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ALFONSO GARCIA ROBLES 
26/3/84 

BERASATEGUI: Thank you very much, Mr. 
Ambassador, f o r being w i t h us beginning today. As we have 
proceeded w i t h t h i s very i n t e r e s t i n g and u s e f u l exchange 
of views, we have the o p p o r t u n i t y to ask you some 
q u e s t i o n s concerning the T r e a t y of T l a t e l o l c o . And now I 
would l i k e , w i t h your p e r m i s s i o n , to d e a l w i t h the Treaty 
o f the N o n - P r o l i f e r a t i o n of Nuclear Weapons, and I would 
l i k e t o know how you see t h i s t r e a t y , i n p a r t i c u l a r , the 
b a s i c p r o v i s i o n s c o n t a i n e d thereon i n c o n n e c t i o n w i t h the 
q u e s t i o n s d e a l t w i t h by the t r e a t y . 

GARCIA ROBLES: W e l l , as the t i t l e of the 
t r e a t y i n d i c a t e s , i t s purpose i s n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n of 
n u c l e a r weapons. I would l i k e to s t r e s s t h a t when we 
d i s c u s s e d t h i s matter both i n the Committee on Disarmament 
and i n the General Assembly, i t was emphasized s e v e r a l 
times -- as a matter of f a c t i t was c o n s t a n t l y emphasized 
by the s t a t e s belonging t o the T h i r d World or to the 
non-nuclear w o r l d , i f you wish -- t h a t n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n 

s hould be understood as c o v e r i n g h o r i z o n t a l non-
p r o l i f e r a t i o n and v e r t i c a l n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n . That means 
t h a t the number of s t a t e s p o s s e s s i n g n u c l e a r weapons 
should not i n c r e a s e , but a l s o t h a t the number of these 
t e r r i b l e instruments of mass d e s t r u c t i o n i n the power of 
the n u c l e a r s t a t e s . s h o u l d not i n c r e a s e . 

The i n t e r v i e w e r i s Mr. B e r a s a t e g u i , a s k i n g q u e s t i o n s of A l f o n s o 
G a r c i a Robles. 
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Now you asked me which are the most 
impor t a n t a r t i c l e s , i n my o p i n i o n . W e l l , they are 
A r t i c l e s 1 and 2 which d e a l w i t h the h o r i z o n t a l 
n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n , and A r t i c l e 6 which d e a l s w i t h the 
v e r t i c a l n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n . 

There are o t h e r a r t i c l e s , no doubt, which 
are a l s o important. E a r l i e r I mentioned A r t i c l e 4 i n 
which i t i s s a i d t h a t n o t h i n g i n the t r e a t y should be 

i n t e r p r e t e d as a f f e c t i n g the i n a l i e n a b l e r i g h t s of a l l p a r t i e s t o 
the t r e a t y t o develop r e s e a r c h , p r o d u c t i o n and use of n u c l e a r 
energy f o r p e a c e f u l purposes. A r t i c l e 5, which deals w i t h an aspect 
of t h i s p e a c e f u l u t i l i z a t i o n of n u c l e a r energy, which a t the time 
was c o n s i d e r e d , c o u l d become very important. That has not been the 
case, i n my o p i n i o n , but i t was the e x p l o s i o n s , p e a c e f u l n u c l e a r 
e x p l o s i o n s , and t o t h a t purpose i s devoted, A r t i c l e 5. 

But the most important i n my o p i n i o n , I 
r e p e a t , are A r t i c l e s 1 and 2 which d e a l w i t h the 
h o r i z o n t a l n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n , and A r t i c l e 6 which d e a l s 
w i t h the v e r t i c a l n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n . 

BERASATEGUI: Thank you very much, Mr. 
Ambassador. What f a c t o r s would you mention as having 
added momentum to e f f o r t s aimed a t c o n c l u d i n g the t r e a t y ? 

GARCIA ROBLES: W e l l , t h e r e have been, as you 
r e c a l l , an i n c r e a s e i n the number of s t a t e s p o s s e s s i n g 
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n u c l e a r weapons. China has detonated a n u c l e a r d e v i c e i n 
1964 and t h a t gave more s t r e n g t h to the rumors and 
s p e c u l a t i o n s as t o s e v e r a l other s t a t e s which c o u l d a l s o 
become nu c l e a r weapons s t a t e s . I t h i n k t h a t was the main 
f a c t o r . 

BERASATEGUI; Thank you very much, Mr. 
Ambassador. To what e x t e n t were other c o u n t r i e s c o n s u l t e d 
w h i l e the super powers were d r a f t i n g t h e i r j o i n t p r o p o s a l 
before i t was i n t r o d u c e d i n the 18-nation Disarmament 
Committee? 

GARCIA ROBLES: I must confess I don't 
know. I t may be t h a t each of the super powers c o n s u l t e d 
w i t h the members of each r e s p e c t i v e a l l i a n c e . But 
c o n c e r n i n g the other s t a t e s , the s t a t e s which ... the 
s t a t e s belonging to the Group of 21. The non-aligned and 
n e u t r a l s t a t e s , I t h i n k we l e a r n e d of the t e x t when i t was 
f i r s t d i s t r i b u t e d . 

On the other hand, t h a t was not s t r a n g e . I t 
was more or l e s s i n the same manner i n which the super 
powers have proceeded. But n a t u r a l l y , t h a t d i d n ' t mean 
t h a t they c o n s i d e r e d the t e x t which was c i r c u l a t e d as a 
s a c r o s a n c t t e x t which c o u l d not be changed. I t was 
supposed t h a t i t was a p r e l i m i n a r y d r a f t of which any 
comments or any o b s e r v a t i o n s w i l l be d u t i f u l l y examined or 
c o n s i d e r e d . 
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BERASATEGDI: Thank you very much. That 
might a l s o l e a d us t o another q u e s t i o n d e a l i n g w i t h the 
r o l e t h a t you p l a y e d i n the c o n s i d e r a t i o n of t h i s i s s u e by 
the UNDC. Would you c a r e to comment about i t ? 

GARCIA ROBLES; At t h a t time, as you 
probably r e c a l l , I was not i n Geneva. I was Under­
s e c r e t a r y f o r F o r e i g n A f f a i r s , e s p e c i a l l y f o r M u l t i l a t e r a l 
A f f a i r s i n the M i n i s t r y of F o r e i g n A f f a i r s of Mexico. I 
used to come every y e a r , but I was permanently t h e r e . So 
i n the d i s c u s s i o n s here, the r o l e I played was q u i t e the 
s m a l l e s t . But o b v i o u s l y , as you I am sure are f u l l y 
aware, the a c t i o n of the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e i n Geneva needs to 
be i n accordance w i t h the o p i n i o n of the heads and the 
competent o f f i c e r s o f the f o r e i g n o f f i c e . 

So i n t h a t r e s p e c t , n a t u r a l l y y e s , I played 
a r o l e i n the sense t h a t I r e c e i v e d the r e p o r t s and I sent 
the i n s t r u c t i o n s . But i t was mentioned i n p a r t i c u l a r one <• 
p o i n t which was d e a l t w i t h w h i l e I was t h e r e and which I 
d i d not p e r s o n a l l y p a r t i c i p a t e i n the d i s c u s s i o n but which 
was a very important one, and t h a t i s p r e c i s e l y the 
q u e s t i o n of the i n c l u s i o n of t h i s A r t i c l e 6 i n the 
t r e a t y . That was done, I r e p e a t , w h i l e I was i n the 
f o r e i g n o f f i c e . Then i n my p e r s o n a l c a p a c i t y here, w e l l 
i t was merely to s t r e n g t h e n t h a t i n the d i s c u s s i o n s which 
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f o l l o w e d and t o s t r e n g t h e n a l s o what was to become A r t i c l e 
4 of the t r e a t y . 

L a t e r on, because as you know, t h i s d r a f t 
t r e a t y was examined by the Assembly on two o c c a s i o n s . I t 
was examined by the assembly i n the f a l l of 1967 and i n 
the s p r i n g o f 1968. In the f a l l of 1967, i t was not 
p o s s i b l e y e t t o reach agreement and i t went back to 
Geneva. Then again some minor m o d i f i c a t i o n s were made to 
the d r a f t t r e a t y and i t came back q u i t e improved, i n our 
o p i n i o n and i n the o p i n i o n of the n e u t r a l and non-aligned 
c o u n t r i e s . I t came back to a s p e c i a l s e s s i o n of the 
Assembly which was h e l d i n the s p r i n g of 1968. I t was i n 
t h i s s e s s i o n where the d r a f t t r e a t y was f i n a l l y approved. 

I t had become, I must add i n t h i s 
c o n n e c t i o n , i t had become customary t h a t whenever a d r a f t 
t r e a t y was sent by the Committee on Disarmament to the 
General Assembly, although i n theory i t was s t i l l open to 
improvements t o amendments by the Assembly when i t was 
c o n s i d e r e d by i t , i n p r a c t i c e , the super powers who as you 
r e c a l l were a t t h a t time the c o - p r e s i d e n t s , the 
co-chairmen of the committee of Geneva, were not w i l l i n g 
t o accept any m o d i f i c a t i o n . In t h i s case they r e a l i z e d 
t h a t i f they wanted the t r e a t y to be approved and to be 
approved by a s u b s t a n t i a l m a j o r i t y , i t was necessary to 
make s t i l l some changes. 
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As a spokesman, on one of them I took the 
i n i t i a t i v e . On the other one i t was a j o i n t i n i t i a t i v e , 
but I had the p r i v i l e g e of a c t i n g as a spokesman from the 
non-aligned and n e u t r a l c o u n t r i e s f o r two amendments which 
were i n t r o d u c e d i n the s p r i n g of *68, two amendments of 
substance which I repeat, had the c h a r a c t e r i s t i c of being 
something unusual. 

The f i r s t amendment, you w i l l f i n d i t i n the 
preamble of the t r e a t y , and i t i s the a d d i t i o n i n the l a s t 
paragraph of the t r e a t y of a s p e c i f i c measure to the f a c t 
t h a t the e s t a b l i s h m e n t and maintenance of i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
peace and s e c u r i t y are t o be promoted -- t h i s was the 
a d d i t i o n -- " w i t h the l e a s t d i v e r s i o n f o r armaments of the 
world's human and economic r e s o u r c e s . " That d i d not e x i s t 
i n the t e x t which came from Geneva. r 

And the o t h e r a d d i t i o n which a l s o was made 
at t h a t s e s s i o n of the s p r i n g of '68 was the a d d i t i o n 
which you w i l l f i n d i n A r t i c l e 5 where i t says, i n the 
l a s t p a r t of the a r t i c l e t h a t "Non-nuclear weapons s t a t e s 
p a r t y to the t r e a t y s h a l l be able to o b t a i n such b e n e f i t s , 
t h a t i s , the b e n e f i t s which may d e r i v e from p e a c e f u l 
n u c l e a r e x p l o s i o n s , pursuant to a s p e c i a l i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
agreement or agreements through an a p p r o p r i a t e 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l body w i t h adequate r e p r e s e n t a t i o n of 
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non-nuclear weapons s t a t e s . N e g o t i a t i o n s on t h i s s u b j e c t 
s h a l l commence as soon as p o s s i b l e a f t e r the t r e a t y e n t e r s 
i n t o f o r c e . Non-nuclear weapons s t a t e s p a r t y to the 
t r e a t y so d e s i r i n g may a l s o o b t a i n such b e n e f i t s pursuant 
t o b i l a t e r a l agreements." 

T h i s l a s t p a r t e x i s t e d , but what I s a i d 
about the " i n t e r n a t i o n a l agreement or agreements and the 
a p p r o p r i a t e i n t e r n a t i o n a l body w i t h adequate r e p r e s e n t a ­
t i o n of non-nuclear weapons s t a t e s " was an a d d i t i o n which 
was made i n New York. 

BERASATEGUIt Thank you very much, Mr. 
Ambassador. T h i s i s a very important p o i n t , the one you 
mentioned, I b e l i e v e , because i f memory doesn't f a i l me, 
t h i s i s the o n l y o c c a s i o n when the t r e a t y , coming from the 
n e g o t i a t i n g body, has been amended at the l e v e l of the 
General Assembly. I t has never happened e i t h e r before or 
a f t e r the NPT. I t i s the o n l y case where i n the General 
Assembly t h i s has been done i f , as I s a i d , memory doesn't 
f a i l me. But I am sure t h a t t h i s i s the s i t u a t i o n . 

