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Abstract 

Since the start of 2016 the Democratic People's Republic of 

Korea {DPRK) has been working towards further 

advancement of its nuclear and missile programs. There 

have been some significant developments that include 

DPRK's claims to have successfully conducted a Hydrogen 

bomb test (January 2016} and another nuclear test 

{September 2016}, a successful satellite launch, formation 

of a new military unit KN-08 brigade to deploy ICMBs, test

firing of a new anti-tank guided weapon etc. The 

international community has widely condemned all these 

developments by unanimously adopting the toughest 

United Nations Security Council Resolutions {UNSCRs) 

against the DPRK. All these UNSCRs focus on the economic 

and diplomatic isolation of DPRK through a series of 

sanctions, but DPRK still seems determined to further 

advance its nuclear and missile program. This research 

paper will give a rundown of the DPRK's previous nuclear 

tests and would also list the UN Security Council 

resolutions adopted against the DPRK. It also provides an 

analytical overview of North Korea's test conducted in 

January and September 2016. Moreover, the possible 

motives behind North Korean nuclear adventurism have 

also been analyzed. The official responses and the 

measures taken by the international community on the 

*The writer is a graduate of Defence and Strategic Studies Department, Quaid -i
Azam University, and is an independent research analyst. 
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recent North Korean nuclear tests will also be discussed in 

detail. 

Keywords: Terminal High Altitude Area Defence, North Korea, Misslie, 

Test, NPT, Comprehensive Nuclear-Test- Ban Treaty Organization. 

Introduction 

The Democratic People's Republic of Korea (DPRK), since the start of 

2016, has been actively working towards the further advancement of its 

nuclear and missile program. The significant developments include DPRK's 

claims to successfully conduct a Hydrogen bomb test (January, 2016)1 and 

another nuclear test (September, 2016)2, a successful satellite launch, 

formation of a new military unit KN-08 brigade to deploy ICMBs, test-fire 

of a new anti-tank guided weapon, and claims of successfully testing an 

improved engine for ICBM which North Korea claims would boost its ability 

to carry out a nuclear attack on the United States. Moreover, DPRK has 

also successfully launched a submarine-launched ballistic missile (SLBM) 

with a potential range of 1,000 kilometres3, and also fired three new 

ground-based ballistic missiles into the Sea of Japan with at least one 

equipped with technology designed to penetrate Terminal High Altitude 

Area Defence (THAAD) system. 4 

The international community has widely condemned all these 

developments by unanimously adopting the toughest United Nations 

Security Council Resolutions (UNSCRs), under Chapter VII, Article 415 of the 

1"DPRK Proves Successful in H-bomb Test", KCNA, January 6, 2016, 
http://www.kcna.kp/kcna.user.article.retrieveN ews View InfoList.kcmsf. 
2"DPRK Succeeds in Nuclear Warhead Explosion Test", KCNA, September 9, 2016, 
http://www.kcna.kp/kcna.user.home.retrieveHomelnfoList.kcmsf;j sessionid=498E23C6665 
31 C558Cl 85853EA2A4888. 
3Alexander Kim, "Why North Korea's September Nuclear Test Is Different", National 
Interest, October 23, 2016, http://nationalinterest.org/feature/why-north-koreas-september
nuclear-test-different-18153. 
4lbid. 
5"Fact sheets and Briefs: UN Security Council Resolutions on North Korea", Arms Control 
Association, last updated March 2016, 

https:/ /www .armscontrol.org/factsheets/UN-Security-Council-Resolutions-on-North-Korea 
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United Nations Charter, against the DPRK. All these UNSCRs focus on the 

economic and diplomatic isolation of DPRK through a series of sanctions, 

but DPRK still seems determined to further advance its nuclear and missile 

program. 

The DPRK, to date, has conducted five nuclear tests, in 2006, 2009, 

2013 and two in 2016.6 DPRK acceded to the Nuclear Non Proliferation 

Treaty (NPT) in December 1985 as a non- nuclear weapon State.7 However, 

on 10 January 2003, DPRK announced its withdrawal from the NPT with 

effect from January 11, 2003.8 Pyongyang also rescinded its Safeguards 

Agreement with the IAEA. DPRK claims to have withdrawn legally from the 

NPT under its Article 10.9 This made it the first and only member to 

withdraw from the NPT. 

The official Korean Central News Agency (KCNA) announced on 6 

January 2016 that, in the pursuit of the strategic determination of the 

ruling Worker's Party of Korea (WPK), DPRK conducted its first ever 

hydrogen bomb test at 1000 hours local time. 10 Subsequently, in a detailed 

press release, Pyongyang claimed that it has scientifically verified the 

power of a smaller H-bomb.11 This indicates a higher stage in DPRK's 

development of nuclear force and its aims for developing the most 

powerful nuclear deterrent. The statement describes this test as a 

"measure for self-defence which DPRK has taken to firmly protect its 

sovereignty and nation's vital right from the ever-growing nuclear threat 

and blackmail by the US-led hostile forces and to reliably safeguard the 

peace on Korean peninsula and regional security." 12 

6lbid. 
1"Chronology of US-North Korean Nuclear and Missile Diplomacy", Arms Control 
Association, last updated March 2016, https://www .arrnscontrol.org/factsheets/dprkchron. 
8Paul Kerr, "North Korea Chronology", Arms Control Association, June 1, 2003, 
https://www .arrnscontrol.org/act/2003 _ 06/nkoreachronjune03 . 
9lbid. 
10"DPRK Proves Successful in H-bomb Test", KCNA, January 6, 2016, 
http://www.kcna.kp/kcna.user.article.retrieveN ews View InfoList.kcmsf. 
11lbid. 
12lbid. 
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The statement also makes it clear that "Pyongyang will neither suspend 

its nuclear developments nor undertake nuclear dismantlement unless the 

US rolls back its vicious hostile policy towards the former ... DPRK will 

steadily escalate its nuclear deterrent both in quality and quantity to 

reliably guarantee the revolution." The statement further said that "the 

DPRK as a responsible nuclear State will neither be the first to use nuclear 

weapons nor transfer relevant means and technology under any 

circumstances as long as the hostile forces for aggression do not encroach 

upon its sovereignty." 13 

Pyongyang's missile and nuclear technological advancements have 

remained a source of concern at the international and regional level. After 

North Korea tested its fourth and fifth nuclear devices on January 6, 2016 

and September 9, 2016 respectively, as a response the United Nations 

Security Council (UNSC) passed the toughest resolutions 2270 {2016)14 and 

2321 {2016) against the DPRK 15 to curb its advancement in the nuclear and 

missile domain. Other than the recent resolutions, the UNSC previously 

had adopted four major resolutions, 718 (2006), 1874 (2009), 2087 (2012) 

and 2094 (2013), against the DPRK.16 These resolutions impose and 

strengthen sanctions on the DPRK for continuing to develop its nuclear 

weapons program and call for dismantling its nuclear program in a 

complete, verifiable, and irreversible manner and to refrain from more 

ballistic missile tests. 

