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UNSC – SITUATION IN DPRK – PAGE 1

BACKGROUND PAPER:

Security Council (UNSC)

The Situation In DPRK
Introduction:  From the 1990 to 2010, the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea’s (DPRK) active persuit of a nuclear program has been become increasing alarming to the international community.  This alarm stems from DPRK’s withdrawal from the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation on Nuclear Weapons (NPT), inconsistencies found by International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) inspectors within the DPRK’s nuclear program, the subsequent expulsion of the IAEA inspectors from the nation of the DPRK, and further aggressive nuclear policy and activity.
Background & History: In 1977, the DPRK agreed to an INFCIRC/66 type Safeguards Agreement for two nuclear research facilities.  They added their signatures to the NPT in December of 1985.  In 1993 The DPRK threatened to exit its membership from the IAEA in response to military defense exercises carried out by the United States and South Korea, and IAEA inspections.  In 1994 the DPRK carried out these threats, withdrawing from the IAEA.  Despite this action, the DPRK is still legally upheld to the 1977 Safeguards Agreements that they signed to.
Also occurring 1994, the DPRK and the United States signed an Agreed Framework in which the United States would make arrangements “for the provision of a LWR generating capacity of approximately 2000 MW(e)” (IAEA) as long as the DPRK froze and dismantled its graphite-moderated reactors and facilities.  The IAEA was to observe the procedure.

In late 2002 the DPRK announced that it was enriching uranium for a nuclear weapons program, to the alarm of the international community, which determined that the DPRK had broken the terms of the Agreed Framework and a heavy oil embargo was to be placed as a consequence.  When IAEA Board of Governors 
passed a resolution encouraging DPRK cooperation, the DPRK rejected it on grounds of it being unilaterally passed.

In 2003 the DPRK withdrew their signature from the NPT, an event the IAEA reported to the UNSC.  After this, talks occurred between the DPRK, Japan, the Russian Federation, the United States, the People’s Republic of China, and the Republic of Korea, formally called the six-party talks.

The Six-Party talks of 2005 lead to the DPRK stating that it would end its nuclear program in exchange for economic aid.  In 2007, the Six-party talks lead to the DPRK shutting down and sealing nuclear facilities Yongbyon under the verification of IAEA personnel.  By mid 2007 the IAEA confirmed that the five nuclear facilities in Yongbyon were inactive and closed but in late 2008 the DPRK told the IAEA to remove all seals and surveillance camera from the Yongbyon reprocessing plant and in April of 2009 all IAEA personnel, seals, and cameras were to be removed from the country, effectively removing the IAEA presence from the DPRK’s nuclear program.  The DPRK had ceased to cooperate with the international community after a few successful steps forward.
As of 2003 the DPRK has dropped its self-imposed missile testing moratorium.  This is of concern to other countries involved in the Six-party talks because potentially the DPRK could develop a ballistic missile technology that can deliver a nuclear payload to their country, instigating a nuclear war.  The DPRK states that they were forced to drop the moratorium in an act of self-defense, as the United States has made the DPRK feel threatened.
The DPRK nuclear weapons program consists of two testing portions, ballistic and nuclear warhead.  The ballistic missile program is the crucial link in the DPRK’s nuclear deterrence program.  Without it, the DPRK cannot deliver a nuclear payload on a foreign nation.  As of 2005 the DPRK could attack South Korea, Japan, parts of Russia and China, and potentially Hawaii (though this is a topic of much speculation, for Hawaii is in a gray zone of range and accuracy) with its No Dong missile with a range of 1,400 km.  Their Taepodong-2 missile with an expected range of 5-6,000 km could target all of Southeast Asia and the Western side of North America but the DPRK’s tests of the Taepodong-2 missile on July 4, 2006 failed.  US intelligence estimates that it would take another 11 years before the system is operational.  In 2007 the DPRK debut the Taepodong-X/Nodong-B Mobile Ballistic system which had an estimated, but untested, range of 3000-4000 km.  This puts Guam in its range.
The DPRK had twice tested nuclear warheads, both times underground.   The first was on October 9, 2006 with an explosive force of one kiloton and the second nuclear warhead was detonated on May 25, 2009 with an explosive force of 3-8 kilotons.  The force of this explosion is far short of the Hiroshima bomb, but it was determined that both nuclear devices failed to go off properly, meaning that the intended explosion and the explosion that the DPRK will have in the years to come once the engineering is fixed, will be much larger.  Both explosions and their yields were confirmed by seismographs amongst various neighboring nations.  The second test was condemned by the UN and sanctions were increased against the DPRK.
Current Situation:  On March 26, 2010 a South Korean warship was sunken in waters whose territorial claims are disputed between the DPRK and South Korea, of the Island of Baengyeong. 46 sailors died, 58 crew survived.  South Korea claims that evidence supports that a torpedo, exploding away from the ship, not making direct contact, sunk the warship, and that a North Korean submarine would have been the ones to fire the torpedo.  The DPRK vehemently denies this, claiming they have no interest in starting World War Three, and that they are simply being a scapegoat.  Third party experts from Australia, America, Sweden, and Britain sent to analyze the remains of the warship, have stated that it is possible that a mine left over from the Korean War could have sunk the warship, as the a blast from a mine matches the evidence that they have.  If the DPRK were the ones that fired, it could be seen as an act of war.
The Problem: As there are no IAEA inspectors in the country of the DPRK, there is no way to ensure that the DPRK is upholding the 1977 Safeguard Agreement.
The DPRK is on their way to developing a nuclear deterrent system that could reach the US and Southeast Asia in 11 years, making them a nuclear player.
Did or did not the DPRK fire upon a South Korean warship and will tension escalate between the two nations?

The possibility that war will break out on the Korean Peninsula and involve the Six-Party nations, if not many others, triggering World War III.
Committee Mission:  This committee’s main priority is to avoid a nuclear holocaust and keep international peace.  This can be achieved through bilateral talks focusing on the long terms goals that benefit both the DPRK, South Korea, and the other Six-Party Nations.

Before these talks can occur, the issue of the DPRK’s energy program needs to be addressed.  As is known, the DPRK has a poor economy and very little energy outside its nuclear program, there is great for nuclear power plants.  On the other hand the DPRK has shown that they are un-willing to be monitored by international agencies, are un-cooperative when they are being monitored, and are actively pursuing a nuclear arms program to increase the range and strength of their nuclear missiles.

With the recent South Korean warship incident, and the tense DMZ between the two countries, there has always been the very real and very terrible option of war.  As delegates in the Security Council, your job is to ensure security and peace for generations to come.
Questions to Consider:

1.) How is your nation related to each of the Six-party nations, major players in this geo-political area?
2.) What is your nation’s stance on nuclear arms, the NPT, the IEAE? What is your country’s nuclear arsenal?
3.) Is your nation within the current range or estimated range (Hawaii) of the DPRK’s nuclear weapons?
4.) What actions can be taken restore the feeling of security, and even increase friendliness, on the Korean peninsula and surrounding nations, minimizing the risk of war and boosting investor confidence?
5.) What kind of multi-lateral solution can be created that is for the good of the both the East and the West and minimizes tensions?

Sources for Further Research:
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