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 Dear Delegates, 

Welcome to Surf City XIV! On behalf of the Huntington Beach High School Model 

United Nations Program, it is our pleasure and honor to welcome you to our thirteenth annual 

advanced delegate conference, Surf City XIV. The Huntington Beach High School Model United 

Nations Program is a nationally ranked organization with over thirty-six years of conference 

management experience, making us one of the more senior MUN programs on the west coast. At 

Surf City XIV, all committees are chaired by delegates in their Junior or Senior year who have 

themselves competed at conferences across the nation. Our chairs also undergo a rigorous three-

month training program to ensure that they are experts in procedure and their topic, and at least 

one of the chairs has had prior dais experience. Topic Synopses are thoroughly vetted by our 

Secretariat and Advisor Staff along with outside consultation, to be sure they reflect only the 

finest of our program. Topics and committees are chosen with an eye for relevance and 

accessibility to delegates - we have never entertained any less-than-professional committees, and 

nothing other than constructive debate is ever entertained on a committee floor. All of our staff is 

readily accessible via email, and information is made available in a timely manner by email and 

our website, hbhsmun.webs.com. We hope you’re excited as we are for this conference.  

We also wanted to take this time to remind of the importance of research and preparation 

for this conference. Surf City MUN has a reputation as a mecca for the most competitive and 

knowledgeable delegates on the west coast, and we highly encourage you to invest your time to 

ensure you can compete at that level. Position Papers are highly encouraged for each topic; you 

can find the Position Paper Guideline on our website. To be considered for Research Awards, 

papers must be submitted to your chairs by 11:59 P.M. on Friday, January 27th. The papers 

must include an introductory section including topic background and country policy, a UN 

involvement section, and lastly the delegate’s proposed solutions. 

On behalf of all of us at HBHSMUN, we’d like to thank you for choosing to attend Surf 

City XIV. We’re devoted to ensuring you have the best possible MUN experience you’ve had 

yet, and with your help we’re confident we can achieve that aim. Should you have any questions 

or concerns feel free to email the Secretariat at hbhsmun@gmail.com. We look forward to seeing 

you this February!  

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

______________________ 

Antoinette Nguyen 

Secretary-General 

  

_____________________ 

Emily Le 

Under-Secretary-General 

 

 

_______________________ 

Matthew Anderegg 

Under-Secretary-General 

  

 

___________________ 

Cody Meicht 

Under-Secretary General 

 

mailto:hbhsmun@gmail.com
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Welcome to Security Council at Surf City XIV 

 

All questions and position papers can be sent to surfcitymun.sc@gmail.com  

 

Hello Security Council Delegates! My name is Abby Cahill and I am a senior at 

Huntington Beach High School. This is my fourth year in MUN and my second year chairing 

Surf City. I am beyond ecstatic to be chairing Security Council Crisis because I love its fast pace 

and constant change. My co-chairs and I are expecting delegates to demonstrate high abilities of 

performance during debate while maintaining professionalism and diplomacy. As the Security 

Council we expect delegates to maintain country policy concerning international peace and 

security. Outside of MUN, I am Captain of our HBHS varsity girls’ golf team, and I am proud to 

say that just this fall we captured our third straight Sunset League title! In addition to golf, I am 

apart of National Charity League (NCL), and currently work at the original Hamboards shop in 

HB. I also enjoy eating In-In Out, shopping, and playing hide and go seek in Bed Bath and 

Beyond with friends. I am looking forward to meeting you all in committee, and wish you all the 

best of luck!  

 

     Hi delegates, my name is Eshaan Jain and I’m extremely honored to be your chair at Surf 

City XIV. I’m a senior in my fourth year of MUN, and aside from being one of the most stressful 

things ever, I absolutely love it. I have the privilege of being a senior teacher for our freshmen in 

the MUN program, which means I get to guide them through the ins and outs of the program 

every day. I’m also currently in the Academy for the Performing Arts here at HBHS, and I play 

the piano, drums, violin, guitar, and ukulele. My best friend’s name is Paula Tanasescu. Other 

than that, I’m one of the presidents of the National Honor Society which keeps me busy just 

about 24/7. I’m very excited to be chairing this committee as Security Council has always been 

my favorite committee, and crises make everything better. My co-chairs and I can’t wait to see 

you all in February, so research well and good luck!  

