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Letter from the Chairs 
 
 
Dear Delegates, 

  
  
Our names are Camryn Pak and Aaron Chai, and we are delighted to welcome you to our 
SMUNC 2020  simulation of the United Nations Security Council. Camryn is currently 
majoring in American Studies with a specialization in Inequality, Media and the Law, and 
Aaron is majoring in Economics and Human Biology with a specialization in neuroscience 
on a pre-med track. Model UN was a club that we both thoroughly enjoyed in high school, 
and we want to help facilitate a similar experience for you, so please let us know if there’s 
anything we can do to help. On campus, Camryn writes for the Stanford Daily and edits for 
Stanford’s STS Intersect Journal; Aaron volunteers for Cardinal Free Clinics, works in an 
anesthesia research lab and consults for Stanford Hospital, and we are both involved in 
Stanford Model UN, with Camryn currently serving as Vice Captain of our travel team. 
 
This committee will test the bounds of the United Nations Security Council, a venerable but 
troubled institution. As we face two of the most pressing topics of our day, Russian 
disinformation campaigns and the North Korean nuclear threat, we will learn how the UNSC 
can act, and how it is limited. Delegates must be creative and cunning in their solutions, all the 
while keeping in mind the fact that institutional norms are not necessarily set in stone. 
 
We look forward to our debate in November. Please feel free to contact us with any questions 
at cpak23@stanford.edu or atchai@stanford.edu.  

  
 
  
Best, 

  
Camryn Pak & Aaron Chai 
Stanford ‘23 

 
(Delegates should anticipate voting on one topic of discussion for the conference) 
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Committee Background 

 

The twentieth century was a period of unprecedented technological advancement, widespread 

decolonization, and almost unimaginable destruction. The continued expansion of 

communication and transportation technologies allowed for the novel interconnectivity of 

people and countries. In the same vein, it saw the first truly global wars and the accompanying 

leveraging of new military equipment by world leaders to cause extensive destruction and 

suffering. World War II – which engrossed and/or devastated nations across Europe, Asia, 

Africa, and North and Latin America – left approximately 50 million military personnel and 

civilians dead, making it the most devastating conflict in human history.  

 

In response to these atrocities, plenipotentiaries from 50 nations met in 1945 San Francisco with 

the intent of instituting safeguards to “save succeeding generations from the scourge of war.” 

Their vision was an international system that valued state sovereignty, ensured the 

accountability of all people who commit egregious acts against humanity, expanded and 

established the rule of international law, and allowed for international collaboration and 

discussion at all levels and on all issues. Such endeavors to codify universal standards and 

responsibilities far beyond those in prior international agreements, such as the Geneva 

Convention, represented a major shift from the Westphalian system which had predominated the 

international relations scene for nearly 300 years.  The result was the, now infamous, forum of 

peacebuilding and cooperation – and often controversy – the United Nations.  
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At the core of this international organization lies the United Nations Security Council (UNSC). 

The Security Council was established as one of the six principal organs of the United Nations 

and held its first meeting on January 17, 1946.  The body’s membership is comprised of five 

permanent members, who are the great world powers and victors of World War II – The 

People’s Republic of China, France, Russian Federation, the United Kingdom of Great Britain 

and Northern Ireland, and the United States of America – and ten non-permanent members, 

elected on a rotating basis for two-year terms from regional blocs. As defined by Articles XXIV 

and XXV of the Charter of the United Nations (UN Charter), the UNSC is charged with the 

“primary responsibility for the maintenance of international peace and security” and all UN 

member states “agree to accept and carry out the decisions of the Security Council.” Thus, all 

actions taken by the UNSC in accordance with Chapter VII: Actions with Respect to Threats to 

the Peace, Breaches of the Peace, and Acts of Aggression are legally binding on its members, 

unlike all UN and most supranational bodies. The composition and functions of this committee 

have led its evolution from its muddled past to an uncertain future.  

