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I. UNSC Resolutions: 

- On 31 August 2006 the UN Security Council deadline - UNSCR 1696 (2006) - for Iran to halt its work on nuclear fuel passed. 

- The UN Security Council, demanding that Iran should stop uranium enrichment-related and reprocessing activities, voted to impose sanctions on Iran's trade in sensitive nuclear materials and technology - UNSCR 1737 (2006). 

- In 2007 the UN Security Council through its new resolution 1747 (2007) tightened economic and trade sanctions on Tehran. 

- In September 2008, the UN Security Council passed unanimously a new resolution - UNSCR 1803 (2008) - introduced additional sanctions. 
- Ensuing UN Security Council resolutions 1835 (2008) and 1887 (2009) reaffirmed previous ones. 

- On 9 June 2010, the UN Security Council voted in favour of a fourth round of sanctions against Iran over its nuclear programme, including tighter finance curbs, enhanced cargo inspections  and an expanded arms embargo - UNSCR 1929 (2010).

II . Key Developments:

September 2003: IAEA gave Tehran weeks to prove that it is not pursuing a nuclear weapons programme. 

14 June 2004: Iran was rebuked by IAEA for failing to fully cooperate with an inquiry into its nuclear activities.  

September 2005: Disapproving the first incentives package presented to it by the EU3 in August, Tehran announced that it has resumed uranium conversion at its Isfahan plant reiterating that its programme is for peaceful purposes only. IAEA Board of Governors adopted a Resolution stating that Iran is in non-compliance of its safeguards obligations. 

4 February 2006: Iran broke IAEA seals at its Natanz nuclear research facility. IAEA Board of Governors, based on 2005 September Resolution, referred the Iranian dossier to the UN Security Council. 

27 February 2007: The European Union agreed on sanctions against Iran prohibiting sales, technical assistance, training, investments in support of Iran’s nuclear programme, establishing financial and travel restrictions on Iranian companies and experts.  

14 June 2008: the EU Foreign Policy Chief Javier Solana presented the refreshed P5+1 and the EU offer of trade benefits on the basis of “freeze for freeze” proposal.

2009: After his inauguration President Obama offered to open unconditional dialogue with Iran about its nuclear programme

21 September 2009: Iran informed the Agency that it is building a uranium enrichment plant near Qom, stating that it is for peaceful purposes.

1 October 2009: P5+1 and Iran met in Geneva. Agreement on a new round of talks before the of month, Iran’s full cooperation on Agency’s access to the Qom facility and provision of Nuclear fuel to Tehran Research Reactor in return for the certain amount of LEU produced by Iran. Consequent disagreement over the modalities of the exchange

27 November 2009: IAEA passed a resolution to suspend the construction of Qom facility.  
17 May 2010: The Joint Declaration signed by Iran, Turkey and Brazil reflecting Iran’s agreement to remove from its territory 1,200 kilograms of LEU within one month once the appropriate arrangements are concluded and to deposit the LEU in Turkey in one batch. 
III. Turkey’s Approach and Key Messages:

· The developments with regard to Iran are of direct interest to Turkey. Iran is our neighbour and a significant factor in the Middle East, South Asia and the Caucasus.

· Turkey is working towards a vision and goal according to which her neighbourhood would be free of conflict, extremism and weapons of mass destruction. 

· Resolution of disagreements over the Iranian nuclear programme will have ramifications for the prospects of fulfilling this benign vision.

· A diplomatic solution to Iran’s nuclear issue is the only viable option. It is achievable and necessary.

· The open hand extended to Iran continues to be the singularly most important positive influence on the prospects for a diplomatic solution. 

· Turkey has been making major efforts to effectively and creatively engage in this issue in consultation with the P5+1.

· The Joint Declaration signed by Turkey, Iran and Brazil in Tehran on 17 May 2010 demonstrates that diplomacy and engagement can work. 

· The focus since October 2009 was on a deal to provide fuel to the Tehran Research Reactor (TRR) in exchange for the removal of 1200 kg of Low Enriched Uranium (LEU) from Iran’s stocks. This focus has been justified both as a confidence building measure and as a humanitarian issue given the requirements for the diagnosis and treatment of almost a million patients.

· The focus was never on the broader Iranian nuclear dossier which is to be addressed between the P5+1 and Iran. The proposed deal offered itself as a prelude and a catalyst for a constructive diplomatic process to address the broader issue of Iranian nuclear program.

· In the Tehran Joint Declaration, Iran has given answers to the key questions of the quantity of LEU to be removed from Iran; place for the safekeeping of the LEU in escrow; and timeframes for the proposed escrow and exchange.    

· The Joint Declaration also underlined the strong conviction that the nuclear fuel exchange will provide an opportunity to begin a forward-looking process aiming to create a positive, constructive atmosphere. In this context, a fuel exchange deal would constitute a helpful element in addressing the entire nuclear dossier by providing essential confidence building. Accordingly, the Joint Declaration went beyond the initial focus on the fuel exchange and referred to the continuation of talks between P5+1 and Iran in any place including Turkey and Brazil.

· The Joint Declaration is a major step forward. The document was not achieved easily. It is a product of major effort which Turkey and Brazil applied in consultation and cooperation with the P5+1. 

· This is a success of engagement policy and diplomacy. Ultimately, this accord was reached thanks to the new avenue of engagement that was initiated by the United States and the P5+1 with regard to Iran. 

· Clearly, the Joint Declaration does not at all close the file on Iranian nuclear programme. However, it has created substance to justify the call to give negotiations a chance.  

· Iran submitted its formal letter to the IAEA on May 24, within the promised timeframe, confirming its agreement with the content of the Joint Declaration. The Vienna Group’s reply was recently delivered to the IAEA, as well. 

· However, it is worth noting that the response was sent on the same day as the UN Security Council vote on the new sanctions resolution. These letters should have come earlier.

· Turkey has shared its comments on the responses with relevant parties.

· Turkey, who has been advocating the settlement of the problem through diplomacy since the very outset, voted against the resolution UNSCR 1929 (2010) along with Brazil. Lebanon abstained. 

· Turkey was concerned not to undermine the window of opportunity opened by the Joint Declaration for solving the problem on Iran’s nuclear program by peaceful means. Turkey’s position is not to unconditionally support Iran’s nuclear programme but to adopt a principled and longer term stance.

· Turkey’s vote was in order to uphold the opportunity created by the Joint Declaration. 

· Continuation of dialogue with all parties and using all opportunities in the diplomatic field to the full extent is the only viable route. 

· We did not want Iran to adopt a confrontational attitude detrimental to regional stability particularly in Iraq, Lebanon and Afghanistan.

· Turkey has impeccable track record in the area of non-proliferation of nuclear weapons and is party to all relevant international agreements. 

· While voting “no” at the Security Council, Turkey has also made it perfectly clear that she is opposed to the proliferation of nuclear weapons and that we have explicit expectations from Iran to convince the international community about the peaceful nature of their nuclear programme. 

· Turkey expects from Iran to continue to abide by the Tehran Joint Declaration, to stay on the diplomatic solution path and to show absolute transparency about its nuclear program by demonstrating full cooperation with the IAEA in order to restore confidence regarding the purpose and nature of its nuclear programme. 
· Turkey also acknowledges the right of every NPT state party to develop research, production and use of nuclear energy for peaceful purposes.

· This is a critical juncture. International community after the UN Security Council Resolution 1929 (2010) must work twice as hard to ensure that the engagement track remains alive and that the only remaining route is not further tensions and mutual distrust.

· Turkey is ready to play its part also in the ensuing stages of this important issue.
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