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It is important to take stock of the development of DPRK nuclear and missile 
programmes since the 2015 RevCon. The situation is getting worse, literally by the day. 
France/RoK are convinced that NPT community must mobilize and take a stand 
collectively on this issue. 
 
We appreciate the opportunity to discuss this, benefiting from the presence of Mr BAEK 
Jong-jin, Director of non-proliferation ROK MFA, Céline Jurgensen, Director for strategy at 
the the French atomic energy commission CEA, and PARK June-byoung, Head of sanctions 
and export control team. 
 
Mr BAEK will discuss the history of the DPRK crisis and international efforts to resolve it, 
including the 6PT. Céline Jurgensen will consider the strategic implications of the DPRK 
nuclear weapons programme. Ms PARK will share some comments and thoughts on how 
sanctions function in the case of DPRK and how they can be used to reach a diplomatic 
solution to the crisis. We will then open discussion. 
 
Let me share a few reminders and thoughts before that. 
 
The international community is facing an unprecedented threat to its collective security: 
the DPRK has violated every relevant UN resolutions and the non-proliferation regime. It 
conducted 5 nuclear tests and we are facing the looming danger of a 6th one. It multiplied 
ballistic missile launches in 2016 and 2017. At any time, it could take a decisive step 
forward.  While the regime approaches the threshold of operational nuclear weapon 
capabilities, the prospect of a nuclear DPRK can no longer be regarded as a distant one. The 
window of opportunity  to stop the DPRK from acquiring an operational nuclear weapons 
capacity is closing rapidly. That is my point number 1: we are facing a window of 
opportunity that we may no longer have in 2020. So we have a specific responsibility. 
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North Korea is plainly engaged in a momentum of confrontation and has chosen isolation.  
Through the acquisition of nuclear and ballistic capabilities, Pyongyang does not seek to 
create leverage in the process of potential negotiations, but in fact to disrupt regional and 
global strategic balances. The completion of the nuclear program is now considered as a 
strategic objective in itself, which was formalized in 2013 by the revised Constitution 
depicting DPRK as a nuclear state. It is given all priority by the regime and all available 
resources, and recently experienced substantial progresses.  
 
The perspective of a DPRK with operational nuclear military capabilities is likely to generate 
massive strategic imbalances. Dramatic changes in regional and world security architecture 
would also undermine European security. We thus shall remain extremely attentive to any 
evolution of the level of the threat. This is my point number 2: a North Korean regime 
with NW will have an impact on the security of everybody, not just in NE Asia.  
 
DPRK also proved to be an unreliable interlocutor and its determination to possess a nuclear 
weapon deters any sincere dialogue. In this respect, economic sanctions represent the only 
remaining way to weight on DPRK’s nuclear and ballistic missiles programs and force 
the regime on the path of economic development instead of the one of ballistic and nuclear 
capability. This is why we must strengthen sanctions to increase the pressure on the DPRK 
leadership as it bears the responsibility of the DPRK nuclear proliferation. So my message 
number 3 is that sanctions are not a goal in themselves, they should be targeted to avoid 
hurting the population that is the victim of this regime, but they are a necessary tool, 
indeed an unavoidable one, to achieve our goal of a diplomatic resolution. So we may 
need to consider strengthening them. 
 
Progress has been made in raising awareness and mobilizing the international community: 
DPRK is high on multiple organizations agenda. Few examples: the UNSC has adopted a new 
resolution last November (2321); the joint communiqué of the latest G7 foreign ministers’ 
meeting in Lucca condemned in the strongest terms the nuclear and ballistic missiles 
programs and reminds its determination to strengthen measures to convince Pyongyang to 
abandon them; the EU has strengthened its autonomous measures in April (sectorial measures 
and designations) as the EU’s security environment goes far beyond its close regional 
surrounding, and the threat posed by nuclear and ballistic proliferation cannot be considered 
as being too distant to cause significant damage to member states and their nationals. We 
suggest an intensification of the EU role by imposing new sanctions on DPRK and by 
contributing to a political solution to the crisis when conditions are met.  
 
Those efforts are useful but we need to do more towards the denuclearization of the Korean 
peninsula; otherwise, we would be exposed to the risk of trivializing nuclear proliferation. 
Priority shall be given to the systematic political condemnation of every destabilizing action 
led by North Korea and to the effective implementation of the sanctions regime. This is an 
issue of national and collective responsibility. Every state has the ability to contribute to 
seeking and promoting a resolution. That was my fourth point.  
 
North Korea deliberately chose, in a recurrent manner, to defy the collective security 
architecture in disregard of multilaterally agreed rules against nuclear and ballistic 
proliferation. In the light of recent progresses in this area, we call for a united, rapid and 
determined action. The credibility and durability of our collective security architecture, 
especially of the non-proliferation regime, would be at stake if we overlooked the scale of the 
threat DPRK is posing today. 
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This is why France and RoK have circulated a draft Prepcom Document which we hope 
all States parties will support, which condemns North Koreas nuclear weapons programme 
and violations of UNSC resolutions, expresses concern over this programme and reaffirms the 
commitment to international cooperation on the issue. The document is being presented to all 
delegations and will be tabled next week.  
 


