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P Documents relating to Iran (Islamic Republic of)

Statement by H.E. Reza Aghazadeh,
Vice-President of the Islamic Republic of
Iran and President of the Atomic Energy

Organization of Iran
[IAEA General Conference, 16 September 2002]

Mr. President;

It is a great pleasure to attend the 46th General Conference
of the IAEA; and as the representative of the Islamic Republic
of Iran, 1 would like to take this opportunity to congratulate you
on election to the presidency of this session. | am confident that,
through your guidance and able leadership and with the
addition of valuable contributions of the participants, this
conference shall enjoy full success in addressing delicate
and important issues such as:
= The inalienable right of peaceful use of nuclear energy and
the relevant know-how.

The enhancement of international peace and security by
seeking ways and means of freeing the world of weapons of
mass destruction.
The universal application of the comprehensive
safeguards regime without prejudice nor discrimination.
Last but not least, serious and deliberate vigilance vis a vis
international nuclear terrorism

Furthermore, Mr. President allow me to extend my
special thanks to Dr. Elbaradei for his comprehensive and
informative statement and wish him every success.

Finally, we would like to welcome the State of Eritrea, the
Kyrgyz Republic and the Republic of Seychelles to the family
of the IAEA member states.

Mr. President,

After the end of the second world war and the ensuing
tragedy of the atomic holocaust of Hiroshima and Nagasaki,
atomic energy and the associated nuclear technology have
always been at a cross-roads manifesting two distinct
features; one in the field of human development and the other
in the area of regional and global wrangling. It is indeed very
enlightening to note that nuclear competition with the aim of
unilateral domination over the world achieved nothing but
decades of ominous cold war. What is, however, very
discouraging is to witness that despite the apparent
disappearance of the traces of the cold war, the sense of
authoritarianism and unilateralism still seem very vivid and to
be holding sway.

Our debate, Mr. President, is on the peaceful use of
nuclear energy or put in other words the positive features of
nuclear technology. We firmly believe that the real motive
behind the creation of the Agency was basically the intention
of facilitating the transfer of peaceful uses of nuclear
technology to the developing member states. So far the
Agency has pursed its statutory mandate in this regard very
faithfully.

We would, however, like to emphasize the importance of
staying the course of upholding the principle of balance
between the promotional and verification activities. Loyalty to
such a doctrine keeps the Agency within its preordained
course.

Mr. President, it is now an accepted fact that among factors
strengthening the Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT), is the
establishment of Nuclear Weapon Free Zones (NWFZ) in
the world and it is very encouraging to note that a few such
NWFZ, have already been created in different regions of the
world.

As the Middle East is among the most strategic areas of
the globe, the world community has been witness to Iranis
call in 1974, for the first time, to establish a nuclear weapon free
zone in the Middle East. Israel, however, the only non-adherent
party has so far not been cooperative in this regard. It has
consistently shrugged off this essential international call for

safety and peace by turning its back on world public opinion
and by refusing to even allow the Agency to inspect its nuclear
installations. Such an arrogant attitude is certainly not
conducive and will most probably lead to an apprehensive
paradigm with unexpected consequences in the region. It,
therefore, goes without saying that adherence to NPT by all
the regional member states is an essential preliminary step
towards the establishment of N clear Weapon Free Zone in the
Middle East.

Mr. President,

Today more than at any other time in the past, the world
community is in dire need of mutual understanding and
confidence building. It is, therefore, very discouraging to witness
the attempt by certain quarters to unravel some important
aspects of international treaties such as the CTBT, BWC and
CWC. Such developments shall send the wrong message
worldwide and will most probably set an unwanted precedent
for shaking the fundamentals of other important non-
proliferation treaties such as the NPT.

Mr. President,

Iran is embarking on a long-term plan, based on the merits
of energy mix, to construct nuclear power plants with a total
capacity of 6000 MW within two decades. Naturally, such a
sizeable project entails with it an all out planning, well in
advance, in various fields of nuclear technology such as fuel
cycle, safety and waste management. | take this opportunity to
invite all the technologically advanced member States to
participate in my countryls ambitious plan for the construction
of nuclear power plants and the associated technologies such
as fuel cycle, safety and waste management techniques.