 

      

Hello delegates! My name is Victoria Henson and I am extremely excited to be your 

chair this year at Surf City XIV. I am currently a senior here at HBHS and it is also my fourth 

year in the MUN program. MUN is truly an amazing program, although it’s stressful 99% of the 

time.  Along with my co-chair Eshaan, I have also had the pretty awesome task of being a senior 

teacher for the freshman within our MUN program this year. I am also on the swim team here at 

HBHS. Outside of school I am involved in many charitable endeavors such as my involvement in 

Girls Inc. OC and City of lights International where I get to truly make a lasting impact on both 

my community and abroad. I am beyond excited to be able to chair security council crisis as I 

have always thought that the most constructive and innovative ideas are expressed through this 

committee; not only this but debate tends to get pretty exhilarating… especially when a crisis is 

involved! My co-chairs and I are expecting to see new and innovative solutions and high-level 

debate, but we can’t wait to see you all this February! Please feel free to e-mail us with any 

questions you might have! Happy researching:) 
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Genetic Modification 

Background: 

 Genetic modification, also referred to as genetic engineering,i is the manipulation of the 

genetic code of an organism to produce a desired trait. Through the use of biotechnology, the 

genetic makeup of cells is manipulated, creating an organism with unique and diverse traits. The 

concept of genetic modification was first seen in the studies of Gregor Mendel in the 19th 

century. He conducted experiments on pea plants and over the span of seven years he had formed 

what came to be known as Mendel’s Laws of Inheritance. Scientists’ understanding of genetics 

furthered in 1943 when deoxyribonucleic acid’s (DNA) function within genetic inheritance was 

illustrated, leading to a vast array of experiments. During the 1960’s, scientists released heavy 

radiation upon plant DNA in order to cause random mutations in hopes that a few would turn out 

to be beneficial. Humans became a bit more organized in their research, and the first genetically 

modified animal was born in 1974, a mouse created by Rudolf Jaenisch. This led to the first ever 

genetically engineered food to be marketed for consumption, the FLAVR SAVR tomato. With a 

much longer shelf life than the regular tomato, it was vastly more appealing in a commercial 

standpoint, paving the way for the array of genetically modified food grown today.ii 

Genetic engineering has traditionally taken place by altering a base pair of DNA, deleting 

a segment of genetic code, or adding in a new gene into an organism. The process of extracting a 

gene from one organism and placing it within another is a lengthy procedure for scientists. After 

removing a small sample of DNA from an organism, special enzymes then a cut a piece out of it 

and insert a different gene that is preferred within the organism. The DNA is then introduced into 

a new cell, which divides and makes the new gene a reality within the being. Not only did this 

entire process take months upon months to take place, but it was also very expensive. This all 

changed when CRISPR was introduced.  

 iiiWhen attacked by a virus, bacteria save a copy of part of the virus DNA in their own 

genetic code in a DNA archive called CRISPR, or Clustered Regularly Interspaced Short 

Palindromic Repeats. If the virus attacks again, the bacterium makes an RNA copy of the virus 

DNA and delivers it to an enzyme known as Cas. Together, the RNA and Cas float through the 

cell and once they find DNA that matches with the viral RNA copy, the Cas enzymes slice the 

DNA in two, rendering the virus useless and therefore protecting the bacterium. An amazing 

defense mechanism, scientists soon created their own Cas enzyme called Cas9, and have 

manipulated CRISPR to the point where they are able to feed it a string of DNA and it will 

replicate it. Together the CRISPR/Cas9 duo has become the most efficient form of genetic 

engineering. Not only is it precise and effective, but also CRISPR has shrunk the cost of genetic 

modification by over 90% and has cut the time it takes from months to weeks.    

