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SUBJECT: DECEMBER 1993 BOARD OF GOVERNORS: STATEMENT 

BY DIRECTOR GENERAL BLIX 
1. SUMMARY. IN HIS DECEMBER 2 STATEMENT TO THE IAEA 
DECEMBER BOARD OF GOVERNORS MEETING (FULL TEXT FAXED 
-~~EMBER 2 TO PM) DG HANS BLIX SAID THE REFUSAL OF THE 

.K TO PERMIT THE IAEA TO CONDUCT REGULAR INSPECTIONS 
~ ~•lCE FEBRUARY HAD LED TO A SITUATION IN WHICH THE 
SYSTEM COULD NOT BE SAID AT PRESENT TO PROVIDE ANY 
MEANINGFUL ASSURANCE OF PEACEFUL USE OF THE DPRK'S 
DECLARED NUCLEAR INSTALLATIONS AND MATERIAL. HOWEVER, 
THE SYSTEM COULD BE FULLY OR PARTIALLY RESTORED IF 



COOPERATION WERE FORTHCOMING FROM THE DPRK. END 
SUMMARY. 

2. THE DIRECTOR GENERAL REITERATED WHAT HE HAD SAID 
AT THE UNGA NOVEMBER 1, NAMELY THAT "IAEA VERIFICATION 
AcrIVITIES IN THE DPRK SUGGEST THAT SOME NUCLEAR 
MATERIAL EXISTS THERE WHICH HAS NOT BEEN REPORTED TO 
THE AGENCY. HENCE, THE AGENCY CANNOT VERIFY THE 
CORRECTNESS AND ASSESS THE COMPLETENESS OF THE DPRK'S 
REPORT OF MATERIAL SUBJECT TO SAFEGUARDS." THIS 
REMAINED THE UNSOLVED, CENTRAL ISSUE. 
3. BLIX TOLD THE DECEMBER BOARD: "ONE MONTH LATER, I 
AM BOUND TO CONCLUDE THAT THE SAFEGUARDS SYSTEM WHICH 
WAS IN PLACE ON DECLARED NUCLEAR MATERIAL AND 
INSTALLATIONS IN THE DPRK CANNOT BE SAID TO PROVIDE 
ANY MEANINGFUL ASSURANCE OF PEACEFUL USE OF THESE 
INSTALLATIONS AND THIS MATERIAL. THIS IS NOT TO SAY 
THAT THE SYSTEM COULD NOT WITH RENEWED EFFORTS BE 
FULLY OR PARTIALLY RESTORED, IF COOPERATION WERE 
FORTHCOMING FROM THE DPRK. NOR IS IT TO DENY THE 
POSSIBLE TRUTH OF A STATEMENT MADE ON NOVEMBER 11 BY 
THE FIRST VICE-MINISTER OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS, MR. KANG 
C'"''l( JU, THAT THE DPRK "TOTALLY FROZE THE MOVEMENT OF 

LEAR MATERIAL WITHIN THE DPRK" AND THAT "STILL NOW 
. ~ INSPECTION CAMERAS AND SEALS OF THE IAEA REMAIN ON 
THE NUCLEAR FACILITIES OF OUR COUNTRY." HOWEVER, IN 
THE ABSENCE OF VERIFICATION, SUCH STATEMENTS OFFER 
LITTLE ASSURANCE." 
4. CONCLUDING ON THE DPRK, BLIX SAID "THE AGENCY IS 
READY AT ANY TIME TO RECEIVE A TEAM FROM THE DPRK FOR 
CONSULTATIONS ABOUT THE WHOLE SAFEGUARDS 
ISSUE--INCLUDING THE NEED FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION 
AND VISITS TO ADDITIONAL LOCATIONS. IT IS ALSO READY 
TO SEND AN INSPECTION TEAM TO PERFORM A FULL RANGE OF 
INSPECTION ACTIVITIES. THESE ACTIVITIES HAVE BEEN 
INDICATED IN DETAIL BY THE AGENCY AND ARE OF THE SAME 
KIND AS THE AGENCY UNDERTOOK IN THE DPRK AT THIS TIME 
LAST YEAR WITHOUT OBJECTIONS BY DPRK AUTHORITIES. 
THEY OBVIOUSLY GO FAR BEYOND MAINTENANCE ACTIVITIES, 
BUT THEY DO NOT INCLUDE THE QUESTION OF ADDITIONAL 
INFORMATION AND VISITS TO ADDITIONAL LOCATIONS, ABOUT 
WHICH THE AGENCY IS MANDATED TO CONSULT SEPARATELY 
WITH THE DPRK. 

