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secure acceptance by the Stte of the desigmation of IAEA safeguards inspectors, before such
mspectors may be sent 1o the State on inspection (INFCIRC/153 (Corr. ), poregraphs 9 and 85). Under
such agreements, each State has the nght to abject 1o the designation of any safeguards nspector, ind
o request the withdrawal of the designation of on inspeclor, at sny time, for that State
(hip:/iwww.inen orgPublications/DocumentwInfcires).  Accordingly, Iran’s  request 1o the
Director General 1o withdraw the designation of Mr, Charlier authorizing him to carry out sufeguards
mapections n lran, was based on puragraph (s)ii) of Article 9 and paragraph (d) of Article 85 of lran's
Safeguards Agroement. | should also like to note bere that Iran has accepled the designation of more
than 200 Agency safeguards inspectors, which number is similar 1o that accepled by the majority of
non-nuclesr-weapon Staies that have concluded safepguards agreements pursuant to the NPT.

Finally, it is also regrettable that the Staff Report did not take into sccount the views of the United
Nations Secunity Council, a5 exprossed in resolution 1696 (2006), which infer alia, “commends und
encournges the Director General of the IAEA and its secretarial for their ongming professional and
impartinl efforts to resolve all remaining outstanding issues in Irmn within the framewark of the
Agency”,

While 11 is unfortunite that the authors of the Stafl Report did not consult with the IAEA Secreturiat o
verily the correctness of the above relerenced information, the IAEA Secretariat stands ready 0 assist
your Commitiee in correcting the ermoneous and misleading information contained in the report.
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