 The world has seen a huge rise of genetic modification in multiple industries, including in 

food and medicine. Genetically modified foods and crops have become a globally pressing topic 

of concern over the past decade, as companies turn to altering the DNA of crops in order to yield 

stronger and tastier results. Through manipulating the genetic code of foods, the need for 

insecticides and pesticides has greatly reduced, as plants can become inherently resistant to 

decay and rotting. However this has sparked contention, as many believe these GMO’s to be 

harmful to a human’s immune system and internal organs, as well as negatively affecting the 
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environment. Genetic modification has also had a large influence in a medical standpoint, 

creating biopharmaceutical drugs. Genetically altered yeast has produced a more effective 

Hepatitis B vaccine, and modifying E. Coli bacteria has yielded a great amount of insulin for 

diabetics. The advent of CRISPR has led to even greater strides in the medical world, with much 

safer and less costly treatments and vaccines.  

 ivOne of the leading methods within the agricultural sector in determining if genetic 

modifications within plants have been successful is whole genome sequencing. This method 

utilizes microbiological technology to analyze the entirety of an organism’s genome, in order to 

identify any dangers or negative mutations that could have occurred as a result of genetic 

modification. Scientist, in regards to genetically modified foods, have been conducting tests 

using the method of whole genome sequencing to ensure that the modifications within these food 

products and organisms are indeed safe. Through the utilization of this method of analysis, 

scientists are able to gain more detailed understanding of what genetic engineering does to the 

DNA of an organism, and they are able to concur the dangers, if any, of the specific mutations 

that have been conducted. The immense success of the method of whole genome sequencing 

deems it possible to utilize its technologies and apply them to the different industries that are 

produced through the practice of genetic modification. Whole genome sequencing has the 

potential to prevent radicalized and unsafe large-scale mutations to occur, as it allows scientists 

to have a safe and regulated means of testing new genetic modifications.  

 The real value of the CRISPR/Cas9 duo lies in the future. With this technology, humans 

have the ability to end severe diseases as well as inherited genetic disorders, such as 

Huntington’s disease.v We have already developed to a point where scientists can enable 

mosquitoes to be immune to malaria and zika, therefore making it impossible for it to spread to 

humans. Theoretically, it is also possible to prominently slow down aging, and have humans live 

for centuries on end. With technology like this, some have argued that not using genetic 

modification is unethical, as it condemns children and other humans to suffering and a 

preventable death when the cure is available. If we begin genetically engineering germ cells of 

humans, we are opening a door that cannot ever be closed. We would be able to do more than 

quell a disease in a child, but also give them perfectly efficient organ systems, or enhanced 

muscular structure, or an increased intelligence. As time goes on with this genetic manipulation, 

modified humans could become the new standard of society.  

 Although the beneficial possibilities are endless, the genetic modification of humans has 

seen heavy opposition. viMany nations are wary because CRISPR is still in its infancy, and 

unknown errors and mistakes can still happen, making it somewhat unpredictable. From a social 

standpoint, some are concerned that we would create a world where we will reject humans that 

are imperfect and pre-select features and qualities based on our idea of what is healthy. Those 

living in lower socioeconomic classes that are not able to afford genetic modification of their 

children would then be biologically inferior to others, vastly widening gaps between classes and 

groups of people. Through a political lens, countries would safeguard this technology from rival 

nations, however if a totalitarian regime were to acquire the means by which to perform genetic 

modification, what is to stop them from altering the genetic code of civilians to solidify their 

rule? However even with these concerns, banning research on this topic may lead to scientists 
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finding ways to conduct research outside of the law, making it less regulated and more 

dangerous. The possibilities are endless, yet so is the controversy.  
 

 

United Nations Involvement:  

           The discussion of genetic modification within the United Nations is extremely diverse, as 

the spectrum that genetic modification covers is quite extensive. This topic has influences in 

many divergent industries such as the agricultural sector; human and animal genetics and 

medicine. However, despite the impact that genetic engineering has on these industries, the 

United Nations remains cautious on the implementation of genetic modification on a mass scale, 

solely based off the lack of substantial understanding of effects and its consequences that could 

arise in the future. Thus, in respect to the wide range of applications of genetic modification, the 

United Nations has correspondingly acquired divergent policies on the issues that genetic 

modification applies to. 

        Firstly, in regards to genetic modification in the agricultural sector, the United Nations 

has been significantly potent on the application of biotechnology and genetic modification.vii 

Through the United Nations Food and Agricultural Organization (FAO), the UN has stated that 

they believe that only with the integration of other safe and regulated systems of technology for 

food distribution, accessibility, and production that biotechnology and genetic modification pose 

as powerful beneficiaries in the creation of food sustainability within developing nations.viii 

Thus, in February of 2016, the FAO conducted an international symposium on the effects of 

biotechnology in food sustainability. This symposium described the many positive outcomes that 

could potentially be derived from the implementation of these biotechnologies within agriculture, 

especially in developing nations that could exponentially benefit from the guaranteed 

sustainability of crops. ixFurthermore, in regards to biotechnology, one of the most prominent 

industries utilizing biotechnology and its means of genetic modification is genetically modified 

organisms or GMO’s. However, the United Nations has taken a more lax policy on GMOs, as 

not many legally binding documents or resolutions have been created outlining regulations 

concerning them. xThe UN believes that although they pose many benefits, they will not require 

nations to neither accept nor produce products that are genetically modified, despite the United 

Nations utilizing GMO’s as a means to give aid to developing nations. 