13lbid. 
14"Security Council Imposes Fresh Sanctions on Democratic People's Republic of Korea, 
Unanimously Adopting Resolution 2270 (2016)", Meeting Coverage of Security Council's 
7638th Meeting (AM), 2 March 2016, https://www.un.org/press/en/20l6/sc12267.doc.htm. 
15"Security Council Strengthens Sanctions on Democratic Republic of Korea, Unanimously 
Adopting Resolution 2321 (2016)", Meeting Coverage of Security Council's 7821" 
Meeting (AM), 30 November 2016, https://www.un.org/press/en/2016/sc12603.doc.htm. 
16"Fact sheets and Briefs: UN Security Council Resolutions on North Korea", Arms 
Control Association, last updated March 2016, 
https:/ /www .arrnscontrol.org/factsheets/UN-Security-Council-Resolutions-on-North-Korea 
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North Korea's Nuclear Tests 

Pyongyang conducted its first nuclear test on October 9, 2006. The 

Comprehensive Nuclear-Test- Ban Treaty Organization {CTBTO) seismic 

stations recorded a seismic activity of 4.1 17 and the estimated yield of this 

test has been recorded to be less than 1 kiloton. 18 North Korea's first 

nuclear test was condemned internationally; resultantly the UNSC 

resolution 1718 was adopted unanimously. This resolution broadly 

includes sanctions that limit trade and institutes travel bans. 

Despite the UNSC sanctions and international condemnation, DPRK 

conducted its second nuclear test on May 25, 2009.19 The test generated a 

seismic activity of 4.52 20 and was assessed to have an estimated explosive 

yield of 2-7 kilotons. 21 To condemn Pyongyang's nuclear advancement, the 

UNSC unanimously adopted the Resolution 1874 on June 12, 2009 22, 

which reinforces the resolution 1718 by expanding the arms embargo via 

banning all imports and exports of weapons to DPRK, excluding small arms, 

and stipulated that a State must notify the Security Council before selling 

arms to North Korea. Financial assistance that could be used to aid North 

Korea's weapons development was prohibited. Member States were also 

not allowed to enter into loans with the country unless for explicitly 

humanitarian purposes. 

11"On the CTBTO's Detection In North Korea", CTBTO Preparatory Commission, 12 
February 2013, https://www.ctbto.org/press-centre/press-releases/2013/on-the-ctbtos
detection-in-north-korea/. 
18Tariq Rauf, "11 Jan. 2016: Another nuclear test announced by North Korea: Searching for 
a plan of action?", SIPRI (January 2016), http://www.sipri.org/media/expert
comments/rauf-january-2016. 
19"North Korea Nuclear Chronology", NTI, Last Updated in February 2011 , 
http://www.nti.org/media/pdfs/north_korea_nuclear.pdf?_=1316543714. 
20"On the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty Organization's Detection in North 
Korea", CTBTO Preparatory Commission, 12 February 2013, https://www.ctbto.org/press
centre/press-releases/2013/on-the-ctbtos-detection-in-north-korea/. 
21Tariq Rauf, "11 Jan. 2016: Another nuclear test announced by North Korea: Searching for 
a plan of action?", SIPRI (January 2016), http://www.sipri.org/media/expert
comments/rauf-january-2016. 
22"Fact sheets and Briefs: UN Security Council Resolutions on North Korea", Arms 
Control Association, last updated March 2016, 

https://www.armscontrol.org/factsheets/UN-Security-Council-Resolutions-on-North-Korea 
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Generating a seismic activity of 5.023, the DPRK tested a third nuclear 

device on February 12, 2013. The estimated yield of this device was 

assessed to be up to 8 kilotons. The UNSC adopted its fourth Resolution 

2094 on March 7, 2013 24 that blocks access of the Kim's regime to bulk 

cash transfers, prevents illicit DPRK activities and restricts ties to the 

international banking systems. 

In December 2015, the North Korea Leader Kim declared that North 

Korea was developing a thermonuclear weapon, but the Western media 

and experts discredited any such developments.25 North Korea on 6 

January 2016 has claimed26 to successfully test a smaller Hydrogen-bomb. 

However, the technical nature of this test is still being debated by experts; 

this is considered to be North Korea's fourth nuclear test. The underground 

test took place at a known nuclear test site at Punggye-ri, in the east of the 

country. As a response the UNSC adopted its Resolution 2270 on 24 March 

2016.27 

On September 9, 2016, North Korea conducted its fifth nuclear test. 28 

North Korea has a history of conducting test launches on important 

national days. It is interesting to note that 9 September 1948 is marked as 

the Day of Foundation of the Republic of DPRK i.e. 68th anniversary of the 

23"On the CTBTO's Detection In North Korea", CTBTO Preparatory Commission, 12 
February 2013, https://www.ctbto.org/press-centre/press-releases/2013/on-the-ctbtos
detection-in-north-korea/. 
24"Fact sheets and Briefs: UN Security Council Resolutions on North Korea", Arms Control 
Association, last updated March 2016, 
https :/ /www .arrnscontrol.org/factsheets/UN-Security-Council-Resolutions-on-North-Korea. 
25Choe Sang-Hun,"Kirn Jong-Un's Claim of North Korea Hydrogen Bomb Draws 
Skepticism", New York Times, 10 December 2015, 
https :/ /www .nytimes.com/2015/12/11/world/asia/north-korea-kim-hydrogen
bomb.htrnl ?mcubz=2& r=O. 
26"DPRK Proves Succe~ful in H-bomb Test", KCNA, January 6, 
2016,http://www.kcna.kp/kcna. user.article.retrieveN ews View InfoList.kcmsf. 
21Resolution 2276 (2016) Adopted by the Security Council at its 7656th meeting, on 24 March 
2016, http://www.securitycouncilreport.org/atf/cf/% 7B65BFCF9B-6D27-4E9C-8CD3-
CF6E4FF96FF9% 7D/s_res_2276.pdf 
28"DPRK Succeeds in Nuclear Warhead Explosion Test", KCNA, September 9, 2016, 
http://www.kcna.kp/kcna.user.home.retrieveHome1nfoList.kcmsf;jsessionid=498E23C66653 
1C558C185853EA2A4888. 
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founding of North Korea by Kim II Sung (grandfather of Kim Jong Un), so 

detonation of a nuclear device on September 9 shows the pattern that 

North Korea has been following previously. This test can also be seen as a 

North Korean response to the March 2016 US - ROK joint annual military 

drills. As a response to this nuclear test, the UNSC unanimously adopted its 

Resolution 2321 on 30 November 2016.29 The UNSCR 2321 decides that all 

the UN Member States shall suspend scientific and technical cooperation 

involving persons or groups officially sponsored by or representing the 

DPRK; moreover, it also aims at cutting down the ongoing coal revenues by 

capping the DPRK's exports to all UN members. 30 

If we look at the timeline of nuclear testing, a set pattern could be 

observed. It seems that North Korea tests a nuclear device every third 

year, with the exception of the 2013 test which was conducted after three 

years. The 2016 nuclear tests are also another exception; as one was a H

Bomb while latter is considered by the experts to be more powerful than 

any of the previous nuclear tests conducted by North Korea. However, the 

improvement in the estimated yield of all five nuclear tests proves that 

North Korea is gradually moving towards technological advancement of its 

nuclear weapons. 