Mr. President,

It is very gratifying to convey the satisfaction of my
government in relation to the major consultative and technical
cooperation assistance provided by the Agency to the Bushehr
Nuclear Power Plant Project. In the same vein, | wish to extend
my special thanks to Dr. Elbaradei and his Secretariat for
facilitating such cooperation.

Finally, Mr. President, the Islamic Republic of Iran, on the
basis of its Islamic tenets, beliefs and human affinity, has always
condemned the possession of weapons of mass destruction.

Ever since the inception of the Agency, my country has
maintained its strong and activities with the organization and
has submitted all its nuclear activities including the Bushehr
Power Plant Project to the supervision of the Agency. Complete
transparency of my countrylS nuclear activities is a serious
commitment endorsed by my government.

Thank you.

Implementation of the NPT safeguards
agreement in the Islamic Republic of Iran
Report by the Director General

[Excerpts reproduced from GOV/2003/40, 6 June
2003]

[Editorial note: This report is reproduced in its entirety in the
2004 NPT Briefing Book, available on the MCIS website.
http:/imww.mcis.soton.ac.uk/ ]

[O.] (eds.)

B. Recent Developments

2. At the September 2002 regular session of the IAEA
General Conference, Vice President of the Islamic Republic of
Iran and President of the Atomic Energy Organization of Iran
(AEQI), H.E. Mr. R. Aghazadeh, stated that Iran was
[embarking on a long-term plan to construct nuclear power
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plants with a total capacity of 6000 MW within two decades(]
He also stated that such a sizeable project entailed [@n all out
planning, well in advance, in various field of nuclear

technology such as fuel cycle, safety and waste
management(]
3. During the General Conference, the Director

General met with the Vice President, and asked that Iran
confirm whether it was building a large underground nuclear
related facility at Natanz and a heavy water production plant at
Arak, as reported in the media in August 2002. The Vice
President provided some information on Iran’s intentions to
develop further its nuclear fuel cycle, and agreed on a visit to
the two sites later in 2002 by the Director General,
accompanied by safeguards experts, and to a discussion with
Iranian authorities during that meeting on Iran’s nuclear
development plans.

4. The visit to Iran was originally scheduled for October
2002, but finally took place from 21 to 22 February 2003. The
Director General was accompanied by the Deputy Director
General for Safeguards (DDG-SG) and the Director of the
Division of Safeguards Operations (B).

5. During his visit, the Director General was informed
by Iran of its uranium enrichment programme, which was
described as including two new facilities located at Natanz,
namely a pilot fuel enrichment plant (PFEP) nearing
completion of construction, and a large commercial-scale fuel
enrichment plant (FEP) also under construction. These two
facilities were declared to the Agency for the first time during
that visit, at which time the Director General was able to visit
both of them. Iran also confimed that the heavy water
production plant %, referred to in paragraph 3 above, was
under construction in Arak.

6. During the visit, the Director General was informed
that Iran would accept modifications to its Subsidiary
Arrangements, as requested by the Board of Governors in 1992
* which would henceforth require the early provision of design
information on new facilities and on modifications to existing
facilities, as well as the early provision of information on new
locations outside of faciliies where nuclear material is
customarily used (LOFs). This was confirmed to the Agency in
a letter dated 26 February 2003 (see paragraph 15 below).

7. In addition, in response to the Agency’s enquiry
about certain transfers of nuclear material to Iran, only
recently confirmed by the supplier State in response to
repeated Agency enquiries, Iran acknowledged the receipt in
1991 of natural uranium, which had not been reported
previously to the Agency, in the form of UF6 (1000 kg), UF4
(400 kg) and UO2 (400 kg), which was now being stored at
the previously undeclared Jabr Ibn Hayan Multipurpose
Laboratories (JHL) located at the Tehran Nuclear Research
Centre (TNRC). Iran also informed the Agency that it had
converted most of the UF4 into uranium metal in 2000 at JHL.
This information was subsequently confirmed by Iran in a
separate letter to the Agency dated 26 February 2003.

