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2. Technical Cooperation: The Agency’s proposed programme 
for 2007–2008 (resumed) 
(GOV/2006/59/Rev.1, Add.1 and Add.1/Corr.1) 

1. The CHAIRMAN, summing up, said that during discussion of the item a number of detailed and 
useful comments had been made, to which the Secretariat would give due consideration. The 
Committee had emphasized the importance of the Agency’s technical cooperation activities and 
welcomed the information provided in documents GOV/2006/59/Rev.1, Add.1 and Add.1/Corr.1. It 
had commended the Secretariat for its efforts in promoting technical cooperation activities, resulting in 
an overall increase of 10% in the programme.  
2. Several members had emphasized that the Agency’s technical cooperation activities constituted 
the main vehicle for transferring nuclear technology to developing countries for their socio-economic 
development, in keeping with the Agency’s Statute and mandate. The basic and inalienable right of 
Member States to develop nuclear energy for peaceful purposes without discrimination had been 
reaffirmed. Some members had emphasized that the Agency’s technical cooperation programme was 
part of a global developmental picture and that they looked forward to the Board having the 
opportunity to discuss relevant aspects of the report of the High Level Panel on United Nations 
System-wide Coherence.  
3. The Committee had noted that the proposed programme for 2007–2008 had been designed using 
for the first time the PCMF, supported by the web-based information technology platform, and had 
commended the efforts of the Secretariat in that regard. Some members had encouraged the Secretariat 
to make efforts to improve the services of the NLOs by empowering them with the necessary training 
activities and equipment support. Some had requested the Secretariat to conduct a review and provide 
an assessment of the effectiveness of the new system.  
4. Some members had regretted the late issuance of detailed technical information. The Secretariat 
had explained that the time available for finalizing the programme after the General Conference had 
been limited and that, after having solved the technical difficulties with the new PCMF, the documents 
for the next programme would be delivered earlier. Several members had welcomed the increase in the 
number of CPFs concluded. A view had been expressed that the Secretariat should implement an 
effective gender policy in the programme as a priority. 
5. Some members had said that a review should be conducted of the technical cooperation 
programme formulation process, including the criteria used therein. Some members had requested the 
Secretariat to revise the consultation process in order to provide all interested stakeholders with an 
adequate opportunity for involvement. Some proposals had been made in that regard and the 
Secretariat had been requested to examine the situation and to report to the Board at an appropriate 
time.  
6. Some other members had emphasized that the Agency’s technical cooperation activities were 
primarily designed to respond to the needs of recipient Member States. They had expressed their 
satisfaction at the participatory approach that had evolved between the Secretariat and project 
counterparts in recipient Member States in designing the programme. Some members had stressed that 
interference by donor Member States in the process was unacceptable. 
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7. Some members had emphasized the importance of the Agency’s contribution to the fulfilment 
of the Millennium Development Goals and its role as an important partner for development. Some had 
highlighted the importance of strong operational partnerships with regional organizations, other 
international agencies and financial institutions in fulfilling technical cooperation objectives, and had 
encouraged the Secretariat to intensify its efforts and report to the Committee in that regard.  
8. Several members had emphasized the importance of national and regional projects related to 
various sectors, in particular nuclear safety and waste management, the environment and water 
management, human health, including nutrition, and food production. Support had been expressed for 
the emphasis placed on the field of human health in the programme. Some members had noted that 
there was an increasing interest in projects relating to the assessment of energy needs and the use of 
nuclear power and had requested the strengthening of the Agency’s technical cooperation in those 
areas. Some had expressed support for projects on the conversion of research reactors to LEU fuel.  
9. Several members had expressed the need for caution regarding technical cooperation with the 
Islamic Republic of Iran, in light of the recent resolutions of the Board of Governors and the Security 
Council. They had welcomed the assurances provided by the Secretariat that the proposed projects 
were in conformity with relevant Board and Security Council resolutions and in particular that they 
did not contribute to enrichment related or reprocessing activities in Iran and that during 
implementation of those projects, as with all others, all the requirements of the relevant Board and 
Security Council resolutions would continue to be conformed with. However, they had expressed 
particular concern regarding the proposed project IRA/9/019 in light of the resolutions of the Board 
and the Security Council. They had expressed the view that they were not in a position to join a 
consensus on the proposed technical cooperation programme if that project were included.  