        Secondly, genetic modification may be used to alter the genetic code of human and 

animals through genome sequencing and embryonic methods; the United Nations has been on 

the forefront of advocating for the necessity of expanding research and testing on this specific 

matter. This is mainly because the genetic engineering of either humans or animals has not been 

proven successful. xiHowever there is an exception for both the United Kingdom and China as 

they have acquisitioned the capability to genetically modify an embryo. Nevertheless, there are 

exponential possibilities that have the potential to arise from the practice of genetic modification 

such as human cloning. However, with that said, the United Nations has put into place 

safeguards in order to prevent such an occurrence such as the xiiUN Declaration on Human 

Cloning in 2005 with A/59/516/Add.1. Although the declaration is not legally binding this 

declaration directly states that all member states must do all in their power to prohibit human 

cloning in order to protect human life. This declaration has been successful in ensuring that 
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precautions are taken in the testing and research of genetic modification within humans to 

prevent any drastic mistakes or unforeseen consequences. Additionally, in October of 2015 a UN 

Panel warned the international community of the dangers of the utilization of eugenics and its 

role in creating modified humans. xiiiThis UN Panel has also suggested that a moratorium be 

placed on the practice of editing a human’s genome. There is much of this practice that is still 

currently unknown and this is why a member of the United Nations Mr. Annan warns that  “the 

greatest fear is that we may be trying to 'play God,' with unforeseeable consequences, in the end 

precipitating our own destruction,” Currently within the international community, primarily 

within the United Nation, there is much apprehension of the unknown in regards to genetic 

modification within humans, as the consequences could potentially last for generations.  

Lastly, genetic modification has the potential to be revolutionary within the medical field, 
xivwith the creation of new narcotics and pharmaceuticals that could cure or help treat diseases. 

This phenomenon is still fairly new, as is genetic modification, so the United Nations has not 

displayed any specific statements or policies on the direct use of genetic modification in the 

medical field. However, with that being said, it is easy to infer that the United Nations would 

primarily encourage extensive research and understanding of what these modified narcotics 

would accomplish. 

         

Case Study: United States Genetically Modified Mosquitoes  

 In 2015 alone, over 200,000,000 individuals were infected by Malaria and over 500,000 

died. xvRecently, scientists of CRISPR editing have been trying to come up with a solution to 

eradicate this disease as well as Zika, Dengue Fever, and Yellow Fever, through the creation of 

genetically modified mosquitoes. Specifically, Malaria is caused by a group of organism known 

as Plasmodia. xviThese organisms are very unique in the fact that they consist of just a single cell. 

These parasites completely rely on mosquitoes to reach the inside of the body for an attack on 

the body’s major organs. As they continue to consume the organisms in the body, they change 

into Merozoites, which are able to quickly multiply and move to the red blood cells. The killing 

of red blood cells causes the body to go into panic, relaying symptoms similar to having the flu. 

If Malaria reaches the blood brain barrier it can cause coma, neurological damage, or death. 

Mosquitoes play a vital role in the transportation of these diseases. One Mosquito can lay up to 

three hundred eggs at a time, making them impossible to eradicate and the perfect host for a 

parasite.  

However, for the first time in human history, we have the ability to completely change 

the genetic shape of animals and insects. Using Genetic Engineering scientists have successfully 

been able to recreate a strain of mosquitoes that are immune to the Malaria parasite, through the 

use of the sterile insect technique (SIT).  Adding a new antibody gene that specifically targets 

plasmodium has done this. In collaboration with the gene drive, the normal mosquito and the 

genetically modified mosquito are able to become doublet.  Protecting future generations of 

mosquitoes by over pairing the old gene (malaria filled mosquito) almost completely. xviiThis 

system allows for almost 99.5% percent of the modified mosquitoes to carry the anti- malarent. 