8. During the discussions in Iran in February between
DDG-SG and the Iranian authorities, reference was made by
the Agency to information in open sources on the possible
conduct of enrichment activities at the workshop of the Kalaye
Electric Company in Tehran. The Iranian authorities
acknowledged that the workshop had been used for the
production of centrifuge components, but stated that there had
been no operations in connection with its centrifuge
enrichment development programme involving the use of
nuclear material, either at the Kalaye Electric Company or at
any other location in Iran. According to the Iranian authorities,
all testing had been carried out using simulation studies.
While a centrifuge component production facility is not a
nuclear facility required to be declared to the Agency under
Iran’s NPT Safeguards Agreement, Iran was requested, in
light of its stated policy of transparency, to permit the Agency
to visit the workshop and to take environmental samples
there to assist the Agency in verifying Iran’s declaration and
confirming the absence of undeclared nuclear material and
activities. The request was initially declined. The Iranian
authorities told the Agency that Iran considered such visits,
and the requested environmental sampling, as being
obligatory only when an Additional Protocol was in force.
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However, they subsequently agreed to permit access to the
workshop (to limited parts of the location in March, and to the
entire workshop in May), and have recently indicated that they
would consider permitting the taking of environmental samples
during the visit of the Agency’s enrichment experts to Iran
scheduled to take place between 7 and 11 June 2003 (see
paragraph 11 below).

9. On 26 February 2003, a list of additional questions
and requests for clarification was submitted to Iran regarding
its centrifuge and laser enrichment programmes and its
heavy water programme, and a written reply requested. A
written response was received from Iran on 4 June 2003,
and its contents will be followed up with the Iranian
authorities.

10. In a letter dated 5 May 2003, Iran informed the
Agency for the first time of its intention to construct a heavy
water research reactor at Arak (the 40 MW(th) Iran Nuclear
Research Reactor IR-40). Iran also informed the Agency of
its plan to commence construction in 2003 of a fuel
manufacturing plant at Esfahan (FMP).

11. During a meeting between the Vice President and
the Director General on 5 May 2003, the Director General
reiterated the Agency’s earlier request for permission to send
Agency inspectors to the workshop of the Kalaye Electric
Company in Tehran, and to take environmental samples.
The Director General also referred to an earlier proposal the
Agency had made in April for a group of Agency experts to
visit Iran to discuss the centrifuge research and development
programme to seek to assess how the current status of the
project could have been achieved without using any nuclear
material during tests. Iran agreed to consider the proposal for
an expert mission, and subsequently agreed that the mission
could take place from 7 to 11 June 2003.

[O .](eds.)

Statement by Iranian Delegation to the IAEA
Board of Governors Meeting

[18 June 2003]

Thank you, Madame Chairperson

Allow me at the outset to sincerely thank the Director-
General and the DDGs Dr. Cetto and Dr. Goldschmidt for their
introductory statements. Due to the specificity of this Board
Session with regards to my country, allow me, Madame
Chairperson OO coming from a land boastful of its culture and
heritage O to resort to some poetry and words of wisdom,
emanating from our prominent world known poets such as
Rumi and Hafez, that normally convey a world of meaning in
such concise manner - pardon me for the inapt translation:

Indeed the state of your eyes allured war

We were wrong in perceiving peace in them

Oh eye, remember, | had a thousand wisdom and
sanity

But now that | am under an illusion, prudence is not to
be sane.

| sincerely hope, Madame Chairperson, that under your
able leadership, diplomatic skills and experience the Board
takes the right course and is steered in the proper direction.
Our goal is to get to a destination that is aimed by all and
therefore any attempt made otherwise shall certainly not be
conducive to the ultimate resolution of the issue at hand.

1 would like to express our deep gratitude to the members
of Non-Aligned Movement (NAM) for their solidarity,
constructive and fruitful deliberations and rendering support to
my country. | should also thank His Excellency Ambassador
Haniff, Chairman of NAM in Vienna, for delivering the
statement on behalf of the NAM members.

