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Introduction:
The issue of nuclear proliferation in the DPRK has been around for decades, and
its imminent threat is only increasing as time passes. With increasing numbers of
conducted nuclear test launches each year, the question of how to regulate the DPRK
and its growing nuclear arsenal is becoming more and more pertinent. The DPRK
themselves have stated that these weapons are only for self-defense and in case of
emergency, but with the testing growing closer and closer to civilian areas in other
nations, such as Hokkaido, the leaders of other nations are unsure about what lengths
the testing will go to, and just how much damage it’s able to cause. The nuclear
weapons program is said to have around 30-40 weapons and significant amounts of
material that can be used to create further weapons.
The DPRK has signed and pulled out of numerous agreements with other
nations, mainly the United States, and its involvement in discussions such as the
Six-party Talks and the multiple summits conducted in 2018 and 2019 have not resulted
in any substantial change. The debate over how and if the DPRK should hold its nuclear
weapons is a conflict that is both pressing and particularly volatile, as no one is able to
quite predict how the DPRK will act in the future; therefore, the situation is one that
requires crucial attention and feasible solutions that are able to achieve real change.

Definition of Key Terms:
1. The UN Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT): an
international treaty whose purpose is to prevent the spread of nuclear weapons,
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achieve nuclear disarmament, and promote more peaceful and constructive
uses for nuclear energy.
2. Korean Demilitarized Zone: a border barrier between North and South Korea
that acts as a buffer zone between the nations.
3. Weapons of Mass Destruction (WMD): a weapon that can significantly harm or
kill countless lives, mainly nuclear or radiological.
4. Tactical Nuclear Weapons: smaller, land-based, nuclear warheads that have a
limited strike range and are used for close-quarter attacks
5. Operational Delivery System: miniaturized versions of nuclear warheads, that
are used on ballistic missiles.
6. Punggye-ri: North Korea’s main nuclear test site and facility, located in North
Hamgyong.

Background Information
The 1960s-1980s
The beginning of DPRK’s nuclear program began around the end of the 1950s and, with
the help of Soviet Russia, a nuclear complex was built in Nyongbyong. Following this, many
more facilities were built throughout the 1960s to increase DPRK’s nuclear testing capabilities
and in 1979, DPRK built its first reactor. However, the issue of nuclear proliferation grew
substantially due to the Cold War, which led to the creation of the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT). Between 1965 to 1968, the treaty was negotiated
by a UN organization named the Eighteen Nation Committee on Disarmament and was opened
to signatures; DPRK signed and ratified this treaty on December 12th, 1985.
The 1990s-2000s
On the 21st of October, 1994, DPRK and the United States both signed the Agreed
Framework; the goal of this framework was to replace the DPRK’s nuclear power plant
programs with water reactors plants instead. However, due to the rising political tensions, the
agreement quickly crumbled leading to the DPRK withdrawing from the NPT in January of 2003.
The withdrawal led to the Six-party Talks, which were aimed at finding a peaceful and neutral
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solution to the nuclear weapons program that the DPRK was conducting. The talks produced
little progress, and after an official statement from the UN Security Council President, which
condemned the DPRK for their nuclear actions, the DPRK officially withdrew from the talks on
April 13, 2009. During the talks, the DPRK also publicly admitted to the manufacturing of their
nuclear weapons and weapons of mass destruction in February of 2005, which they stated was
for self-defense.
The 2010s-2019
In 2012, on February 29th, the USA and DPRK came together to make diplomatic
amends and once again tackle the issue of nuclear proliferation. This agreement was dubbed
‘The Leap Day Deal’; within this deal, it was stated that the DPRK would temporarily cease
nuclear actions and testing. However, that same year, in April, the deal managed to fall through,
leaving both parties in the same positions they were in before. Throughout 2017, the DPRK
conducted 11 test launches, one of which ended up passing over Hokkaido and was heavily
condemned for doing so. As the tensions grew between these two countries and in an effort to
control them, a summit was held in Singapore between Chairman Kim Jong-un and President
Donald Trump in June of 2018. It ended with a joint, signed statement about the
denuclearization of the Korean Peninsula, increased security for the DPRK, and overall, more
peaceful relations between the nations. The following year in February, the second summit in
Hanoi was cut short due to the DPRK’s request for a partial lifting of sanctions. The same year
in June, a third and final talk was conducted in the Korean Demilitarized Zone, with both parties,
as well as South Korean President Moon Jae-in. The result of this summit was both sides
announcing that they would continue negotiations and denuclearization talks at a later date.