 

Alongside the Nuremberg Trials and similar proceedings, the United Nations has revolutionized 

the concepts of genocide, crimes against humanity, and war crimes, which have become 

invaluable precedents for instruments of punitive justice, including the International Criminal 

Tribunal for the former Yugoslavia (ICTY) and the International Criminal Court (ICC), in 

recent cases of conflict and depravity. The United Nations and its affiliates have been awarded 

the Nobel Peace Prize eleven times but have also been found responsible for inadequately 

fulfilling their duties and obligations in cases such as the Srebrenica Genocide, which claimed 

the lives of 9,000 boys and men in eleven days. As the only organ of the United Nations with 
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the ability to issue binding resolutions, deploy and manage peacekeeping forces and serve as a 

platform for feuds between global powers, the UNSC has been the focus of much criticism.  

 

Unlike many popular Model United Nations (MUN) conferences and committees, in this 

simulation of the Security Council, delegates will be pushed to consider the organ’s past actions, 

strategies for intervening in international conflicts and the concerns about the UNSC’s mandate 

and integrity. This committee will be an environment where delegates must develop a deep 

respect for the significant accomplishments and progress of the international community, while 

carefully analyzing and considering its shortcomings. By ensuring that all participants grapple 

with the complex issues of sovereignty and responsibility, rather than simply using them as 

buzzwords during moderated caucuses and voting bloc, delegates can enjoy this enriching 

experience and discover that there are no “easy solutions” to the elaborate and fascinating issues 

that diplomats, ministers and heads of states face on a daily basis.  

 

In accordance with its mandate and the present state of international affairs, it is imperative that 

the UNSC remains actively engaged and dedicated to resolving urgent conflicts that threaten 

global peace and stability. With the passage of sanctions on North Korea and Resolution 678 on 

action in Iraq, the UNSC has responded to many of these issues. As rapid technological changes 

occur around the world and new threats develop, two such situations on the UNSC’s agenda are 

the spread of fake information campaigns and the non-proliferation of nuclear weapons 

(particularly with respect to the DPRK). These conflicts are two of the most urgent and complex 

presently facing the international community.  
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With an arsenal of enumerated powers and the world’s diplomatic and military resources at its 

disposal, the Security Council, alone in the United Nations, is in a position – and indeed legally 

obligated – to respond to these alarming developments. All member states should be prepared 

and committed to developing comprehensive and innovative resolutions that are in accordance 

with international law and secure human rights, peace, and stability. The United Nations 

Security Council must act to resolve the current conflicts to protect international peace, the right 

of self-determination, and reduce geopolitical tension among both major and minor powers.  
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Topic One: Russian Global Information Campaigns 

 

History of Soviet Propaganda 

2017 marks the centenary of the October Revolution which brought Vladimir Lenin’s Bolsheviks 

into power and birthed the Soviet Union. Lenin’s tenure lasted only a few years before Joseph 

Stalin assumed control. Stalin’s reign is the beginning of the modern Soviet propaganda machine 

and inspired many other communist regimes around the world. 

 

Stalin was an innovator. He deployed a plane, the Maxim Gorky, as a full-time propaganda 

machine, equipped with printing presses, a radio transmitter, and more. He tightened control over 

the Soviet state and exerted his influence at all levels of the bureaucracy, such as the General 

Directorate for the Protection of State Secrets in the Press, or Glavlit, the official organ for 

censorship. Offenses against the state under Stalinism could be punished by death, whether 

directly, via firing squad, or indirect, via the gulag. 

 

While future Soviet regimes rejected some of Stalin’s brutality, they persisted in aggressively 

promoting the communist message. Among myriad topics, posters promoted Cuban revolution, 

space travel, and the peace wrought by the revolution. Most common, however, were 

the domestic slogans and campaigns promoting idealized Soviet citizen-workers. 