Allow me at this point to refer to the report GOV/2003/40.
Let me start by a friendly criticism of the way the report was
drafted and disseminated. The report has an apparent factual
format, but our assessment is that the report could have been
crafted in a more partial, fair and balanced manner. Given the
political rhetoric in the past few months and the early and
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awkward directives issued at certain influential capitals on
the form, the content and the final conclusion and judgement
of the report, one has no other choice but to be realistic and
be satisfied with what is at hand - namely the report in front of
us. There is still a point of hope holding that not all international
organizations have yet come at the stage of total submission.

Madame Chairperson,

It was indeed not very appeasing to see a restricted
report to be almost thoroughly discussed in CNN the day it
was released. Here, | humbly implore all my colleagues in this
room to be more vigilant about the possible unendorsed
circulation of restricted reports in the future, so as not
inadvertently harm the security interests and rights of any of
the Member States. Moreover according to article 5 of Model
Safeguards Agreement INFCIRC/153 and article 5, part 2 of
item b of INFCIRC/214, summarized information on nuclear
material subject to safeguards may only be published upon
decision of the Board if the states directly concerned agree
thereto. To the best of my knowledge neither my state nor any
a priori Board decision has authorized the revelation of the
content of this report. Of course, | didn’t raise this as a point of
contention, but only to stress more watchfulness about, God
forbid, similar cases that might pop up in future.

Madame Chairperson,

The crux of the report in front of us deals only with a small
amount of 0.13 effective kilogram of natural uranium that we
imported in 1991.

The material is to be used for the various testing of the
different processes involved in our Uranium Conversion
Facility (UCF). To remind the Board, this facility has been
under the Safeguards Agreement ever since the actual
construction of the facility started and that is before my
country accepted the Modified Subsidiary Arrangement — a
vivid display of my country’s transparency and openness.

Despite the subtle differences in the interpretation of
articles 95 and 34 of INFCIRC/214, nevertheless my country
declared the material to the Agency and it is now under its full
safeguards. Assuming we admit the negligence in delayed
declaration of this small amount of nuclear material (in other
words 0.13 effective kg of uranium) that is far below the
inspection thresholds of the Agency (i.e. eight kg of Pu; eight
kg of U-233; twenty-five kg of U-235), how one can then
explain the following list of essential failures in the SIR 2002,
GOV/2003/35.

1. Page 56 paragraph 187 — Of the remaining 357
facilities with 1 SQ or more of nuclear material evaluated for
2002, 34 facilities (10%) in 15 states failed to fully attain the
guantity component of the inspection goal; and 32 facilities
(9%) in 15 states failed to fully attain the timeliness
component.

2. Page 59 paragraph 198 — At six facilities, the
guantity component of the inspection goal has not been
attained for several years because the measures foreseen in
safeguards approaches could not be implemented..

3. Page 60 paragraph 205 — At six LWRs (seven in
2001), the quantity or timeliness components of the
inspection goal couldn't be attained because spent fuel had
been loaded into casks for shipment and was therefore
unavailable for verification during inspections.

4. The transfer of uranium shielded ammunition into a
country in hundreds of kilograms; have they been reported to
the Agency's Safeguards either by the country of their origin or
by the receiving country in this case, namely Iraq?

The SIR 2002 report clearly shows that hardly any Member
State can claim to be impeccable. However, an important trait
to seek here is the willingness of the Member States to
rectify their possible failure. If indeed our collective purpose is
to settle issues and to not turn them into international problems
with far reaching repercussions, then we should wisely join in
all our forces to avoid the practice of double standards — a
practice normally emanating from political motivation.

Madame Chairperson,

To save you of other questions, could | only and humbly
ask the merit of the open question d on page 8 of the report? Is
there any legal obligation on the part of any Member State to
come up with justification on any of its peaceful nuclear
activities? Or is it that it is only required of it to report the

activities to the Agency and abide by its commitments within
the framework of its Safeguards Agreement?

Is not the acquirement of peaceful nuclear technology-
within the framework of the NPT- the inalienable right of all
Member States?

Allow me, Madame Chairperson, within the Vienna spirit,
which is the spirit of understanding and cooperation, state
my country’s principle positions as stated by our Vice
President His Excellency Mr. Aghazadeh here at the Agency
headquarter in May, 2003 and my own personal convictions.