Current Situation
Advancing technology
In the past year, up until now, the DPRK has conducted a record 17 different missile
launches. Their launch at the end of January was said to be their single most powerful launch yet,
their launch on March 24th of this year was their first successful ICBM launch in the past few
years, and their launch on the 5th of June is said to be their largest single test conducted yet; all
of which signify how advanced their technology is becoming. Further launches have also implied
that their field of testing is also increasing as the missiles fired on the 16th of April of this year are
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seemed to be the DPRK’s first “tactical nuclear weapons operational delivery system,” and the
launch was a success. This means that the DPRK is becoming more effective at creating different
types of warheads, and are beginning to have a higher success rate than their past years of
testing.
The reopening of Punggye-ri
Additionally, satellite images discovered this April were indicative of increased activity
near the Punggye-ri nuclear site, which was dismantled in 2018. This was confirmed in June as
newer satellite images found recent activity at the third Punggye-ri tunnel, confirming that it was
essentially complete, as well as newer construction at the fourth tunnel, which is a strong
indicator of increased future tests. Currently, the strongest influence on North Korea is their own
desire for ‘self-defense’ and ‘safety’, and it seems that, unless diplomatic tensions ease and
relationships strengthen, no other perspective can shape their future nuclear plans. So, input
from other highly involved nations, especially the United States, won't have an impact on the
direction that the DPRK wishes to go with their nuclear testing and weapons.

A description of the new construction being conducted at Punggye-ri (NBC News)

International response
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In the past year, the Security Council has also become stricter on its actions toward
nuclear testing countries. For example, on October 10th of last year, the Security Council barred
all nations from allowing in four DPRK ships that were transporting goods to and from the DPRK.
Additionally, numerous nations have increased and placed further sanctions on the DPRK due to
their increased testing in hopes of the sanctions being able to shift the DPRK’s plan of action.
Additionally, in January of this year, due to the seven missile tests that were conducted by the
DPRK, Washington D.C urged the UN Security Council to impose additional sanctions on the
DPRK, however, this proposal ended up being blocked by Moscow and Beijing. The UN
Secretary-General Antonio Guterres also condemned the DPRK for testing their long-range
ballistic missiles, which were both their most powerful launch since 2017, and a violation of their
moratorium.

Major Parties Involved and Their Views
The Democratic People’s Republic of Korea (DPRK)
The DPRK and its government, led by Chairman Kim Jong-Un, is the main party involved
in this issue, as their nuclear arsenal is the one in question by other nations and the
United Nations. As seen by their previous actions, the DPRK is in full support of them
being able to own, operate, and test their wide range of nuclear weapons in their testing
facilities, as well as to conduct numerous test launches in oceanic and sea areas. Based
on information collected through satellite imagery and intel gathered by multiple
governments, the DPRK has no plans of stopping its testing, but rather increasing its
facilities in order to conduct further tests and further grow its inventory of weapons.
The United States of America (USA)
The USA is arguably the most involved foreign nation in this dispute and is heavily against
the DPRK holding any type of nuclear warhead or weapon. The United States
government, throughout multiple presidencies, has aimed to grow relations with the DPRK
in hopes of inviting conversation about limiting the DPRK’s use and testing of their nuclear
weapons. However, each deal that has been made has fallen through, rendering the
DPRK’s stance on the issue unfaltering. The US was also involved with both the Six-party
Talks and the summits held in the past few years in order to try and limit the DPRK’s
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capabilities. The US has placed numerous sanctions on the DPRK as a result of its
actions, which only added to the tension between the nations.
South Korea
South Korea was a participant in the Six-party Talks in hopes of limiting the DPRK’s
weapons program and is thoroughly against the DPRK holding nuclear weapons. The
relations between both nations in the past few years have been quite rocky due to the
DPRK’s increased testing and the discovery of numerous DPRK drones on South Korean
soil. But, in a 2018 summit in the Korean Demilitarized Zone, President Moon Jae-in and
Chairman Kim Jong-un pledged to work towards more negotiations and complete
denuclearization of the Korean Peninsula, as well as a pledge to end the Korean War
within a year. However, due to South Korea conducting military drills in August of 2019,
Kim criticized them and ended negotiations. Only in the last year has communication
between the two nations restarted, but no indication of this communication involving
nuclear discussion.
China
China was a participant in the Six-party Talks and aimed to achieve a peaceful solution to
the DPRK weapons program and has said that they condemn the DPRK’s possession of
nuclear warheads. Throughout the past few years, China has also condemned the DPRK
for their testing of weapons multiple times and approved UN Resolution 1718 which
increased sanctions against the DPRK. However, numerous Chinese companies have
violated these sanctions and aided the DPRK, however, whether the aid impacted the
nuclear program is unclear. So, despite past tensions due to disputes over the nuclear
program, the countries are currently strong allies.

