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Nuclear verification (e)  Report by the Director General on the implementation of safeguards in the  Democratic People’s Republic of Korea

Mr. NASSERI (Islamic Republic of Iran)* said that in his opinion the resolution still had some  shortcomings and contained unnecessary references to episodes that lay over a year in the past and had  been dealt with in previous resolutions. No amount of recapitulation or repetition of legally loose  terminology could change the applicable legal framework, which meant that no interpretation of the  Statute or other instruments governing the conduct of the Board provided an option for dealing with  the issue outside the framework of routine implementation of safeguards and the additional protocol,  let alone for moving it elsewhere. The criterion for invoking the option provided for in the Statute was  not amount or duration, but diversion. In the case of Iran there were thus no legal grounds for invoking  it.  101.  The resolution was a start towards normalization of the case of Iran. By requesting the Director  General to report as appropriate, it created a calmer atmosphere which should preclude periodic  escalations that prevented the issues from being addressed in a longer-term perspective. Despite  unnecessary recapitulations of the pre-October 2003 period, the report now before the Board and the  resolution just adopted clearly confirmed the Director General’s assessment in November 2003  concerning the absence of any diversion. The absence of any undeclared nuclear material and activities  would be established during routine implementation of the safeguards agreement and additional  protocol. By avoiding the temptation to opt for extra-legal procedures and letting the legal nonproliferation regime run its normal course, the Board would be increasing the credibility and relevance  of the regime and its legal instruments.   102.  Iran was committed to continuing its policy of transparency and offered its full cooperation to  the Agency in that regard. It was also prepared to take all steps within its ability to help the Agency  resolve the two outstanding issues. He noted the Director General’s conclusion in the report  suggesting that those issues were to be resolved primarily outside Iran.   103.  During the past year, Iran had consistently tried to overcome the existing hostile environment  and to build confidence through transparency and cooperation with the Agency. It had adopted  important confidence-building measures whose voluntary nature was reiterated in the present  resolution. The inalienable right of all Parties to use nuclear energy for peaceful purposes under  Article IV of the NPT had been fundamental to the acceptance of that Treaty by Iran and the other  non-nuclear-weapon States. Iran had taken special care to ensure that its case did not set a precedent which would be unfavourable to developing countries — which was partly why the process had been  so complicated and time-consuming.   104.  The resolution appeared to have set the stage for a positive and constructive process that would  provide mutual objective assurances and guarantees with regard to transparency, non-diversion and  access to nuclear technology for peaceful purposes. The adoption of the resolution had been the first  important test of the Paris agreement, and France, Germany and the United Kingdom had shown their  seriousness during the process if not fully in the outcome. He also wished to thank the Non-Aligned  Movement and the Government and delegation of South Africa for their help.   105.  Iran and the E3/EU had now embarked on negotiations which would be far more difficult but  had far greater potential for achieving concrete results than the previous year’s process. The  negotiations would have to address the prolonged attempt — in fact, official policy — of the NSG for  over two decades to deprive Iran of access to nuclear technology in total contravention of Article IV of  the NPT, particularly its second paragraph.  106.  As a country which had developed fuel cycle technology in spite of illegal restrictions, Iran  wanted to address the legitimate concerns as to the peaceful nature of its nuclear programme. Its  confidence-building measures aimed to allay those concerns and to restore confidence. In the  imminent negotiations, Iran’s main aim would be to give and receive objective guarantees and  assurances regarding the important issues involved. It relied on the Agency to provide its  indispensable technical expertise and advice and on the international community to ensure that there  were no attempts to derail that pivotal process.   107.  Nuclear disarmament and non-proliferation were essential for global stability and prosperity.  Iran strongly believed that nuclear weapons did not augment its or anyone else’s security, a belief fully  reflected in Iran’s policies. Therefore it was committed to Article II of the NPT and was willing to  provide assurances to that effect. At the same time, Iran was determined to exercise its inalienable  rights as enshrined in Article IV of that Treaty.