In addition, as of this year Florida (Florida Keys) been taking major strides towards the direction 

of releasing genetically modified mosquitoes into the environment. Over 200 cases of Zika virus 
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have been reported statewide due to an influx of mosquitoes and mosquito bites. For this reason, 

the most impacted communities have been pushing for trial testing throughout the state. As of 

August, the Food and Drug Administration Board approved for the trials throughout Florida, and 

the Mosquito Control District Board of Commissioners decided upon the creation of two non-

binding resolutions, which would help to decide the locations of the releases of these mosquitoes. 

The Florida Keys Mosquito Control District Staff in collaboration with Oxitec are currently 

looking for communities fully accepting the release of these mosquitoes. If given approval by the 

Federal Government, release could occur within the next year. This field trial would be on the 

OX513A Aedes aegypti mosquito, one of the most common mosquito species to carry these 

diseases. Oxetic male mosquitoes would be released up to three times a week, once approved by 

the FDA. Organizations such as The Food and Drug Administration Center for Veterinary 

Medicine (FDA-CVM), the Center for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) and 

Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) are working towards getting federal regulation of this 

project.  
xviiiAlthough efforts are being made to bring the mosquitoes to trial in the United States, 

other nations have similarly adopted the use of these genetically mosquitoes to help control the 

spread of disease. In Brazil, a trial was performed in Juazeiro area of the Bahia state (worst 

affected region).  The project, called ‘Projeto Aedes Transgenico’ (PAT), as of 2011 has reduced 

over 96% of mosquito numbers. Although success seems possible, multiple outside parties doubt 

the long-term success for the genetically modified mosquitoes. Local populations, farms, and 

flora and fauna are possible affected stakeholders if the trials received approval by the Federal 

government.  
 

Questions to Consider:        

1.  Is your country in favor of or any aspects of genetic modification?  

 

2. What are some long-term negative and positive implications that the utilization of genetic 

modification may bring about?  

3.Why are certain groups concerned about the growing influence of genetic modification?  

4.Which groups are being impacted the most by the production of GM’s?  

 

5. What GM crops are currently being grown and where? 

 

6. What can be done to prevent cross breeding from occurring concerning GM organisms and 

crops?   
 

7. Do genetically engineered crops hurt the well being of organic farms and farmers? If so, what 

can be done to help these farmers succeed financially if large GM companies take over? 
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Nuclear DPRK 

 

Background: 

Since the early 1950’s, North Korea has been developing its nuclear program against the 

United States and international community as a result of the Korean War. In December of 1952, 

the North Korean government established the Atomic Energy Research Institute alongside the 

Academy of Sciences in collaboration with the Soviet Union. This collaborative agreement lead 

to the establishment of a nuclear research complex in Yongbyon, North Pyongan Province. This 

Yongbyon Nuclear Research Center included the installment of a Soviet IRT-2000 nuclear 

research reactor, which had the capability of producing radioisotopes (an element that decays and 

emits forms of radiation energy). In the late 70’s, North Korean engineers began to expand their 

use of the IRT- 200 research reactor, and as a result began to acquire use of plutonium 

reprocessing technology with the help of the Soviet Union. The reprocessing would enable 

DPRK to separate plutonium and uranium for fabrication into fuel, a necessary separation 

process used to get plutonium alone to then be used in nuclear weapons.  
xixIn July of 1977, the North Korean government was able to reach a trilateral agreement 

with the IAEA and Soviet Union, bringing the IRT 2000 nuclear research reactor as well as the 

research center under IAEA standards. Further expansion continued in the 80’s; North Korea 

began constructing uranium mining facilities, a fuel rod fabrication complex (capable of 

producing fuel rods containing magnesium-aluminum cover and magnesium-zirconium cover), 

as well as a 5MW(e) nuclear reactor (which produces weapon-grade plutonium). By the mid 

1980’s North Korea had the ability to build a 50MW(e) nuclear reactor. In return for assistance 

by the Soviet Union, North Korea agreed to signing the Treaty on the Nonproliferation of 

Nuclear Weapons (NPT). Soon after the United States removed its nuclear weapons from South 

Korea, North Korea and South Korea agreed upon a the creation of a treaty known as the Joint 