UN Involvement, Relevant Resolutions, Treaties, and Events
The United Nations has been heavily involved in this issue, established treaties, and
passed numerous resolutions in order to try and find a peaceful solution to the DPRK’s growing
nuclear artillery.
●

6

United Nations Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT)

MUN@UWCSEA | October 7th - 9th 2022
The NPT was established and signed in 1968 during the events of the Cold War. The
treaty’s purpose was to aid in the prevention of the spread of nuclear weapons, promote more
peaceful and constructive uses for nuclear energy, and lead to worldwide nuclear disarmament.
●

United Nations Security Council Resolution 1718, 14 October 2006 (S/RES/1718)
This resolution followed the nuclear tests conducted in October of 2006 by the DPRK.

The resolution imposed numerous sanctions on the DPRK in hopes of causing them to limit their
nuclear testing. Such sanctions included a large-scale ban on imports and exports that ranged
from textiles to food products and an arms embargo. Through this resolution, the United Nations
also established a Security Council Sanctions Committee on North Korea, also referred to as
the 1718 Committee, which was in charge of enforcing these sanctions.
●

United Nations Security Council Resolution 2375, 11 September 2017 (S/RES/2375)
This resolution was a continuation of Resolution 1718 which expanded on the list of

sanctions. Such additions were things like limiting how many refined petroleum products the
DPRK could obtain, and a full ban on condensates of natural gases. This resolution also called
for the committee to appoint two ships to transport the prohibited goods that the DPRK
managed to obtain.
●

United Nations Security Council Resolution 2087, 22 January 2013 (S/RES/2087)
This resolution allowed member states of the Security Council to seize and possibly

destroy any and all materials that were suspected of being somehow connected to the DPRK
and their nuclear weapons program. It also expanded upon how individuals suspected of being
involved with the program would be penalized.
●

United Nations Security Council Resolution 2371, 5 August 2017 (S/RES/2371)
This resolution introduced numerous additional actions for the 1718 Committee such as

developing arrangements with INTERPOL and discerning WMDs and other warheads. It further
expanded on economic sanctions and full bans on items like iron, lead, and coal.

Possible Solutions
This issue will require increased communication between foreign nations and the DPRK
if a solution is to be reached. Therefore, there needs to be further meetings and discussions
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similar to the 2018 and 2019 summits, as those were the talks that led to the most collaboration
and willingness to solve the issue from all sides.
During these discussions, nations could go over the NPT and debate what specific
clauses and guidelines they would like to see, heavily involving the DPRK in this discussion.
Agreeing on guidelines will leave little room for flexibility and make actions pertaining to the
issue much more rigid, making it easier to discern whether or not nations are following them.
This discussion can also review what punishments violations of the agreement will cause, most
likely sanctions.
Nations could also review the role of Committee 1718 and its responsibilities during
these discussions. Like with the NPT, agreeing on further guidelines that are more specific to
current circumstances and appease all nations will significantly help the situation and nation
relations.
Another large factor in this issue is the increasing political tensions between the DPRK
and foreign nations such as the United States. So there should be one-on-one meetings
between the leaders of these nations and the DPRK in order to aid in reducing tension.
Moreover, these one-on-one discussions should aim to get the DPRK back on board with
discussing their nuclear program, and hopefully allow all nations to become more open to
compromises and different solutions that other nations may suggest during the discussion.
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