The 2016 Nuclear Tests - Analytical Overview 

The technical nature of the January 2016 test is still unclear. The 

seismic activity recorded by the twenty-seven primary seismic stations of 

the CTBTO was 4.8531, which is not a lot more than the seismic activity 

detected at the times of DPRK's previous tested weapons. According to the 

initial estimates by the Western media, the approximate yield of the recent 

test was said to be 6 kilotons. 32 

29Adopted by the Security Council at its 7821 st meeting, UNSCR 2321, 30 November 
2016,http://www.un.org/en/ga/search/view_doc.asp?symbol=SIRES/2321(2016). 
3°Ibid. 
31"6 January: DPRK announced fourth nuclear test", CTBTO Preparatory Commission, 
January 6, 2016, https://www.ctbto.org/nuclear-testing/testing-times/. 
32Josh Keller, Ford Fessenden and Tim Wallace, "Why Experts Doubt That North Korea 
Tested a Hydrogen Bomb", New York Times, 6 January, 2016 
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The hydrogen bomb can be hundred times more powerful than an 

atomic bomb. 33The explosive yield of the hydrogen bomb is bigger than 

that of an atomic bomb. The expected yield and seismic activity generated 

as a result of North Korea's 2016 test does not match the explosive yield of 

an H-bomb. 

The estimated yield of the hydrogen bomb tested by the US "Ivy Mike" 

in 1952 was reported to have a yield of 10.4 megatons. 34 Moreover, the 

first Hydrogen bomb tested by the Soviet Union in 1953 "RDS-GS" had an 

estimated yield of 400 Kilotons of TNT.35 As compared to these yields, the 

estimated yield of the recent North Korean test is quite less i.e. 6 kilotons. 

This substantiates that it might not be a hydrogen bomb; however, it could 

have been a boosted fission device. Thermonuclear weapon is more 

powerful and highly sophisticated than the conventional nuclear bomb; 

maybe that is the reason why experts remain skeptical of North Korean 

claims of conducting a successful H-bomb test. 

At the initial level, technical experts rely on the seismic data and 

environmental sampling of the test site to validate the claims about the 

nature of the nuclear test. The preliminary analysis of the CTBTO reports 

showed that the characteristics of the waveforms were similar to the 

event detected on 12 February 2013.36 For assessing the nature of the test 

the traces of radioactivity released from the event, typically in the form of 

the radioactive noble gas Xenon, is detected, sampled and analyzed at the 

regional radionuclide stations of CTBTO. However, according to the latest 

https:/ /www .nytimes.com/interacti ve/2016/01/06/world/asia/north-korea-nuclear-bomb
test.htrnl ?mcubz=2 
33"A thousand times more powerful than an atomic bomb, here's why the H-bomb is a scary 

thought", First Post, 6 January 2016, http://www.firstpost.com/world/a-thousand-times

more-powerful-than-an-atomic-bomb-heres-why-the-h-bomb-is-a-scary-thought-

2573042.html. 
34"50 Facts about US Nuclear Weapons Today", Brookings Institute, April 28, 
2014,http://www.brookings.edu/research/articles/2014/04/28-50-nuclear-facts. 
35"Soviet Hydrogen Bomb Program", Atomic Heritage 
Foundation,http://www.atomicheritage.org/history/soviet-hydrogen-bomb-program. 
36"Technical Findings", CTBTO, updated on March 11, 2016, 

https:/ /www .ctbto.org/the-treaty /developments-after-1996/2016-dprk-announced-nuclear

test/technical-findings/ 
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update by the CTBTO, the technical nature of the test remains 

inconclusive.37 

There is a possibility that DPRK's need to conduct the test underground 

and to prevent radioactive releases from the test site may have limited the 

explosive yield of the test. It is also possible that DPRK did not test the 

device to its full potential, or DPRK might have tested a boosted fission 

device and has exaggerated to test a Hydrogen bomb. Even if Pyongyang 

has attempted to test a boosted fission device, which may have fizzled out, 

the likelihood that DPRK is trying to develop H-bomb cannot be completely 

ruled out. 

The claims about a miniaturized H-bomb if confirmed would mean that 

Pyongyang has developed the capability of creating an H-bomb on a 

smaller scale, i.e. a miniaturized H-bomb which could fit on a missile that 

could be launched by a submarine or aircraft. Whether North Korea has 

tested H-bomb or A-bomb, the point of concern is that it is the only 

country which is testing in the twenty-first century, and seems fully 

determined to technically advance its nuclear arsenal. 

According to the USGS (United States Geological Survey), an explosion 

of magnitude 5.338 occurred at 0900 hrs (local time) on 9 September 2016 

near North Korea's nuclear test site Punggye-ri, located in the Northeast 

region. It is the same location where the DPRK has been previously 

conducting its nuclear tests. With an estimated yield of 10-15 Kilotons39, 

experts consider the recently tested weapon to be more powerful than the 

weapons tested by the DPRK before. 

According to a statement issued by the DPRK's Nuclear Weapon 

Institute, the recent test marks the "standardization of the nuclear 

warhead and will enable the DPRK to produce at will and as many as it 

37Ibid. 
38"Possible Explosion of Magnitude 5.3 in North Korea", USGS, September 8 2016. 
https://www.usgs.gov/news/possible-explosion-magnitude-53-north-korea 
39Testimony of David Albright, President of the Institute for Science and International 
Security, before the House Foreign Affairs Subcommittee on Asia and the Pacific Hearing 
Title: "North Korea's Perpetual Provocations: Another Dangerous, Escalatory Nuclear 
Test", September 14, 2016. 
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wants a variety of smaller, lighter, and diversified nuclear warheads of 

higher strike power with a firm hold on the technology for producing and 

using various fissile materials".40 This statement shows that the September 

9 test achieved a milestone in the advancement of technology of mounting 

nuclear warheads on ballistic rockets. 