Declaration on the Denuclearization of the Korean Peninsula (where each side promised to not 

produce, test, possess, store, or deploy any form of nuclear weapons). Although both sides 

agreed upon upholding this treaty, neither side was able to follow through. North Korea finally 

agreed to sign the IAEA safeguards agreement in 1992, which would allow for the IAEA to 

make inspections and required North Korea to make an initial declaration (included random 

inspections).  
xxInitially North Korea claimed to only have 100 grams of plutonium based off of a 

damaged fuel rod from a 5MW(e) reactor. However, the IAEA found more reprocessed 

plutonium than North Korea initially claimed during three different occasions in 1989, 1990, and 

1991. Due to discovering the additional plutonium, the IAEA agency asked for access to two 

nuclear waste sites but was denied by the North Korean government who claimed them restricted 

due to being military sites. For this reason, the IAEA asked the UN Security council to perform 

ad hoc inspections, and instead of allowing these to occur. With this, North Korea began the 

process of withdrawal from the NPT treaty. Even though the international community pressured 

the Korean government, North Korea still continued to go behind the IAEA’s back. As a result, 

President Bill Clinton and his administration announced that they would ask the UN Security 

Council to impose sanctions on Pyongyang. Pyongyang stated that this action by the United 
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States would be considered an act of war. An additional Agreed Framework came about in 1994, 

between the United States and North Korea, where North Korea agreed to freeze their reactors 

and facilities. This proved to be yet another agreement that would fall apart. Neither party felt 

satisfied with the Agreed Framework; the United States wanted to improve the implementation 

of the framework and North Korea wanted to continue to opt out of the agreement as a whole. 

Bilateral talks between North Korea and the United states resumed in October 2002. Secretary of 

State James Kelly informed the North Korean government that the US was aware of DPRK’s 

program to produce highly enriched uranium. In response to the Korean government lying to the 

United States and their formal agreement, the US suspended oil shipments to North Korea. This 

only caused further turmoil, as the North Korean government lifted its freeze on its nuclear 

facilities and opted out fully from its association with the NPT treaty (January, 10 2003). In 

September 2003, North Korea completed the reprocessing of its fuel—which approximately gave 

the North Korean government enough plutonium for four to six nuclear devices. As the United 

States discovered this, trilateral talks, which once consisted of China, North Korea and the 

United States, expanded into a six-party format, adding Japan, Russia and South Korea. The first 

round began in August 2003 and on September 19, 2005, the fourth round and final round of Six-

Party Talks concluded. Because of this, the six parties signed a Statement of Principles, whereby 

North Korea stated they would abandon their own nuclear program and return to the NPT. The 

United States stated that they had no intention of attacking North Korea in any way, and still had 

no nuclear weapons stored within South Korea. Even after stating this, North Korea regulated its 

first nuclear test at 10:35AM (local time) at Mount Mantap, Punggye-ri, Gilju-gun, and North 

Hamgyeong Province. Luckily, the test only reported less than 1 kiloton yield (compared to the 

expected 4), which demonstrated that North Korea still had a long way to go until fully 

producing active and strong nuclear warheads.  

An additional agreement established in xxiFebruary of 2007, known as the Initial Actions 

for the Implementation of the Joint Statement, saw North Korea again agree to abandon all 

production of nuclear technology and follow IAEA and NPT protocols. In July of 2007, the 

North Korean government began the shutdown of its nuclear program. But, North Korea 

continued to test their weapons in 2009, and it wasn’t until 2011 when North Korea willingly 

agreed to return for the 3rd time to the Six-Party Talks to discuss uranium enrichment. The death 

of Kim Jung II in December of 2011 left the international community worried and curious about 

the future of North Korea’s nuclear program and it’s participation in the Six- Party Talks. As of 

2015, Kim Jong Un and North Korea claimed to have thermonuclear capabilities, and just this 

past January North Korea announced its success in testing a thermonuclear device at Punggye-ri. 

In March 2016, North Korea released pictures of Kim Jong Un examining a nuclear implosion 

device as well as many assembled KN-08 mod 1 and 2 missiles. North Korea successfully tested 

a 5.3 scale nuclear warhead this past September. The fifth test has only caused North Korea more 

problems. As the Security Council and International community are only looking to further the 

nations sanctions, which only causes more problems for the people of North Korea and the 

nation’s overall well being.     
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United Nations Involvement:  

 The United Nations has been an active influence within the conflict of nuclear DPRK, its 

involvement dating back to 1957 when the International Atomic Energy Agency was created. 

