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 relies on donations to enable it to research, print and distribute
briefings for the peace m

ovem
ent. If you find this briefing useful or

im
portant, please circulate it, and consider m

aking a donation to ‘JN
V

’,
29 G

ensing R
d, St Leonards-on-Sea, E. Sussex T

N
38 0H

E.

C
R

U
C

IA
L

 W
E

E
K

S
A

t the tim
e of w

riting, the Iran is only w
eeks aw

ay from
 a possible turning

point in the draw
n-out crisis over its nuclear pow

er program
m

e. It is
possible, and increasingly likely, that by the end of the year the International
A

to
m

ic Energy A
gency (IA

EA
) w

ill clear Iran o
f the charge o

f having
pursued a nuclear w

eapons program
m

e.
T

his declaration, if it com
es, is alm

ost certain to be m
isrepresented

and under-repo
rted in the m

ainstream
, leaving it to

 co
ncerned (and

prepared) citizens to seek the m
axim

um
 public aw

areness of the IA
EA

’s
w

ork, and to try to m
obilize opinion against a U

S-U
K

 m
ilitary strike on

Iran now
 ‘justified’ on other grounds.

T
he IA

EA
 report m

ay be Iran’s last chance of avoiding m
ilitary action.
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O
n 21 A

ug. 2007, Iran and the IA
EA

 reached a new
 agreem

ent on nuclear
inspections, and drew

 up a ‘w
ork plan’ designed to clear up suspicions in

all the m
urky areas of Iran’s nuclear history.

T
his pro

cess is very sim
ilar to

 the final and decisive ‘draft w
o

rk
program

m
e’ draw

n up by U
N

 w
eapons inspectors in 2003 to resolve the

questions surrounding Iraq’s suspected w
eapons of

m
ass destruction (W

M
D

) program
m

es.
In that case, the U

N
M

O
V

IC
 inspection agency

identified ‘key rem
aining disarm

am
ent tasks’ to be

perform
ed by Iraq in order to establish that there

w
ere no m

aterials, w
eapons or ongoing research and JNV

R
ESIST

IN
G

 W
A

R
A

N
D

 
T

E
R

R
O

R

T
he U

S po
sitio

n has shifted. A
fter initially stressing precisely the

troubling questions now
 being investigated by the IA

EA
 (see for exam

ple,
‘Strong leads and dead ends’, W

ashington Post, 8 Feb. 2006 <
tinyurl.com

/
bdt4e>

), the U
S now

 says these issues are irrelevant.
O

n 29 O
ct., W

hite H
ouse spokesw

om
an D

ana Perino said there w
as

no doubt about Iran’s plans because: “this is a country that is enriching
and reprocessing uranium

 and the reason that one does that is to lead
tow

ards a nuclear w
eapon.” (A

FP, 29 O
ct.) W

hat about Japan? G
erm

any?
T

he U
S is now

 concentrating solely on the dem
and that Iran suspend

enrichm
ent of uranium

 in its facility at N
atanz - w

here enrichm
ent has

no
t pro

ceeded abo
ve 3.7%

, acco
rding to

 the IA
EA

 (30 A
ug., pdf:

tinyurl.com
/3b5ql7). T

o be w
eapons-grade, uranium

 needs to be at 90%
.

T
R

U
S

T
ElBaradei explained to the FT

: ‘If I am
 saying Iran today is clean, in other

w
ords, the program

m
e is under safeguards, w

ould that be good enough
fo

r the internatio
nal co

m
m

unity to
 say, w

ell, w
e no

w
 trust Iran, and

therefore Iran can go ahead w
ith its enrichm

ent program
m

e? T
hat frankly

is the key question... it’s the risk assessm
ent of Iran’s future intention.

‘T
he argum

ent is that if Iran w
ere to have that [enrichm

ent] technology
it co

uld then go
 into

 a break-o
ut scenario

... leaving the  [N
PT

/IA
EA

inspection] system
 altogether, develop the highly enriched [w

eapons-grade]
uranium

, w
hich they canno

t have as lo
ng as they are under [IA

EA
]

safeguards... W
hether that distrust scenario w

ill go aw
ay, after w

e com
e

clean here w
ith regard to the past and the present, is frankly the m

illion
dollar question.’

For Iran, the m
illion-dollar question is w

hy, if it is proved never to
have had a nuclear w

eapons program
m

e, it should be distrusted m
ore

than any other m
em

ber of the N
uclear N

on-Proliferation T
reaty, and

forced to give up its nuclear technology rights.
If the IA

EA
 rules Iran clean, this question should be upperm

ost.



developm
ent program

m
es connected to chem

ical or biological w
eapons.

