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Topic 1: Nuclear DPRK 

Background: 

The recent nuclear activity within North Korea can trace its roots to the Cold War. The 

global conflict between communism and democracy first erupted into conflict when North 

Korea, backed by Communist China and the USSR, invaded South Korea, a nation backed by the 

US and NATO. The Korean Peninsula was then used as a proxy for the US to directly fight 

communist forces. Within only a few years after the violence ceased with the signing of an 

armistice in 1953, the USSR began helping the North develop its own nuclear program. At the 

same time, the US deployed nuclear missiles and atomic cannons in South Korea in order to 

protect it from the Communist threat. The situation on the Korean Peninsula remained tense for 

many decades afterwards as both Koreas entered into a Cold War of their own. This strained 

peace was threatened in 1993 when North Korea threatened to withdraw from the Nuclear Non-

Proliferation Treaty. However, the DPRK succumbed to international pressure and continued to 

remain party to the treaty. In turn, the US helped out the North with the Agreed Framework 

which would replace its old Soviet style nuclear reactors with modern Light Water Reactors. 

However, this deal fell through in 2002 due to diplomatic disagreements and the DPRK officially 

withdrew from the NPT. The very next year, the North officially declared that it had a nuclear 

weapon. 

Following North Korea’s attainment of a nuclear weapon, six party talks began between 

both Koreas, the US, China, Russia, and Japan in the summer of 2003. Though this first round of 

talks did not achieve any tangible progress, it did ease some tensions and end with an agreement 
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to resume six party talks in the future. The next round of talks began in 2004 and resulted in the 

DPRK freezing its nuclear program in exchange for international aid and the easing of sanctions, 

though this still fell short of the US’s aim for the North to become completely transparent and 

allow inspections. However, these negotiations eventually fell through due to North Korea’s 

aggressive actions, such as missile tests in 2003 and 2005, and repeated refusals by the DPRK to 

dismantle its nuclear program unless the US agreed to a non-aggression pact. The US finally 

conceded to this pact in September of 2005, though North Korea then backed out of the 

agreement the next day and demanded more from the US. In 2006, North Korea conducted its 

first underground nuclear detonation, verifiably confirming to the rest of the world that it does in 

fact have the capacity to produce nuclear weapons. This test completely changed the political 

and diplomatic landscape and caused many countries to both respect and fear North Korea a lot 

more than they had before and also raised the stakes of the whole situation. In response, further 

hurried international negotiations made an agreement with the DPRK that would have it close its 

main nuclear reactor in exchange for over $400 million of aid, a far larger amount than almost all 

other aid packages given to North Korea. This stabilized the situation for a short while and six 

party talks were able to continue to improve relations and make progress. Things were going 

well until early 2009, when a report revealed that North Korea had a significant amount of 

weaponized plutonium that it had not declared to the world. This report was followed shortly by 

the DPRK’s second nuclear test, which only made matters worse. In response to these new 

developments, the U.S. drastically reduced the amount of aid it provided to the DPRK and 

currently only gives medical aid to help with humanitarian efforts within the country. The last 

few years have seen North Korea greatly develop its nuclear and missile programs and conduct 
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dozens of missile tests as well as even more nuclear tests in 2013 and 2016. North Korea has 

claimed that it has hydrogen bombs in its arsenal and has ICBMs capable of hitting the US 

mainland; however, the validity of these claims are questionable at best. Nonetheless, North 

Korea is a serious threat to not only South Korea, the US, and their allies, but also to 

international peace and security. 

Currently, North Korea is defined as having an active nuclear weapons program and has 

the capacity to enrich uranium and plutonium to weapons-grade level. It is currently also 

believed to have a prolific chemical and biological weapon program. All these weapons of mass 

destruction are becoming a major threat since the North is simultaneously making significant 

progress in its missile program, which would serve as the delivery method of these WMDs. 

Currently, North Korea is not party to the NPT, the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban-Treaty, 

the Missile Technology Control Regime, the Chemical Weapons Convention, and most other 

international agreements that could hinder its ability to create the most dangerous weapons 

possible. Though the DPRK is technically party to the Biological and Toxin Weapons 

Convention and the Geneva Protocol, it is suspected to be noncompliant to these agreements. 

