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I have the honour to speak on behalf of France, Germany and the United Kingdom.  

Our three countries thank the Slovenian Presidency of the European Union for the 

statement made on behalf of the European Union, with which we fully associate 

ourselves. 

 

Mr Chairman, earlier this week we saw the adoption by the United Nations Security 

Council of resolution 1803, underlining the continuing and profound concern of the 

international community over Iran’s nuclear activities.  In this context, we recall what 

the European Council stated in December: the acquisition by Iran of a nuclear military 

capability would be unacceptable. 

 

We have, together with colleagues from China, Russia and the United States, asked 

the Director General to circulate as an INFCIRC the statement agreed by the 

Ministers of our six countries and read to the Security Council following the adoption 

of Resolution 1803. We need not therefore repeat at length here what our Ministers, 

with the support of the High Representative of the European Union, agreed about the 

importance of this Resolution.   

 

We do believe however that it is useful to recall in this forum that Resolution 1803 

reaffirms the strong support of the UN Security Council for the role of this Agency’s 

Board of Governors, and for the continuing role of the Agency in clarifying all 

outstanding issues concerning Iran’s nuclear programme.  And it reaffirms the need 

for Iran to take without further delay the steps that have been required of it by the 

resolutions of this Board. 

 

Against this background of deep and continuing international concern, the Director 

General’s latest report to the Board on Iran is timely and important.  We note the 

progress reported in the implementation of the Work Plan.  But we remain concerned 

and dissatisfied with the picture presented in the Director General’s report. 

 

We would like to make clear at the outset that none of our concern and dissatisfaction 

is a reflection on the work of the Director General and the Secretariat in their earnest 

and impartial efforts to get satisfactory and convincing answers to many of the 

questions of concern to Board members. They have continued to address a difficult 

task with determination and skill. 

But the product of their objective professionalism is a report which leaves a great 

many questions without sufficient answers. 

 

Over a wide range of issues on which the Agency has asked for clarification, the 

answers are less than satisfactory.  In some cases, Iran’s answers have enabled the 

Agency to conclude that they are “consistent”with information that the Agency 

already has, and that the Agency needs to continue work on verifying the correctness 

and completeness of the answers.  

 



On some issues, the Agency comes to the conclusion that Iran’s answers are merely 

“not inconsistent” with information which (we underline once again) is already 

known to the Agency.  So these answers are not necessarily implausible.  But not 

necessarily the truth.  Here too, the Director General notes that the Secretariat must 

continue the painstaking work of verification. 

 

And then there is a further major outstanding issue concerning weaponisation 

activities that covers a range of questions - now grouped by the Director General’s 

report under the heading “Alleged Studies”.  We note that Iran has stated that the 

relevant information is baseless. But at the same time it has acknowledged that part of 

it relates to conventional weapons.  

 

Mr Chairman, our countries welcomed the initiative taken by the Agency’s Deputy 

Director General for Safeguards when he briefed the Board on these issues on 

February 25.  We listened with our customary respect for the integrity of the 

Agency’s technical professionals as the Deputy Director General made clear that the 

Agency had – from a variety of sources, and over a number of years – collected a 

body of information pointing to the existence of work on developing nuclear weapons 

in Iran.  We saw – for the first time in such a technical briefing – some of the 

questions which the Secretariat has addressed to Iran illustrated with graphic 

immediacy.  We underline that it was the illustrative method that was new – not the 

information. 

 

There can be no suggestion that any of these questions somehow came out of the blue 

for Iran.  On the contrary – these are questions on which the Agency has been seeking 

a substantive response from Iran for some time.  But Iran’s response – now and in the 

past, has been dismissive.  In the light of Iran’s record of delay and obfuscation in 

addressing the Agency’s questions over a wide range of issues, and in view of Iran’s 

continuing disrespect of the requirements of the Board and the UN Security Council, 

these dismissive responses are wholly unsatisfactory. 

 

Mr Chairman, we are convinced that members of this Board are entitled to expect a 

great deal more from Iran in terms of willing cooperation with this institution’s 

Governing Body. In this regard, we invite the Director General to continue to report 

on his verification efforts in Iran until such a time as Iran has taken the steps required 

of it by the Security Council and that the Board has deemed that confidence in the 

exclusively peaceful nature of Iran’s nuclear programme has been established. 

 

We note that there has been some progress on clarifying some issues. But where, in 

the Director General’s report or elsewhere, is there evidence that Iran has made any 

un-prompted and pro-active effort to address the questions?  Where is the evidence 

that Iran has sought with any genuineness to add to the knowledge and understanding 

that the Agency already has?  We struggle to find answers to these questions in the 

Director General’s report. 

 

The report tells us that some information provided by Iran similar to that previously 

provided pursuant to the Additional Protocol has brought some more clarity to the 

Agency’s knowledge about Iran’s declared nuclear programme.  Yet, the Director 

General goes on to note – to our disappointment – that the information has been 

provided by Iran on an ad hoc, incomplete and inconsistent basis. 



 

Mr Chairman, it is against this background that the UN Security Council has voted 

overwhelmingly to deplore Iran’s refusal to take steps required of it by the Council 

and by this Board.   Resolution 1803 is a further expression of the international 

community’s determination to bring home to Iran that there is a cost to its choice of a 

non-cooperative approach to this issue on the Board’s agenda. 

 

But as Board members will know, our three countries have on repeated occasions 

made clear that the non-cooperative path is not the only choice for Iran.  We want to 

see Iran choose the cooperative path.  We have gone to great lengths to illustrate in 

some detail what cooperative measures we are prepared to support, should Iran 

choose the path of cooperation. We underline that the proposals presented in June 

2006 would offer Iran everything it needs to develop a civil nuclear power industry 

while addressing international concerns. We repeat in this context our full support for 

the efforts of the High Representative of the European Union, Dr Javier Solana. 

 

In order to see this process begin on the proper basis of confidence and trust, we have 

fully supported – and continue to support – the calls of this Agency’s Board of 

Governors, and of the UN Security Council, for Iran to suspend all enrichment-related, 

reprocessing and all heavy-water related activities.  We have fully supported – and 

continue to support – the call on Iran to implement in full its safeguards agreement, 

including the reporting obligations outlined in modified code 3.1, and the Additional 

Protocol. 

 

In conclusion Mr Chairman, the Director General’s report leaves our three countries 

in no doubt that Iran’s record in complying with these requirements remains abysmal.  

We are obliged to conclude that Iran has chosen up to now the non-cooperative path.  

As long as Iran’s choice remains one of non-cooperation, we for our part will remain 

determined to demonstrate the costs and consequences of that choice.  As we have 

made clear, we remain ready to implement a cooperative vision, and we urge Iran to 

choose this approach 

 

 

 