 

The major difference between the Soviet era and our contemporary era lies in the power of the 

computer. Though the USSR surely would have liked to infiltrate liberal democracies, they were 

only able to do so underground, through links to communists in those countries. No communist 
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message could reach the general audience directly from the pens of Soviet propagandists. The 

media in Western liberal democracies served as a gatekeeper; it would be unfathomable to see a 

story originating from the Kremlin air on Walter Cronkite’s news broadcast. But just as Stalin 

had adapted to his age, so could the new leadership of the Russian Federation. 

 

Evolution to the Present Day 

Indeed, while the dissolution of the U.S.S.R. nominally ended Soviet propaganda, its presence 

and utilization in modern-day Russia largely remains, with similar goals domestically to sustain 

the popularity of the current regime among its voters. Under the watchful eye of current Russian 

President Vladimir Putin, however, Russia has pivoted to emphasizing foreign propaganda, 

directed abroad towards the rest of the world in an effort to create a positive connotation with the 

Kremlin. In 2010 alone, the D.C.-based Heritage Foundation estimates 

that the Russian government reserved over $1.4 billion for the purposes of foreign propaganda. 

 

The sentiments of this foreign propaganda remain similar to Soviet propaganda, appealing to 

anti-Western sentiments and capitalizing upon them to increase Russia’s influence in the 

international community. This appeal to cast Russia as a defender against the “villains” which 

attempt to discredit them came to the forefront with the Kremlin-backed creation of the news 

network Russia Today (RT) in 2005. Despite repeated denials by the Russian government in 

Russia Today’s connections to the Kremlin, RT itself has had many government-appointed 

monitors in its early stages to support it; Mikhail Seslavinsky, who leads the Russian Federal 

Agency for Print and Mass Communications, has furthermore corroborated the claims against 

RT attempting to improve Russia’s image in the international community. 
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Beyond RT, Russia has in recent years employed public relations agencies specialized with 

improving public images to help aid their global standing, their most notable partnerships being 

with Ketchum and its European associate GPlus. Among their achievements partnered 

with Ketchum include successfully lobbying for Putin to be TIME Magazine’s 2007 Person of 

the Year, as well as pushing for the Russian account and perspective in explaining the Georgian 

upheaval that occurred less than a year later. While officially the Russian government has ended 

their contract with Ketchum as late as 2015, the Kremlin still conducts business with their 

company through GPlus. 

 

United States Presidential Election (2016) 

In December 2016, US intelligence agencies issued a declassified report to the general public 

detailing alleged interference in the 2016 US Presidential Election by the Russian 

Federation, which was backed with high confidence by the nation’s CIA, FBI, and NSA. While 

the Russian government vehemently denies the allegations, there is strong evidence to 

corroborate their claims which suggest that the intelligence agencies are accurate; in particular, 

according to U.S. officials, intelligence agencies link those who provided the hacked emails from 

the Democratic National Committee to WikiLeaks with persons of interest connected to the 

Russian government. 

However, there was disagreement among the United States’ agencies over the motivations 

behind the attack, and in actuality, the theories behind the Kremlin’s motivations to do so are a 

point of contention. In their reports, the CIA believed that the cyberattacks were conducted 

against the DNC to hurt the Democratic candidate Hillary Clinton and improve 
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then-candidate Donald Trump’s standings (who was trailing Clinton by a large percentage); in 

response, Trump’s transition team deemed the findings preposterous and discredited them 

outright. In contrast, the FBI could not ascertain whether the leaks were primarily to discredit 

Clinton and improve Trump’s standings, and in fact later reports would show that the Republican 

National Committee’s servers (among others from GOP groups) were also hacked by Russian 

hackers (though they opted not to release any emails from the RNC). 

 

In early January 2017, intelligence officials meet with both then-President Obama and 

President-Elect Trump in separate meetings briefing them on their probe into the recent 

cyberattacks and explaining the extent to which the Russian government was pushing pro-Trump 

propaganda; among these plans was reviving interest in past controversies surrounding Clinton 

through the use of paid social media users and influencers. Intriguingly, Putin also had in place a 

backup plan should Clinton have won, with Russian bloggers armed to make the hashtag 

#DemocracyRIP trending on Election Night as well as a disinformation campaign against 

Clinton in the months leading to her inauguration propagated by social media users. 