The failure and plain refusal of the DPRK to comply with international and humanitarian law 

makes the nation very dangerous to countries that have decided to limit their weapons in the 

name of peace. North Korea has placed almost no restrictions on the kind of weapons that its 

military can develop, regardless of how destructive they might be. Such recklessness makes it 

necessary that any action taken by the international community be very careful and decisive. 
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UN Involvement: 

        The UN has been involved with the conflict between North and South Korea since the 

beginning, having participated in the Korean War to support US forces. However, it has taken 

most of its action against the DPRK in the last few decades. Between 2006 and the present day, 

the UN imposed or expanded sanctions on the DPRK at least six times and established the DPRK 

sanctions committee along with a Panel of Experts to assist it. Aside from sanctions, the UN 

Security Council has also passed over 15 separate resolutions that either denounced North Korea, 

imposed sanctions on them, renewed the mandate of the Panel of Experts so that the previous 

sanctions would remain in effect, or called for North Korea to rejoin the NPT. All of the the 

actions taken by the UN have only had minimal success at best and have failed to make a big 

impact on the situation as a whole. Aside from these SC resolutions, most other actions like the 

six party talks and the Agreed Framework were orchestrated by other countries independently of 

the UN. However, these agreements and negotiations have failed to make substantial, long-term 

progress on the issue since diplomatic disagreements and debacles always end up undoing what 

was achieved in the past. The UN’s current sanctions on North Korea are certainly having the 

intended effect of crippling its economy, however this has inadvertently caused the already 

serious humanitarian issue in the country to worsen. This necessitates foreign countries to send 

in aid to help innocent civilians, and this aid in turn partially negates the effects of the sanctions. 

The international community is in a very tricky place since the DPRK has cleverly positioned 

themselves to be as untouchable as possible. We can’t simply invade since they have WMDs and 

we can’t starve them out because they have innocent civilians. Whatever action taken by the UN 

or other countries in the future will have to be extremely well thought out and precise. 
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Questions to Consider: 

1. What should be done to ensure that North Korea won’t use its nuclear weapons against 

South Korea or the US in the future? 

2. Should humanitarian aid still be sent to North Korea? If so, would this aid be different 

than aid sent in the past? If so, in what way? 

3. Should sanctions be strengthened, weakened, or remain the same? 

4. How do sanctions affect the civilian population and how can these effects be mitigated? 

5. What can the international community accomplish among themselves to help the efforts 

toward peace with North Korea? 

6. Should a civilian nuclear power program be allowed to remain in North Korea or should 

all nuclear technology be removed from the country entirely? 

7. How could relations on the Korean Peninsula be improved? 

8. How could North Korea’s relations with the rest of the world be improved? 

9. What can be done to stop the development of ballistic missiles by North Korea? 

10. What should be done to gradually transition North Korea into a peaceful and contributing 

member of the international community? 
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Topic 2: Depleted Uranium 

Background: 

Nuclear energy is emerging as a prominent power source, comprising roughly 10.9% of 

the world’s electricity production in 2012 alone while accounting for nearly 62.9% of U.S. 

emission-free energy generation in 2014 and approximately 19.5% of the nation’s total 

electricity generation as of January 2015. The process involves fuel rods (tubes) filled with 

enriched uranium and often plutonium pellets being submerged in water where atoms split and 

disperse neutrons, causing chain reactions that create thermonuclear energy. This thermonuclear 

energy turns the surrounding water into steam that powers a turbine attached to a power 

generator, thus creating electricity. The remaining steam is then condensed back into liquid water 

and pumped out into a nearby water supply, or recycled back into the process. This closed-circuit 

process maximizes efficiency. 

