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The P o s i t i o n  of Various Na t ions  Durinq t h e  In te rwar  Per iod  
Regardinq t h e  P roh ib i t i on  of t h e  Use i n  War of Tear Gas 

Under t h e  Geneva P r o t o c o l  of 1.925 

On November 18, 1930 t h e  Uni ted ftingdom cubmitted a  

Memorandum t o  t h e  Preparatory Commission f o r  t h e  League of 

Nat ions  Disarmament Conference a s k i n g  t h e  o the r  s t a t e s  on t h e  

Commission whether they  would r e g a r d  t h e  use  of t e a r  g a s  i n  war 

as  c o n t r a r y  t o  t h e  Geneva P r o t o c o l  of  1925.. 

Concerning the  B r i t i s h  p o s i t i o n ,  t h e  Memorandum d e c l a r e d  

t h a t  "His Majes ty ' s  Government have t a k e n  t h e  view t h a t  t h e  u se  

i n  war of ' o t h e r  ' gases,  i nc lud ing  lachrymatory g a s e s ,  was 

p r o h i b i t e d . "  The B r i t i s h  a l s o  he ld  t h a t  t h e  same 

p r o h i b i t i o n  should be i nco rpo ra t ed  i n  t h e  Draf t  Disarmament 

Convention t h e n  under c o n s i d e r a t i o n .  (Miscel laneous No,17, 

Command 3747 HMSO   on don) 

When t h e  question was subsequent ly  d i scussed  on December 1, 

1930 a t  a  meeting of t h e  P r e p a r a t o r y  Commission i n  Geneva, 

d e l e g a t e s  of t h e  following governments s t a t e d  t h e i r  agreement with 

t h e  B r i t i s h  pos i t i on :  France,  Roumania, Yugoslavia,  Czechos lovakia ,  

Japan,  Spain ,  The Soviet Union, China, I t a l y ,  Canada and Turkey. 

The on ly  o t h e r  government t o  exp res s  i t s  view a t  t h e  time was 

t h a t  of t h e  United S t a t e s  of America. The U.S .  r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  

agreed t h a t  t h e  question was an impor t an t  one but  he ld  t h a t  it 

should be g iven  fu r the r  s tudy  and cons ide ra t ion .  (Documents of 

t h e  P r e p a r a t o r y  commission C.4.N.4.1931.IX.pp.311-314) 

When t h e  Disarmament Conference i t s e l f  got  underway i n  1932,  

i t s  General  Commission s e t  up a  s p e c i a l  committee t o  c o n s i d e r  

CBW. The United S t a t e s  was r e p r e s e n t e d  by Brigadier-  



General  George S. Simonds and Major B. Ord. I n  i t s  unanimous 

r e p o r t ,  t h e  Committee recommended t h a t  " t h e r e  should be i nc luded  

; i n  q u a l i t a t i v e  disarmament t h e  u se ,  f o r  t h e  purpose of  i n j u r i n g  

an adversary ,  of  a l l  n a t u r a l  o r  s y n t h e t i c  noxious subs t ances ,  

whatever t h e i r  s t a t e ,  whether s o l i d ,  l i q u i d ,  or  gaseous,  whether  

t o x i c ,  asphyxia t ing ,  lachrymatory,  i r r i t a n t ,  v e s i c a n t ,  o r  c a p a b l e  

i n  any way of producing harmful e f f e c t s  on t h e  human o r  animal 

organism, whatever t h e  method o f  t h e i r  use .  " (Conference Document 

120,  May 31, 1932 p..5. See a l s o  pp.1-6.) 

Reviewing t h e  r e p o r t  of  t h e  S p e c i a l  Committee, t h e  Genera l  

commission i n  a r e s o l u t i o n  adopted on J u l y  2 3 ,  1932,  decided 

t h a t  " chemical ,  b a c t e r i a l  and i n c e n d i a r y  warfare  should be  

under t he  c o n d i t i o n s  unanimously recommended by t h e  

S p e c i a l  Committee. 'I 

Having reached apparent  agreement on t h e  p r o h i b i t i o n  of t h e  

use o f  a l l  ga ses  i n  war, t h e  Conference nex t  turned t o  t h e  
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problem of  con t ro l ing  p r e p a r a t i o n s  f o r  chemical and b i o l o g i c a l  

war fa re .  The Bureau of t h e  Disarmament Conference forwarded 

t o  t h e  Spec i a l  Committee a d e t a i l e d  q u e s t i o n a i r e  i n c l u d i n g  an 

appendix conta in ing  a  number of q u e s t i o n s  s p e c i f i c a l l y  d i r e c t e d  

t o  t h e  problem of product ion c o n t r o l s  on l a c h r p a t o r y  subs t ances .  