The Islamic Republic of Iran has fulfilled its obligations
under all provisions of the NPT. Iran’s position, of
denouncing the nuclear option, as a matter of principle, and
placing its peaceful nuclear facilities under the full-scope
Safeguards Agreement, is a clear manifestation of our
commitment to a strong NPT. Iran considers the acquiring,
development and use of nuclear weapons inhuman,
immoral, illegal and against its very basic principles. They
have no place in Iran’s defence doctrine. They do not add to
Iran’s security nor do they help rid the Middle East of weapons
of mass destruction, which is in Iran’s supreme interests.

The Islamic Republic of Iran believes that all provisions of
the NPT are of equal importance. Maintaining the balance of
the Tghts and obligations’ enshrined in the treaty, preserves
its integrity, enhances its credibility and encourages both
NPT’s universality and its full implementation.

Iranians know that more capability necessarily prompts
more responsibility. We would prove that accountability is
part and parcel of our quest for full nuclear technology for
peaceful purposes. We are enforcing our national laws and
regulations on the control of nuclear and radioactive material
and equipments. We welcome any constructive interaction
with other parties including the Nuclear Supplier Group
(NSG).

Madame Chairperson,

Many of my colleagues here and the Secretariat are well
aware that ever since | started my mission here in Vienna, | have
all along done my best to promote the level of cooperation
between my country and the Agency and keep the process
unhindered and ongoing. Clearly, confidence building requires
its own tools and means, one of which is

the acknowledgement of each other's signs of
cooperation and sincere intentions and the other is the use
of the right language for dialogue. The language of force and
threat will be futile and not conducive to the final achievement
of our common goal. | ardently hope that the Board takes this
essential fact into consideration. In conclusion, Madame
Chairperson, my delegation hopes that rational clarification
of points of fact pervade. We wish to reiterate once again
that promotion of cooperation and confidence building are
best addressed amicably and in an environment of peace.
And in this vain, we would like to state over again our positive
consideration of the additional protocol. Certainly, the positive
outcome of this session will be conducive towards the
settlement of this issue. And finally, Madame Chairperson, we
are all here to succeed and not to fail.

Thank you.

Implementation of the NPT Safeguards
Agreement in the Islamic Republic of Iran
Report by the IAEA Director General

[Excerpts reproduced from GOV/2003/63, 26 August
2003]

[Editorial note: This report is reproduced in its entirety in the
2004 NPT Briefing Book, available on the MCIS website.
http://mww.mcis.soton.ac.uk/ ]

[0 ](eds.)

d

uel)|



d

uel)|

B. Chronology since June 2003

1. As foreseen in GOV/2003/40, an Agency team of
centrifuge technology experts visited Iran from 7 to 11 June
2003 to discuss Iran’s centrifuge enrichment research and
development (R&D) programme. On 24 June 2003, the
Agency submitted to Iran for comments a summary report
reflecting the results of those discussions and the findings of
the Agency’s centrifuge technology experts, and proposed a
follow-up meeting with the Agency experts in July. That
meeting ultimately took place from 9 to 12 August 2003 as
indicated below.

2. On 11 June 2003, the Agency provided to the
Permanent Mission of Iran in Vienna 'talking points% on the
results of environmental samples taken from the chemical
traps of PFEP at Natanz indicating the presence of high
enriched uranium particles, which was not consistent with
the nuclear material declarations made by Iran. The Agency
emphasized the need to clarify this issue promptly, and
suggested that it be addressed during the proposed centrifuge
technology expert meeting.

