Record of GOV/OR.1086

Wednesday, 26 November 2003, at 11.15 a.m.

Nuclear Verification (b)  Implementation of the NPT safeguards agreement in the Islamic Republic of  Iran:  Report by the Director General     (GOV/2003/75)

Mr. SALEHI (Islamic Republic of Iran)* said that his delegation viewed the resolution just  adopted with both realism and mixed feelings. The tone and content of some paragraphs were  influenced more by the politics of the past 24 years than by the facts which Iran had reported to the  Agency and which were reflected in the Director General’s report. The most important conclusion in  that report - that there was no evidence that the previously undeclared nuclear material and activities  were related to a nuclear weapon programme - had not been incorporated in the resolution which,  nevertheless, appeared to have thwarted the persistent attempts to stir up a crisis over Iran’s peaceful  nuclear programme.  41.  His country did not like the Director General’s report, but not for the same reasons as the United  States and Australia. It disliked it not because it contested the facts and the conclusions contained in it,  nor because it wanted to teach the Agency and its staff how to do their jobs, but because, by focusing  disproportionately on the past, the report did not adequately reflect the change in policy in Iran that  had occurred on 21 October. 42.  At the preceding meeting, the Governor from Japan had pointed out that his country was the  only victim of nuclear weapons, an important historical fact which all should bear in mind. However,  he had then gone beyond the limits of even-handedness and objective analysis in saying that it would  be some time before the Agency would be able to determine whether Iran’s nuclear programme was  exclusively for peaceful purposes. Had the Agency had yet been able to conclude that Japan’s nuclear  programme was exclusively for peaceful purposes? To imply that the absence of such a conclusion  regarding Iran’s nuclear programme was technically significant was, particularly at the current early  stage, less than objective.    43.  Iran’s commitment to the non-proliferation of nuclear weapons was absolutely firm and it  derived not only from contractual obligations based on a strategic defence doctrine but also from the  precepts of Iran’s faith. His country was determined to continue working closely with the Agency with  a view to resolving all outstanding issues on the basis of the provisions of the additional protocol, and  it looked forward to enhancing international confidence and promoting international co-operation in  the field of nuclear technology in accordance with the NPT.  44.  Iran’s peaceful nuclear programme, and its failures to report scientific experiments carried out  by it in the nuclear field, should be seen in the context of its post-revolution domestic situation and of  international politics. It had had the courage to provide the Agency voluntarily with information and to  admit it had failed to report what should have been reported on the basis of its safeguards agreement.  It was important to note that Iran’s unreported experiments had not been illegal; they had all been  legitimate and harmless scientific experiments. The fact that it had not reported them had been a  failure. However, it had demonstrated its sense of responsibility by taking remedial measures, and it  would continue to do so in full co-operation with the Agency.  45.  His country was not attempting to shirk responsibility, and many countries had shown  understanding for its behaviour in the face of the severe restrictions that had been imposed on its  access to nuclear technology over the preceding quarter of a century. Moreover, several speakers had  emphasized that a balance needed to be struck between the rights and responsibilities of all parties to  the non-proliferation regime. The fact that Iran had remained loyal to the NPT and to the objectives of  safeguards, despite being unjustifiably deprived of a fundamental right, demonstrated the extent of its  commitment to nuclear non-proliferation. Iran had gone to unprecedented lengths in trying to gain the  trust of the international community, had disclosed all its past peaceful nuclear activities and had  declared its willingness to sign an additional protocol. In return, it expected that steps would be taken  to end the distortions regarding its nuclear programme and lift the restrictions imposed on it. For over  two decades Iran had been subject to severe illegal sanctions on material and technology for peaceful  nuclear activities. As a result, it had had no choice but to become discreet about its legal and peaceful  nuclear programme. It had been required to fulfil obligations, but the slightest attempt to procure or  produce material to meet its needs had been vigorously suppressed. Until recently, the Atomic Energy  Organization of Iran had lacked a safeguards accounting and control system. That was one reason why  the results of some of the laboratory-scale research experiments had been reported in international  journals but not to the Agency. Iran’s position had been described more fully in a paper that would be  made available to the Secretariat for circulation as an official document of the Agency.
