UNITED NATIONS, Nov.

.- 95-Diplomats handling disar-

mament negotiations enthu-
slastically welcomed today
President Nixon's statement
renouncing American stockpil-
ing and use of biological weap-

Mixed with the enthusiasm,
"however, was regret that Mr.
Nixon's renunciation of “the
first  use of incapacitating
"chemicals” apparently did not

extend to the employment of |

tear gas in warfare. In this re-
spect, the statement disap-
pointed those who have been
pressing for United States en-
forcement of Secretary U
Thant's report last September
on chemical and biological
‘weapons-

. That report, prepared with

. the assistance of a group of in-
“ternational - experts, said mili-

-tary use of tear gas is prohib-

d by the Geneva protocol of
1925, which Mr. Nixon today
urged the Senate to ratify-
- American use of tear gas|
and chemical defoliants in

.Vietnam has brought bitter
eriticism in the United Na-
tions. This criticism also has
focused on U.S. failure to rat-
ify the Geneva protocol. *

.. Diplomats interpreted the
-President’s language today as
leaving open the question of
whether the United States ac-
cepts that tear gas is covered
by the protocol But one West-
ern expert said that American
ratiﬁcation with a reservation
on. this point would be a retro-
- gression, .

‘Beitish Praise. - -;__ o

-'Britain’s minister of state
for disarmament, Lord Chal-
font, praised Mr. Nixon's state-

» ment as “making it much eas-

fer to achieve” multilateral
agreement on control of chem-
ical and biological weapons.

. Chalfont expressed grati-
tude ‘ that the,United States
had accepted the principle of
a British. draft resolution ban-

' ning. production and stockpil-
ing of biological weapons and
separating this from the more
complex question of chemical
weapons, He sald both ques-
tions were likely to be re-
ferred back to the conference
of the Committee on Disarm&
ment at Geneva.

Swedens minister of disar-‘

mament, Mrs., Alva Myrdal,

also praised the portion of the -

Nixon statement dealing with
biological weapons as “an
enormous step forward.” But,
she added, to interpret the
1825 convention as allowing
the military use of tear gas
“would run counter to the
spirit, and I would say also to
the -letter, of the Geneva pro-
tocol.”

Thant is Silent

Similar reservations are
thought to have delayed a
comment by “Thant on . the
President’s statement.

Along with the use of chemi-
cal herbicides and napalm in
Vietnam, the use of tear gas to
force Vietcong suspects out of
caves has brought private de-
nunciations here.

Critics contend that, far

from being a humane weapon,

the -tear gas has enabled

American troops to mow down

" |fleeing enemy suspects.

A resolution sfating explic-

itly that .military use of tear
gas ‘is banned.by the Geneva !

convention is among the items
expected shortly in the Gen-

eral Assembly Political Com-;

m.lttee| e
" Chalfont, however, conspicu-
ously declined today to asso-

éiate Britain with this inter-

pretation. British trpops have
used tear gas for riot control
in Northern Ireland. '

Communist llesoluﬂon ) L-

Separntely, Eastern Europe:

countries introduced thei

| own draft resolution in the po
 Htical

mmittee prohlbiting
the development, productior

and stockpiling of bacterlolog
ical weapons. - . i

Soviet Ambassador  A. A
Roschin explained that, be
cause materials used for
peaceful purposes cannot be

distinguished from those used
for military purposes, it would
be necessary to dérganize con-
trols on a national basis. He
depreciated the thought of for-
eign personnel intruding into
chemical or biological installa-
tions.

American Ambassador
Charles Yost read President
Nixon’s statement after in-
forming the political commit-
tee officially of American rati-

~|fication of nuclear nonproli-
,fez_'ation treaty. . T
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