Probably i t ' s because of the f a c t t h a t The  
New York times has r e c e n t l y mentioned your r o l e i n the 
e l a b o r a t i o n o f the t r e a t y as t h a t of a co-author. And I 
t h i n k i n t h a t r e s p e c t one should keep i n mind the f a c t 
t h a t when the NPT was concluded there was a l r e a d y the 
experience of the T r e a t y of T l a t e l o l c o . 
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A l o t of q u e s t i o n s of s i g n i f i c a n c e f o r a 
-N.P.T. have a l r e a d y been d i s c u s s e d and s e t t l e d i n the 

c o n t e x t o f the Trea t y of T l a t e l o l c o and I f e e l t h a t i n 
t h a t sense, one c o u l d a l s o say t h a t the Treaty of 
T l a t e l o l c o produced a d d i t i o n a l impetus to reach agreement 
on the t e x t of the n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n t r e a t y , although i n 
many r e s p e c t s i t i s obvious t h a t the Treaty of T l a t e l o l c o 
i s much more advanced than the NPT. 

B e r a s a t e a u i : I f y o u a l l o w m e ' s i r ' c o u l d I ask you now, 
how w e l l do you t h i n k t h a t c o u n t r i e s have l i v e d up to the 
l e t t e r and s p i r i t of the NPT? 

GARCIA ROBLES: W e l l , there I t h i n k i t w i l l 
be necessary to make a c l e a r d i f f e r e n t i a t i o n . In my 
o p i n i o n , the non-nuclear weapons s t a t e s have observed 
f a i t h f u l l y the commitments, the o b l i g a t i o n s they undertook 
i n the t r e a t . On the other hand, i t i s u n f o r t u n a t e , but 
t h a t i s a l s o c o m p l e t e l y e x a c t , t h a t the n u c l e a r weapons 
s t a t e s have t r e a t e d as a dead l e t t e r , those commitments and 
o b l i g a t i o n s which they had c o n t r a c t e d concerning A r t i c l e 6 
and a l s o concerning the preamble, where as you w i l l 
r e c a l l , they r e i t e r a t e d the o b l i g a t i o n , the undertaking 
they had accepted i n 1963 i n the p a r t i a l t e s t ban t r e a t y 
c o n c e r n i n g the p r o h i b i t i o n of a l l n u c l e a r weapons t e s t s . 

But t o i l l u s t r a t e o n l y the f i r s t of these 
o b l i g a t i o n s I mentioned and namely the o b l i g a t i o n of 
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A r t i c l e 6, t h a t i s to cease the n u c l e a r arms race and to 
make something to achieve one day n u c l e a r disarmament. 
The two super powers w i t h the most r e l i a b l e f i g u r e s which 
are a t our d i s p o s a l , they had i n 1968 together 5,400 
s t r a t e g i c n uclear warheads. In 1982, they had 18,000 
n u c l e a r warheads of the same q u a l i t y . That i s , s t r a t e g i c 
n u c l e a r warheads. That i s more than three times the 
number of '68. That speaks more e l o q u e n t l y than a long 
speech I c o u l d make on t h i s s u b j e c t . 

BERASATEGUI; Thank you, Ambassador. How do 
you view the p r o s p e c t s f o r the t r e a t y and f o r non-pro­
l i f e r a t i o n i n g e n e r a l ? 

GARCIA ROBLES; W e l l , I had the o p p o r t u n i t y 
to t a l k i n a b i l a t e r a l manner, so to speak, to h i g h l e v e l 
r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s of almost a l l of the d e p o s i t a r i e s of the 
n u c l e a r n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n t r e a t y . And I had t o l d them 
w i t h the utmost frankness t h a t we cannot do a n y t h i n g , t h a t 
i s the non-nuclear weapons s t a t e s , f o r the f u t u r e of the 
t r e a t y , t h a t the f u t u r e of the t r e a t y i s i n t h e i r hands, 
t h a t i n my o p i n i o n the o n l y t h i n g which can strengthen the 
t r e a t y and the regime of n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n , of h o r i z o n t a l 
n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n , the o n l y t h i n g i s compliance w i t h the 
u n d e r t a k i n g s they, the n u c l e a r weapons s t a t e s , accepted i n 
1968. So they need to prove w i t h deeds, not w i t h words, 
t h a t A r t i c l e 6 means something f o r them. 
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BERASATEGUI; Thank you very much, Mr. 
Ambassador. Th e r e f o r e , the forthcoming review conference 
of the NPT t o be h e l d i n 1985 w i l l c e r t a i n l y be a most 
important development i n c o n n e c t i o n w i t h the f u t u r e of the 
t r e a t y . Am I r i g h t i n assuming that? 

GARCIA ROBLES: You are q u i t e r i g h t . I have 
p a r t i c i p a t e d i n the two p r e v i o u s conferences. In the 
conference of 1975, as you know, i t was p o s s i b l e to 
approve a d e c l a r a t i o n ; a d e c l a r a t i o n which has been d r a f t e d 
by the c h a i r p e r s o n of t h a t g a t h e r i n g , Ms. Inga Parson. 
And i t was as a r e c o g n i t i o n of her e f f o r t s t h a t the Group 
of 77 S t a t e s , p a r t i e s to the t r e a t y , accepted -- and I 
know i t very w e l l because I happened to be the c o o r d i n a t o r 
of t h a t group a t t h a t s e s s i o n -- accepted then then t h a t 
t h i s d e c l a r a t i o n be made by consensus w i t h the 
understanding t h a t t h a t consensus was to be i n t e r p r e t e d i n 
what concerned the Group of 77 I r e f e r r e d t o , i n the l i g h t 
of the d e c l a r a t i o n to be made on t h a t o c c a s i o n , a 
d e c l a r a t i o n which as you know i s reproduced verbatim 
immediately a f t e r the d e c l a r a t i o n of ... and i n t h a t 
d e c l a r a t i o n i t i s s a i d t h a t the p r o v i s i o n s of the 
d e c l a r a t i o n should be understood i n the l i g h t of the 
p r o p o s a l s presented by the group of non-aligned and 
n e u t r a l s t a t e s , i n p a r t i c u l a r by the p r o v i s i o n s of the 
p r o t o c o l s represented by those s t a t e s . 
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So as a maximum con c e s s i o n , we accepted to 
g i v e a t l e a s t the appearance of consensus f o r the 
d e c l a r a t i o n . But then f o r the second review conference as 
you know, not even t h a t was p o s s i b l e to a c h i e v e . The 
second review conference was a f a i l u r e . And the t h i r d 
review conference w i l l be s t i l l a bigger f a i l u r e i f 
n o t h i n g changes between now and then, which i s r e g r e t t a b l e 
because ... the n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n t r e a t y i s something 
which i s of i n t e r e s t t o a l l the s t a t e s of the world and 
a l l the peoples of the w o r l d . But to r e c o g n i z e t h a t , we 
must a c t i n accordance w i t h the solemn undertakings of 
1968. 

BERASATEGUI; Thank you very much, Mr. 
Ambassador. May I now t u r n to your tenure as permanent 
r e p r e s e n t a t i v e to the U n i t e d Nations headquarters? May I 
ask you what l e d to your appointment as Mexico's permanent 
r e p r e s e n t a t i v e to the-UIJ-in 1971? And a l s o , what were the 
main i s s u e s t h a t you d e a l t w i t h d u r i n g those years? 

GARCIA ROBLES: There were many i s s u e s of 
importance d u r i n g those f i v e years I spent i n New York. 
But i f you ask me which were the main i s s u e s , I w i l l say 
they were of an economic nature. I t was d u r i n g t h a t 
p e r i o d , as you r e c a l l , t h a t A l g e r i a asked the convening of 
a s p e c i a l s e s s i o n o f the General Assembly and t h a t s p e c i a l 
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s e s s i o n i n t r o d u c e d , as you a l s o w i l l r e c a l l , a d e c l a r a t i o n 

and a program of a c t i o n on the establishment of a new 

i n t e r n a t i o n a l economic o r d e r . 
The year a f t e r came before the Assembly what 

was to become the C h a r t e r of Economic R i g h t s and D u t i e s of 
S t a t e s . T h i s c h a r t e r was presented, was e l a b o r a t e d , as a 
r e s u l t of an i n i t i a t i v e from Mexico. And up to the l a s t 
moment we had hoped t h a t the c h a r t e r c o u l d be adopted by 
consensus. U n f o r t u n a t e l y , t h a t was not the case, although 
the number of n e g a t i v e s votes was very s m a l l . The 
c h a r t e r , as you know, i s s t i l l i n e x i s t e n c e and I do hope 
t h a t one.day t h a t chapter may become a document, an 
instrument which may o b t a i n a p p r o v a l i n the p o s i t i v e 
a t t i t u d e of a l l c o u n t r i e s i n the world. 

There were a l s o d u r i n g t h a t p e r i o d some 
other q u e s t i o n s , these ones very c o n t r o v e r s i a l . As f o r 
i n s t a n c e , there was the q u e s t i o n of the r e c o g n i t i o n of the 
PLO as the s o l e l e g i t i m a t e r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of the 
P a l e s t i n i a n people and the i n v i t a t i o n to Chairman A r a f a t . 
There was a l s o these q u e s t i o n s of the p o l i c y of Zionism 
and a r e s o l u t i o n of the General Assembly which equated 
Zionism to a r a c i s t p o l i c y . As you remember the votes on 
t h a t r e s o l u t i o n , and Mexico was was one of those who voted 
i n f a v o r of the r e s o l u t i o n . And the d e l e g a t i o n of Mexico 
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e x p l a i n e d i n d e t a i l which were the reasons of p r i n c i p l e 
which have moved Mexico to vote i n favor of t h a t 
r e s o l u t i o n . 

I t happened, as you know, appointed m i n i s t e r 
of f o r e i g n a f f a i r s a t the end of '75. And so from the 
28th or 29th of December of l a s t year I was i n the f o r e i g n 
o f f i c e of Mexico, i n charge of the f o r e i g n o f f i c e of 
Mexico. And a few weeks l a t e r , the m i n i s t e r of f o r e i g n 
a f f a i r s of I s r a e l came to Mexico i n a s t a t e v i s i t because 
he had been i n v i t e d s i n c e the p r e v i o u s year by my 
predecessor i n the m i n i s t r y of f o r e i g n a f f a i r s . 

I remember t h a t I o f f e r e d to him, as i s 
customary i n those c a s e s , a luncheon i n the m i n i s t r y of 
f o r e i g n a f f a i r s . But inasmuch as I b e l i e v e i n being frank 
and I b e l i e v e i n t r u t h and frankness i n i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
r e l a t i o n s , I took the o p p o r t u n i t y , both i n my p r i v a t e 
c o n v e r s a t i o n s w i t h him and i n the speech I d e l i v e r e d at 
the luncheon, to p o i n t out t h a t Mexico and I s r a e l may 
d i f f e r sometimes i n q u e s t i o n s of belonging to the United 
N a t i o n s , i n q u e s t i o n s t r e a t e d i n the U n i t e d N a t i o n s , but 
t h a t t h a t should not be an o b s t a c l e to I s r a e l and Mexico 
having good c o r d i a l r e l a t i o n s . We were both s o v e r e i g n 
s t a t e s and we, i n what concerns Mexico, would never be 
w i l l i n g t o mortgage our s o v e r e i g n r i g h t of our d e c i s i o n i n 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l q u e s t i o n s . 
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He understood i t q u i t e w e l l and i n h i s 
speech he s a i d t h a t he shared t h a t p o i n t of view. So I 
t h i n k t h i s proved t h a t perhaps t h i s p o s i t i o n t o which I 
r e f e r r e d before of being frank and t r u t h f u l , pays 
sometimes i n order t o c l a r i f y the i n t e r n a t i o n a l atmosphere. 

BERASATEGUI: Thank you very much, Mr. 
Ambassador. I t ' s been very i n t e r e s t i n g , ' the f a c t t h a t you 
mentioned the importance of i n t e r n a t i o n a l economic 
r e l a t i o n s d u r i n g t h a t p a r t i c u l a r p e r i o d . Would you f e e l 
t h a t t h a t p a r t i c u l a r moment i n the f i e l d of i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
economic r e l a t i o n s t h e r e was an atmosphere p r o p i t i o u s f o r 
c o n c i l i a t i o n and n e g o t i a t i o n r a t h e r than c o n f r o n t a t i o n 
between the n o r t h and the south, l e t ' s say. 