 

The resulting whirlwind of these realizations has caused quite a stir in the U.S. political 

landscape, shifting the roles as the current administration faces increasing scrutiny over potential 

collusion with the Russian government by some parties in the election team. To illustrate the 

unsteadiness, FBI director James Comey was fired days after testifying in front of the Senate 

Judiciary Committee and confirming that the FBI was probing potential links between the 

Kremlin and the Trump campaign. 
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Most recent advancements in the controversy come in June 2017, when Putin made remarks 

suggesting that “patriotic hackers” interfered in the U.S. election to correct perceived 

slights against Russia. Later that month, a Department of Homeland Security official states that 

hackers with ties to the Russian government potentially targeted as many as 21 states’ voting 

systems before the election. The developments of the Russian government’s potential 

interference in the election is worrisome, to say the least; it is clear that without proper 

addressing of the issues which have been brought to light through the U.S election, the 

international community faces a very serious threat in light of the potentially damaging 

circumstances these techniques have given rise to. 

 

Disinformation as a Hybrid Threat: European Example 

Following the Russian annexation of Crimea and Eastern Ukraine in 2014, European officials 

woke up to the threat of Russian disinformation campaigns on European security and its 

consequences for the democratic process in Europe. 

 

The European Union classifies the effect of misinformation as a hybrid threat: actions which 

remain below the threshold of formally declared war but consist of a combination of 

conventional and non-conventional methods applied by state or non-state actors. Due to its 

geographical proximity, growing tensions, and the conflict in Ukraine, Russia, and its 

propagation of disinformation, greatly concerns the EU.  While the employment of propaganda 

by a state is timeless, social media’s ability to quickly and widely share unconfirmed information 

increases the weapon’s potency. When 60% users on social networks share articles without 

having read them, fake news and its destructive consequences can quickly spread and infect an 
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entire media landscape. Even if citizens read the articles which contain biased or incorrect 

information, they may be unable to distinguish real and alternative facts. 

 

Implications in Europe–Considerable evidence suggests the Russian government attempted to 

influence American and French democratic elections through the spread of fake or distorted 

information. During the French election, hackers linked with the Kremlin leaked 9 

gigabytes worth of emails from the Macron campaign the Friday before a Sunday election. Days 

after the election, the head of the NSA publicly suggested France suffered electoral interference 

at the hands of the Russian state. Nations in Russia’s neighborhood, such as Estonia and Sweden, 

are particularly vulnerable, yet Russia engages in similar methods in Western Europe and the 

United States. As demonstrated by the American election, the dissemination of fake news 

hampers the functionality of a participatory democracy by simultaneously disregarding reality 

and allowing candidates to trivialize truths they find unappealing. 

 

European Union Response to hybrid warfare–Despite a slow start, European institutions have 

started to adapt to the reality of information warfare through the development of conceptual, 

material, legal and institutional strategies to combat such hybrid threats. Conceptually, the 

non-aggression principle central to the current international regime prevents states under hybrid 

attack from legally retaliating until the aggressor escalates by launching an armed attack. States 

at risk for hybrid warfare must focus on building resistance and mitigating future risks to avoid 

illegal retaliation. Solutions will most likely draw on the means and expertise of a variety of 

these groups within the EU and from the international community. The EU’s supranational 

response includes establishing the Eastern Strategic Communications team (East StratCom) and 
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the European Center of Excellence for Countering Hybrid Threats, as well as agreeing to a 

variety of legislative efforts the Joint Framework for Countering Hybrid Threats and EU 

Parliament resolution on Strategic Communication. Issues relating to freedom of the press, 

pro-Russian fringe parties, and a past hesitancy to further integrate European defense into the EU 

act as major barriers to the European Union’s response to the threat of Russian disinformation 

campaigns and the threat of hybrid warfare. 

