Record of GOV/OR.1115

Monday, 29 November 2004, at 3 p.m.

Nuclear verification  (d)  Implementation of the NPT safeguards agreement in the Islamic Republic of Iran:  Report by the Director General   (GOV/2004/83 and 89)

Mr. MINTY (South Africa) welcomed the adoption of the resolution and noted with pleasure  from the Director General’s report that good progress had been made in resolving the outstanding  issues pertaining to Iran’s nuclear programme. Successive reports had demonstrated a positive trend in  the level of cooperation extended by Iran, which should continue its proactive cooperation with the  Agency in the implementation of its safeguards agreement and additional protocol.   71.  Although steady progress had been made, two issues required further clarification. With regard  to HEU and LEU contamination, South Africa welcomed the reported assistance of third countries and  trusted that it would enable the Agency to finalize the matter soon. With regard to the P-1 and P-2  centrifuges, his delegation had noted the need for further investigation of the clandestine supply  network. Iran and the third parties whose assistance was required should accelerate their cooperation  with the Agency to facilitate clarification of those issues as soon as possible. Even so, the Secretariat  would need time to verify the facts, and the Director General should report on the matter as  appropriate.   72.  South Africa was greatly encouraged by the agreement of 15 November 2004. In a letter entitled  “Give Peace a Chance” and dated 19 November 2004, his country’s President had indicated that the  agreement provided the correct basis for final resolution of the matter. The agreement involved solemn  undertakings and commitments by both sides, and South Africa welcomed in particular Iran’s  voluntary decision to build confidence by extending the scope of its suspension to include all  enrichment-related and reprocessing activities. Those voluntary steps were intended to facilitate  normalization of the situation as soon as possible, and should not affect the inalienable right of any  State to utilize the atom for peaceful purposes as provided for in the NPT. South Africa could not  support unwarranted restrictions on access to nuclear capabilities by States that were fully compliant  with their obligations under the Treaty. That only exacerbated existing inequalities already inherent in  the NPT.   73.  The Board must take no action that might impinge on the Agency’s statutory responsibility of  verifying compliance with safeguards agreements in an impartial and unbiased manner. The Iranian  issue must be resolved in a way that would strengthen and not weaken the Agency as a credible  multilateral institution. Failure to do so would weaken the NPT itself, which remained the only legally  binding instrument that sought to ensure both nuclear non-proliferation and nuclear disarmament.  74.  Confidence-building and legal obligations in the safeguards area represented two distinct sets of  issues that needed to be addressed separately and resolved in technical terms. South Africa had always  held the view that States had the responsibility to remove any legitimate concerns about nuclear  weapons proliferation and that that required transparency and full cooperation with the Agency. He  urged all Board members to continue to seek a peaceful resolution to the matter through dialogue and  cooperation. As his President had pointed out in his letter, the world community should once again  focus on the challenge of nuclear disarmament. The emphasis by nuclear-weapon States on the issue  of non-proliferation should not obliterate the demand of the overwhelming majority of mankind for the  complete abolition of weapons of mass destruction. 