GARCIA ROBLES; You mean d u r i n g the seventh 

s p e c i a l s e s s i o n ? 
BERASATEGUI: E x a c t l y . 
GARCIA ROBLES: Yes, I w i l l say so. I w i l l 

say t h a t t h a t was the p r e v a i l i n g atmosphere and I do hope 
t h a t t h a t may c o n t i n u e i n the f u t u r e . I t h i n k t h a t as you 
know at present the -- w e l l , we shouldn't c a l l them 
perhaps economic i s s u e s , p r e f e r a b l y c a l l them f i n a n c i a l 
problems. The f i n a n c i a l problems can become more acute. 
But I do hope t h a t the f a c t t h a t they have been d i s c u s s e d , 
thoroughly d i s c u s s e d by a c o n s i d e r a b l e number of L a t i n 
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American c o u n t r i e s on the one hand, and t h a t I hope t h a t 
w i t h the same thoroughness they w i l l c o n t i n u e t o be 
d i s c u s s e d and w i t h a s p i r i t Q f understanding, I u n d e r l i n e , 

by the i n d u s t r i a l i z e d and the banking c o u n t r i e s of the 
w o r l d . Perhaps t h a t w i l l h e l p to r e s u r r e c t and t o 

s p i r i t 
r e i n f o r c e that of c o n c i l i a t i o n to which you r e f e r r e d 
t o r i g h t l y a moment ago. 

BERASATEGUI; Thank you, Amassador. May I 
ask you now, w h i l e you headed the Mexican m i s s i o n i n New 
York, what changes d i d you observe i n the way m u l t i l a t e r a l 
diplomacy was conducted a t the UN? 

GARCIA ROBLES: F i r s t , no doubt the 
s i t u a t i o n as to the p a r t i c i p a t i n g s t a t e s i n the U n i t e d 
N a t i o n s was q u i t e d i f f e r e n t a t the beginning of the 
o r g a n i z a t i o n and i n the time when I was here as the 

r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of Mexico. I am sure you w i l l r e c a l l t h a t 
a t the beginning t h e r e were I t h i n k 59 s t a t e s and then i n 
the moment I was here i t was not yet the 158 as i t i s 
now. But i t was not f a r . from t h a t number. 

So o b v i o u s l y , t h a t immediately i m p l i e s a 
d i f f e r e n c e i n the d i s c u s s i o n s and i n the d e c i s i o n s . And 
i t s h o u l d be mentioned t h a t there was c e r t a i n l y a t r e n d to 
make every e f f o r t t o reach consensus i n the d e c i s i o n s . 
But a l l the time t h e r e has a l s o been the c l e a r 
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understanding on the p a r t of the s t a t e s — you may c a l l 
them Group of 77, T h i r d World c o u n t r i e s or n e u t r a l and 
no n - a l i g n e d c o u n t r i e s — th e r e was a c l e a r understanding 
and they emphasized that- on d i f f e r e n t o c c a s i o n s t h a t t h i s 
s h o u l d not undermine or modify the r u l e s of procedure of 
the G e n e r a l Assembly. 

So t h a t means t h a t you would make every 
e f f o r t . I f you succeed, w e l l , a l l the b e t t e r . But i f you 
don't succeed, i f you f a i l , then you have a p p l i e d the 
r u l e s of procedure o f the General Assembly. I must say 
t h a t t h a t i s s t i l l , i n my o p i n i o n , the case i n the 
proceedings of the assembly. I have been p a r t i c i p a t i n g i n 

those proceedings u n i n t e r r u p e d l y s i n c e I began t o come 
here i n 1967 w i t h the e x c e p t i o n of two years and a h a l f 
which I spent as ambassador of Mexico to B r a z i l from *81 
to *84. 

A l l the ot h e r years I have been coming here 
t o the General Assembly as the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of Mexico i n 
the f i r s t committee. And I have the c l e a r i m p r e s s i o n t h a t 
t h a t p o s i t i o n I j u s t o u t l i n e d i s s t i l l the same, and t h a t 
i s why you see, i f you examine t h a t u s e f u l document 
p u b l i s h e d by the D.P.I., which by the way, I hope, again w i l l 
r e c e i v e d w i t h the same o p p o r t u n i t y as i n the p a s t , when i t was 
r e c e i v e d one week a f t e r the assembly came t o an end. 
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But as you can r e a l i z e , i f you examine t h a t 
document, you w i l l see t h a t there are s e v e r a l r e s o l u t i o n s 
which are approved by consensus but there are many others 
which are approved through vote. And i n the vote 
sometimes, most of the times I w i l l say, the r e s o l u t i o n s 
are approved by an overwhelming number of p o s i t i v e votes 
and by a s m a l l number of neg a t i v e votes. Something which 
I t h i n k i t ' s a new f a c t o r d u r i n g the past three or four 
y e a r s , you w i l l n o t i c e t h a t t h a t number i s so s m a l l t h a t 
very o f t e n i t ' s o n l y one, which i s ... and I don't need to 
say who i s the one. 

So i n my o p i n i o n , I repeat, the s i t u a t i o n 
was i n t h a t r e s p e c t more or l e s s the same at t h a t time as 
i t i s now. 

BERASATEGUI: Thank you very much, Mr. 
Ambassador. In c o n n e c t i o n w i t h what the UN i s today and 
the p o s s i b i l i t y f o r comparison w i t h what the UN was a t the 
time of San F r a n c i s c o , would you care to comment about i t , 
what your views are? Because you were so a c t i v e l y 
i n v o l v e d i n the a c t u a l d r a f t i n g of the C h a r t e r t h a t you 
c o u l d e v e n t u a l l y g i v e us a very u s e f u l i n d i c a t i o n of how 
you see the o r g a n i z a t i o n today as compared w i t h what i t 
was immediately a f t e r or d u r i n g San F r a n c i s c o ? Would you 
mind a s s e s s i n g these two UN's, l e t ' s say? 
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GARCIA ROBLES: Immediately before San 
F r a n c i s c o I t h i n k most of the c o u n t r i e s , i f not a l l , had 
the hope, the f e r v e n t hope I would say, t h a t the Uni t e d 
N a t i o n s was going to mark the beginning of a new e r a , 
t h a t the l e s s o n s , the t e r r i b l e l e s s o n s of the world war 
would h e l p to banish f o r e v e r the use of f o r c e i n 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l r e l a t i o n s , t h a t the use of f o r c e , as the 
Ch a r t e r c l e a r l y s t a t e d , would be per m i t t e d -- and i n t h a t 
i t was a very s u b s t a n t i a l progress i n comparison w i t h the 
pact o f the League of N a t i o n s -- were to be p e r m i t t e d 
o n l y , e x c l u s i v e l y i n two cases. 

F i r s t , i n the case of s e l f - d e f e n s e , 
l e g i t i m a t e s e l f - d e f e n s e , but not the s e l f - d e f e n s e which 
any s t a t e would say, "Hey, I'm a c t i n g i n s e l f - d e f e n s e 
now." No. In the case o f s e l f - d e f e n s e a g a i n s t armed 
a t t a c k . That was a q u i t e c l e a r o b j e c t i v e element. 

And then the second, when the s t a t e was 
asked to p a r t i c i p a t e by the Uni t e d Nations i n a c o l l e c t i v e 
a c t i o n . That i s A r t i c l e 7 of the Charter which as you 
know, u n f o r t u n a t e l y had not yet been implemented. So i n 
t h a t r e s p e c t i t was an i d e a l i s t i c a t t i t u d e which p r e v a i l e d . 

And immediately a f t e r the San F r a n c i s c o 
conference when the U n i t e d Nations met i n London and then 
when from London they came to New York, I t h i n k t h a t s t i l l 
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e x i s t e d . I t d i d not l a s t l o n g , we must r e c o g n i z e , and 
perhaps the f a u l t belongs to a l l the members of the Uni t e d 
N a t i o n s . But I would say t h a t i t belongs mainly to the 
permanent members of the S e c u r i t y C o u n c i l . 

And so, what I s a i d , I found a l s o concrete 
p r o o f , not only i n the Assembly, not only i n the meetings 
w i t h the other p r i n c i p a l organs of the United Nations but 
a l s o i n the S e c r e t a r i a t of the United N a t i o n s . Except as 
you know I was on l o a n from the f o r e i g n s e r v i c e of Mexico 
d u r i n g 10 years and I was d i r e c t o r of the p o l i t i c a l 
a f f a i r s d i v i s i o n of the S e c r e t a r i a t from 1946 t i l l the 
beginning of 1957. From August 1946 t i l l A p r i l 1957. 

W e l l , d u r i n g t h a t time, e s p e c i a l l y d u r i n g 
the f i r s t p a r t of t h a t p e r i o d , because 10 years was too 
long and t h a t g r a d u a l l y the s i t u a t i o n had begun to 

jr. 

change. But d u r i n g the f i r s t two or three y e a r s , i t was ' 
c l e a r t h a t the members of the S e c r e t a r i a t of the United 
N a t i o n s b e l i e v e d i n what they were doing. They were 
a c t i n g w i t h enthusiasm f o r an i d e a l . 

U n f o r t u n a t e l y , as you know very w e l l , 
perhaps i n the S e c r e t a r i a t t h e r e s t i l l e x i s t s the o p i n i o n 
t h a t however unfavorable the i n t e r n a t i o n a l c o n d i t i o n s a r e , 
they are s t i l l doing a good j o b , a u s e f u l j o b , and I do 
share t h a t b e l i e f . But a t the same time, i t i s c l e a r t h a t 
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no one c o u l d now have the same f e e l i n g s which we had 
d u r i n g the end of the 1940s. 

And then as to the votes i n the v a r i o u s 
organs, you know very w e l l t h a t these v o t e s , whether i n 
the S e c u r i t y C o u n c i l or i n the Assembly, many of them are 
d i s c o u r a g i n g f o r anyone who takes s e r i o u s l y the p r o v i s i o n s 
o f the chapter. 

BERASATEGUI; Thank you very much, Mr. 
Ambassador. I f you would agree, we would now move to 
disarmament and I would l i k e to ask you a b r i e f q u e s t i o n 
i n c o n n e c t i o n w i t h the r e l a t i o n s h i p between the Treaty of 
T l a t e l o l c o and i t s p r o t o c o l s on one hand, and the United 
N a t i o n s and p a r t i c u l a r the General Assembly, on the other 
hand. 

Not o n l y s i n c e the t r e a t y was open f o r 
s i g n a t u r e i n February 1967, but even before t h a t there has 
been an obvious r e l a t i o n s h i p between the i d e a of 
d e m o c r a t i z a t i o n o f L a t i n America on the hand, and the 
a c t i v i t i e s of the UN i n the f a t e of disarmament. And I 
b e l i e v e t h a t you have a very s i g n i f i c a n t r o l e i n t h a t 
r e s p e c t from the very i n c e p t i o n of the idea o f making 
L a t i n America a n u c l e a r weapon f r e e zone. Would you care 
t o comment about i t ? 

GARCIA ROBLES: Yes. As I s a i d a few 
moments ago, I have been i n the S e c r e t a r i a t on loan from 
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the f o r e i g n s e r v i c e of Mexico from 1946 t i l l 1957. 
D i r e c t o r of the p o l i t i c a l a f f a i r s d i v i s i o n . Consequently, 
I have a thorough knowledge of the work being done by the 
S e c r e t a r i a t i n the p o l i t i c a l f i e l d , i n the f i e l d of 
disarmament. 

I have known i n t i m a t e l y known s e v e r a l of the 
c h i e f s of s e c t i o n of the d i v i s i o n who worked i n t h a t 
f i e l d , and I have reached the c o n c l u s i o n t h a t f o r c a r r y i n g 
out s u c c e s s f u l l y a p r o j e c t of the type which was necessary 
f o r the t r e a t y , o r i g i n a l l y c a l l e d the Treaty f o r the 
D e n u c l e a r i z a t i o n of L a t i n America and subsequently and 
f i n a l l y c a l l e d the T r e a t y f o r the P r o h i b i t i o n of Nuclear 
Weapons i n L a t i n America, i t would be most a d v i s a b l e to 
proceed i n i n t i m a t e a s s o c i a t i o n w i t h the S e c r e t a r i a t of 
the U n i t e d Nations. 