S. ON OTHER SUBJECTS, BLIX MADE THE FOLLOWING MAIN 
POINTS: 
UKRAINE: 

----- THE UKRAINIAN FOREIGN MINISTER HAS RECENTLY 
FIRMED HIS GOVERNMENT'S INTENTION TO BECOME A 

. -·~-NUCLEAR WEAPON STATE IN THE FUTURE AND EXPRESSED 
THE WISH OF UKRAINE TO CONCLUDE A SAFEGUARDS AGREEMENT 
APPLYING TO "ALL NUCLEAR MATERIALS USED FOR PEACEFUL 
PURPOSES IN UKRAINE." THE IAEA INTENDS TO EMBARK ON 
DISCUSSIONS ON A DRAFT SAFEGUARDS AGREEMENT FOR 



SUBMISSION TO THE BOARD. THE AGENCY RECOGNIZES THAT 
THE STATUS OF NUCLEAR WEAPONS IN UKRAINE REMAINS TO BE 
CLARIFIED AND THAT SOLUTION OF THIS QUESTION MAY HAVE 
A BEARING ON THE SAFEGUARDS AGREEMENT. 
IRAQ: 

WITH IRAQ'S RECENT FORMAL ACCEPTANCE OF SECURITY 
COUNCIL RESOLUTION 715 (ON LONG-TERM MONITORING) A 
MAJOR STEP HAD BEEN ACHIEVED TOWARDS IRAQ'S FULFILMENT 
OF ALL OF ITS OBLIGATIONS UNDER SECTION C OF THE 
CEASEFIRE RESOLUTION 687 OF 1991 IN 
THE VIEW OF THE UN 
SPECIAL COMMISSION ON IRAQ AND THE IAEA. THEY WILL 
PROCEED TO SATISFY THEMSELVES, AS SOON AS POSSIBLE, 
THAT THEY CAN IMPLEMENT SATISFACTORILY THE MONITORING 
AND VERIFICATION WORK IN IRAQ. 
UNCLAS SECTION 02 OF 02 USVIENNA 003424 
DEPT FOR PM ACDA 
DOE HQS:IS-40 
NRC:IP 
BRUSSELS FOR USEC 
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BY DIRECTOR GENERAL BLIX 

IRAN: 
AN IAEA TEAM HEADED BY DDG FOR SAFEGUARDS, 

PELLAUD, HAD VISITED IRAN 15-21 NOVEMBER AND HAD SEEN 
INSTALLATIONS RELATING TO ITS NUCLEAR PROGRAM IN 
TEHERAN (INCLUDING SHARIF UNIVERISTY), ESFAHAN AND 
KARAJ. THE TEAM HAD SEEN ALL THE LOCATIONS, BUILDINGS 
AND LABORATORIES IT WISHED TO VISIT AND HAD OPEN AND 
FRUITFUL DISCUSSIONS ON POINTS OF MUTUAL INTEREST. 
THE IAEA HAD A DUTY, THE DIRECTOR GENERAL SAID, NOT 
ONLY TO LOOK FOR INSTALLATIONS WHICH SHOULD BE 
DECLARED UNDER SAFEGUARDS BUT ALSO TO HELP DISPEL 
ERRONEOUS NOTIONS THAT MAY BE DISSEMINATED. "ALTHOUGH 
SOME MAY PREFER THE TWILIGHT IN WHICH SPECULATIONS 
BECOMES EASIER," SAID DR. BLIX, "THE IAEA MUST SEEK 
MAXIMUM CLARITY AND BE AN INSTRUMENT TO ACHIEVE IT." 