T
hat ‘draft w

ork program
m

e’, w
hich w

ould have established that Iraq
had no W

M
D

, w
as presented to the U

N
 Security C

ouncil for approval
on 17 M

arch 2003. If approved, it w
ould have initiated several m

onths of
decisive inspections, during w

hich tim
e it w

ould have been politically
im

possible to attack Iraq. (See JN
V

 Briefing 35 <
tinyurl.com

/yod3w
w

>
)

President B
ush avoided this nightm

arish prospect by delivering his
48-hour ultim

atum
 to Saddam

 H
ussein on the sam

e day the ‘draft w
ork

program
m

e’ w
as presented (17 M

arch), effectively starting the Iraq w
ar.

In the present case, how
ever, President Bush has been unable to derail

the IA
EA

. T
he U

S has m
ade its anger clear. T

he G
uardian reports that

ElB
aradei ‘has been increasingly at odds w

ith W
ashington and London,

w
ho believe he is straying beyond his job description and freelancing as

an independent statesm
an.’ (18 Septem

ber <
tinyurl.com

/2djpa4>
)
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T
he areas of suspicion in the w

ork plan are (pdf: tinyurl.com
/33b2k2):

(1) Iran’s plutonium
 experim

ents (an ingredient for nuclear w
eapons);

(2) w
hether or not Iran has secretly built P2 centrifuges (it currently

 operates outdated P1 centrifuges) to m
ake it easier to create

 w
eapons-grade uranium

.
(3) the contam

ination of som
e equipm

ent at at T
ehran university w

ith
 H

ighly Enriched U
ranium

;
(4) designs bought from

 Pakistan for shaping uranium
 m

etal into
 hem

ispheres, a key step in fashioning nuclear bom
bs;

(5) Iran’s experim
ents w

ith Polonium
-210 (w

hich has som
e civilian

    uses, and can be used in triggering nuclear bom
bs);

(6) alleged attem
pts by the Iranian m

ilitary to create an independent,
    covert, supply from

 the uranium
 m

ine at G
hachine in Iran;

(7) docum
ents on a laptop apparently ‘stolen’ in Iran, and now

 in the
 possession of the C

IA
, w

hich allegedly set out:
(a) designs for a secret uranium

 conversion facility (to produce
‘G

reen Salt’, useful in producing w
eapons-grade uranium

);
(b) designs for m

odifying Iranian ballistic m
issiles to take nuclear

w
arheads; and

(c) high explosive testing useful for nuclear w
eapon design.

A
 T

IM
E

T
A

B
L

E
 F

O
R

 P
E

A
C

E
T

he first four steps are to take place in sequence, w
ith the IA

EA
 satisfying

itself on each question before proceeding to the next. T
he first topic has

been dealt w
ith. O

n 30 A
ug., ElB

aradei told the IA
EA

 B
oard that the

plutonium
 question w

as ‘resolved’. (pdf: tinyurl.com
/3b5ql7)

T
he P2 file is close to resolution. O

n 28 O
ct., IA

EA
 deputy director

O
lli H

einonen said on his arrival in T
ehran: ‘M

ost probably, this w
ill be

the final session of talks held betw
een Iran and the agency concerning the

P1-P2 centrifuges.’ (Press T
V

 [Iran], 28 O
ct. <

tinyurl.com
/24pm

2z>
)

A
ccording to reports in Iran, H

einonen also said that cooperation from
Iran w

as “good”. (R
euters, 30 O

ct., <
http://tinyurl.com

/yo9n5b>
)

T
here is a tight tim

etable fo
r reso

lutio
n o

f all these o
utstanding

questions by the end of 2007. ElBaradei w
ill report to the IA

EA
 Board on

22 N
ovem

ber, w
hich is - inaccurately - being portrayed by m

any in the
m

edia as the deadline for com
pleting the w

ork plan. For exam
ple, see this

exchange w
ith the Financial T

im
es, one of the best-inform

ed and sensible
m

ainstream
 sources of inform

ation on Iran:
ELBA

R
A

D
EI: I think I, I said publicly and I told them

 [Iran] privately
obviously, this is your litm

us test, because you com
m

itted yourself to
com

e clean, and if you don´t, you know
, nobody w

ill be able to com
e to

your support. Y
ou know

, I m
ade it very clear to them

 that if, as I said
before, if they don’t, it w

ill com
pletely backfire.

FT
: A

nd that m
eans com

ing clean by N
ovem

ber 22nd?
ELBA

R
A

D
EI: Y

es, absolutely, I m
ean, this is a w

ork plan. W
ait, the

22nd, is w
hen w

e report to the board, I said before, it w
ould take us tw

o
to three m

onths, that’s like the end of the year, I m
ean, 22nd is the tim

e
I have to com

e to report because of our board of governors.
(FT

, 2 O
ct., <

tinyurl.com
/2m

lm
ht>

)
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T
he point of the w

ork plan is to clear up suspicions about Iran’s past
nuclear activities, suspicions heightened by the fact that (a) Iran developed
its know

n uranium
 enrichm

ent program
m

e in secret, only confirm
ing it s

existence after an Iranian exile group m
ade a detailed accusation; and (b)

Iran bought m
uch of its nuclear technology from

 the crim
inal proliferation

netw
ork run by A

.Q
. K

han of Pakistan.