And t h a t i s why when i n 1965 the P r e p a r a t o r y 
Commission f o r the D e n u c l e a r i z a t i o n of L a t i n America which 
was known w i t h the acronym COPREDAL, s i n c e COPREDAL began 
i t s work a t the beginning of 1965 I thought t h a t i t would 
be a very good o p p o r t u n i t y f o r e s t a b l i s h i n g t h a t 
a s s o c i a t i o n . So I suggested — and the commission of 
which I was chairman immediately accepted my s u g g e s t i o n -¬
I suggested t h a t we i n v i t e the S e c r e t a r y General of the 
U n i t e d Nations to send a competent o f f i c i a l to help the 
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COPREDAL i n the d r a f t i n g of the p r o v i s i o n s which would be 
p r o b a b ly the most d e l i c a t e p r o v i s i o n s of the t r e a t y 
d e a l i n g w i t h v e r i f i c a t i o n and c o n t r o l . 

And i n t h a t ... I repeat, I knew very w e l l 
the o f f i c e r s , I sent the communication o f f i c i a l l y to the 
S e c r e t a r y General, but I made i t known to him through one 
of my f r i e n d s i n the S e c r e t a r i a t t h a t I thought t h a t the 
r i g h t person f o r t h a t t h a t job would be W i l l i a m E p s t e i n , 
W i l l i a m E p s t e i n who was a t t h a t time c h i e f of the S e c t i o n 

on Disarmament. 
And then the S e c r e t a r y General immediately 

accepted. Mr. E p s t e i n went to Mexico and we began the 
work on the d r a f t i n g of those p r o v i s i o n s . And I must say 
t h a t perhaps I was not mistaken i n my a p p r a i s a l , because 
u s u a l l y as you know, i n any t r e a t y or c o n v e n t i o n d e a l i n g 
w i t h disarmament matt' r s , perhaps the most d i f f i c u l t 
p r o v i s i o n s are those d e a l i n g w i t h v e r i f i c a t i o n and 
c o n t r o l . In the case of the T l a t e l o l c o T r e a t y , those 
p r o v i s i o n s on v e r i f i c a t i o n and c o n t r o l were the f i r s t t o 
be accepted by the p r e p a r a t o r y commission. 

I was l u c k y t h a t on the Mexican s i d e we had 
a l s o two or three very competent o f f i c e r s i n t h i s 
c o n n e c t i o n . I w i l l mention one of them who was the main 
one. I t i s our p r e s e n t ambassador to Japan, who i s w e l l 
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known i n the U n i t e d N a t i o n s . He has been here s e v e r a l 
t i m e s . Mr. S e r g i o Gonzalez Galvez. 

W e l l , Gonzalez Galvez together w i t h W i l l i a m 
E p s t e i n and two or t h r e e other j u n i o r o f f i c e r s of Mexico 
got together one day. They began at s i x o'clock i n the 
a f t e r n o o n , they ended perhaps at two or t h r e e i n the 
morning, but they completed the e s s e n t i a l d r a f t p r o v i s i o n s 
f o r t h a t p a r t i c u l a r aspect of the t r e a t y . And so t h a t 
came then before the COPREDAL the next day. I t was 
d i s c u s s e d , they were examined, and they were t e n t a t i v e l y 
approved two or three days l a t e r . 

They were not changed l a t e r on and they 
became an example and they became an inducement f o r the 
members of the commission to act as f a s t as p o s s i b l e w i t h 
the other p r o v i s i o n s . And i t i s proceeding i n t h a t 
matter, as you know, we were able to f i n i s h the whole 
t r e a t y i n two years which, f o r anyone who knows the time 
i t takes to d i s c u s s matters on disarmament, i t i s r e a l l y a 
r e c o r d . 

BERASATEGUI: I f u l l y agree w i t h you, Mr. 
Ambassador. 

GARCIA ROBLES; But then t h a t was j u s t the 
b e g i n n i n g . When f i n a l l y we had the t r e a t y approved by the 
COPREDAL and opened t o s i g n a t u r e , i t was approved February 
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12, 1967 and signed t h a t very day by the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s 
of 14 s t a t e s on the 14th of February 1967. And the next 
s t e p was t h a t we send t h a t to the General Assembly. 

W e l l , i f I have to go back, I t h i n k i t ' s 
worth mentioning a l s o t h a t even before the COPREDAL, a f t e r 
the f i v e p r e s i d e n t s d e c l a r a t i o n of 1963, a f t e r t h a t i n the 
General Assembly of t h a t y e a r , I suggested t h a t we put 
forward a d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n . I d r a f t e d i t myself and I had 
the c o o p e r a t i o n of nine other r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s of L a t i n 
America s t a t e s . 

Together w i t h them, w i t h the co-sponsorship 
of 10 L a t i n America s t a t e s , we presented the d r a f t to the 
Gen e r a l Assembly i n 1963 and the General Assembly adopted 
i t , as you r e c a l l . And i t s a i d t h a t i t welcomed the 
d e c l a r a t i o n of the p r e s i d e n t s f i r s t , and second, t h a t i t 
asked the S e c r e t a r y General to g i v e to the L a t i n America 
s t a t e s whenever they would request i t -- and t h a t i s why 
my request l a t e r on was granted immediately -- whenever 
they would request i t t h a t the S e c r e t a r y General g r a n t 
them the necessary support and the necessary c o o p e r a t i o n . 
That was the f i r s t s t e p and second step a g a i n , on 
c o n n e c t i o n w i t h the v e r i f i c a t i o n of procedures t o which I 
r e f e r r e d j u s t now. 

Then what was the next step? The next step 
was t h a t , as you know, the committee on disarmament met 
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u s u a l l y before on the t h i r d Tuesday of February i f I am 
c o r r e c t . In any c a s e , p r o v i d e n t i a l l y , t h i s T r e a t y of 
T l a t e l o l c o was opened t o s i g n a t u r e on the 14th of 
February. I f l e w to Geneva and took the t e x t of the 
t r e a t y which was s t i l l , i f we were to say t h a t i t was a 
p i e c e of bread, i t was s t i l l warm from the f i r e , and I 
took i t to Geneva and I presented i t t o the conference of 
the Committee on Disarmament. 

And then I d i d the same, but a t g r e a t e r 
l e n g t h , d u r i n g the next Assembly which was the Assembly of 
'67. I d i d the same i n New York. And s i n c e t h a t very 
moment, s i n c e the p r e s e n t a t i o n of the t r e a t y to the 
Assembly i n '67 and i n the r e s o l u t i o n which the Assembly 
approved t h a t y e a r , a paragraph was i n c l u d e d w i t h the 
i n v i t a t i o n t o a l l the s t a t e s which had not y e t done so, to 
s i g n and r a t i f y the t r e a t y , and the i n v i t a t i o n to the 
s t a t e s t o which P r o t o c o l s °.l and. 2 were opened, to s i g n and 
r a t i f y such p r o t o c o l s . 

As you know, s i n c e then i t became a custom 
and year a f t e r year u n t i l the f i v e n uclear weapons s t a t e s 
signed and r a t i f i e d P r o t o c o l 2, there has always been a 
r e s o l u t i o n by the General Assembly. And even now, I 
r e p e a t , P r o t o c o l 2 has been signed and r a t i f i e d by a l l the 
f i v e n u c l e a r weapons s t a t e s and when P r o t o c o l 1 has been 
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si g n e d by a l l the f o u r s t a t e s to which i t i s open, and has 
been r a t i f i e d by t h r e e of them. There i s o n l y one m i s s i n g 
which i s France. Even now, year a f t e r y e a r , the Assembly 
rep e a t s i t s i n v i t a t i o n t o France to r a t i f y t h a t p r o t o c o l . 

BERASATEGUI; Thank you very much, Mr. 
Ambassador. I f you a l l o w me now, I would l i k e to t u r n to 
the f i r s t s p e c i a l s e s s i o n of the General Assembly t h a t 
voted f o r disarmament and th e r e are few p o i n t s t h a t I 
would l i k e t o mention i n t h a t c o n n e c t i o n . 

I would l i k e t o have your views concerning 
the s i g n i f i c a n c e of the f i n a l document adopted at the 
f i r s t s p e c i a l s e s s i o n . And p a r t i c u l a r l y so, s i n c e you had 
a very prominent r o l e , d e c i s i v e r o l e , I would say, i n the 
a d o p t i o n of the f i n a l document. 

I remember t h a t a t t h a t time and f o r q u i t e a 
w h i l e i n the l a s t stages of work of the s e s s i o n you were 
appointed s u p e r c o o r d i n a t o r i n the n e g o t i a t i o n s l e a d i n g to 
the f i n a l t e x t , a s u p e r c o o r d i n a t o r who was c o o r d i n a t i n g 
the work of chairmen and c o o r d i n a t o r s of d r a f t i n g groups, 
e t c . I t was, I remember, a very d i f f i c u l t and long 
e x e r c i s e w i t h no weekends, no evenings f r e e , n o t h i n g . 

But I would l i k e to l i s t e n to your comments 
about the f i r s t s p e c i a l s e s s i o n , the s i g n i f i c a n c e of the 
f i n a l document, what the consequences are of t h a t f i r s t 
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I t h i n k the p r e p a r a t o r y committee of t h i s 
s p e c i a l s e s s i o n h e l d f o u r s e s s i o n s . Am I c o r r e c t ? 

BERASATEGUI; I t h i n k so, yes. 
GARCIA ROBLES: Held four s e s s i o n s . And 

d u r i n g those four s e s s i o n s we succeeded i n p r e p a r i n g a 
s u b s t a n t i a l p a r t of what was to become the f i n a l 
document. But as i t happens i n these cases, many of these 
paragraphs were s t i l l w r i t t e n i n b r a c k e t s which meant t h a t 
no agreement had been p o s s i b l e y e t . 

In the s p e c i a l s e s s i o n of the Assembly the 
chairman, O r t i z de Rosas and w i t h the c o o p e r a t i o n of the 
r e p r e s e n t a t i v e o f the S e c r e t a r y General who was a very 
v a l u a b l e member of the S e c r e t a r i a t , e s p e c i a l l y i n the 
f i e l d o f disarmament and the best proof i s t h a t now he 
i s I t h i n k the chairman or the p r e s i d e n t of the e x e c u t i v e 
committee of SIPRI -- was Ralph B j o r n s t e a d . 

W e l l r Ralph B j o r n s t e a d cooperated very 
c o n s t r u c t i v e l y w i t h C a r l o s O r t i z de Rosas. And yes, O r t i z 
de Rosas had the support and the c o o p e r a t i o n of the s m a l l 
group of o f f i c i a l s among which I was one of them. But i f 
I remember c o r r e c t l y , i t was decided t h a t t h e r e would be a 
c e r t a i n s m a l l number of working groups to d e a l w i t h the 
v a r i o u s s e c t i o n s of what was to be c a l l e d the f i n a l 
document. 
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n u c l e a r weapons. But f o r having something of the nature 
of the f i n a l document, i t has been necessary to w a i t a 
l i t t l e more than 30 y e a r s . And i t was o n l y i n '78, as you 
know, t h a t the Assembly approved, and approved by 
consensus. And the l e t t e r s r e c a l l here t h a t even two 
y e a r s ago i n '62, the Assembly solemnly and c a t e g o r i c a l l y 
-- those are the terms of the c o n c l u d i n g document' of the 
second s p e c i a l s e s s i o n -- r e a f f i r m e d the v a l i d i t y of t h a t 
f i n a l document. 

W e l l , i t was necessary, I repeat, to w a i t 
more than 30 years t o adopt by consensus the f i n a l 
document which i s a s y n t h e s i s of what I w i l l c a l l the 
U n i t e d Nations disarmament p h i l o s o p h y . You can c a l l i t 
a l s o s t r a t e g y . I p r e f e r p h i l o s o p h y because the p h i l o s o p h y 
has p r i n c i p l e s , has purposes, has e v e r y t h i n g which i s i n 
the f i n a l document. 