I n  Chapter  3 of i t s  response  t o  t h e  q u e s t i o n a i r e ,  t h e  S p e c i a l  

Committee reaf f i rmed i t s  view t h a t  ,'!the ques t ion  of l achrymatory  

subs tances  cannot be t r e a t e d  s e p a r a t e l y  a s  f a r  a s  t h e  p r o h i b i t i o n  

of t h e  use  of poisonous subs t ances  i n  wart ime i s  concerned." 

~ e g a r d i n g  product ion,  however, t h e  S p e c i a l  Committee recommended 



t h a t  arrangements  be made t o  a l low t h e  p r o d u c t i o n  of l a c h r y m a t o r y  

subs tances  f o r  p o l i c e  p u r p o s e s .  A t  t h a t  t i m e  t h e  United S t a t e s  

was r e p r e s e n t e d  on t h e  S p e c i a l  Committee by ~ i e u t e n a n t  C o l o n e l  

A.V.  Strong. There  was a  s p e c i a l  r a p p o r t e u r  f o r  l a c h r y m a t o r y  

g a s e s ,  Mr. Davidson P r a t t  of  t h e  Uni ted  Kingdom (Confe rence  

Document 152 December 1 3 ,  1 9 3 2  p.8. S e e  a l s o  pp.1-25.) 

The Bureau of  t h e  Conference  d i s c u s s e d  t h e  r e p l y  of t h e  

S p e c i a l  Committee on J a n u a r y  25  and 30,  1933. I n  t h e  c o u r s e  

of  t h e  d i s c u s s i o n ,  t h e  r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  o f  t h e  U n i t e d  S t a t e s  of 

America, M r .  Wilson,  was c p o t i d  a s  s a y i n g ,  r e g a r d i n g  t e a r  g a s ,  

' ' 'There was no  q u e s t i o n  of i t s  use  i n  t i m e  of war,  b u t  t h e  U n i t e d  

S t a t e s  D e l e g a t i o n  would h a v e  d i f f i c u l t y  i n  u n d e r t a k i n g  t o  g i v e  

up t h e  p r e p a r a t i o n  and employment of t h i s  g a s  f o r  l o c a l  p o l i c e  

purposes."  (Minu tes  of t h e  Bureau, S e r i e s  C ,  Vol .1,  p. 57 . )  

A t  t h e  conc lus ion  o f  i t s  d i s c u s s i o n s  of  J u l y  30 ,  t h e  Bureau 

i n s t r u c t e d  a  D r a f t i n g  Committee t o  f r ame  a r t i c l e s  c o n c e r n i n g  

chemical and b i o l o g i c a l  w a r f a r e  f o r  embodiment i n  t h e  d r a f t  

Disarmament Convention. A r t i c l e  2 ,  p r e p a r e d  by the  D r a f t i n g  

Committee, p r o h i b i t s  t h e  u s e  ". . .by any method w h a t s o e v e r ,  f o r  

t h e  purpose o f  i n j u r i n g  a n  a d v e r s a r y ,  o f  any n a t u r a l  or s y n t h e t i c  

subs tance  h a r m f u l  t o  t h e  human o r  animal  organism,  whe the r  

s o l i d ,  l i q u i d ,  o r  gaseous ,  such a s  t o x i c ,  a s p h y x i a t i n g ,  l a c h r y m a t o r y ,  

i r r i t a n t ,  o r  v e s i c a n t  s u b s t a n c e s "  (Confe rence  ~ o c u m e n t / ~ u r e a u  45,  

March 7 ,  1933.)  

The wording of A r t i c l e  2  p repared  by t h e  D r a f t i n g  Committee 



was embodied wi thou t  change i n  t h e  d r a f t  Disarmament Convent ion  

submit ted  t o  t h e  Genera l  Commission by t h e  De lega t ion  of t h e  

United Kingdom on March 1 6 ,  1933. (Conference  Document 157 (1) . 
To be  found i n  Conference  Documents Vol. 2 ,  p.488. ) 

The B r i t i s h  D r a f t  Convention was r e a d  b e f o r e  t h e  G e n e r a l  

Commission of t h e  Disarmament Conference  on May 30,  1933.  The 

Genera l  Commission a c c e p t e d  t h i s  p a r t  o f  t h e  D r a f t  Convention.. 

No f u r t h e r  a c t i o n  i n  t h e  m a t t e r  a p p e a r s  t o  have been t a k e n  by 

t h e  Disarmament Conference  a l t h o u g h  it seems l i k e l y  t h a t  t h e  

s u b s t a n c e  o f  A r t i c l e  48 of  t h e  B r i t i s h  D r a f t  Convention would 

have been accepted  had t h e  Disarmament Conference i t s e l f  b e e n  

successfu l . .  


