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(e) Implementation of the NPT Safeguards Agreement in the Islamic Republic of Iran: Report by the Director General

Mr. Chairman,

On behalf of the NAM Chapter, I wish to convey the Movement’s appreciation to the Director General, Dr. Mohamed ElBaradei and the Secretariat for the report to the Board in relation to safeguards issues in the Islamic Republic of Iran, as contained in the document GOV/2004/34.

NAM recalls the finding of the Director General in the November report that to date there had been no evidence of diversion of the Iranian nuclear program for military purposes and notes that with a robust verification system in place, which scrutinized Iran’s activities in the past seven months, no such evidence existed to be mentioned in the June Report.

NAM welcomes the main steps, which Iran has been taken in pursuance to its declared policy of full transparency and in particular, it notes with appreciation that Iran had:

Cooperated in facilitating more than 600 man-days of Agency inspections since February 2003 and granting complementary access with 2-hour notice and even less;

Agreed on a action plan with the Director General on 6 April 2004 to accelerate cooperation with the Agency on a number of outstanding matters identified, with a view to achieving progress on the resolution of such issues prior to the June 2004 meeting of the Board of Governors (paragraph 7) and that the Agency had reported that there had been good progress on the implementation of agreed actions (Para 43);

Provided the initial declarations pursuant to its Additional Protocol and its early submission was welcomed by the Agency (paragraph 43);

Provided information to help resolving the contamination issues (paragraph 28);

Provided the Agency with information and a detailed set of drawings and other design documentation related to the conversion, in a manner, which enable the Agency experts to conclude the validity of Iranian statement on conversion (paragraph 31);

Cooperated fully and provide all information which enabled the Agency’s laser enrichment experts to confirm Iran’s statement regarding production capability of laser enrichment activities (paragraph 33);

Submitted revised design information with respect to of certain facilities and also provided corrections with respect to inventory change reports, material balance reports and physical inventory listings, as requested by the Agency (paragraph 37);

Actively cooperated with the Agency in providing access to locations in response to Agency requests, including workshops situated at military sites and in which the Agency reported as a welcome development (paragraph 43); and

Agreed to provide one-year multiple-entry visas to designated Agency inspectors, and again, was welcomed by the Agency (paragraph 43).

NAM also notes that the Agency has been able to monitor and verify Iran’s implementation of its voluntary decision to suspend enrichment and reprocessing related activities at Teheran Nuclear Research Center (TNRC), Lashkar Abíad, Arak, Kalaye Electric Company workshop, Natanz and the Uranium Conversion Facility (UCF) in Esfahan, and that the Agency had not observed to date any activities at those reported locations inconsistent with Iran’s undertakings. In that context, NAM reiterates the basic and inalienable right of all Member States to develop atomic energy for peaceful purposes and recognizes that this voluntary gesture is a confidence building measure, intended only to bring the issue to a prompt closure.

Taking into account the statutory role and responsibilities of the Agency, NAM recognizes that as a consequence of the voluntary decision by Iran to suspend its enrichment and reprocessing related activities and inviting the Agency to monitor the suspension, the Agency is entering into a new terrain and also undertaking a new role for itself. Therefore, NAM echoes the view that assurances that the Agency can provide for the purpose of confidence building, in the particular case of Iran, are of a different nature and basis from those achieveable hitherto, including with respect to the detection of nuclear material diversion. Therefore, any delays or variance of understanding of the scope of the suspension should be viewed in that perspective.

NAM also notes that the Agency continues to make progress in gaining a comprehensive understanding of Iran’s nuclear programme as a direct result of the accelerated cooperation between Iran and the Agency. While several issues have been resolved or are nearing resolution, only two issues remain outstanding in the report, one of which has been clarified by the Agency during this session. Further, there is no new revelation of any undeclared activities.

On the first of the outstanding issues relating to the origin of HEU and LEU contamination found at various locations in Iran, NAM notes that some information received by the Agency from other States may be helpful in resolving some contamination questions. In this context, and taking into account the complexity of the issue, NAM encourages all those concerned to continue to make every effort to assist the Agency about the origin of the components that could be useful in clarifying these standing matters.

On the second issue, NAM notes that the Agency has gained a fuller understanding of the scale of the programme involving P-1 centrifuges and the location of their use. In the same vein, NAM hopes that the new information provided by Iran on 30 May 2004 and the recent 5-day visit by Agency inspectors and the recent clarification statement by the Secretariat in this session would soon resolve the issues surrounding the P-2 centrifuge programme.

NAM believes that with the continuing cooperation, the one remaining issue would be resolved soon. At that stage, it should be possible to achieve normalcy on this case in accordance with the usual practice pertaining to the implementation of Safeguards Agreements, and the Additional Protocol. 

NAM is pleased to see the progressive resolution of outstanding issues between Iran and the Agency demonstrated by successive positive reports of the Director General. NAM believes that any issues should be resolved solely on technical grounds.

To this end, NAM attaches paramount importance to reaching decisions of the Board through consensus and NAM strongly encourages positive engagement and dialogue between Member States to bring the issue to a prompt closure and its removal from the Board’s Agenda within the Agency’s mandate.

Mr. Chairman,

With regard to the resolution which we have just adopted by the Board without a vote, I wish to make the following statement on behalf of NAM:

We regret that the major principle concerns and positions of NAM were not reflected in the resolution.

With regard to operative paragraphs 7 and 8, NAM Member States believe that these paragraphs address issues beyond the mandate of the IAEA. NAM also believes that these two operative paragraphs impinge on the inalienable rights of States to develop and use atomic energy for peaceful purposes through technologies of their choice. In addition, the two paragraphs downgrade the importance and the role of safeguards, and the reasons for its establishment.

With regard to operative paragraph 6 and mindful of the sovereign rights of States in undertaking further commitments and obligations, NAM is of the view that the Board cannot impose on States to ratify the Additional Protocol as it must respect sovereignty of States and the national legislative procedures of States in their ratification process.

Besides the aforementioned, NAM is encouraged to see steady progress towards resolving the issue within the next few months due to the continued cooperation by Iran.

Finally, Mr. Chairman, I would like the statement that I have just made to be fully reflected in the records of this Meeting.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