6. On 9 July 2003, the Director General, accompanied by
the Deputy Director General for Safeguards and the Director
of the Division of Safeguards Operations (B), visited Iran to
discuss safeguards implementation issues. He met with the
President, H.E. Mr. M. Khatami; the Foreign Minister, H.E. Mr.
K. Kharrazi; and Vice President of Iran and President of the
Atomic Energy Organization of Iran (AEOI), H.E. Mr. R.
Aghazadeh. During these meetings, the Director General
emphasized the importance of the urgent resolution of
outstanding safeguards issues, such as those raised by the
results of environmental sampling at PFEP and the findings
by the Agency's centrifuge technology experts, and in that
connection, the need for full transparency by Iran. He also
stressed the importance of the conclusion of an Additional
Protocol by Iran to enable the Agency to provide
comprehensive and credible assurances about the peaceful
nature of Iran’s nuclear programme. The President of Iran
assured the Director General of the readiness of Iran to co-
operate fully with the Agency and reiterated Iran’s positive
attitude towards the conclusion of an Additional Protocol, but
indicated that some technical and legal aspects needed to be
clarified. It was agreed that technical discussions should follow
the Director General's visit, and that the Agency should
dispatch a team to clarify technical and legal aspects related
to the Model Additional Protocol (INFCIRC/540 (Corr.)).

7. During the follow-up technical discussions, which were
held from 10 to 13 July 2003 in Iran, the Agency team raised
again the issue of the results of the environmental sampling at
PFEP, and reiterated the Agency’s request that, in fulfilment of
Iran’s stated commitment to full transparency, Iran permit the
Agency to take environmental samples at the workshop of the
Kalaye Electric Company in Tehran. The team also inquired
as to whether, in accordance with that policy, Iran would permit
the Agency to visit two locations near Hashtgerd (Lashkar
Ab’ad and Ramandeh) at which it had been alleged,
according to recent reports in open sources, that nuclear
related activities were being or had been conducted. The
Iranian authorities indicated that they were not yet ready to
discuss the findings of the Agency’s centrifuge technology
experts, nor were they willing at this stage to permit the
Agency to take environmental samples at the workshop of the
Kalaye Electric Company or to accede to the Agency's
request to visit the two locations near Hashtgerd. The Iranian
authorities indicated that they would like to propose a
comprehensive solution to all of the enrichment related
issues, but that it would take some time on their side. During
the discussions, the specific issues that needed to be
resolved were identified, and the Iranian side agreed to
propose at an early date a timetable for resolving those
issues.

8. Inresponse to Iran’s request for the clarification of aspects
of the Additional Protocol, a team of Agency legal and
technical experts participated in a meeting held in Tehran on
5 and 6 August 2003 with officials from a number of
ministries of the Iranian Government. During the meeting, the
Agency provided clarification of the Model Additional Protocol,
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and responded to detailed questions raised by the Iranian
officials.

9. On 23 July 2003, the Agency received from the AEOI
Vice President of Nuclear Safety and Safeguards a letter
proposing a timetable for actions to be taken by 15 August
2003 in relation to urgent outstanding issues. In its reply of 25
July 2003, the Agency agreed to send to Iran a team of
technical experts, with the understanding that the team would:
(a) discuss the results of the environmental samples taken at
Natanz; (b) take environmental samples at the workshop of
the Kalaye Electric Company; (c) discuss the findings of the
Agency centrifuge technology experts; and (d) visit the sites
near Hashtgerd. This mission took place from 9 through 12
August 2003.

10. In a letter dated 19 August 2003, the AEOI provided
additional information on the issues identified in the timetable,
including Iran’s heavy water reactor programme, Iran’s use
of previously imported UO, in experiments to produce UF,,
’bench scale% conversion experiments and Iran’s past interest
in laser fusion and spectroscopy.

11. In a letter dated 24 August 2003, the Resident
Representative of Iran to the Agency informed the Director
General that Iran was ’prepared to begin negotiation with
the[lAEA] on the Additional Protocol% and expressed the
hope that, 'in this negotiation the concerns of [Iran] and the
ambiguities on the Additional Protocol are removed.

[O .](eds.)

Statement by Ambassador Ali A. Salehi,
Islamic Republic of Iran, to the IAEA Board
of Governors

[12 September 2003]

[Editorial note: the ellipses (i.e., the [ ’) in this
statement all appear in the original document.]

