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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. BRILL (United States of America) welcomed the fact that the resolution had been adopted  without a vote. The text was the product of intensive consultations, the high-level nature of which  made clear the importance which Board members attached to meeting the challenge posed to the  Agency and to international non-proliferation efforts by Iran’s nuclear violations. Its consensus  adoption represented an important step towards the shared goal of ensuring that Iran met its NPT  commitments; however, continued vigilance and resolve would be necessary. 47.  The action taken by the Board sent a clear message to Iran and other would-be proliferators. By  strongly deploring Iran’s past failures and its breaches of its obligations to comply with the provisions  of its safeguards agreement, the Board had expressed the international community’s unity in rejecting  Iran’s policies of denial, delay and deception and had acknowledged Iran’s past behaviour to be  non-compliance. It had also made it clear that the time for partial disclosures and for dissembling had  passed. The Board would not countenance further evasive manoeuvres. In the preceding week, an  Iranian representative had told the Board that Iran had now truly come clean. The United States hoped  that was true. However, such statements would not be taken at face value; the Board expected the  Agency to verify them thoroughly and robustly. Should it be established that Iran had not come clean  about the past, or was still pursuing undisclosed nuclear activities, the Board would immediately meet  to consider, in the light of the circumstances, all options at its disposal. Iran should clearly understand  that an immediate report to the United Nations Security Council would then be necessary.   48.  The Board had also made it clear that Iran should, in order to restore international confidence  regarding its nuclear intentions, suspend completely and verifiably all enrichment-related and  reprocessing activities. Partial steps would not suffice. The further pursuit of such activities by Iran  would leave little doubt about the nature of Iran’s recent pledge to turn over a new leaf. In that  connection, the Agency should apply a comprehensive definition of enrichment-related and  reprocessing activities when verifying Iran’s thoroughness in fulfilling that undertaking.  49.  In the coming months, Agency inspectors would begin to determine whether Iran had met its  obligation to make a complete and correct declaration to the Agency. Like other Board members, the  United States hoped that Iran’s claimed new commitment to openness was not already waning.  Linking implementation of the additional protocol to other issues was unacceptable. NPT-related  obligations were not subject to linkage or conditions. The United States had argued that Iran’s  non-compliance should be reported in accordance with Article XII.C of the Statute. Nevertheless, it  believed that the consensus adoption of the resolution demonstrated that the Board remained unified  and resolute in its determination to hold Iran to its obligations, especially in the wake of its many  broken promises. It hoped that Iran had truly chosen to embark on a new path but, as the Director  General had made clear in his report and his introductory statement, no Board member was yet in a  position to conclude that that was indeed so. Such a conclusion could only be arrived at on the basis of  extensive verification efforts.  50.  The representative of Iran had just used the word “crisis”. The Board was faced not by a crisis  but by a problem, a problem created in hidden Iranian laboratories and in the offices of senior Iranian  officials. It was simply trying to deal with that problem, the existence of which had been unknown to  the Agency until recently, despite the fact that it had been created over the space of ten years. Iran had  been warned that the Board took the problem seriously and was united in its efforts to deal with it.    51.  The United States looked forward to taking up the matter again in March 2004 after receiving  the report from the Director General called for by the Board. If Iran provided the Secretariat with a  paper for circulation as an official Agency document spelling out its position more fully, the United  States might well follow suit.