 

Threat to International Security and Democracy 

Despite the Russian government’s heavy presence in using information as a means for exacting 

their aims, there are also non-state groups using similar tactics that the Security Council should 

also address when considering how best to proceed with the issue at hand. The rise of 

disinformation warfare in particular is quite tricky to maneuver and navigate, as non-state groups 

are also participating in such tactics in order to carry out their own aims. Beyond the Kremlin, 

the alt-right movement (one which sprung up in the United States following President Donald 

Trump’s election) has also used similar tactics, pushing conspiracies under the guise of coming 

from reputable news outlets and proliferating through social media through the use of automated 

bots and spam accounts on these sites. 

 

Sources 

1. https://www.brookings.edu/blog/order-from-chaos/2020/05/19/the-kremlins-disinformati
on-playbook-goes-to-beijing/ 

2. https://carnegieeurope.eu/strategiceurope/81322 
3. https://www.reuters.com/article/us-health-coronavirus-disinformation/russia-deploying-c

oronavirus-disinformation-to-sow-panic-in-west-eu-document-says-idUSKBN21518F 
4. https://www.state.gov/wp-content/uploads/2020/08/Pillars-of-Russia%E2%80%99s-Disin

formation-and-Propaganda-Ecosystem_08-04-20.pdf 

https://www.brookings.edu/blog/order-from-chaos/2020/05/19/the-kremlins-disinformation-playbook-goes-to-beijing/
https://www.brookings.edu/blog/order-from-chaos/2020/05/19/the-kremlins-disinformation-playbook-goes-to-beijing/
https://carnegieeurope.eu/strategiceurope/81322
https://www.reuters.com/article/us-health-coronavirus-disinformation/russia-deploying-coronavirus-disinformation-to-sow-panic-in-west-eu-document-says-idUSKBN21518F
https://www.reuters.com/article/us-health-coronavirus-disinformation/russia-deploying-coronavirus-disinformation-to-sow-panic-in-west-eu-document-says-idUSKBN21518F
https://www.state.gov/wp-content/uploads/2020/08/Pillars-of-Russia%E2%80%99s-Disinformation-and-Propaganda-Ecosystem_08-04-20.pdf
https://www.state.gov/wp-content/uploads/2020/08/Pillars-of-Russia%E2%80%99s-Disinformation-and-Propaganda-Ecosystem_08-04-20.pdf
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5. https://apnews.com/article/ap-top-news-health-moscow-ap-fact-check-elections-3acb089
e6a333e051dbc4a465cb68ee1 

6. https://www.rand.org/content/dam/rand/pubs/research_reports/RR2200/RR2237/RAND_
RR2237.pdf 

7. https://www.politico.com/news/2020/04/21/russia-china-iran-disinformation-coronavirus-
state-department-193107 

8. https://www.nytimes.com/2020/03/28/us/politics/china-russia-coronavirus-disinformation
.html 

9. https://carnegieendowment.org/publications/interactive/global-russia 
10.  https://imrussia.org/en/politics/344-the-propaganda-of-the-putin-era  
11. https://www.dni.gov/files/documents/ICA_2017_01.pdf 
12. https://ed.stanford.edu/news/stanford-researchers-find-students-have-trouble-judging-cre

dibility-information-online  
13. https://www.wired.com/2017/05/nsa-director-confirms-russia-hacked-french-election-infr

astructure/  
14. http://www.europarl.europa.eu/RegData/etudes/ATAG/2015/564355/EPRS_ATA(2015)5

64355_EN.pdf  
15. http://www.europarl.europa.eu/RegData/etudes/BRIE/2017/599315/EPRS_BRI(2017)59

9315_EN.pdf  
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Topic Two: Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons/DPRK  

 

Korean War (1950-1953) 

From 1910 until the fall of the Japanese regime in the aftermath of World War II, Korea was 

administered as a colony of Japan. The defeat of Imperial Japan by the Allied Forces fortuitously 

brought independence to the people of Korea. However, as the nation lacked strong pre-colonial 

institutions and had a deluge of people with competing claims to power, the situation soon 

became a proxy war between superpowers in the Cold War.  