Madam Chairperson,
The debate on this issue revealed two distinctly contrasting
views. One attempts to circumvent the IAEA and issue an
express ticket to the Security Council; and the other - the
clearly prevailing view, though not necessarily dominating,
seeks to sustain the process and allow the Agency to run its
course and discharge its responsibilities withstanding political
bullying. | believe the Director General summed up the debate
in succinct and compelling terms. | may be paraphrasing, but
the main points of that summary included, as | recall, that:
= Theissue is important and needs to be cleared,;
= The approach is technical and should remain technical;
= Expectation to resolve the matter soon is justified but the
Agency should be allowed to exhaust its course;

= Failures do happen. But the important thing is to remedy
them and ensure that all activites are under the
safeguards;

= A negative conclusion on the ability of the Agency to verify
the situation harms the safeguard;

= The reaction of the Board, in form and substance,
should reflect the Collective view of the entire
membership;

= And above all, there should not be any jumping to
conclusions or jumping the gun.

The message is clear. The Agency is doing its job it can
and if given enough chance it will arrive at conclusionsC the
process may have been slow but it is speeding upO there
may be deficiencies and discrepancies but they can be
remediedl] and they should be allowed to be remediedd
Process should be sustained] confidence enhancedd and
results achievedd] as otherwise all involved, including the
Agency, would be at loss.

This Body engages, rarely and exceptionally, in political
dialog. The debate here, alas, has rapidly evolved into one such
exception. Despite my deep personal distaste for political talk, |
find it now inevitable to address the misconceptions and
convolutions that lie behind some hawkish perceptions.

It was stated here yesterday, by a few Governors, that time
is up, that there should be a final ultimatum, a last resort, a last
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chance to wrap up, pack up and leave. A call that hinges again
on propped up propositions of absolute urgency, entailing
palpably, the now familiar and troubling presumption of
"imminent and clear danger". As though the current scandal is
not enough, Governments are being told now in private that
Iran will be a nuclear threat in six months and hence the rush
to turn a safeguard issue into one of international security.

Fine! Every State can draw up and perceive threats, real or
imaginary, as they wish% They may also build up hoopla
around such perceptions and elevate them to the level of highest
international priority, as they can... They can spin the facts,
deceive and lie, as they want... They are even able to wield
massive power to crush the conceived culprit, as they do. But
what then?

There is no surprise, of course, to hear such roar from the
United States. At present, nothing pervades their appetite for
vengeance short of confrontation and war.

It is no secret that the current US Administration, or at least
its influential circle, entertains the idea of invasion of yet
another territory, as they aim to re-engineer and re-shape the
entire Middle East region. This hard drive towards extremism
of action from them, therefore, is but plainly expected. What
surprises us, on the other hand, is to see some others, such as
Canada, which is known for its principled stance on international
issues, to stain its credibility.

| cannot but recall Canada's passionate urge to prompt
NPT's indefinite extension. Canada went on record
underscoring the balance of rights and responsibilities.
Canada emphasized on the requirement to implement all
undertakings, inclusive specifically of those related to
peaceful use, as captured and approved already in
contractual terms, by all States Parties. It is bewildering to
witness now the stubborn silence on rights, on the one hand,
and over-stretched stress on beefed-up responsibilities, on
the other. Gone is the sense of balance that depicts logic
and wisdom.

At this stage, it seems that it is best to extend the precept of
transparency and put all the cards openly on the table.

A Draft Resolution has been tabled initially by three
sponsors, followed by additional co-sponsors who routinely
join the orchestration on the premise of their traditon and
institutional commitment to maintaining unanimity. To express
and establish a contrasting view, regardless of validity of its
substance and merit, against this block is an awesome task %
nearly an impossible task. And the power of automatic majority
has been exercised to the fullest for this decision. With
minor, primarily cosmetic changes, the draft has now been
re-introduced by Canada, Australia and Japan. The approach,
structure, substance, language and venom have remained the
same.

It has been argued that the draft resonates the Agency's
account of the situation. Wrong. Dead wrong. The Agency
begs for sustaining the process, for keeping the matter here
in Vienna, for encouraging further cooperation, for ensuring
compliance, for avoiding New York except if the whole
structure crumbles, as fractures have their remedies here. The
Draft, on the other hand, thrives for quick impasse, for fast
pass to the Security Council, for breaking the process, for
undoing cooperation, for fabricating a hasty ruling of non-
compliance.

