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E3 on Item 6(e)  
 
I have the honour to speak on behalf of France Germany and the United Kingdom, with the 
support of the High Representative of the EU. In addition to the declaration of the EU, we 
would like to make the following comments. 
 
We would like to thank the DG for his concise and professional report, we commend the 
Secretariat for their continuing verification activities in Iran, and the inspectors for carrying 
on their work in difficult circumstances.  
 
Regrettably, the report shows no progress.  Iran continues to ignore its obligations & has not 
taken any steps to build confidence in the exclusively peaceful nature of its programme.  As 
the DG said on Monday, ’the Agency is unable to make any progress in its efforts to resolve 
outstanding issues’.  Iran also continues in the DG’s words to  ’put additional restrictions and 
limitations on the Agency’s verification activities’.  
 
Let us be straightforward on this matter.  There is no one in this room who would not like to 
be convinced of the exclusively peaceful nature of Iran’s nuclear programme. No one.  
The reason why this conviction is not there is a combination of acts on the ground and the 
unexplained hidden 20 year history of the Iranian nuclear programme.  
 
For any impartial observer, it is difficult to understand why Iran cannot throw light on this 
history, what its early objectives were, how it was initially pursued, what documentation was 
subsequently received from black market networks, how the document on uranium metal and 
its casting (something only relevant to production of nuclear weapons) fitted into this picture.  
 
The sooner Iran responds to the many requests for elucidation from the Director General, the 
sooner the wider process of establishing trust can begin.  
 
But, everywhere we look, there are further obstacles.  
 
In circumstances where the Natanz enrichment facility serves no immediate economic 
purpose (the Bushehr reactor will be fuelled under a separate arrangement with Russia), what 
is so problematic about putting everything onto hold in order to permit serious negotiations to 
begin? Instead, as the DG’s report sets out, in a scenario like some latter-day repeat of the 
Sorcerers Apprentice, engineers are installing and testing centrifuges as though in some race 
against time.  The need for a stop in fact becomes ever more important as this process 
continues.  
 
In circumstances in which Iran wishes to convince us of its case, it would surely be sensible 
for the Agency and its Inspectors to have the widest possible picture of what is going on. 
Instead, Iran has consciously reduced the picture, as the DG reports. In spite of the provisions 
of article 48 of its comprehensive safeguards agreement Agency Inspectors are for instance 
being refused access to the construction site of the Heavy Water Research Reactor at Arak.  
 
Each time so far when an opportunity for a breakthrough has come, Iran has prevented 
progress: on suspension of proliferation sensitive activities in return for suspension of UNSC 
action, on the Director General’s appeal for time out.  
 
In spite of this, we & our partners have continued to explore the possibilities for reaching a 
negotiated settlement. 
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It is still within our grasp.  
 
We and our partners have been actively pursuing this.  We are united in our commitment, and 
are extending an open hand to Iran. Together we have asked Dr Solana the EU High 
Representative to continue his exploratory endeavours with Dr Larijani.  
 
Dr Solana reaffirmed our offer 2 weeks ago in Madrid.  This offer points the way to a 
comprehensive solution, taking account of Iran’s interests, including its desire to develop its 
civilian nuclear programme, and would provide the means to address the international 
community’s concerns. It includes an offer of economic, industrial and political cooperation. 
This is not presented on a take it or leave it basis, but as a starting point for further discussion. 
We have also made additional practical proposals to reengage with Iran and to facilitate the 
re-launch of negotiations.  
 
I underline that our countries want a diplomatic solution to the current crisis, as foreseen in 
relevant UNSC resolutions. 
If Iran refuses to change course, we shall have no alternative to returning again to the UNSC. 
This would not however be our preferred option. We want a negotiated solution, and will 
continue to show the patience and determination to achieve it. 