The r o l e which I played there i s not as 
important as you k i n d l y s a i d . I t was one of your 
c o m p a t r i o t s , Ambassador C a r l o s O r t i z de Rosas who, as you 
know, was the chairman of the o n l y committee which the 
Assembly had. The normal assemblies have seven 
committees. But t h i s Assembly had o n l y one committee, 

an Ad-Hoc committee which d e a l t w i t h the q u e s t i o n of 
examining, d i s c u s s i n g the e v e n t u a l p r o v i s i o n s o f the f i n a l 
document and then g i v i n g a f i n a l a pproval to them. 
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I t h i n k the p r e p a r a t o r y committee of t h i s 
s p e c i a l s e s s i o n h e l d f o u r s e s s i o n s . Am I c o r r e c t ? 

BERASATEGUI; I t h i n k so, yes. 
GARCIA ROBLES: Held four s e s s i o n s . And 

d u r i n g those four s e s s i o n s we succeeded i n p r e p a r i n g a 
s u b s t a n t i a l p a r t of what was to become the f i n a l 
document. But as i t happens i n these cases, many of these 
paragraphs were s t i l l w r i t t e n i n b r a c k e t s which meant t h a t 
no agreement had been p o s s i b l e y e t . 

In the s p e c i a l s e s s i o n of the Assembly the 
chairman, O r t i z de Rosas and w i t h the c o o p e r a t i o n of the 
r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of the S e c r e t a r y General who was a very 
v a l u a b l e member of the S e c r e t a r i a t , e s p e c i a l l y i n the 
f i e l d of disarmament — and the best proof i s t h a t now he 
i s I t h i n k the chairman or the p r e s i d e n t of the e x e c u t i v e 
committee of SIPRI was Ralph B j o r n s t e a d . 

Well,. Ralph B j o r n s t e a d cooperated very 
c o n s t r u c t i v e l y w i t h C a r l o s O r t i z de Rosas. And yes, O r t i z 
de Rosas had the support and the c o o p e r a t i o n of the s m a l l 
group of o f f i c i a l s among which I was one of them. But i f 
I remember c o r r e c t l y , i t was decided t h a t t h e r e would be a 
c e r t a i n s m a l l number of working groups to d e a l w i t h the 
v a r i o u s s e c t i o n s of what was to be c a l l e d the f i n a l 
document. 
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The f i r s t one was to d e a l w i t h the 
i n t r o d u c t i o n , the second one w i t h the d e c l a r a t i o n , the 
t h i r d and f o u r t h , because t h a t p a r t was ver y l e n g t h y , w i t h 
the program o f a c t i o n , and the f i f t h w i t h machinery. 

I was l u c k y and gi v e n the f i r s t one, the 
i n t r o d u c t i o n . The i n t r o d u c t i o n of the f i n a l document, as 
you know and does anyone who has read i t knows, i s not the 
u s u a l i n t r o d u c t i o n which j u s t t e l l s you t h i s study or t h i s 
work comprises o f many p a r t s , t h i s i s t h i s , t h a t i s t h a t , 
j u s t a d e s c r i p t i o n of the co n t e n t s . No, i t ' s a 
s u b s t a n t i v e i n t r o d u c t i o n . 

We began t o work and I had the good f o r t u n e 
o f f i n i s h i n g f i r s t . So the job on the i n t r o d u c t i o n was 
f i n i s h e d f i r s t and we approved t h a t by consensus and so we 
sent i t t o the chairman of the ad hoc commitee, here i s 

the t e x t and we have now no job. And i t i s because of 
t h a t t h a t then I was asked to a c t as what I t h i n k i t was 
the magazine Disarmament Times which f i r s t used the term, 
as the s u p e r c o o r d i n a t o r . That means one who i s e n t r u s t e d 
w i t h the c o o r d i n a t i o n of the work of the other working 
groups. 

And then w i t h the good w i l l and strenuous 
e f f o r t s on the p a r t of a l l , we f i n a l l y succeeded, and i n 
th e , i t was I t h i n k the e a r l y hours -- i t was past 
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midnight i n any case of t h a t date — we approved the f i n a l 
document and then i n the ad hoc commitee t h a t came t o the 

Assembly i n plenary, the next day where t h e r e were about 40 
or 45 or 50 i n t e r v e n t i o n s . Most of the e x p l a n a n t i o n s of votes 
you cannot do anything e l s e i n those cases. And I t h i n k 
a t t h a t moment we d i d not a p p r a i s e yet i n a l l i t s value 
what we had done. 

I t i s o n l y from the year a f t e r , and i n 
p a r t i c u l a r as time goes by, t h a t we have been a p p r a i s i n g 
the e x a c t value of t h a t f i n a l document which I w i l l not 
h e s i t a t e i n c a l l i n g i t , I a l r e a d y s a i d , t h a t i t i s the 
document which d e f i n e s the U n i t e d Nations disarmament 
p h i l o s o p h y . I a l s o sometimes c a l l i t the B i b l e f o r 
Disarmament. 

BERASATEGUI: Thank you very much, Mr. 
Ambassador. May I o n l y add t o what you say, f i r s t of a l l , 
t h a t I b e l i e v e t h a t i t took much more than l u c k f o r you t o 
be the f i r s t to conclude s u c c e s s f u l l y your p a r t of the 
f i n a l document, and a l s o the f a c t t h a t the t i t l e of 
s u p e r c o o r d i n a t o r , t h a t word I t h i n k was used by Ambassador 

O r t i z de Rosas h i m s e l f when he proposed your your nomination t o the 
ad hoc commitee of t h i s s p e c i a l s e s s i o n . 

I am sure t h a t I am not mistaken about t h a t 
p o i n t , t o o . So i t became very w e l l known, not o n l y 
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u n o f f i c i a l l y , but a l s o o f f i c i a l l y i n the r e c o r d s of the 
G e n e r a l Assembly. 

Mr. Ambassador, now going back to the second 
s p e c i a l s e s s i o n of the General Assembly devoted to 
disarmament which was h e l d i n 1982, o b v i o u s l y the success 
o f the f i r s t was not repeated i n the second. There were 
some, I b e l i e v e p o s i t i v e r e s u l t s , which I would l i k e to 
ask your views o f c o u r s e about them. But c e r t a i n l y , the 
p o l i t i c a l s i t u a t i o n has changed and i n s p i t e of the hopes 
t h a t we might e v e n t u a l l y conclude the Comprehensive 
Program on Disarmament, we were not a b l e t o succeed i n the 
a d o p t i o n of t h a t document. 

Could you comment on the second s p e c i a l 
s e s s i o n and i f p o s s i b l e , compare the s i t u a t i o n then w i t h 
what i t was a t the time of the f i r s t s p e c i a l s e s s i o n of 
the G e n e r a l Assembly? 

GARCIA ROBLES: There had been, as you know, 
a v e r y f a v o r a b l e e v o l u t i o n of the r e l a t i o n s between the 
two super powers between '78 and '82. A f t e r '82, we s t i l l 
had a p o s i t i v e element t h a t was the s i g n i n g i n Vienna i n 
1979 o f the SALT I I t r e a t y . I s t i l l remember. I was here 
i n Geneva. I s t i l l remember t h a t the two heads of the 
d e l e g a t i o n s which had s i g n e d t h a t t r e a t y i n Vienna came to 
Geneva and made an o r a l r e p o r t to the c o n f e r e n c e , to the 
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CCD. But as you know, f o r one of the super powers the 
t r e a t y has never been r a t i f i e d by i t . As f a r as I know, 
i t has not been r a t i f i e d by any of the two. But one of 
them has c o n s t a n t l y s a i d t h a t i t i s ready t o r a t i f y i t 
anytime. Whereas the o t h e r one, no. 

So I t h i n k t h e r e i n t e r v e n e , u n f o r t u n a t e l y , 
elements of i n t e r n a l p o l i t i c s . Because you cannot 
understand i t o t h e r w i s e . The two super powers have s a i d 
s e v e r a l times t h a t a l t h o u g h they have not y e t r a t i f i e d i t , 
they w i l l l i v e up t o the o b l i g a t i o n s c o n t r a c t e d i n the 
t r e a t y . W e l l , i t must not be so bad, the t r e a t y , i f they 
are o b s e r v i n g i t i n p r a c t i c e . 

The s i t u a t i o n was, I t h i n k , the one which 
the members o f , today, the Group of 21 s a i d both i n Geneva 
and i n New York and which i s s a i d i n the r e s o l u t i o n which 
the Assembly approved t h a t same year of 1979, the 
s i t u a t i o n was t h a t we d i d n ' t t h i n k t h a t the SALT I I t r e a t y 
was what we had been a w a i t i n g . No, we d i d n ' t t h i n k t h a t 
i t gave us those s u b s t a n t i a l r e d u c t i o n s and important 
q u a l i t a t i v e l i m i t a t i o n s which the Assembly has been a s k i n g 
year a f t e r year on the i n i t i a t i v e of the n o n - a l l i g n e d and 
n e u t r a l c o u n t r i e s . But i t represented a s t e p forward even 
i f i t i s a minor s t e p f o r w a r d . 

So we welcomed the t r e a t y . And immediately 
a f t e r t h a t i n another paragraph of the r e s o l u t i o n you w i l l 
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f i n d t h a t we s a i d t h a t we expected t h a t immediately a f t e r 
the r a t i f i c a t i o n the two major n u c l e a r weapons s t a t e s 
should a c t i n accordance w i t h the d e c l a r a t i o n of 
p r i n c i p l e s which was a l s o p a r t of the same document signed 
i n V i e n n a . And i n the d e c l a r a t i o n of p r i n c i p l e s i t was 
s a i d t h a t they should c o n t i n u e immediately n e g o t i a t i o n s 
w i t h the purpose, w i t h the o b j e c t i v e , of c a r r y i n g out 
these s u b s t a n t i a l r e d u c t i o n s and important q u a l i t a t i v e 
l i m i t a t i o n s . But u n f o r t u n a t e l y , I repeat -- and i n my 
o p i n i o n i t i s mainly due to i n t e r n a l p o l i t i c s of one of 
the super powers, t h a t has not been p o s s i b l e . 

That was the s i t u a t i o n then which we 
contemplated i n 1982, but t h a t was j u s t a symptom of the 
r e l a t i o n s e x i s t i n g between the two super powers. You know 
ver y w e l l t h a t they have become g r a d u a l l y more and more 
a p a r t and they have worsened. And then i t i s not a 

_surp"rise t h a t what we c o n s i d e r c o u l d be or should have 
been the main achievement of the second s p e c i a l s e s s i o n i n 
the Assembly, namely a Comprehensive Program on 
Disarmament. I t was i m p o s s i b l e t o adopt i t . 

What p o s i t i v e r e s u l t s , then, achieved the 
second s p e c i a l s e s s i o n ? W e l l , i n comparison w i t h what we 
e xpected, very minor. One of them was what I mentioned 
a l r e a d y , the very solemn and c a t e g o r i c a l r e a f f i r m a t i o n of 
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the v a l i d i t y o f the f i n a l document of '78. The second one 
was the l a u n c h i n g o f the w o r l d disarmament campaign which 
had been proposed by Mexico i n 1980 and then which became 
a r e a l i t y i n 1982. I t was proposed a t the opening meeting 
of the second s p e c i a l s e s s i o n . Those a r e , i n my o p i n i o n , 
the main r e s u l t s o f the second s p e c i a l s e s s i o n . 

BERASATEGUI: Thank you very much, Mr. 
Ambassador. In c o n n e c t i o n w i t h the Comprehensive Program 
on Disarmament, would you c a r e t o comment on the main 
problems which prevented the adoption of the CPD a t the 
second s p e c i a l s e s s i o n ? And a l s o how you see the f u t u r e 
i n c o n n e c t i o n w i t h the Comprehensive Program on 
Disarmament. I understand t h a t the Conference on 
Disarmament should renew i t s work and r e p o r t to the 
G e n e r a l Assembly t o the 41st S e s s i o n i n 1986. 

Would you c a r e tr comment on how you see the 
f u t u r e a c t i v i t i e s i n a d d i t i o n to these problems w i t h which 
we a r e c o n f r o n t e d ? 