Despite preventing an estimated 2.5 billion metric tons of carbon dioxide from being 

emitted worldwide, nuclear energy is not a waste-less process. In the process of creating 

thermonuclear energy through atom fission (splitting), the uranium atoms are losing neutrons, 

and are thus being transformed into different isotopes. This resulting uranium is now considered 

“depleted” and cannot be reused in this process, unless it is artificially “re-enriched” by adding 

another neutron. This process can be quite expensive however, capping out at $135 per gram, 

leaving the most economical choice being the repurposing of the depleted uranium, after 

stabilizing the isotopes, that is. Due to its high density (65% more dense than lead), depleted 

uranium has garnered applications such as X-ray radiation shields in hospitals, counterweights 
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for aircraft and yachts, and at one point even dental porcelain crowns, a practice which has now 

been discontinued. The United States Military also developed tank armor and heavy armor-

piercing ammunition made with depleted uranium in the 1970s, which is gaining controversy due 

to disputes over whether exposure to depleted uranium armor and ammunition during the Gulf 

War could have caused health problems later in life for veterans. The United States Department 

of Veterans Affairs has clarified that “no health problems associated with depleted uranium 

exposure have been found” as of now, but still encourages anyone concerned to talk to their 

health care provider and check their eligibility for the Depleted Uranium Follow-up Program. 

Further research should bring more clarity regarding any substantial links towards depleted 

uranium exposure and cancer, among other illnesses. In some cases, depleted uranium can also 

be used to dilute highly-enriched uranium for civilian purposes, such as local reactors. 

Even with these potential uses for depleted uranium, among others, a majority of depleted 

uranium ends up in long-term storage, awaiting future developments to make it useful again. 

While recent statistics are hard to come by, estimates from the mid-2000s have both the United 

States and Russia as the nations with the largest stockpiles of depleted uranium, with 480,000 

and 460,000 tons respectively. While clear remnants of the Cold War, these figures are 

staggering and only represent the amount of secured uranium recorded. Undocumented amounts 

of “unsecured uranium” are currently sitting in dumps around the world where no regulations 

and no safety precautions are exposing environments and nearby people to potential radiation. 

These unsecured uranium stockpiles must be accounted for and dealt with appropriately to 

ensure civilian safety and environment protection. 
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UN Involvement: 

        Between 1999 and 2003, the United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP) oversaw 

assessments on specific depleted uranium sites in Montenegro, Serbia, and Bosnia and 

Herzegovina, releasing reports for each investigation including findings, conclusions, 

recommendations, and site-by-site findings.   

In 2009, the United Nations Development Programme (UNDP) cooperated with the 

government of Tajikistan to prepare the “Review of Uranium Tailing Dumps in Tajikistan: 

Problems and Ways to Address Them” to be presented at the International Forum held in 

Geneva. This review not only brought attention to the issue and provided valuable statistics, but 

it also set forth 15 project proposals, including budgets and assumed durations, for the region. 

These include the “identification of the volumes of the concentrated tailing dumps,” “radiation 

examination of the territory,” and the possible “re-extraction of uranium from the wastes of the 

bases factory” (UNDP). In December of 2012, the United Nations Economic Commission for 

Europe (UNECE) released a report warning that “approximately 54.8 million tons of waste from 

past uranium mining operations are still located in unsecured sites in northern Tajikistan.” The 

same report also notes a number of unsecured sites near Tajikistan’s second largest city, 

Khujand, that are holding uranium that is “not treated, not confined.” Despite these several 

reviews and suggested projects, no definitive action has been taken thus far to combat the 

problem. 

        In 2014, the United Nations General Assembly First Committee passed Resolution 

A/C.1/69/L.43 on the “Effects of the use of armaments and ammunitions containing depleted 

uranium,” in which it encouraged afflicted member states to “provide the relevant authorities” 
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with information “as detailed as possible” regarding “the location of the areas of use and the 

amounts used, with the objective of facilitating the assessment of such areas.” It also encourages 

member states “in a position to do so” to “provide the relative assistance to States affected by the 

use of arms and ammunitions containing depleted uranium,” placing emphasis on “identifying 

and managing contaminated sites and material.” 

 

Questions to Consider: 

1. What measures should be taken to ensure better management of depleted uranium 

stockpiles? How could such measures be enforced worldwide? 

2. What are the environmental repercussions of unsecured uranium dump tailing sites? 

What would be an appropriate punishment for companies or governments found to be 

recklessly dumping depleted uranium in unsecured sites? 

3. How can depleted uranium stockpiles be reduced safely and efficiently? Are there viable 

large-scale methods to incorporate depleted uranium into industry? 

4. Should there be more research done regarding the health effects of depleted uranium? 
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