 

The conflict intensified as the North, backed by the Soviet Union, invaded the South. The United 

Nations authorized forces to intervene, which were led primarily by the United States and 

General Douglas MacArthur. US forces successfully fended off the invasion and marched toward 

the 38th parallel. However, MacArthur’s forces were caught unprepared for the intervention of 

China on behalf of the North and the war eventually reached a stalemate. The end of armed 

conflict led to the de facto partitioning of the Korean Peninsula at the, now famous, 38th parallel, 

into two states. Although, both nations assert their claims as the legitimate government of the 

entire Peninsula. When the Korean War ended without a peace agreement, the Demilitarized 

Zone (DMZ) has been one of the world’s most fortified and conflict-ridden borders with both 

sides constantly prepared to re-engage in battle. 

 

Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (1968) 

As the People’s Republic of China’s nuclear weapons program began reaching critical 

milestones – with significant nuclear tests in 1964 and having operational warheads by 1965 – 
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many world leaders, military experts, and other observers became increasingly concerned about 

the threats that nuclear weapons and their further spread posed to international security. Anxiety 

intensified as some sources forecast that upwards of thirty countries may develop nuclear arms 

over the succeeding twenty years and US President John F. Kennedy warned of a world in which 

nuclear weapons were commonplace. With more nuclear weapons and nuclear-weapon states, 

the probability of non-state actors obtaining nuclear weapons could increase substantially.  

 

In response, diplomats and leaders came together to craft an international agreement to halt the 

proliferation of nuclear weapons. The negotiations had to overcome factionalization and a host of 

demands, ranging from the least developed nations which supported disarmament and 

nonproliferation and hope for assistance in developing peaceful nuclear programs to more 

powerful developing nations who were uneasy about such an agreement. However, the talks 

were ultimately successful and the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT) 

became open to signatories in 1968 and went into effect on March 5, 1970. 

 

This historic treaty is structured around the three core tenants (pillars) of non-proliferation, 

disarmament, and the unhindered peaceful use of nuclear technology. The agreement’s 

provisions prohibit any nuclear weapon state from “[assisting], [encouraging], or [inducing] any 

non-nuclear-weapon state to manufacture or otherwise acquire nuclear weapons” and tasks 

non-nuclear states “not to manufacture or otherwise acquire nuclear weapons or other 

nuclear explosive devices.” The treaty relies heavily on the regulation and inspection regimes of 

the International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) – which was established in 1957 to promote 
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the peaceful use of nuclear technology and reports to the United Nations General Assembly and 

UNSC. The terms of the NPT was extended indefinitely at its first review in 1995, following its 

success in establishing global norms against nuclear proliferation. 

 

Weapons Testing & Previous UNSC Action 

Though the DPRK never became fully compliant with the terms of the NPT which it acceded to 

in 1983, member states were alarmed by the regime’s announcement that it intended to withdraw 

from the NPT in March 1993 as allowed by Article X of the Treaty. While the 

government of Kim Il-Sung did not follow through with its intention in its original timeframe, 

North Korea terminated its agreements with the IAEA in June 1994 and ultimately withdrew 

from the NPT in January 2003. 

 

In October 2006, Pyongyang conducted its first nuclear test which was widely condemned. The 

Security Council unanimously adopted Resolution 1718 on October 14, 2006 

which denounced Pyongyang’s nuclear test, demanded the nations return to the NPT and placed 

sanctions on the DPRK and export limitations on its trade partners.   However more concrete 

action, both unilateral and multilateral, to prevent North Korea’s acquisition of WMDs has been 

difficult because of the grave risk posed to the people of South Korea and Japan by a North 

Korean attack. Near the DMZ, the Kim regime has stationed “15,000 conventional artillery 

launchers” easily capable of striking Seoul – the South Korean capital of almost ten million and 

located within 50 miles of the border.   Additionally, North Korean missile technology has 

advanced such that Japan and other neighboring countries are at high risk if the reckless regime 

was to feel too pressured or threatened. 
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Recent Developments (2016 – Present) 

