Record of GOV/OR.1071

Wednesday, 18 June 2003, at 3.25 p.m.

Nuclear Verification (b) Implementation of the NPT safeguards agreement in the Islamic Republic of  Iran:  Report by the Director General (GOV/2003/40)

Mr. BRILL (United States), having praised the thoroughness and professionalism of the  Agency’s efforts to clarify various questions that had arisen about Iran’s nuclear activities, said his  country was deeply troubled by the Director General’s report which uncovered failures to report  nuclear material, facilities and activities.    11. With respect to the outstanding issues, the Secretariat should report on the results of its  environmental sampling, on its investigation of Iran’s centrifuge and heavy water programmes, on  Iran’s experiments related to the production of uranium metal, an activity without apparent  justification in its fuel cycle, and on its isotope production experiments.  12.  Iran’s claims of complete transparency had proved to be an empty promise in the light of its  initial concealment and then reluctant confirmation of various undeclared activities and facilities.  The report confirmed that the quantities of nuclear material involved, though small, were not insignificant  in terms of a State’s ability to conduct research and development activities, and the Agency needed to  determine whether undeclared activities had taken place.  13. When the revelations about Iran’s nuclear programme had been made during the preceding  summer, that country had not demonstrated a willingness to inform the Agency promptly about its  activities and had delayed the planned visit by the Agency to the country.  It was significant that the  sequence of events leading to the Director General’s report had been prompted not by reports by Iran  to the Agency but by information from open sources.  Without those outside revelations, which the  Agency deserved credit for pursuing, Iran’s extensive nuclear programme might still be proceeding on  a largely clandestine basis.  That being so, there might be other clandestine facilities which had yet to  be revealed.    14. The unresolved questions concerning Iran’s nuclear intentions, documented in the Director  General’s report, were based on facts the Agency had revealed and confirmed and not on United States  propaganda, as Iran would like the world to believe.  Why, for instance, Iran had engaged in a  long-term pattern of safeguards violations and evasions with respect to certain of its nuclear fuel cycle  research and development activities if its intentions were peaceful?  It was difficult to believe that all  the various instances of failure to comply over many years, involving different quantities of nuclear  material at different locations, reflected anything but a conscious effort by Iran to avoid those  activities being monitored by the Agency.  The Director General had reported that Iran had obtained  UF6 from abroad without reporting the fact and that some of it was now missing.  Iran claimed that  was due to a leak it had just discovered.  In the light of Iran’s use of undeclared imported uranium  compounds and its practical need to test centrifuges with UF6 before committing to a large facility like  Natanz, it was incumbent on the Iranian authorities to co-operate fully with all Agency efforts to  establish what the real facts were.  Despite the claims of Iranian officials that they were co-operating  fully with the Agency, inspectors had initially been denied access to parts of the Kalaye Electric  Company site and then only grudgingly granted some access.  They were still being prevented from  taking environmental samples.  Iran’s refusal to permit sampling seemed to imply that it had  something to hide.  It was also unclear why Iran had tested its capability to make uranium metal using  a secret stock of UF4 at an undeclared location when neither the Bushehr reactor nor the planned heavy  water research reactor required uranium metal for fuel.  Uranium metal was, however, required to  make fissile components for HEU-type nuclear weapons.  15.  While his country was aware that the Agency’s work in Iran was not yet complete, it would like  to know whether it was currently in a position to provide the Board with assurances that there had  been no diversion of nuclear material to non-peaceful purposes in Iran.  Equally, information would be  welcome on the results of the enrichment experts’ visit to Iran from 7 to 11 June, in particular whether  the team had been able to take environmental samples at any sites and whether there were results that  could be shared with the Board, whether it had been prevented from taking environmental samples at  any sites and whether any additional information on activities at those sites was available and, whether  Iran had satisfactorily addressed the questions the Agency had raised regarding its research and  development programme on centrifuges.  16. The Director General should inform the Board immediately if there were any actions the  Secretariat believed it was essential and urgent Iran should take for the Agency to verify that there had  been no diversion of nuclear material.  If a special inspection seemed to be in order, the United States would fully support that and any other action the Director General believed necessary to answer the  outstanding questions.  If the Secretariat detected any actions which could be attempts to sanitize  facilities of evidence of past violations of safeguards obligations, the Board should equally be  informed.  The Board should urge Iran to refrain from any action which would make it more difficult  for the Agency to determine the correctness and completeness of its declarations.  Specifically, the  Agency should work with Iran to ensure that no new, declared nuclear material was introduced at the  Natanz pilot plant while outstanding questions remained, as that might mask evidence of previous  undeclared operations.  17.  The United States joined other Board members in calling on Iran to sign, ratify and implement an  additional protocol without delay or conditions.  If its nuclear programme was limited only to peaceful  purposes, the additional protocol was a way to demonstrate its commitment to the non-proliferation  regime and complete transparency.  18.  His country looked forward to receiving further information from the Director General on the  Secretariat’s progress and expected that the accumulation of further information would point to only  one conclusion:  that Iran was aggressively pursuing a nuclear weapons programme.  The Board  should be prepared to meet in special session to consider information when it became available, rather  than waiting until September.  Finally, he joined others in supporting the release of the Director  General’s report to the public.