After United States President Eisenhower delivered his “Atoms for Peace” address, the need for 

an agency that could regulate and ensure safety of nuclear technology was actualized. The IAEA 

has been supporting countries through encouraging nuclear energy as an alternative energy 

source rather than for weaponization. The next milestone took place in 1968 with the adoption of 

the xxiiTreaty on the Nonproliferation of Nuclear Weapons. Its goal was to halt the use of nuclear 

weapons and further establish disarmament and the rise of nuclear energy in peaceful uses. Since 

then, 191 states have accepted the treaty; however, North Korea has been the only nation to 

withdraw, bringing the net count back to 190.  
xxiiiIn 1993, the UN Security Council passed S/RES/825, which officially asked that the 

DPRK rescind their withdrawal of the NPT and to think about the implications of leaving such a 

momentous treaty. The resolution claimed that North Korea had international obligations, which 

must be followed in order to ensure international cooperation, however the withdrawal remained. 

The United Nations Office for Disarmament Affairs was established in 1998, with one of its 

main objectives restricting nuclear weaponization and encouraging non-proliferation. Working 

alongside the First Committee of the UN and other disarmament bodies, the UNODA has 

addressed the issue of nuclear arms through education, the media, governmental organizations, 

and a comprehensive database.  
xxivAs the nuclear capabilities and dangers of the DPRK strengthened, the six-party talks 

were implemented in 2003. They involved the United States, Japan, China, Russia, South Korea, 

and North Korea itself. These negotiations were held under the purpose of halting the DPRK’s 

nuclear program with the fear of extreme weaponization imminent. xxvWithin the duration of the 

talks, the involved nations were successful in 2005, as they culminated the creation of an 

agreement with the DPRK. This agreement specifically entailed that North Korea would stop its 

aim to obtain nuclear weapons. To the chagrin of the international community, this agreement 

was ultimately deemed unsuccessful because as the talks continued as North Korea continued to 

conduct missile tests and other politically aggravating measures despite the agreement. North 

Korea had ultimately undergone enough negotiation and finally the walked out of these six-party 

talks. China and Russia have pushed for the DPRK to resume the peace talks, however the US is 

reluctant, as they believe North Korea should stay true to its word before making a commitment 

like the six-party talks. xxviAdditionally the tensions between the United States and the DPRK 

had escalated exponentially in 2003 when North Korean aircraft fighter intercepted a US spy 

plane. Tensions continued to escalate until 2006, when the United Nations passed 
xxviiS/RES/1718. This resolution established a Security Council Sanctions Committee, and began 

implementing sanctions and bans on the imports and exports of the DPRK. Three years later, 

S/RES/1874 was passed, continuing and strengthening the sanctions placed on North Korea 

through the freezing of assets and any financial aid. It also created a panel of experts to support 

the Sanctions Committee established in 1718. xxviii Just recently in 2013, the United Nations 

declared September 26th to be considered the International Day for the Total Elimination of 

Nuclear Weapons, furthering global awareness of the need of non-proliferation.xxix S/RES/2094 
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and xxxS/RES/2270 have also since been passed, increasing economic pressure against the DPRK 

and vying for disarmament, once and for all. 

 

Case Study: Current Status of North Korea’s Nuclear Program… What’s Next? 

The current status of North Korea’s nuclear program is one of extreme power, and is 

progressing at an alarming rate. The nuclear program’s progression is in continuance, despite the 

extreme effort to halt its success from the international community. There is rich history of North 

Korea and its determination to pursue weapons of mass destruction, but only recently have they 

truly started detonating nuclear tests.  xxxiPrimarily in 1965, Kim II Sung aimed to create and 

possess ballistic missile capabilities. Additionally, as time went on, and as North Korea’s 

weaponry programs progressed, both biological and chemical weapons were heavily present 

within the DPRK. However, within the past few decades, nuclear weapons have been brought 

into the question. Moreover, North Korea’s current main goal is to be recognized as an 

international nuclear power, which consequentially pushes North Korea to have a nuclear 

arsenal. This radical craving of nuclear power can be seen all the way back in xxxii2003, when 

North Korea officially withdrew from the NPT or the Treaty on the Non- Proliferation of 