GARCIA ROBLES: Yes. The l a s t program which 
we submitted which the Comprehensive Program on 
Disarmament working group a t t h a t time, you w i l l r e c a l l 
the s u b s i d i a r y organs o f the Committee on Disarmament were 
c a l l e d working groups. Now i t w i l l be c a l l e d the ad hoc 
committee. 
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W e l l , the d r a f t t e x t which we submitted was 
some q u i t e a m b i t i o u s t e x t , and consequently, i n view of 
the bad s t a t e o f the r e l a t i o n s between the two super 
powers, which had a l l s o r t s o f consequences from the 
s t a n d p o i n t of p o s i t i o n s and p r i n c i p l e s , d i a m e t r i c a l l y 
d i f f e r e n t p o s i t i o n s between the two m i l i t a r y a l l i a n c e s , 
because of t h a t i t was obvious t h a t the Assembly would not 
be a b l e t o adopt a program which we may c a l l an ambitious 
program which we submitted to i t . 

The t e x t we sent from Geneva was a t e x t 
which, 70% of i t was between b r a c k e t s . I t would have been 
r e a l l y a s u r p r i s e i f the Assembly i n the c o n d i t i o n s I have 
o u t l i n e d would have been a b l e to g l e a n from b r a c k e t s those 
t e x t s . What d i d we do then? The Assembly sent i t back to 
Geneva and ask t h a t the Committee on Disarmament t r y to 
endeavor to send a r e v i s e d t e x t to the 38th S e s s i o n . 

And I r e c a l l t h a t we s a i d to the members of 
the Comprehensive Program, t o the members of the 
s u b s i d i a r y organ, I t o l d them here, " W e l l , we must be 
r e a l i s t i c . At t h i s time i t w i l l be i m p o s s i b l e t o have a 
t e x t l i k e t h i s w i t h no b r a c k e t s . The Assembly has asked 
us t o review t h i s t e x t and t o send the t e x t back, a 
r e v i s e d t e x t t o the 38th S e s s i o n . We cannot perform 
m i r a c l e s , but l e t us t r y t o do then whatever we can f o r a 
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l e s s , much l e s s a m b i t i o u s t e x t than the one we send them. 
And I would suggest t o you t h a t we do the f o l l o w i n g : 

"Whenever we have a p a r t i c u l a r t e x t w i t h a 
p a r t i c u l a r paragraph i n which we cannot, a f t e r a 
reaso n a b l e p e r i o d of d i s c u s s i o n , where we cannot achieve 
agreement, l e t us use the corresponding t e x t of the f i n a l 
document which I hope nobody w i l l r e f u s e t o m a i n t a i n the 
consensus of '78 and l e t us put i t t h e r e . " 

That i s what we d i d . And t h a t i s how, as 
you know, we succeeded i n p r e s e n t i n g to the Assembly at 
the 38th S e s s i o n a t e x t which has p r a c t i c a l l y no 
b r a c k e t s . I t has some blank spaces w i t h an a s t e r i s k on 
the bottom s a y i n g t h i s i s being d i s c u s s e d , or an 
i n d i c a t i o n on the c o r r e s p o n d i n g paragraph between 
parentheses s a y i n g " T h i s i s not y e t agreed," something 
l i k e t h a t . I w i l l mention l a t e r on which are those 
paragraphs. But you can count them w i t h the f i n g e r s of 
your two hands and y o u ' l l have a few f i n g e r s l e f t . I am 
sure they are not dead. And the r e s t was e n t i r e l y c l e a n of 
brackets.. 

But what the Assembly had s a i d then when i t 
examined t h a t , they s a i d , " A l l r i g h t , l e t us see i f we can 
reach agreement here on those very few paragraphs on which 
i t was not p o s s i b l e i n Geneva." W e l l , l e t me g i v e you an 
example of those paragraphs. 
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One paragraph, i t would be the paragraph 
which i n the t e x t we sent from Geneva had No. 5. And i t 
says, "USSR-United S t a t e s S t r a t e g i c Arms N e g o t i a t i o n s . " 
And then, " ( C o n s u l t a t i o n s between the Union of S o v i e t 
S o c i a l i s t R e p u b l i c s and the U n i t e d S t a t e s of America on 
the t e x t are underway.)" Those are then the S t r a t e t i c 
Arms N e g o t i a t i o n s . 

Then 6, " B i l a t e r a l N e g o t i a t i o n s on the 
L i m i t a t i o n s and Reduction of Nuclear Weapons i n Europe." 
A g a i n , " ( C o n s u l t a t i o n s between the Union of S o v i e t 
S o c i a l i s t R e p u b l i c s and the United S t a t e s of America on 
the t e x t are underway.)" 

Then you come to Paragraph 8. "Avoidance of 
the use of Nuclear Weapon and P r e v e n t i o n of Nuclear War. 
(Text Pending.)" 

There are th r e e or four more, but they are 
much l e s s important t h i s . But these t h r e e are very good 
examples t o i l l u s t r a t e how d i f f i c u l t i t would have been. 
I would say i t was i m p o s s i b l e , not d i f f i c u l t , t o reach 
agreement i n the Assembly. And the best p r o o f of i t i s 
t h a t the S t r a t e g i c Arms N e g o t i a t i o n s and the B i l t e r a l 
I n t e r m e d i a t e Nuclear Weapons N e g o t i a t i o n s of t h a t time not 
o n l y have not made p r o g r e s s , but as you know, have been 
i n t e r r u p t e d , have been broken down. 
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So the Assembly then, i n my o p i n i o n , 
proceeded i n a r e a l i s t i c way. what d i d i t do? I t sent i t 
back to the committee which i s now the c o n f e r e n c e , and i t 
asked the conference to submit to the next s e s s i o n — t h a t 
i s the 39th — a p r o g r e s s r e p o r t . I t d i d n ' t say a new 
t e x t or r e v i s e d t e x t , e t c . , because i t was obvious t h a t i t 
was i m p o s s i b l e and t h a t n o t h i n g would happen between the 
l a s t s e s s i o n and the 59th which would p e r m i t us to reach 
agreement. 

So a p r o g r e s s r e p o r t . And what e l s e ? W e l l , 
to renew i t s work on the e l a b o r a t i o n of the d r a f t e r 
Comprehensive Program on Disarmament i n order to enable 
the Conference on Disarmament to submit a complete d r a f t 
program to the 41st S e s s i o n of the General Assembly i n 
1986. That, I t h i n k , i f t h e r e i s good w i l l on the p a r t of 
a l l s t a t e s , i n p a r t i c u l a r of the two super powers, i t 
s h o u l d be f e a s i b l e , because 1986, i t i s two years a g a i n . 

BERASATEGUI: Thank you very much, Mr. 
Ambassador. May I now t u r n t o another s u b j e c t which i s 
being c o n s i d e r e d , or s h o u l d be under c o n s i d e r a t i o n now i n 
the Conference on Disarmament? And i t comes to my mind 
a l s o i n c o n n e c t i o n w i t h the t h i r d review conference of the 
NPT which we d i s c u s s e d b e f o r e , and t h i s i s the q u e s t i o n of 
the achievement o f a n u c l e a r t e s t ban. 
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I n p a r t i c u l a r , I would l i k e t o know how you 
see the s i t u a t i o n a t p r e s e n t i n c o n n e c t i o n w i t h t h i s very 
important item? M a i n l y , what are the problems t o be 
s o l v e d b e f o r e an agreement can be reached? And a l s o , i f 
you see any need f o r f u r t h e r work on i s s u e s r e l a t e d t o 
v e r i f i c a t i o n o f and compliance w i t h the t r e a t y , w i t h the 
n u c l e a r t e s t ban t r e a t y . 

GARCIA ROBLES: In my o p i n i o n , the main 
i s s u e s t o be reviewed by the next t h i r d review conference 
on the NPT are those which I have a l r e a d y mentioned 
b e f o r e . The q u e s t i o n o f compliance w i t h the o b l i g a t i o n s 
imposed by the t r e a t y on the nuclear weapons s t a t e s . That 
i s t o what e x t e n t , i f any, has A r t i c l e 6 of the t r e a t y 
been implemented? And t o what e x t e n t , i f any, have the 
p r o v i s i o n s of the preamble of the t r e a t y w i t h the nuclear 

r 

weapons t e s t s have be'en implemented? 
Then you say, what.could the Conference on 

Disarmament do? A g a i n , I repeat what I s a i d b e f o r e . 
Those who can do something i n t h i s c o n n e c t i o n are the 
n u c l e a r weapons s t a t e s and i n p a r t i c u l a r , the t h r e e 
n u c l e a r weapons s t a t e s which are d e p o s i t a r i e s t o the 
t r e a t y . That i s , the U n i t e d S t a t e s , the U n i t e d Kingdom, 
and the S o v i e t Union. But what c o u l d we do here? 

W e l l , we c o u l d perhaps do something i f we 
were to proceed as we have been t r y i n g t o do i t s i n c e the 
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i n c e p t i o n of the Committee on Disarmament, to proceed t o 
encourage, to i n v i t e , t o urge those n u c l e a r weapons s t a t e s 
to a t l e a s t b e g i n by t a k i n g a c t i o n i n c o n n e c t i o n w i t h t h i s 
i s s u e which has plagued the U n i t e d Nations f o r a q u a r t e r 
of a c e n t u r y , f o r more than a q u a r t e r of a c e n t u r y . That 
i s , the p r o h i b i t i o n of a l l n u c l e a r weapons t e s t s . 

And you asked me which are the main 
problems, t h a t i s , those t h a t I see, and whether I t h i n k 
t h a t the i s s u e s o f v e r i f i c a t i o n f o r the compliance of the 
t r e a t y have the importance which some c o u n t r i e s seem to 
a t t a c h t o them. 

In t h i s c o n n e c t i o n , I am of the same o p i n i o n 
o f the former S e c r e t a r y General of the U n i t e d N a t i o n s , Mr. 
K u r t Waldheim, who i n 1972 -- t h a t i s 12 years ago — s a i d 
i n the message he addressed t o the Conference of the 
Committee on Disarmament t h a t the o n l y t h i n g which was 
needed was p o l i t i c a l w i l l , t h a t t h e r e was no i s s u e , no 
aspect of t h i s problem which had not been e x h a u s t i v e l y 
examined, e x h a u s t i v e l y d i s c u s s e d by the U n i t e d N a t i o n s . 
The o n l y remaining q u e s t i o n l e f t , he s a i d , i s having 
p o l i t i c a l w i l l . 

BERASATEGUI: Thank you very much, Mr. 
Ambassador. In c o n n e c t i o n a l s o w i t h another very 
i m p o r t a n t i s s u e i n the agenda of the CD, the q u e s t i o n of 
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the p r e v e n t i o n o f n u c l e a r war. How can the Conference on 
Disarmament c o n t r i b u t e t o d e a l w i t h t h i s most important 
and urgent i s s u e ? And what would be, i n your o p i n i o n , the 

most s i g n i f i c a n t measures t h a t c o u l d be taken i n t h a t r e s p e c t 
r e s p e c t ? 

GARCIA ROBLES; They are a l l i n the agenda 
of the Conference on Disarmament. You can take the agenda 
of the Conference on Disarmament; one, a comprehensive 
t e s t ban; two, c e s s a t i o n of the n u c l e a r arms race and 
n u c l e a r disarmament; t h r e e , p r e v e n t i o n of n u c l e a r war; and 
I t h i n k f o u r , p r e v e n t i o n o f an arms race i n outer space. 
And those a r e , i n my o p i n i o n , c o n c r e t e measures which have 
p a r t i c u l a r importance f o r the p r e v e n t i o n of n u c l e a r war. 

There are o t h e r s which are not so 
s p e c i f i c a l l y i n c l u d e d , a l t h o u g h i m p l i c i t l y they a r e , and 
you w i l l f i n d many s p e c i f i c r e f e r e n c e s to them i n the 

i n t e r v e n t i o n through d e l e g a t i o n s . I c o u l d mention to you two 
or t h r e e of the d e l e g a t i o n of Mexico. One of them i s the 
f r e e z e , the f r e e z e o f n u c l e a r weapons. And the other one 
i s the p r o h i b i t i o n of the f i r s t use of n u c l e a r weapons, 
the r e n u n c i a t i o n of the f i r s t use of n u c l e a r weapons. 

As you know, China and the S o v i e t Union, the 
f i r s t i n "54, the second i n '82, have both renounced t o 
the f i r s t use of n u c l e a r weapons. And the d e l e g a t i o n of 
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Mexico has suggested t h a t ' t h e other t h r e e make s i m i l a r 
d e c l a r a t i o n s and t h a t immediately the f i v e b e g i n 
n e g o t i a t i o n s i n order t o conclude a t r e a t y , a c o n v e n t i o n , 
a p r o t o c o l , whatever you wish to c a l l i t , f o r g i v i n g f u l l 
b i n d i n g l e g a l f o r c e t o such a committee. 