PLUTONIUM: 
--------- A FURTHER INFORMAL MEETING OF EXPERTS HAD 
TAKEN PLACE 22-23 NOVEMBER AT WHICH THE NEED FOR 
CONFIDENCE-BUILDING MEASURES RELATED TO PLUTONIUM AND 
HIGHLY ENRICHED URANIUM WAS DISCUSSED. THERE HAD BEEN 
A CONVERGENCE OF VIEWS THAT THE PEACEFUL STORING OR 
. ~ OF THESE MATERIALS SHOULD BE SUBJECT TO A HIGH 

~EE OF TRANSPARENCY AND THAT THE IAEA MIGHT BE 
hv~ED TO MAINTAIN AND PUBLISH AN APPROPRIATE REGISTER. 
STRENGTHENING OF SAFEGUARDS: 
--------------------------- THE AGENCY WAS EMBARKING 
ON A NUMBER OF IMPROVEMENTS AND INNOVATIONS, INCLUDING 
ENVIRONMENTAL MONITORING, AND SPECIFIC OFFERS TO 



COOPERATE IN TESTING SOME OF THE MEASURES DISCUSSED 
HAD ALREADY BEEN RECEIVED FROM AUSTRALIA, CANADA, 
HUNGARY, JAPAN AND SWEDEN. 
FINANCIAL SITUATION: 
------------------- THE AGENCY WILL AGAIN BE OBLIGED 
BY THE SUBSTANTIAL ARREARS OF SOME MEMBER STATES TO 
CUT ITS PROGRAM IMPLEMENTATION IN 1994 BY 12 PERCENT. 
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Original: ENGLISH 

REPORT BY THE DIRECTOR GENERAL ON THE 
IMPLEMENTATION OF THE AGREEMENT Bl!TW.1£~N 

B 

THE GOVl!RNf\1EN1' OF THE DEMOCRATIC PEOPLE'S REPUBLIC 
OF KOREA 

AND THE INTERNATIONAL ATOl\flC ENERGY AGENCY 
FOR THE APPLICATION OF SAFEGUARDS IN CONNECTION WITH 

TIIE TREATY ON THE NON-PROLIFERATION OF NUCLEAR 
WEAPONS (INFCIRC/403) 

Addendum 

1. Despite many contacts between the Aeency Secretariat and the DPRK since the lhiny­
seven1h re~ulai scssiu11 uf I.lie IAEA Oc:ner.d Cunfcrencc adopted the resolution on the 
"Implementation of the Agreement between the Agency and the Dcmotratic People's Rcpul>lil.: 
of Korea for the Application of Safeguards in Conncc:tion with the Treaty on the Non­
Proliferation of Nucle.ar Weapons11 (GC(XXXVH)/RES/624), the safeguards situation hu 
deteriorated. Jn the two months that have passed neither consultations nor inspections of any kind 
have talcen place al nuclear facilities in the DPRK. Surveillance equipment, like cameras have 
failed to operate, St".als have not been checked, and many items. which, for reasonable assurance 
against mi!iu~. require vi"it~ and verification with determined intt.rvals, have not been visited 
for a lone time. 

In the light of thi~ the Dircc1or Ge11c:1al of the IAEA, in hi\.'\) Nuvember 1993 presentation to 
the United Nations General Assembly, staled that •the longer the Agency i~ precluded frum 
conducting inspection, the more sa.f eguards-rclatcd data deteriorate, and the less assurance 
u.feguards can provide that even the declared facilities are used exclusively for pe:i.ceful 
purposes·. 
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One monlh taler, the ~r eiuards system which was In place on declared nucltar material and 
installation' in the DPRK caimut be ~d to provide any mcanln&ful assurance nf peaceful use 
of these installations and this material. This is not to SdY that the system could no1. with renewed 
efforts, be at least partly restored if co-operation were fonhcomin& f rum the DPRK. 

The Agency is ready at any time to receive a te:J.m from the DPRK for consultations about the 
whole. safeguards issue - including the need for additional information and visics to additional 
location~. It i~ al"'1 ready to send an inspection team to perform a full range of inspection 
actlvlcics. These activities have be.en indicated in detail by the Age.ncy and are of the same le.ind 
as the Agency undcnook in the DPRK at this time last year without objections ~y DPRK 
authorities. 111ey evidently go far beyond maintenance acdvitics. but they dn nnr include lhe 
question of additional information and visit! tu additional locations. about which the ·Agency is 
mandated to consult separately with the DPRK. 

2. The following describes developments over the implementation of the DPRK's Safeguards 
Agreement with the Agency (INFCIRC/403) since the 37th Regula.r Session of the IAEA 
General Conference. Earlier developments have been described in documents GOV/2643, 
QOV/2687. QOV/2687/Add. l. and in the Oire4.tor General's oral repons to the Board and 
General Conference. 