Nuclear Weapons. This action was the first instance of North Korea’s outright disregard of 

international jurisdiction and security.  
xxxiiiThe fear that resides in the possibility of North Korea possessing nuclear arsenals 

rests in the fact that North Korea has no intention of furthering diplomatic relations with the rest 

of the international community, and solely hopes to remain isolated to conduct their own affairs 

in whichever way they wish. The obscurity of North Korea’s nuclear program escalates the 

amount of international pressure that aligns with stopping North Korea from continuing either 

nuclear tests, or more so nuclear production. North Korea’s constant ambiguity of their nuclear 

program or military actions continues to be a struggle for the international community, but, as 

North Koreas nuclear program continues to increase in size and power, the International 

community is finding it hard to relinquish consequence on the nation.xxxiv Many other nations 

such as the United States, Russia, and China have made valiant efforts in attempting to negotiate 

and create dialogue with North Korea, but have remained unsuccessful. Additionally, the United 

Nations has created many resolutions within its security council in hopes of alleviating some of 

North Korea’s nuclear power and influence, which have also not made much of a difference.  

North Korea’s history with nuclear power dates back all the way to World War II with 

their initial goal of obtaining ballistic missiles. xxxvHowever, within the past few decades North 

Korea has developed into a nuclear state that is to be feared within the international community.  

Its nuclear program is at an all time high in which xxxvithe government claims that they must 

continue to further develop its nuclear program and its capabilities to retaliate against other 

hostile states, and their efforts of sanctions and military threats. North Korea has been constantly 

doing all in its power to ensure its strength in the nuclear sector of their military.  xxxviiThe DPRK 

has created a nuclear fuel cycle that is currently being used to create fissile material. Fissile 

material consists of enriched uranium (uranium-235, and uranium-233) as well as plutonium 

(plutonium-239) that are able to withstand chain reactions undergoing the fission of thermal 

neutrons. xxxviiiFurthermore, as of now, North Korea possesses ample capabilities and resources 
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to be able to enrich uranium, as well as grade plutonium to the necessary limit of approximately 

90% of isotope U-235 in order to create these nuclear weapons of mass destruction.   
xxxix This can be seen in 2002 as North Korea openly disclosed to the United States that 

they were in fact in violation of their 1994 agreement and that they possessed an operating 

nuclear facility, however the international community was not knowledgeable if the North 

Korean’s possessed any nuclear weapons. North Korea’s threats and begun nuclear tests 

beginning in 2006. 
xlIn September of 2016 North Korea made an official statement that they had successfully 

detonated a nuclear warhead that has the potential to be mounted on ballistic missals or rockets.  

This particular blast in September was detected around 8:30 pm around North Koreas 

underground test site Punggye-ri.  With each nuclear test that North Korea has conducted, the 

magnitude and range of each explosion has only increased. The most recent test is approximated 

to have the explosive power of 10 kilotons. xliThis test additionally resulted in an earthquake with 

a magnitude of 5.3 directly near their nuclear power site. North Korea has claimed this test was 

successful and believes that their nuclear capabilities will only expand. North Korea has 

currently only tested on massive nuclear bombs, however to successfully utilize them as weapons 

North Korea will have to concoct a way to create these nuclear bombs small enough to fit onto a 

missile. Moreover, there are only a few known nuclear sites that are currently in use such as 

Yongbyon and Punggye-ri.  

The current state of North Korea’s nuclear program is alarming, as with each day that 

passes there is possibility of the detonation of the first true nuclear weapon. The capabilities of 

North Korea are progressing rapidly, and they will not halt until they rest on top as the 

international communities’ nuclear superpower.  
 

 

Questions to Consider:        

1. Has your country taken any actions towards combatting the North Korean nuclear program? If 

so what has it done, and how has it impacted your country? 

 

2. What are the biggest consequences that the international community faces if North Korea 

begins to launch long-range nuclear missiles? 

 

3. What new and innovative methods could help reduce North Korea’s nuclear program or its 

progression?  
 

4. Why has the international community failed in preventing North Korea to progress their 

nuclear program in the past? What can be learned from these failures to move forward?  
 

5. Without North Korea signing the Nuclear Proliferation Treaty (NPT), what steps can the 

international community take to drive North Korea to denuclearize?  
 

6. Should China’s role in the DPRK be considered unlawful? What actions, if any should be 

taken against them? Also, consider other countries that have too much say in the situation.  
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