While many around the world celebrated the signing of a landmark deal between the so-called 

P5+1 and the Islamic Republic of Iran limiting the latter’s ability to develop nuclear weapons in 

exchange for sanctions relief in 2015, the threat posed by the DPRK weighed heavily on the 

mind of world leaders and Northeast Asia. Following the election of Donald Trump in November 

2016, his predecessor Barack Obama warned that North Korea was the top national security 

threat that the incoming president would face. After years of “strategic patience”, the former 

chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff to President Barack Obama admitted that “if we just sit 

back and continue to let [Kim Jong Un] evolve, we’re going to have someone with that 

capability, which is unacceptable.” 

 

Concerns about the region’s security and the increasingly hostile rhetoric between North Korea 

and its adversaries have intensified after a number of reports released in 2017 indicate that the 

regime’s program is advancing at a rapid pace. In July 2017, The Washington Post reported that 

US military and intelligence sources had conducted an assessment which projects that 

Pyongyang could possess nuclear-capable intercontinental ballistic missile (ICBM) by 2018 – 

two-years less than in the timelines of most analysts. While many technological challenges 

remain for the North Korean nuclear weapons project – and they have “not yet demonstrated an 

ability to build a miniaturized nuclear warhead that could be carried by one of its missiles” – 

experts forecast that by “next year the program will have advanced from prototype to assembly 

Line.” 
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Two months later, The New York Times revealed that the government of Kim Jong-un was 

utilizing the “rare [and] potent” fuel unsymmetrical dimethyl hydrazine (UDMH) to power its 

missiles. While the US and other nations switched to more stable substitutes, decades ago, it is 

believed that Russia, China and a handful of European nations still produce the fuel. Multiple 

UNSC resolutions banning the exportation of the fuel to the DPRK notwithstanding, it is widely 

believed that China has been supply it to their ally and intelligence sources are attempting to 

determine the source of the fuel. Although often overlooked, halting the importation and 

production of UDMH in North Korea may be key to halting its nuclear ambitions which are in 

clear violation of international law and standards. 

 

While the PRC began negotiation on behalf of Pyongyang in 2003 and the new US 

administration has been very vocal about imploring China to pressure their ally into abandoning 

their nuclear ambitions, “China has no leverage to convince this foreign nation to stop its nuclear 

program.” Chinese government policies and acts demonstrate their commitment to a nuclear 

weapons free Korean-peninsula. Further complicating the geopolitical tensions, in August 2017, 

a leading Chinese state-run newspaper declared that China would remain neutral in the event of a 

North Korean attack on US or US-allies. However, it would respond aggressively to a 

preemptive strike on the DPRK or attempts to overthrow the Kim regime. (While the editorial 

is not an official government statement, it is believed to reflect Communist Party policy.) 

 

Over the summer of 2017, hostile rhetoric, threats, and showboating between Washington and 

Pyongyang piqued. While many actors – including China – have urged for restraint in both 

words and actions to prevent miscalculation and misunderstanding in a potentially catastrophic 
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nuclear conflict, these calls have not been heeded. In September 2017, North Korea conducted its 

sixth overall nuclear test. With an estimated yield of 100 kilotons, it is nearly one hundred times 

more powerful than their first test just over a decade earlier. 

 

It is clear that the international community has been, thus far, ineffective at dissuading or 

preventing the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea from obtaining nuclear weapons. Well 

within the purview of the Security Council and a substantial threat to international peace and 

security, it is in the interest of all member states to establish a comprehensive package to 

mitigate the risks posed by a nuclear North Korea and come prepared with innovative solutions 

that aim to prevent the further proliferation of nuclear weapons, reduce tensions among 

nuclear-capable nations, reiterate the importance and supremacy of the NPT and shift towards 

disarmament. 
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