We have been told by some proponents of the move that
they have bestowed the ultimate benevolence delaying the
crunch for 45 days¥2 some 360 working hours¥s to chew up
every item on the flashy menu of to-do list. It is evident that
even if everything on the list was edible, the whole lot could
not be consumed and digested by us and by the Agency in
such a short time. This prescription is clearly designed for not
being filled.

When presenting the list, which went way beyond
obligations under the safeguards, and even beyond the
Additional Protocol, the distinguished Governor of the United
Kingdom was elegantly ardent to repeat after spelling out
every single demand: “BUT THIS IS NOT ENOUGH". | myself
observed and absorbed at least five so catchy a phrase, and
waited impatiently to hear, at the end of the ritual, at least a
minimal indication of final satisfaction. Not meant to be¥s The
long list appeared, in the end, to be open-ended. | indulge the
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Distinguished Governors of Canada, Australia and Japan,
who now represent the list, to take the floor now, and tell us in
clear terms, that even if the entire list was carried through and
implemented in earnest ¥4 shall it suffice, at long last, to
make Iran eligible to enjoy its inalienable right to peaceful
nuclear activity without hindrance and impediment? Shall it?

The question is really not posed as polemic. It is a question
that, if replied in clear terms, will serve as the key to unraveling
this predicament, once and for all.

For the last twenty four years, Iran has been subject to
the most severe series of sanctions and export restrictions
on material and technology for peaceful nuclear technology. So
our peaceful program had no choice but to become discreet.
Our obligations had to be observed, while the slightest
means to procure and produce our needs were chased
rigorously and suppressed violently. No perceivable break was
spared, no hole untapped, to ascertain full and complete
deprivation of Iran from pursuing its peaceful program. The
hunt goes on unabated today.

If cooperation has been slow, at times, ¥ if there have been
few incidence of discrepancies,¥s if there have been
hesitations to adhere to the Protocol, ¥4 or to embrace
confidence building initiatives, it is all out of one and only one
concern. The U.S. intention behind this saga is nothing but to
make this deprivation final and eternal.

Is any of the sponsors willing or prepared to offer the
slightest assurance that the process has an end to it and that
Iran will be freed from the shackles of unbridled restrictions. If
so, please come forward, offer this key and resolve this
issue for good. Alas, there is none.

We reject the ultimatum in this draft. The United States has
remained adamant on sustaining the self proclaimed deadline
despite appeals by a large number of Governors, including
some of the co-sponsors, to drop it. This is music to the
unilateralists' ears, but spells disaster for the Agency.

Among those who have pursued and produced nuclear
weapons, outside The Five, Israel gets away with murder. It is
pampered instead of being chastised¥

Iran, in this midst, has stressed sternly and insistently that it
has no intention whatsoever to pursue nuclear weapons, that it
only yearns for peaceful capability, that it is ready and
prepared to fulfll all its obligations under the
Safeguards¥sand adopt additional obligations if it is protected
against mal-intentions and abuse, that it will make every effort
to take remedial measures wherever required, that it will
remain transparent and maintain all its activites under the
safeguards, that it intends to leave no stone unturned to
further assure the Agency of its peaceful objectives, that itis a
fervent subscriber to the NPT, a loyal Party to it and a staunch
promoter of the Middle East as a nuclear weapon free zone.
This Draft targets the very core of our commitments and the
current course of ever-accelerating cooperation. Its adoption,
without the minor, but essential changes in the text, can kill an
otherwise constructive process. We will have no choice but to
have a deep review of our existing level and extent of
engagement with the Agency vis-a-vis this resolution.

Madam Chairperson,

| request that my remarks be reflected in the records of the
decision to be made on this draft resolution. My delegation
wishes to have no part in this process or in this resolution. We
reject, in the strongest terms, this resolution. | spare the Board
of Governors, more than ten amendments which | could have
otherwise put to the vote.

I wish to thank the Chairperson, the Troika and each and
every member of NAM for the support they provided and
amendments made to this draft resolution to move the process
forward and to uphold the authority and integrity of the Agency.

Unfortunately, the sponsors of the draft reacted in total
disregard for principles of multilateralism and did not entertain
our amendments. | reject both the process and this resolution
and | leave this room in protest.
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