 the animall in the group reoeivin tho teat chomical
; would either live or die, and e clear-cut dacioion on the
f lethality of the ohemical could be made., IL,tho minority
i of casea, eome of the animala in the test group would eurvivo
3 and some die; this would indicate that tho matarial was of.
jiapproximately equal lethality B2 the refbrenoe Bubstanco, ,
fland would be considared aa a possible chemical warfaro agont.
ggﬁimhese borderline casea would be of minor importance.‘sinco G
'f:they would not offer attractiva alternativee to recocnizod ,
agents of chemical warfare.' ' ‘

e The advantages oflthfé prOpoaal ove:.more accugFte
e methods:ﬁmbdetermining nnsd values are that it 1d a muoh
B aippler and more . economioal test which need ‘not be tiod to

- particular apecies or strain of animal, or to nny agroqd
”””7{‘fmathematica1 calculatiou. Sy bl
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‘ L The most\i;;;\¥ant limitation on the above nropomnl,
' ,or on others whf;h adqpt a sole cr*terion of 1ethality, ig .

.. that they would not include materials wnich are leos lethal,
‘ﬂ;but which, could et1ll have military utility againet forces
or civilians poorly proteéted0 (For this reason, it maj be
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