Possible Motives 

There could be a host of possible motive behind the 2016 North 

Korean nuclear testing, some of them could be: 

Demonstration of a more credible nuclear deterrent: It could be part of 

the demonstration of a more credible nuclear deterrent against US and its 

allies on the Korean Peninsula. This stems from deep insecurity and fear of 

a possible US nuclear attack on North Korea. These tests could be seen in 

the light of North Korea's efforts to develop a stronger nuclear deterrent 

to counterbalance US nuclear umbrella provided to South Korea and Japan 

to maintain balance of power in the region. 

Technological advancement of nuclear capability: These tests have a clear 

motivation for technological advancement and further development of 

North Korean's nuclear weapons, as these tests are aimed at refining 

warhead design and reliability as well as increasing the yield of North 

Korea's nuclear weapons. 

Political motivation: The test conducted in January 2016 was politically 

motivated as Kim Jong-Un wanted to project himself as a strong leader 

before the Seventh Congress of the Worker's Party of Korea. This rare and 

potentially significant political gathering of North Korea's communist 

parties was held in May 2016.41 The political motivations behind the 

September 2016 test, soon after the G20 summit and US-ROK military drills 

40"DPRK Succeeds in Nuclear Warhead Explosion Test", KCNA, September 9. 2016. 
http://www.kcna.kp/kcna.user.home.retrieveHomelnfoList.kcmsf;j sessionid=498E23C6665 
31C558C185853EA2A4888 
41"Kim Jong-Un becomes North Korea ruling party chairman", Express Tribune, May 9, 
2016,http://tribune.com.pk/story/1099906/kim-jong-un-becomes-north-korea-ruling-party
chairman/. 
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in the region, could be to send a strong message to the international 

community that North Korea remains fully determined to defend itself by 

continuously advancing its nuclear and missile programs. 

Power projection: Two nuclear tests in the same year can also be seen as a 

power projection tactic. North Korea is an isolated country, and the 

international community has very less diplomatic leverage over it, except 

for maybe China. The 2016 tests also show that North Korea is eager to 

gain an effective nuclear capability, and this is the reason why irrespective 

of the UNSC sanctions and international pressure it is still testing. The 

latest test might have been conducted to give a befitting response to the 

US- ROK joint military drills. 

Regime Preservation: Another motive could be to ensure regime 

preservation or legitimacy of Kim Jong-Un's rule. Moreover, strengthening 

the Kim regime's international standing and security posture can also be 

one such motive. The projection of technical pride and prestige of the 

regime can also be a motivation. 

Resumption of Six-Party Talks: North Korea has a history of exaggerating 

its capabilities to achieve political ends. North Korea may use these claims 

to test H-bomb and then to test a still stronger nuclear device to resume 

the Six-Party Talks; which include US China, Russia, South Korea, Japan and 

North Korea. 

Bilateral talks with US: Another possible motive could be to engage the US 

at a bilateral level for economic and diplomatic gains. Regardless of the 

technical details of these tests, the 2016 nuclear tests have brought North 

Korea into the spotlight, and may provide its leadership with an upper 

hand, if and when dialogue or negotiations begin. With the regime change 

in the US, chances are high that the American policy of Strategic Patience 

towards North Korea's nuclear and missile advancements is going to 

change. 

All the above mentioned possible motivations behind North Korea's 

nuclear testing can be explained via Deterrence Theory, i.e. North Korea's 

nuclear weapons are intended to deter US and its allies from attacking 

55 



Anum RiazJSSA, Vol Ill, No. 1 

North Korea with nuclear weapons or military force. In case there is use of 

force or nuclear weapons against North Korea; Pyongyang can retaliate 

with its own nuclear weapons which will increase the chances of Mutually 

Assured Destruction (MAD). 

Responses of the International Community 

Pyongyang's recent nuclear tests have been widely condemned at the 

regional and international level. Moreover, the North Korean nuclear 

advancement has come under debate at various international forums, such 

as the Conference on Disarmament42 and the Nuclear Security Summit43 

etc. 

South Korea: South Korea's Presidential office has strongly denounced the 

fourth nuclear test by DPRK. According to President Park's statement in the 

National Security Council meeting "South Korea will make sure that North 

Korea pays the corresponding price for the nuclear test".44 She also 

condemned the latest nuclear test by saying that the test reflected North 

Korean regime's fanatic recklessness. South Korea has also been 

advocating the development of a collective international response for 

punishing North Korea for not keeping up its international obligations. 

Japan: Japan's Prime Minister Shinzo Abe has said that the test is "totally 

unacceptable, and that it constitutes a grave threat to Japan's security and 

violates U.N. Security Council resolutions" .45 On the September 9 test, he 

further said that, "the nuclear test by North Korea is a clear and repeated 

42"Conference on Disarmament Opens 2016 Session hears Message from United Nations 
Secretary-General Ban Ki-Moon", UNOG, 26 January 2016, 
http://www.unog.ch/80256EDD006B9C2E/(httpNewsByYear_en)/8CEB3A8A56F91D10C 
1257F460051B 111 ?OpenDocument. 
43"North Korea tops agenda at 2016 Nuclear Security Summit", Vatican Radio, 1 April 
2016,http://en.radiovaticana.va/news/2016/04/01/north_korea_tops_agenda_at_2016 _nude 
ar_security_summit_/1219468. 
44"South Koura strongly denounces DPRK's 4th nuke test", Xinhua, January 6, 2016, 
http://news.xinhuanet.com/english/20l6-01/06/c_l34983226.htm. 
45"Comment by Prime Minister Shinzo Abe on the Nuclear Test by North Korea", Cabinet 

Public Relations Office, Japan, January 6, 2016, 

http://japan.kantei.go.jp/97 _abe/statement/201601/1215434_10999.htrnl. 
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violation of the relevant UNSCRs ... Japan lodges a serious protest against 

North Korea, and condemns North Korea in the strongest possible terms". 
46 It is noteworthy here that Japan and South Korea are US allies; both have 

American extended deterrence assurances against the North Korean 

threat. 

China: China has been a close ally to the DPRK but, according to the 

Chinese Foreign Ministry's statement, it is evident that China firmly 

opposed47 the 2016 nuclear tests conducted by the DPRK. The Chinese 

statements after 2016 tests call for denuclearization of the Korean 

Peninsula, i.e. removal of American nuclear umbrella; this is conditional as 

it implies that the American nuclear commitment should be revoked. 