BERASATEGUI: Thank you very much, 
Ambassador. You mentioned, among the measures which might 
a s s i s t us i n p r e v e n t i n g n u c l e a r war, the c e s s a t i o n of the 
n u c l e a r arms race and n u c l e a r disarmament which i s a l s o on 
the agenda of the Conference on Disarmament. And i n t h a t 
c o n n e c t i o n , may I ask you a q u e s t i o n c o n c e r n i n g a 
p a r t i c u l a r s u b j e c t to which I b e l i e v e you have g i v e n a l o t 
of thought? And i t ' s the f o l l o w i n g : 

E i t h e r a presence i n the absence of 
b i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i o n s on n u c l e a r i s s u e s among the two 
major powers or even why they were being h e l d h o p e f u l l y 
they would be h e l d i n the f u t u r e — how can the Conference 
on Disarmament make a c o n t r i b u t i o n t o the s o l u t i o n of 
problems i n t h i s f i e l d ? P a r t i c u l a r l y , I am t h i n k i n g on 
the c o n n e c t i o n between b i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i o n s on the one 
hand and the m u l t i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i o n s t h a t s h o u l d be h e l d 
on the Conference on Disarmament, and i n p a r t i c u l a r , the 
r e l a t i o n s h i p between those b i l a t e r a l t a l k s and the 
Conference on Disarmament. 
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GARCIA ROBLES; I t h i n k i t ' s a very 
p e r t i n e n t q u e s t i o n you have made, and I t h i n k i t should 
prove easy to the n u c l e a r super powers to make use of the 
instrument which they have i n the Conference on 
Disarmament i n order t o review t h e i r b i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i o n . 

On the o t h e r hand, I don't t h i n k t h a t a 
m u l t i l a t e r a l forum i s a f a v o r a b l e forum f o r b i l a t e r a l 
n e g o t i a t i o n s , even w i t h o u t the e s t a b l i s h m e n t of a 
s u b s i d i a r y organ which would comprise o n l y the two super 
powers. 

Let me b e g i n w i t h the l a s t p o i n t I make. 
You w i l l r e c a l l t h a t i n 1962 the committee which was then 
known as the 18 N a t i o n Disarmament Committee, had j u s t 
been c r e a t e d by the Assembly a t the end of '61. In March 
*62 i t met f o r the f i r s t time i n Geneva and a few days 
l a t e r i t r e c e i v e d two d r a f t s f o r g e n e r a l and complete 
disarmament under e f f e c t i v e i n t e r n a t i o n a l c o n t r o l . . One 
from the S o v i e t Union, one from the Un i t e d S t a t e s . 

O b v i o u s l y , t o n e g o t i a t e g e n e r a l and complete 
disarmament under e f f e c t i v e i n t e r n a t i o n a l c o n t r o l , t h a t i s 
mai n l y a business o f the super powers. Everybody w i l l 
understand t h a t . But they themselves d i d not t h i n k t h a t 
the f a c t o f s u b m i t t i n g t h a t to a m u l t i l a t e r a l organ of 18 
members would make i n any way more d i f f i c u l t , or i t would 
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c r e a t e o b s t a c l e s t o the b i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i o n s . 
Otherwise, i t would be i m p o s s i b l e to understand why they 
submit t h a t . That i s such an ambitious program. 

But then even, I repeat, i f they had changed 
t h e i r minds between 1962 and 1982, a l l r i g h t . You w i l l 
r e c a l l t h a t i n the r u l e s of procedure of the Conference on 
Disarmament there i s a s p e c i f i c p r o v i s i o n , and I remember 
i t v e ry w e l l because i t was myself who suggested the 
i n c l u s i o n of t h a t t h e r e . So i t i s s a i d t h e r e before the 
committee t h a t the Conference on Disarmament i s e n t i t l e d , 
or may c r e a t e s u b s i d i a r y organs which w i l l be open to a l l 
the members — and then t h i s i s the a d d i t i o n which the 
d e l e g a t i o n of Mexico suggested and which was approved by 
consensus then i n 1979 u n l e s s the committee d e c i d e s 
o t h e r w i s e . 

And I e x p l a i n e d there t h a t the reason why I 
was s u g g e s t i n g t h a t was because the o c c a s i o n may a r i s e 
when the two super powers want to be a l o n e . A l l r i g h t , 
l e t us g i v e them the p o s s i b i l i t y of being a l o n e . Then i f 
the committee d e c i d e s t h a t t h i s p a r t i c u l a r s u b s i d i a r y 
organ w i l l be l i m i t e d t o the two, i t w i l l be done t h a t 
way. And t h a t i s why I have r e c a l l e d t h a t i n Geneva, I 
have r e c a l l e d t h a t i n New York. 

They c o u l d do t h a t i f they so wish. They 
are here. They don't need t o go t o a new forum. They are 
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and they are members of the Conference on Disarmament ... 
so i t w i l l be enough to make use of t h a t p a r t i c u l a r 
p r o v i s i o n of the r u l e s of procedure and they c o u l d 
immediately renew on a b i l a t e r a l b a s i s , but w i t h i n the ... 
framework of the Conference on Disarmament and t h a t I 
t h i n k w i l l make perhaps t h i n g s e a s i e r when the two super 
powers or any two n e g o t i a t i n g s t a t e s cannot reach 
immediate agreement. The c o n t r i b u t i o n of a c o n c i l i a t o r 
very o f t e n i s d e c i s i v e f o r a c h i e v i n g good r e s u l t s . But 
t h a t , I t h i n k , g i v e s an answer to what you were a s k i n g . 

BERASATEGUI; C e r t a i n l y , Ambassador. Thank 
you very'much. Going now i n t o the s u b j e c t matter of 
c h e m i c a l weapons, there have been some important moves 
l a t e l y i n the work of the Conference on Disarmament. The 
d r a f t c o n vention has been r e c e i v e d by one member. Another 
member has expressed c e r t a i n views on the q u e s t i o n of 
v e r i f i c a t i o n o f d e s t r u c t i o n of the s t o c k p i l e s which seemed 
to open the way f o r some progres on t h i s p a r t i c u l a r 
s u b j e c t . 

Would you c a r e to comment on what you see as 
the p r o s p e c t s f o r c o n c l u d i n g a convention on t h i s q u e s t i o n 
of c h e m i c a l weapons and what would be the s i g n i f i c a n c e of 
such a t r e a t y i f concluded? 

GARCIA ROBLES; I must say t h a t i n view of 
the e x i s t i n g c i r c u m s t a n c e s , of the important items 
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i n c l u d e d i n the agenda o f the Conference, t h i s i s the one 
which i n my o p i n i o n o f f e r s e more p o s s i b i l i t i e s of 
s u b s t a n t i a l p r ogress i n the near f u t u r e . That does not 
mean t h a t I hope the Conference w i l l be a b l e t o conclude a 
d r a f t t r e a t y or a d r a f t c o n v e n t i o n i n t h i s y e a r . But th a t 
means t h a t i n my o p i n i o n i t can do some ... t h i s year and 
perhaps f i n i s h the d r a f t f o r next year. 

What i s the b a s i s f o r th a t assessment? 
W e l l , i t i s the one you j u s t r e f e r r e d t o , these 
c o n t r i b u t i o n s of the two super powers and the f a c t , I 
should add, t h a t f o r t u n a t e l y , t h i s s u b s i d i a r y organ has an 
a b l e and t o t a l l y o b j e c t i v e chairman, which i s , as you know 
i s Sweden's Ambassador Rekaos and I am sure t h a t he w i l l 

have the c o o p e r a t i o n of everybody and I t h i n k t h a t the 
s t r u c t u r e which has been g i v e n t o the working group, tne 
c r e a t i o n i n s i d e of i t of c o n t a c t groups which have been 
c r e a t e d on a very l o g i c a l b a s i s make me hope t h a t i n t h i s 
case we may achieve some p r o g r e s s . 

Then you were ask i n g me what would be the 
importance. W e l l , i t would be very important. Here, i t 
would not be o n l y symbolic v a l u e . I t h i n k t h a t 
immediately a f t e r n u c l e a r weapons I would p l a c e c h e m i c a l 
weapons as an instrument o f mass d e s t r u c t i o n . I t i s not 
the case w i t h c h e m i c a l weapons as i t was w i t h the 
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b i o l o g i c a l weapons. You w i l l remember t h a t when i t was 
p o s s i b l e to achieve agreement on t h a t and adopt the 
c o n v e n t i o n not o n l y t o e l i m i n a t e but to d e s t r o y 
e v e r y t h i n g . So i t ' s e x a c t l y the same as here. 

At t h a t t i m e , even t h a t c e r t a i n moment as 
you w i l l r e c a l l , they were put together. But i t was not 
the c a s e , I r e p e a t , i t i s not the case w i t h c h e m i c a l 
weapons, the case of what happened w i t h the b i o l o g i c a l * 
weapons. I t was s a i d a t t h a t time t h a t had been p o s s i b l e 
to reach agreement because the g e n e r a l s have come to the 
c o n c l u s i o n t h a t i t w i l l be as dangerous f o r the enemy as 
f o r the one who used the b i o l o g i c a l weapons because the 
winds w i l l b r i n g the b a c t e r i a from one s i d e t o the o t h e r . 

W e l l , I don't know i f t h a t i s c o r r e c t , but 
i n any case thee i s no doubt t h a t from the m i l i t a r y 
s t a n d p o i n t and from the s t a n d p o i n t of d, s t r u c t i o n , the 
c h e m i c a l weapons come immediately a f t e r the n u c l e a r 
weapons. 

BERASATEGUI; Thank you very much, 
Ambassador. You mentioned a few moments ago, among one of 
the important measures which c o u l d help us t o prevent 
n u c l e a r war, the q u e s t i o n of an arms race i n outer space. 
Would you c a r e t o comment about t h i s ? 

GARCIA ROBLES; Yes. I t h i n k t h a t from the 
v a r i o u s items on the agenda, perhaps t h i s i s the most 
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urgent one. From a l l t h a t I have read, the s i t u a t i o n 
which c o n f r o n t s the w o r l d a t present i n c o n n e c t i o n w i t h 
the p r e v e n t i o n of an arms race i n outer space i s q u i t e 
s i m i l a r , i f not i d e n t i c a l , t o the s i t u a t i o n the world 
c o n f r o n t e d a few y e a r s ago when one of the super powers, 
the S o v i e t Union, was w i l l i n g t o enter immediately i n t o 
n e g o t i a t i o n s i n order t o p r o h i b i t the weapons known b Y 
the acronym MIRV, m u l t i p l e indepenent r e - e n t r y v e h i c l e s . 

At t h a t time, no one of the two super powers 
had such weapons. But i t seems t h a t the e x p e r t s i n the 
m i l i t a r y f i e l d of the U n i t e d S t a t e s thought t h a t the 
U n i t e d S t a t e s was p r e t t y w e l l advanced i n t h a t and t h a t 
consequently i t would be to t h e i r advantage not to 
n e g o t i a t e . A l l r i g h t , they d i d n ' t n e g o t i a t e , and they had 
the MIRVs and the S o v i e t Union d i d not have them f o r two 
y e a r s or three y e a r s . But a f t e r two or t h r e e years they 
had them. And I t h i n k t h a t the experience proved t h a t i t 
i s j u s t a q u e s t i o n of a l i t t l e more time and t h e r e i s no 
weapon which w i l l be the e x c l u s i v e preserve of one s i d e . 

Consequently i f we embark i n t h i s , i f we 
don't put a stop through n e g o t i a t i o n s to the q u e s t i o n of 
the arms race i n outer space, we w i l l have a s p e c i a l i z e d 
race i n t h a t f i e l d which w i l l l a s t two, t h r e e , f o u r more 
yea r s and which w i l l e l e v a t e to a higher l e v e l t h i s 
dangerous c o m p e t i t i o n between the two super powers. 
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BERASATEGUI: Thank you very much, Mr. 
Ambassador. Before we move to the l a s t q u e s t i o n s , I would 
o n l y wish to mention the remaining item on the agenda of 
the CD, t h a t d e a l i n g w i t h n e g a t i v e s e c u r i t y assurances to 
non-nuclear weapons s t a t e s which a t present seems to be 
c o n f r o n t e d w i t h a s t a l e m a t e . 

