Record of GOV/OR.1132
Tuesday, 9 August 2005, at 3.10 p.m.
Mr. HEINONEN (Deputy Director General for Safeguards) said that in September 2004, the

Board of Governors, in operative paragraph 3 of resolution GOV/2004/79 had stated that to promote confidence it considered it necessary that Iran immediately suspend all enrichment-related activities, including, among other activities, the production of feed material, including through tests or production at the UCF, under Agency verification.

5. In the Board’s resolution of 29 November 2004 contained in document GOV/2004/90, the

Board, inter alia, had welcomed the fact that Iran had decided to continue and extend its suspension of all enrichment-related and reprocessing activities. Further, it had underlined that the full and sustained implementation of that suspension, which was a voluntary, non-legally-binding, confidence-building measure, to be verified by the Agency, was essential to addressing outstanding issues. The Board had also welcomed the Director General’s statements of 25 and 29 November 2004 that Iran’s decision had been put into effect and the Board had requested the Director General to continue verifying that the suspension remained in place and to inform members should the suspension not be fully sustained, or should the Agency be prevented from verifying all elements of the suspension, for as long as the suspension was in force.

6. In accordance with that request, on 1 August 2005 the Director General had circulated to all members of the Agency document INFCIRC/648 containing a Note Verbale from Iran of the same date, in which it had informed the Agency that it had “decided to resume the uranium conversion activities at UCF … on 1 August 2005”, and had requested the Agency “to be prepared for the implementation of the safeguards related activities in a timely manner prior to the resumption of the UCF activities.”

7. The Agency had responded to Iran on 1 August 2005, informing it that, in order to implement effective safeguards at the UCF following the resumption of conversion activities, the Agency would need to install additional surveillance equipment at input and output stages of process lines prior to any such resumption, and would need to verify the U3O8 UOC prior to its movement to the process. Iran had been informed that the Agency was in the process of preparing the necessary equipment for the UCF, and that it expected to be in a position to install the equipment during the following week. Further, Iran had been informed that it was essential that it refrain from removing the Agency’s seals and from moving any other nuclear material at the UCF until such time as the surveillance equipment had been installed and the Agency had verified the material.

8. Upon arrival of the Agency team at the UCF on Monday, 8 August, cameras had been installed at the first part of the process line (the U3O8 feed area). The operator had informed the Agency that it wished to proceed immediately with the feeding of UOC into the process. The Agency team had reminded the operator of the need for the cameras to be tested in situ overnight before the equipment could be said to be fully functional. Notwithstanding, on Monday afternoon, the operator had fed two drums of UOC into the process line before the inspectors had been able to verify the material. The Director General had reported those developments to the members of the Board the previous day in document GOV/2005/61, in which it had been noted that the sealed parts of the process line remained intact.

9. Also, the Agency had written to Mr. Aghazadeh, Vice-President of Iran and Head of the Atomic Energy Organization of Iran, the previous afternoon, expressing regret that that activity had begun prior to completion of the testing of the cameras, and indicating that it had been counter to the Agency’s letter of 1 August 2005 in which Iran had been asked not to move any nuclear material at the UCF until such time as the surveillance equipment had been installed. The Agency had requested that no further nuclear material be introduced into the process line and that no seals be removed before the installation of the equipment, including its testing, had been completed and the nuclear material had been verified by the Agency.

10. The inspection team was still at the UCF as the Board was meeting, where they had installed the remaining cameras and had verified another four drums of U3O8, which Iran had said it intended to feed into the process. The operator had also informed the inspectors that it planned to remove seals on the process line by the following day once the surveillance equipment had been tested. The Secretariat would continue to monitor developments and keep the Board informed.
.