United States: According to the US State Department spokesperson's 

statement, "the US has consistently made clear that US will not accept 

DPRK as a nuclear State." 48 In another statement, US Secretary of Defense 

Ashton Carter has reaffirmed "The ironclad commitment of the US to the 

defense of the ROK, and that this commitment includes all aspects of the 

US extended deterrence." 49 President Obama in a statement said that 

"The recent nuclear test is a flagrant violation of multiple UNSC 

Resolutions and the United States does not and never will accept North 

Korea as a nuclear state." 50 On balance the current statement is a more 

strong condemnation of the DPRK test than the previous statements given 

by the US 

46Statement by the Prime Minister of Japan (on the Nuclear Test by North Korea), 
September 9, 2016, http:/ /japan.kantei.go.jp/97_abe/statement/201609/statement.html 
47"Foreign Ministry Spokesperson Hua Chunying's Regular Press Conference", Ministry of 
Foreign Affairs of the People's Republic of China, January 6, 2016, 
http://www.fmprc.gov.cn/mfa_eng/xwfw_665399/s25l0_665401/251l_665403/t1329999.s 
html. 
48"Press Statement by the Secretary of State John Kerry on the North Korean Nuclear Test", 
Washington, DC, 
January 6, 2016, http://www.state.gov/secretary/remarks/2016/01/250994.htm. 
49Jbid. 
50"Statement by the President on North Korea's Nuclear Test", The White House, 

September 09, 2016, https://obamawhitehouse.archives.gov/the-press

office/2016/09/09/statement-president-north-koreas-nuclear-test 
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Russia: Russia's foreign ministry said that if the test is confirmed, then it 

would be a new step for Pyongyang and a flagrant violation of 

international law that stands to aggravate tensions on the Korean 

peninsula.51 Russian Foreign Minister Sergei Lavrov also has expressed 

serious concern on the September 2016 nuclear test conducted by North 

Korea. 

U.K.: The Foreign Minister Philip Hammond in his statement said that "It is 

a grave breach of UN Security Council resolutions and a provocation which 

the U.K. condemns without reservation".52 The new Foreign Minister Boris 

Johnson labeled the September 2016 test as the flagrant violation of the 

UNSCRs. 53 Like the 2013 statement, this time also the U.K. has again 

expressed concern over the nuclear developments by North Korea, and 

called upon DPRK to resolve the issue though Six Party talks. 

France: France has also condemned54 the nuclear test carried out by North 

Korea in the strongest possible terms. The 2016 statement55 by France 

states that the recent test violates the universally accepted norm of no 

nuclear testing. Moreover, the spokesperson of French Foreign ministry 

said that "North Korea's continuous development of a nuclear and ballistic 

arsenal is a gross violation of UN Security Council resolutions ... This 

escalation is unacceptable ... A swift and strong reaction by the UN Security 

51"Comment by Russian MFA Spokesman M.V.Zaharovoy in connection with the DPRK 
government statement on the hydrogen bomb test", 
The Ministry of Foreign Affairs Russian Federation, January 6, 2016, 
http://www.mid.ru/foreign_policy/news//asset_publisher/cKNonkJE02Bw/content/id/2004 
721 
52Foreign Secretary statement on reports of North Korean nuclear test, Foreign & 
Commonwealth Office and The Rt Hon Philip Hammond MP, 6 January 2016, 
https://www.gov.uk/govemment/news/foreign-secretary-statement-on-reports-of-north
korean-nuclear-test. 
53Foreign Secretary Boris Johnson condemns North Korea nuclear test, 9 September 2016, 
https://www.gov.uk/govemment/news/foreign-secretary-boris-johnson-condemns-north
korea-nuclear-test 
54"Nuclear Test - North Korea - Spokesperson's statement" , France Diplomatie, (January 
6, 2016), http://www.diplomatie.gouv.fr/en/country-files/north
korea/events/article/nuclear-test-north-korea-spokesperson-s-statement-06-01-16 
55lbid. 
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Council, the European Union, and the entire international community is 

called for."56 

Israel: Israel was the last to condemn January's nuclear test. In an official 

statement, Israel has said that it joins the international community in 

expressing concern over the danger that this act poses to regional stability 

and international peace and security. "This act by the DPRK must be met 

with a swift response by the international community ... A clear message 

must be sent to the DPRK and to other countries, that such activities are 

unacceptable and cannot be tolerated".57 Israel condemned the 

September 2016 test by saying that, "the nuclear test conducted by North 

Korea contradicts international norms and Security Council resolutions". 58 

Israel has not taken an independent position: it takes cover behind the 

international community. 

India: India's Ministry of External Affairs (MEA) said that: "It is a matter of 

deep concern that the DPRK has again acted in violation of its international 

commitments in this regard. We call upon the DPRK to refrain from such 

actions which adversely impact on peace and stability in the region."59 In 

response to the September nuclear test, the Indian MEA issued another 

statement saying that "India deplores the nuclear test conducted by the 

DPRK, India remains concerned about the proliferation of nuclear and 

missile technologies which has adversely impacted India's national 

security."60 

56North Korean nuclear test (September 9, 2016), France Diplomatie, 
http://www.diplomatie.gouv.fr/en/country-files/north-korea/events/article/north-korean
nuclear-test-09-09-16. 
57"lsrael condemns North Korea's nuclear test", Israel Ministry of Foreign Affairs, January 
13, 2016, 
58lsrael condemns North Korea's nuclear test", Israel Ministry of Foreign Affairs, 
September 09, 2016. http://mfa.gov .il/MF A/PressRoom/2016/Pages/lsrael-condemns
N orth-Korean-test-9-September-2016.aspx 
59"Official Spokesperson's response to a question on reports of a nuclear test by DPRK", 
Ministry of External Affairs India , January 06, 2016, http://www.mea.gov .in/media
briefings.htm ?dtl/2625 8/Official +Spokespersons+response+to+a+question+on+reports+of + 
a+nuclear+test+by+DPRK. 
~A's Statement on DPRK, September 09, 2016 http://www.mea.gov.in/press
releases.htm ?dtl/2737 4/Statement_on_DPRK 
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Pakistan: Pakistan's Ministry of Foreign Affairs gave subsequent 