10. Several other members had expressed their confidence that the Secretariat had developed the 
proposed technical cooperation programme in a professional, impartial and non-discriminatory manner 
in line with the Agency’s Statute and in accordance with the decisions of its Policy-Making Organs 
and of the Security Council. They had emphasized the relevance of the Revised Guiding Principles 
approved by the Board and contained in document INFCIRC/267. They had stressed that technical 
assistance should not be subject to any political, economic, military or other conditions incompatible 
with the Agency’s Statute. They had proposed that the programme as contained in the Secretariat’s 
documents be forwarded to the Board for approval in its entirety. Some had expressed the view that 
the credibility of the Agency would be damaged if double standards were applied in assessing the 
Agency’s technical cooperation projects. 
11. The importance of recommending to the Board the technical cooperation programme by 
consensus and the need to avoid politicization of the work of the Committee had been stressed by 
many members.  
12. The Committee had reiterated the need for adequate, predictable and assured funding for the 
Agency’s technical cooperation activities and urged all Member States to pay in full and on time their 
shares to the TCF target. Several members had encouraged the Secretariat to explore means towards 
that end and had expressed their readiness to engage in further consultations on the issue. Some 
members had emphasized that the financing of technical cooperation activities should be in line with 
the concept of ‘shared responsibility’.  
13. The Committee had noted with satisfaction the improvement in resources for the TCF for 2005 
in comparison with previous years and had welcomed the fact that for the first time the rate of 
attainment goal of 90% had been reached. However, some members had expressed concern that $7.5 
million of the target had been neither paid nor pledged.  
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14. With respect to the funding of footnote a/ projects, some members had expressed the hope that 
resources for those projects would be forthcoming and had encouraged the Secretariat to adopt a 
proactive approach with traditional and non-traditional donors alike to identify financial resources for 
those projects and to establish a concrete strategy to address that issue.  
15. The Committee had received the technical cooperation programme for 2007–2008. After 
considering the programme and following an exchange of views, the Committee had decided to 
convey the programme to the Board for its consideration. 
16. He took it that his summing-up was acceptable. 
17. It was so agreed.  
18. The representative of CUBA, speaking on behalf of the NAM, expressed the Movement’s 
appreciation to the Chairman for his efforts to find consensus. She recalled the NAM’s principled 
position on the inalienable right of developing countries to engage in research, production and use of 
nuclear energy for peaceful purposes without discrimination. The NAM furthermore emphasized that 
the promotional activities of the Agency, which were essential in fulfilling its mandate, were 
accomplished through technical assistance and cooperation and without imposing conditions 
incompatible with the Agency’s Statute. 
19. Without prejudice to the assurances given by the Secretariat that all the projects included in the 
proposed technical cooperation programme for 2007–2008 had been formulated in conformity with the 
Statute and the Revised Guiding Principles as contained in document INFCIRC/267, and that the 
projects were not in violation of Security Council or Board of Governors resolutions, the NAM agreed 
that the Committee forward the proposed programme to the Board of Governors for its consideration. 
20. The NAM had exhibited flexibility and readiness to cooperate with all other members on the 
way forward and had the expectation that when the proposed programme was considered by the Board 
there would be no repetition of statements and issues already discussed in the Committee. With a view 
to facilitating the conclusion of the work, the NAM could go along with the proposal that the Board, 
when it met, could decide to implement the entire programme and defer the decision on project 
IRA/9/019 without prejudice. The NAM hoped that all members would display a constructive spirit to 
enable the Agency’s proposed programme for technical assistance and cooperation for the period 
2007–2008 to be implemented without delay. 
21. The representative of MOROCCO renewed his delegation’s confidence in and support for the 
Secretariat’s impartiality and professionalism, and called on all to refrain from taking measures that 
might undermine that confidence in the Secretariat. He said that it was very important for all 
concerned to preserve the Committee as a forum for considering issues of importance to technical 
cooperation. 

The meeting rose at 12.35 p.m. 
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