EU Presidency talking points for the latest session of the IAEA Board of Governors, 9-11 August 2005

The Iranian nuclear issue is a dispute between Iran and the EU

The Iranian nuclear issue arose from failures to comply with legal obligations stemming from a treaty which is crucial to collective arrangements for maintaining peace and security. The Iranian nuclear issue is therefore a global peace and security issue, not a private quarrel between the EU and Iran.

A challenge to global peace and security can only be resolved amicably by the state which appears to pose a threat agreeing to measures which can lead to a restoration of confidence in its intentions. It is this which the EU negotiators have been trying to achieve through persuasion and incentives.

Iran’s many years of clandestine nuclear activities were justified by the denial of nuclear technology

Technology denial can lead a state to develop indigenous capabilities. It does not force that state to refrain from declaring to the IAEA imports and activities that should be declared – nor to turn to a clandestine supply network which is known to have supplied another state with designs for a nuclear warhead.

Relying on external suppliers for nuclear fuel needs entails an unacceptable risk of supply disruption

This is not the experience of EU member states. Many of them have been dependent on foreign supplies. They have not regretted it. On the contrary, they have found this a cost-effective way of meeting their needs. And no one is suggesting that there should be one rule for EU member states and another for developing countries. All states party to the NPT which respect their obligations under that treaty hve equal rights to peaceful use.

The proposls presented to iran on 5 August replace “objective guarantees” with the termination of Iran’s peaceful nuclear programme

Paragraph 16 of the EU proposals reads “The E3/EU therefore declare, within the context of an overall agreement and a mutually acceptable agreement on long-term arrangements, their willingness to support Iran to develop a safe, economically viable and proliferation-proof civil nuclear power generation and research programme that conforms with its energy needs.”

The Paris Agreement requires a separate understanding to be reached to permit early resumption ofoperations at the UCF at Isfahan

The Paris Agreement records an understanding that a package approach would be adopted. Precisely this package approach underlies the EU proposals of 5 August.

Iran’s recent actions at the UCF amount to a demonstration of restraint

Last November, Iran committed to suspend all enrichment related activities, including tests or production at any uranium conversion installation, and to sustain that suspension while negotiations proceeded on a mutually acceptable agreement on long-term arrangements. Nothing in the Paris Agreement justified Iran’s unilateral decision to resume activity at the UCF at this juncture, and nothing justifies characterizing resumption as an instance of restraint.

If recent events lead to the break-down of the Paris Agreement process, the responsibility will lie with the EU

The responsibility will lie with the state that has chosen to cease honouring the commitments on which that process has been based.

A break-down will be a matter of regret to the EU because the EU hoped that it could persuade Iran to take measures that might lead to a restoration of international confidence in Iran’s nuclear intentions. But the EU is confident that another way of making possible the necessary restoration of confidence in Iran’s nuclear intentions can be found.