statements that show Pakistan's concerns about the DPRK's nuclear 

testing. These statements also say that Pakistan has been supporting 

nuclear weapons free Korean Peninsula as agreed by all parties and that it 

strongly believes all countries should comply with their respective 

international obligations."Pakistan opposes any action which is 

detrimental to peace and stability in the region and militates against the 

prospects of reaching a solution to the issue in the framework of the Six 

Party Talks". 61 

United Nations: The UN Secretary-General Ban Ki-moon said that "The test 

is deeply troubling, the UN Security Council is vowing to immediately begin 

considering significant measures. This act is profoundly destabilizing for 

regional security and seriously undermines international non-proliferation 

efforts. I condemn it unequivocally". 62 Moreover, the United Nations 

Security Council also strongly condemned the Democratic People's 

Republic of Korea's (DPRK) nuclear test on 9 September and said it is a 

clear violation of repeated calls on the country to halt such activity. 63 

The EU: EU Commission's Vice President called the January 2016 test to be 

"A grave violation of DPRK's international obligations and UNSC 

resolutions, and a threat to the peace and security of the entire North East 

Asian region". 64 

Conference on Disarmament {CD): The statements issued by the countries 

at the 2016 opening session of the CD have widely condemned the nuclear 

test held on January 6, 2016. The countries that have condemned DPRK's 

nuclear test included the US, South Korea, Canada, Germany, Finland, 

61"Pakistan Expresses Concern over Nuclear Test by DPRK", MOFA, January 8, 2016, 
http://www.mofa.gov.pk/pr-details.php?mm=MzM4NQ,, 
62"UN deplores deeply troubling hydrogen bomb test announced by DPR Korea", UN News 
Centre, January 6, 2016, 
http://www.un.org/apps/news/story .asp?NewslD=52945#. VwVph6R97IV. 
63Security Council strongly condemns DPRK nuclear test, 10 September 2016, 
http://www.un.org/apps/news/story .asp?NewslD=54898#. WN_ U48CGPIU . 
64"Statement by the HR/VP Federica Mogherini on the alleged nuclear test in DPRK", 
European Union External Action, January 6, 2016, http://eeas.europa.eu/statements
eeas/2016/160106_0l_en.htm 
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Japan, France, Italy, Netherlands, U.K., Poland, Spain and Australia. India 

has shown concern about North Korean nuclear activities, while there was 

no mention of North Korea in Pakistan's statement. 65 

The DPRK while defending itself at CD said that the hostile policies of 

US have compelled it to pursue nuclear weapon possession and to bolster 

its nuclear deterrent capability to cope with the ever-increasing nuclear 

threat of the US It has also reiterated that the DPRK would neither be the 

first to use nuclear weapons nor transfer relevant means and technology 

under any circumstances as already declared as long as the hostile forces 

for aggression did not encroach upon its sovereignty. 66 

Measures taken by the International Community 

UNSC Resolutions 2270 and 2321 against DPRK: The U.N. Security Council 

has unanimously adopted two new UN Security Council Resolutions, 

UNSCR 2270 on March 2, 2016 and UNSCR 2321 on November 30, 2016. 

The draft of 2270 resolution was prepared after seven months of 

negotiations between China and US With a focus on choking down the flow 

of hard currency to North Korea, the recent resolution imposes the 

toughest sanctions so far on North Korea. This resolution is a significant 

milestone achieved by the international community which hopefully will 

prove to be instrumental in halting the North Korean nuclear and missile 

advancements. This resolution places a full arms embargo on North Korea. 

It also bans all states from transferring any item that could contribute to 

North Korea's nuclear or ballistic missile programs. 67 

On November 30, 2016, in response to the September 9, 2016 nuclear 

test conducted by North Korea, the UNSCR 2321 was unanimously adopted 

by the UN Security Council. The UNSCR 2321 expands measures against 

65"Conference on Disarmament Opens 2016 Session hears Message from United Nations 
Secretary-General Ban Ki-Moon", UNOG, 26 January 2016, 
http://www.unog.ch/80256EDD006B9C2E/(httpNewsBy Y ear_en)/8CEB3A8A56F91D 1 0C 
1257F460051B 111 ?OpenDocument. 
66lbid. 
67Security Council Imposes Fresh Sanctions on Democratic People's Republic of Korea, 

Unanimously Adopting Resolution 2270 (2016), UN, March 2, 

20l6,http://www.un.org/press/en/2016/sc12267.doc.htm. 
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North Korea for its continued violations of existing resolutions. The 

Resolution 2321 aims at cutting down the ongoing coal revenues by 

capping the DPRK's exports to all UN members; it will also curb the DPRK's 

coal exports in the remaining months of 2016, limiting shipments to $53 

million or 1 million tons. 68 This Resolution also includes bans on the 

transfer of dual-use items to North Korea which can also be used in North 

Korea's nuclear programs.69 

Both of the above mentioned UNSC resolutions focus on diplomatically 

and economically isolating North Korea. The adoption of these resolutions 

was perceived to help in crunching North Korean economy and also help 

bring North Korea to the negotiations table. In the future, once these 

sanctions prove to be effective against Kim's regime, lifting of sanctions 

could be used as a quid pro quo to asking North Korea to commit, though 

resuming Six Party Talks, for the denuclearization of Korean Peninsula. 

Soon after the adoption on UNSCR 2270, the DPRK conducted the fifth 

nuclear test which led to the adoption of the UNSCR 2321. Likewise, North 

Korea is unlikely to perceive these new set of sanctions seriously and may 

become more aggressive. The international community should make sure 

that these UNSC Resolutions should not negatively impact the population 

of North Korea. Recently there are intelligence reports about North Korea 

preparing for another nuclear test.70 This shows that international 

sanctions have not proved to be effective in halting the advancement of 

North Korea's nuclear and missile program. Therefore, a long term solution 

to the North Korean issue would be to renew the Six Party Talks. 

US Sanctions Bill: On 18 February, US President Barack Obama signed the 

North Korea Sanctions and Policy Enhancement Act of 2016,71 which 

68Adopted by the Security Council at its 7821" meeting, UNSCR 2321, 30 November 
2016,http://www.un.org/en/ga/search/view_doc.asp?symbol=SIRES/2321(2016). 
69lbid. 
70 Joseph S. Bermudez Jr. and Jack Liu , "North Korea's Punggye-ri Nuclear Test Site: 
Possible Vehicles Located at Tunnel Entrance", 38 North, March 25, 2017, 
http://www.38north.org/20l 7 /03/punggye032517 /. 
11"H.R. 757: North Korea Sanctions and Policy Enhancement Act of 2016", February 18, 
2016,https://www .govtrack.us/congress/bills/l l 4/hr7 57. 
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imposes fresh US sanctions on North Korea. This bill was waiting for 