Do you see any p o s s i b i l i t y f o r the 
Conference to proceed f i n a l l y t o a common fo r m u l a , or are 
you i n a way p e s s i m i s t i c about the chances t h a t we might 
move forward i n t h i s p a r t i c u l a r f i e l d ? 

GARCIA ROBLES: As f a r as I remember, the 
d e s i r e of many i f not a l l the non-nuclear weapons i n 

conne c t i o n w i t h guarantees, t h a t they be g i v e n one of these 
i n s t r u m e n t s c a l l e d solemnly b i n d i n g l e g a l i n s t r u m e n t s . 
That i s i n a t r e a t y a c o n v e n t i o n a l p r o t o c o l . For t h a t , my 
o p i n i o n i s t h a t the best way i f not the o n l y , i s the one 
which was f o l l o w e d i n c o n n e c t i o n w i t h T l a t e l o l c o , t h a t 
t h i s p r o t o c o l appended, or p a r t of a t r e a t y e s t a b l i s h i n g a 
n u c l e a r weapons f r e e zone and t h a t n u c l e a r weapons f r e e 
zone does not need to cover a c o n t i n e n t , i t can be a 
n u c l e a r weapons f r e e zone of two s t a t e s . 

BERASATEGUI: Thank you ve r y much. Yes, 
p r e c i s e l y t h i s i s one o f the areas where c e r t a i n l y the 
T r e a t y of T l a t e l o l c o has shown the way f o r the f u t u r e . 
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May I r Mr. Ambassador, now go i n t o the 
s u b j e c t t h a t was probably the most p o s i t i v e r e s u l t of the 
second s p e c i a l s e s s i o n t h a t the General Assembly devoted 
to disarmament, the p r o c l a m a t i o n of the World Disarmament 
Campaign. We do know t h a t you had a very important r o l e 
i n the l a u n c h i n g of the campaign. As you s a i d b e f o r e , i t 
was a Mexican p r o p o s a l which you presented to the second 
s p e c i a l s e s s i o n . 

Could I ask you what do you expect t h a t the 
campaign should accomplish, p a r t i c u l a r l y i n view of the 
statement t h a t you made on October 4, 1983 when you s a i d 
t h a t , and I quote, "Perhaps the v o i c e s of hundreds of 
m i l l i o n s o f human beings of a l l areas north and south, 
e a s t and west, may have a g r e a t e r p o s s i b i l i t y of 
p e r s u a s i o n than the very s c a r c e ones shown u n t i l now." 

GARCIA ROBLES: The o r i g i n of the World 
Disarmament Campaign i s to be found i n a d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n 
submitted t o the General Assembly i n 1980 on the 
i n i t i a t i v e of Mexico. I f we go a l i t t l e f u r t h e r , as you 
know, t h e r e i s the a d v i s o r y board on disarmament s t u d i e s 
i n which the members are t h e r e i n t h e i r p e r s o n a l 
c a p a c i t y . And I remember t h a t one day one of my 
c o l l e a g u e s , because I am a member of t h a t board, s a i d , 
" W e l l , we are an a d v i s o r y body on disarmament s t u d i e s , but 
why shouldn't we put forward ideas as to p o s s i b l e s t u d i e s ? " 
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The i d e a seemed to be very good and the 
Chairman of the a d v i s o r y body s a i d , " W e l l , a l l r i g h t , f o r 
the next meeting, tomorrow, I do hope t h a t you w i l l g i v e 
me a p i e c e of paper w i t h your suggestions." W e l l , each 
one of us put forward a s u g g e s t i o n on the paper. Next day 
the chairman s a i d , " W e l l , I have here 14 suggestions on 
disarmament s t u d i e s . But I t h i n k t h a t the a d v i s o r y board 
c o u l d not suggest t o the S e c r e t a r y General 14 s t u d i e s , i t 
would be too many. 

"What do you t h i n k i f we do t h i s : I am 
going to g i v e you the l i s t , the S e c r e t a r i a t w i l l prepare 
the l i s t which w i l l ... o f a l l those who have suggested 
and each one o f you w i l l put on a p i e c e of paper three 

s t u d i e s i n your language t h a t you favor them, and then we 
w i l l see what happens." 

W e l l , t h a t was done t h a t way and I was very 
l u c k y s i n c e the one I had suggested which was the World 
Disarmament Campaign came on top. I t h i n k i t got almost 
the unanimity of them. W e l l , there were i n a d d i t i o n t o 
t h a t another two. But the World Disarmament Campaign was 
the most favored one. So the chairman sent a l e t t e r t o 
the S e c r e t a r y General e x p l a i n i n g what had happened and 
suggested three s t u d i e s , World Disarmament Campaign and 
two o t h e r s . I don't remember which ones they were. 
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But u n f o r t u n a t e l y , as you know, t h a t i s not 
enough. Perhaps one day i t w i l l be enough t h a t the 
a d v i s o r y board on disarmament s t u d i e s suggests something 
t o the S e c r e t a r y General and i f the S e c r e t a r y General 
approves, t h a t w i l l become then mandatory t o the Assembly 
vot e . For the time being i t i s not the case. 

Now when the f i r s t committee met, the 
chairman read the l e t t e r from the S e c r e t a r y General saying 
t h a t he had r e c e i v e d from disarmament s t u d i e s the advice 
of the board ... and he approved. But I asked the 
chairman what's going t o happen then? He s a i d , " W e l l , i f 
the d e l e g a t i o n puts forward a d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n , otherwise 
n o t h i n g w i l l happen." 

And i t was then t h a t together w i t h some of 
my c o l l e a g u e s , we put forward a d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n which I 
d r a f t e d myself and the d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n was a very modest 
one. I t j u s t asked the S e c r e t a r y General.to prepare a 
study on the a d v i s a b i l i t y of launching a World Disarmament 
Campaign, which would be i t s purposes, how i t would be 
o r g a n i z e d , e t c . 

So you know the S e c r e t a r y General made t h a t 
study. That was 1980. I t was submitted i n 1981, and i n 
1981 then the Assembly approved the study and asked the 
S e c r e t a r y General t o make a more concrete study a l r e a d y 
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sugg e s t i n g the modus ope r a n d i f o r the campaign. And t h a t 
was the r e s u l t of a second s t o r y of the S e c r e t a r y General 
i n 1982 f o r the s p e c i a l s e s s i o n . That came to the s p e c i a l 
s e s s i o n , because as you know, the s p e c i a l s e s s i o n i s i n 
the s p r i n g and the o t h e r one had been i n the w i n t e r of 
1981. 

So the Assembly launched the disarmament 
campaign and i n the w i n t e r i n the r e g u l a r s e s s i o n of '82 
i t adopted another r e s o l u t i o n where i t i n v i t e d the s t a t e s 
t o g i v e c o n t r i b u t i o n s and decided to have a p l e d g i n g 
conference f o r the World Disarmament Campaign, a p l e d g i n g 
conference which had j u s t been h e l d a t the 38th s e s s i o n of 
1983. 

U n f o r t u n a t e l y , up to now the amount of the 
c o n t r i b u t i o n s i s r e l a t i v e l y s m a l l . I t i s perhaps a l i t t l e 
more than what i s spent i n armaments i n two minutes. That 
i s a l l we have been a b l e t o get up to now. I t i s a l i t t l e 
more than the e q u i v a l e n t of t h r e e m i l l i o n d o l l a r s . I say 
the e q u i v a l e n t , because s e v e r a l of the c o n t r i b u t i o n s were 
not made i n d o l l a r s . And the c o n t r i b u t i o n s then were 
those which were made on a v o l u n t a r y b a s i s p r i o r t o the 
p l e d g i n g conference. That was the case of Mexico. That 
was the case of Sweden, the case of I n d i a , and those which 
were made d u r i n g the p l e d g i n g conference. 
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Together, those c o n t r i b u t i o n s p r i o r to the 
p l e d g i n g conference and those made i n the p l e d g i n g 
c o nference amounted to a v e r y modest sum. But then the 
Assembly a t i t s l a s t s e s s i o n , a t the 38th s e s s i o n , has 
adopted another r e s o l u t i o n i n which i t takes note w i t h 
s a t i s f a c t i o n of the p r o g r e s s made and so on, and decided 
t h a t a t the next s e s s i o n , a t the 39th s e s s i o n , t h e r e w i l l 
be a second p l e d g i n g conference f o r those s t a t e s which 
have not y e t had the o p p o r t u n i t y to c o n t r i b u t e . 

So i n my o p i n i o n , the p l e d g i n g conference 
w i l l h e l p . But t h a t i s not the o n l y way. One of my 
c o l l e a g u e s , a c o l l e a g u e from Sweden, p o i n t e d out to me i n 
a r e c e n t v i s i t he made t o New York t h a t they have asked 
the Swedish government whether i t would be w i l l i n g to 
a l l o w t h a t a l o t t e r y , s i n c e they have a l o t t e r y i n Sweden 
f o r p u b l i c h e a l t h and so on and so f o r t h , whether i t would 
be w i l l i n g to accept one t e n t h or one t w e n t i e t h , a very 
minor amount, of the product of t h a t l o t t e r y be g i v e n to 
the World Disarmament Campaign. 

And once I know more i n d e t a i l the 
p a r t i c u l a r s , I c o u l d do something s i m i l a r i n Mexico. We 
a l s o have a l o t t e r y and the l o t t e r y which has t h r e e draws 
every week ... per year because those are the o r d i n a r y , i t 
has some s p e c i a l draws. The Mexican l o t t e r y may have 
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something l i k e 40 draws i n the year. And j u s t as t h a t 
procedure, some other procedures c o u l d be found f o r the 
World Disarmament Campaign c o l l e c t i n g funds. 

So I am o p t i m i s t i c as to the f u t u r e of the 
campaign. And I r e a l l y t h i n k t h a t i t was necessary t o 
t h i n k of something s i m i l a r because what has happened s i n c e 
1978 when we approved the f i n a l document which I s a i d i s a 
very good document, a very sound one. I t i s something 
where you f i n d i n p r a c t i c a l terms the way of making i t 
r e a l i t y , what i s the p h i l o s o p h y of the U n i t e d N a t i o n s . 

W e l l , i n s p i t e of th a t as you know, nothing 
has been done. Nothing a t a l l s i n c e 1979 t h a t the 
committee ... i t has been i m p o s s i b l e t o achieve a s i n g l e 
m u l t i l a t e r a l instrument, however modest, i n s p i t e of the 
hundreds of i n t e r v e n t i o n s , perhaps I c o u l d say thousands. 
But i f you add the i n t e r v e n t i o n s i n the p l e n a r y i n the 
Assembly, i n the f i r s t committee i n the Assembly, those 
here, I t h i n k you can c e r t a i n l y say thousands of 
i n t e r v e n t i o n s i n s p i t e of t h a t and i n s p i t e of a l l other 
e f f o r t s made, noth i n g has been done. 

And perhaps i f what I s a i d t h e r e , and I have 
j u s t repeated i n Leningrad l a s t week where as you know 
t h e r e was a conference p r e c i s e l y on the World Disarmament 
Campaign. And what I s a i d t h e r e and I repeated l a s t week 
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i n the p a r t you quoted and which seems to me 
a p p r o p r i a t e t o c l o s e our very i n t e r e s t i n g c o n v e r s a t i o n s . 

"Perhaps the v o i c e s of hundreds of m i l l i o n s 
o f human beings o f a l l a r e a s , n o r t h and south, e a s t and 
west, may have a g r e a t e r power of p e r s u a s i o n t h a t the very 
l i m i t e d which have had up to now, both the r e s o l u t i o n s of 
the Assembly and the i n t e r v e n t i o n s of the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s 
of the s t a t e members." 

BERASATEGUI: Thank you very much, Mr. 
Ambassador, f o r your very k i n d concern about t h i s 
program. We've been exhausting your p a t i e n c e and we would 
l i k e t o express how g r a t e f u l we are f o r a l l the a s s i s t a n c e 
t h a t you have g i v e n t o us today as w e l l as i n p r e v i o u s 
days i n c o n n e c t i o n w i t h t h i s program. We are very 
g r a t e f u l to you. Thank you very much. 

GARCIA ROBLES: I t has been a p l e a s u r e . 


