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}r. ISSRAFLYAY (Union of Sovict Socialist Reputlics) (tracslated fror Fussizan):
The Soviet declegation has asked for the floor today in order to exercise its right of
reply. We kad not intended to speak oo the sutjsct of the prehibiti~n of chemical
weapons — we propose to meks & siparzie statement on it shorsly — but we should like
to commsnt or the statement =zie by our collcague, Ambassador Lowitz of the
Upited States. This is nos the first tize I l"V—‘- Fezrs an irmerican stateszmen spea:
on the question of tiie prohibtitiocn of chemical weapons. Ii has become a sort of
fashion for United States rerresentaiives 1o 1~i1r in their ciaztemendts to vari
gllieged cases of utilizedicn of CLC? czl weapens. Vice-President Push did so in l9c3,
¥r. hdelrzn, the rlv-ecto" of the Tnited States Amis CTontrel and Disarmament fgency
dia so in 1925, our col gagw A:::a. saéer lewitz is deing so todsy. Put ir each of
these cases the speaker hazs for some reason "rirgotien” tc meniion that it is the
United States of Americe wiicn, in the wucle posi-war period, was the country that
use3 toxic chemicals rcst widely and massively for en entire decade at the time of
thke war in Vist Kamw. That was 2 gross violation of the 1225 Geneva Protocol. We
shall systematically reczil ithis wien such “omissicns ' ere made in siatements ty
United Siates reprasentztives.

ks ry colleagues know, I ar nei given tc guoting :yse‘-. But on this occasion

I shorld liks t5 recell that sreaking on another topic in this roor iwo days age 1

said that ignorancs of facts, ignorancc of 2 guestior's history, is not to the. speaxer's
credit, ané if pe knows the facts and distorts the“, then that is all the worse for him.
Todzy I nsve besn surprised by some cf my Uniied States colieaguc's assertions. TFor
exauple, I quote: "What is the Soviet resrense to the Thitsd States draft converiion
preserted = yezr sgo? It is vhispered in tas corriders that the Soviet delegation
intends tc ignore the United States draft". i1, first of all, my advice io the
United States celegation is not 1o listen to runours; thoy are not the best source ol
infermation; it would do ettt tc read the Conferene: records. If the Tnited States
delegation and its experts hai they would probzbly have beor able to
recollect thzt last year we st ires = threc times — about the United States
dreft convention on the pichitition cf cuerieczl wcapons. To substantiale my romarks
and help the United States experis to a crring to rimours and glance at th
documents instead, lei me give tu; dzfes: ZA April, 2L u‘1y anJ O Aagust 1204, Does
the United States cclegation p hin -
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svery mecting” Tha is SOuetnlnﬁ we shall not do.
Tigk t this perticular dyaft doserves

ambacsador Lowvitiz nonde? tc the United States
proposal for 'open inviiatic heotloengs insy s 22t noal constructively.” 4
question arises ir 7y ui i Toited : don secma 1o think ilat the only
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