President's approval as it had been already passed by the House of 

Representatives by a majority of 408-2, and the US Senate by a majority of 

96-0.72 The bill calls for: a) mandatory sanctions on anyone who is assisting 

North Korea's nuclear activities and human rights abuses, b) authorizes the 

spending of $Som (£35m) aid for the next five years on radio broadcasts 

into North Korea to improve the humanitarian situation.73 Foreign Affairs 

Committee Chairman Ed Royce on 21 March 2017, in a written statement 

to the US House of Representatives, introduced new and tougher 

legislation strengthening sanctions against North Korea. The bill titled 

"Korean Interdiction and Modernization of Sanctions Act (H.R. 1644)", aims 

to curb North Korea's access to hard currency and materials by expanding 

existing sanctions. The bill if passed would; prohibit the purchase and 

acquisition of any coal, iron, or iron ore in excess of the limitations 

provided in applicable UNSC resolutions, would give the President the 

authority to block transactions which transfer and provide crude oil, 

refined petroleum etc. Entities and people in the US will not be allowed to 

offer fuel, supplies, or bunkering services to vessels and aircraft linked to 

North Korea, and obliges US to ban any goods, wares, articles, and 

merchandise mined, produced, or manufactured wholly or in part by North 

Korean laborers from entering the US, as well as to impose sanctions 

against foreigner persons that employ North Koreans.74 

Like the UNSCRss these US sanctions also focus on economic and 

diplomatic isolation of North Korea. If we observe the mounting tensions in 

Korean Peninsula it seems that the chances of use of force by the US for 

preventing North Korea from developing an Inter Continental Ballistic 

Missile are present. On the other hand US policy makers are fully aware of 

12Patricia Zengerle , "Congress passes tougher North Korea sanctions, sends bill to 
Obama", Reuters, 12 February 2016, http://www.reuters.com/article/us-northkorea-usa
sanctions-idUSKCNOVLl WD 
73"H.R. 757: North Korea Sanctions and Policy Enhancement Act of 2016", February 18, 
2016,https://www .govtrack.us/congress/bills/l l 4/hr757. 
74"H.R. 1644: Korean Interdiction and Modernization of Sanctions Act". 21 March 

2017 ,https://foreignaffairs.house.gov/wp-content/uploads/2017 /03/HR-1644. pdf. 
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the fact that contemplating a disarming strike against DPRK will come at a 

price of an all out war between North Korea, the U.S and its allies. 

Therefore, the real time chances of use of force by the US, for halting the 

further advancement of North Korea's missile and nuclear programs, are 

less likely. 

Chinese Embargoes against DPRK: For the fulfillment of its commitments 

to the UN Security Council resolution 2270, the Chinese Commerce 

Ministry for the first time announced a list of embargoes against the DPRK. 

Trade restrictions include embargoes on the imports of coal, iron and iron 

ores from the DPRK, imports of gold ores, titanium ores, vanadium ore, 

and rare earth minerals from the DPRK, and exports of aircraft fuel 

including aviation gasoline. 75 Import of these minerals and export of fuel is 

permitted only for the purpose of people's livelihood i.e. it does not 

contribute to the development of the missile and nuclear program of the 

DPRK. On Dec. 10, for the implementation of UNSCR 2321, the Chinese 

Commerce Ministry announced that it was temporarily suspending imports 

of North Korean coal.76 Moreover, the Chinese Commerce ministry in a 

fresh announcement declared that for the execution of UNSCR 2321 the 

import of coal from the DPRK for the year 2017 will be suspended in 

accordance with the Foreign Trade Law of the People's Republic of China 

and the MOFCOM and GACC Announcement No.81 of 2016, and that this 

announcement shall take effect as of February 19, 2017 and be valid until 

December 31, 2017.77 

Japanese Sanctions: The Government of Japan on 10 February announced 

to take individual measures against North Korea. These sanctions restrict 

the movement of North Korean citizens in Japan and requests Japanese 

citizens not to visit North Korea, bans the entry of all North Korean flag 

75"MOFCOM Announcement No. 11 of 2016 Announcement on List of Mineral Products 
Embargo against the DPRK", MOFCOM, April 7, 2016, 
http:/ /english.mofcom.gov .cn/article/policyrelease/buwei/201604/20160401291199 .shtml. 
76"China to suspend imports of North Korean coal until end of this year", The Hankyoreh, 
12 Dec 2016,http://english.hani.co.kr/arti/english_edition/e_national/774313.html. 
11"MOFCOM and GACC Announcement No.12 of2017", MOFCOM, February 20, 2017, 
http://english.mofcom.gov .cn/article/policyrelease/buwei/201702/20170202520711.shtml. 
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vessels, reduces the lowest amount of currency to be carried to North 

Korea to be 100,000 yen. And also gives a list of entities and individuals 

designated for asset-freezing measures.78 

Measures taken by South Korea: 

President Park Geun-hye ordered the shutting down of Kaesong complex in 

retaliation for DPRK's nuclear test and satellite launch.79 This industrial 

complex located at the common border has been a source for the flow of 

hard currency from South Korea to North Korea. Moreover, on 9 March 

2016, South Korea announced that it has imposed unilateral maritime 

sanctions against the DPRK by banning third-country ships visiting the 

DPRK from entering South Korean ports.80 These sanctions target 38 

individuals and 24 organizations in North Korea and bar South Koreans to 

do any sort of business with North Korea. 

Deployment of THAAD: 

After North Korea's fourth nuclear test ROK and US have been negotiating 

the deployment of the THAAD system in South Korea. Both states also had 

jointly consulted the potential deployment of the THAAD missile defence 

system to South Korea.81 ROK and US have also launched an official 

working group for disusing the deployment of THAAD in South Korea. 82 In 

an interview given by the former Secretary of Defence Ashton Carter had 

clearly said that the deployment of THAAD is imminent, as it is part of 

78"Measures taken by the Government of Japan against North Korea", Ministry of Foreign 
Affairs Japan, February 10, 2016, http://www.mofa.go.jp/a_o/na/kp/page4e_000377.htm.1. 
79"Seoul shuts down joint North-South Korea industrial complex", The Guardian, February 
10, 2016, http://www.theguardian.com/world/2016/feb/10/seoul-shuts-down-joint-north
south-korea-industrial-complex -kaesong. 
80Hyung-Jin Kim, "South Korea announces unilateral sanctions on North Korea", 
Associated Press, March 8, 2016, http://www.msn.com/en-us/news/world/south-korea
announces-unilateral-sanctions-on-north-korea/ar-AAgv YV Q. 
81"North Korea: How to Approach the Nuclear Threat", Remarks by Daniel R. Russel 
Assistant Secretary, Bureau of East Asian and Pacific Affairs Hosted by the Institute for 
Corean-American Studies Rayburn House Office Building, Washington, DC, April 4, 2016, 
http://www.state.gov/p/eap/rls/rm/2016/04/255492.htm. 
82"S. Korea, US launch formal talks on deploying THAAD in Korea", Yonhap, March 4, 
2016,http://english.yonhapnews.co.kr/national/2016/03/04/11/0301OOOOOOAEN201603040 
04700315F.html?7f856cb0. 
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protecting American forces on the Korean Peninsula and protecting South 

Korea. 83 On July 7, 2016, ROK and the US agreed to deploy the Terminal 

High-Altitude Area Defense (THAAD) system to the Republic of Korea, in 

response to North Korea's continued development of ballistic missile 

technology in contravention of six United Nations Security Council 

Resolutions.84 The political turmoil in South Korea and strong domestic 

opposition made the future of THAAD's deployment somewhat uncertain. 

ROK's policy toward the deployment of THAAD, even after the removal of 

President Park from office, remains unchanged. 

In a recent joint statement, Foreign Minister Yun Byung-se and the US 

Secretary of State Rex W. Tillerson, have reaffirmed their position on the 

deployment of THAAD in South Korea,85 by clearly mentioning that THAAD 

is purely for defensive purposes, and is directed against the threats 

emerging from the nuclear and missile advancements of North Korea. 

However, according to recent media reports, after North Korea's test of 

four ballistic missiles, the US has started deploying the first elements of 

THAAD in South Korea.86 

Soon after the ROK-US announced their agreement for the deployment 

of THAAD in South Korea, China has been strongly opposing this decision. 

This announcement has adversely affected the diplomatic and economic 

relations between South Korea and China. In a nutshell, the deployment of 

THAAD in South Korea comes at a time of mounting tensions on the 

Korean Peninsula. Deployment of THAAD may lead to closer collaboration 

between China and Russia against US, Japan, and South Korean alliance. 

83"A Conversation with Ash Carter", CFR, April 8, 2016, http://www.cfr.org/defense-and
security/conversation-ash-carter/p37723. 
84"ROK-US Alliance agrees to deploy THAAD", USFK, Press Release, July 07, 2016, 
http://www.usfk.mil/Media/Press-Releases/ Article/831166/rok-us-alliance-agrees-to
deploy-thaad/. 
85"Joint Press Conference of the ROK and US Foreign Ministers",Ministry of Foreign 
Affairs Republic of Korea, 21 March 2017, 
http://www.mofa.go.kr/ENG/press/pressbriefings/index.jsp?menu=m_l 0_30. 
86"US starts deploying anti-missile system in South Korea after defiant North's latest test", 
Reuters, March 7, 2017, http://www.reuters.corn/article/us-northkorea-missiles-kcna
idUSKBN16D2MC. 
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The deployment of THAAD can also be seen as part of US rebalance 

strategy towards Asia87, aimed at countering China and its allies. The 

continuous proactive advancements by North Korea could also help the US 

in justifying its growing military presence in Asia-Pacific. 

Conclusion 

If an international diplomatic mission is not soon formulated that 

brings all the stakeholders to the negotiation table, and tries to find a 

solution to the North Korean issue through dialogue, the peace and 

stability in Korean Peninsula is at stake. Chances are fair that Pyongyang 

may soon test another nuclear device (in 2017) aimed at further achieving 

technological advancement under Kim's leadership. North Korea has 

clearly signalled that it is ready to negotiate for achieving economic 

stability of its nation. North Korea might be using these recent nuclear 

tests as a bargaining chip for demanding an Iran like Joint Comprehensive 

Plan of Action (JCPOA). North Korea's stance in the recent events of testing 

nuclear missiles can be taken as means to an end, where North Korea 

desires to get a political and economical compensation as given to Iran 

under the name of Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action. Moreover, North 

Korea also desires to put an end to US military cooperation with South 

Korea and Japan. Furthermore, for dragging North Korea's nuclear 

advancements and for decreasing tension on the Korean Peninsula; the 

international community collectively should craft a quid pro quo strategy 

that includes both UNSC sanctions and diplomatic engagement with North 

Korea. The recent nuclear tests directly challenge the global non

proliferation regime as DPRK's continuous technical developments, even as 

a security measure can motivate South Korea and Japan to develop nuclear 

weapons. This can initiate a nuclear arms race in North East Asia. In this 

case if Japan goes nuclear, South Korea may follow the suit. While the US

ROK plans of deploying THAAD system has started materialising, therefore, 

chances are high that tensions between the US, and China could increase. 

87Michael D. Swaine, "Chinese Views on South Korea's Deployment ofTHAAD", China 
Leadership Monitor, no. 52, http://carnegieendowment.org/files/CLM52MS.pdf. 
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88 Accepting North Korea into the nuclear club as a nuclear power and then 

engaging it to show a responsible behavior is in the best interest of the 

international community. In that scenario, North Korea could be asked to 

make nonproliferation commitments in exchange for acceptance of its 

nuclear weapons status, in much the same way that the US has accepted 

the nuclear status of India, Pakistan, and Israel. Once a country that has 

acquired nuclear weapons, like North Korea whose nuclear program is 

security driven, it is unrealistic to expect that such a country will give up its 

nuclear program. Therefore, rather than demanding that North Korea 

should give up its nuclear program efforts, it should be made to halt 

further nuclear advancements and to cap Pyongyang's growing 

capabilities. 

Year 2016 proved to be a unique year as there were two UNSCRs 

adopted unanimously against DPRK. The implementation of the UNSCRs 

2270 and 2321 can be quite challenging, as many states have yet to 

incorporate domestic legislation for the effective implementation of 

UNSCR 2240. Sanctions alone are not effective in changing fundamental 

political goals of governments. The best way forward is that the 

international community should fully engage Pyongyang along with UNSC 

sanction. Easing of sanctions in return for nuclear restraint along with 

limiting nuclear weapons capabilities by the DPRK can also be another 

option. In this regard Six Party Talks could be resumed or bilateral talks 

between the US and DPRK could be initiated. China should play its role by 

using its political leverage to bring the DPRK to the negotiating table. 

Considering the increased tensions on the Korean Peninsula and North 

Korea's ambitious leadership, Pyongyang would continue to advance its 

nuclear arsenal and missile program. Pyongyang on its journey to 

becoming economically stable and securing its sovereignty via nuclear 

weapons, is unlikely to give up nuclear testing any time soon. Even after 

the fresh round of UNSC Resolutions, North Korea would be encouraged to 

88Gerry Mullany and Michael R. Gordonmarch , "US starts deploying THAAD Antimissile 
System in South Korea, After North's Tests", New York Times, 6 March, 2017. 
https ://www .nytimes.com/2017 /03/06/world/asia/north-korea-thaad-missile-defense-us
china.html? _r=0 
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conduct another nuclear test in the near future. Recently, there have been 

media reports about North Korea preparing to conduct a sixth nuclear test, 

and considering the fast pace path on which North Korea is right now, 

these speculations cannot be completely ruled out. North Korean nuclear 

issue cannot be resolved till the time it remains isolated. It is in the vested 

interest of all stake holders to bring North Korea to the negotiation table. 

For this, a balanced approach that includes; diplomatic engagement, 

economic incentives, along with the recent UNSC Resolutions is required. 
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