3. On 25 October 1993, the IAEA Deputy Director Oeneral for Safeeuards senc a telex to 
the Director of the Department for External Relations of the: Ministry for Atomic Encriy of the 
DPRK, Mr. Choi. The telex referred to two me.ctings, on 20 and 22 October, une between a 
representative of the DPRK's Permanent Mission and the Deputy Director General for 
Safeguards and the second between that representative and the Assistant Director General of the 
Agency's Extt.mal Relations at which the Agency had again stressed the need for inspection as 
specified in the Agency·~ telex nt ~ September. 

The: t.clcx ahu said that ·me safeguards status of the facilities lisred in the telex mentioned (8 
September 1993) is dct.c1iurati11~· and made it clear thar •to account for the failure of wme. 
surveillance equipment, certain masure' nol for~n in tht= telex of 8 September would also 
have to be taken.• The telex also explained that the necessary inspection mission to the DPRK 
would have to •comprise seven inspectors and last for two to three weeks•. Moreover, if the 
DPRK was to decide to refuel the SMW(e) reactor at this juncture, •the composition and 
duration of the mission would have to be adjusted accordinsly. • 

'\'\ 
4. In a letter of 2.S October 19CB, lo the Secretary-General of the United Nations, the 
Permanent Representative Of the DPRK to the United Nillinns clantied the position of the 
Oo"crnmcnt of the DPRK ·with regard to the unjust action of the International Atomic Energy 
Agency (IAEA)9. The letter, inter alia, stated tl111t •the IAEA did not do what it had to do in 
response to the sincere efforts o( the Democratic People's Republi\; or KurCil to solve the 
'nuclear issue' through negoti:itions, but, instc.nd, adopted an unreasonable 'resolution' at its IC&st 
General Conference. The IAEA is al present miling another attempt to include the 'nuclear 
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issue' in the resolution of the General Anembly of the United Nations.• It runher ~bled that 
"this is nothing but a trick to cover its (JAF.A ·~1 scope of iurtiality committed by itself (IAEA] 
under the guise of the name of international community.· 

~. On 28 October 1993 Director Choi of the Dcpanmcnl fur E...tcmal Relations of the 
Ministry for Atomic Energy or the DPRX, replied to DDO·SO's telex of 25 ~obcr, saying lhat 
·me Agency Se.crctariat has ignored the DPRK's proposal for consultations, and therefore, it is 
responsible for the situation it has brought lO such a point that the September meetins of the 
Board of Governors and the subsequent 37th regular session of the OenenJ Conference of the 
International Atomic Energy Agency have respectively adopted provocative 'resolutions" ag:.iMt 
the DPRK •. He added that this has •divested the Agency Secretariat of its ju~tificalion for any 
further de.a.lings with the DPRK•. 

Mr. Choi uid, however. that. •under an agreement reached at the recent DPRK·USA work.ing­
level contacts in New York, we [DPRKl hllve (]Q.;cJcd nuw to agree ID accc:pt Agency inspection 
for the purpose of maintcmmcc am.I replacement of the safeguards equipment on such scope as 
they were ca.uied out lut August." As for the routine and ad hoc inspections proposed by the 
Agency. Mr. Choi stated that "lhc future and scope of these inspections would depend on the 
degree to which the on-going DPRK USA ulks make progress and the Agency's partiality and 
injustice are redressed". He also added that "if the current session of the llnitett Narions 
General Assembly unreasonably takes up our [OPRK 's] nuclear issue· for discussion at this 
juncture, "it will only heir to wit1en the area of the partiality and Injustice of the Agency's 
Secrerariar. • 

Mr. Choi concluded by saying that ·our [DPRK's] pc;rmission of the maintenance and 
repla~t:melll of Lhc safeguards equipment is more than what the Agency deserves in the present· 
day circumstances• and that •in case the maintenance and replacement of the safeguards 
equipment would not take place because of your (the IAEA 's] failure to respond positively to 
our goodwill me.asure, the Agency Secretarial will be held tot.ally responsible for the 
consequences therefrom.• 

6. DDG-SG replittl 10 Oirt..cror Choi on 29 October 1993. Recallln& the Director General's 
telex nf 14 September 1993 to the DPRK's Minister of A1omic Energy he said tlliilt •Lhc Agency 
has to perform all the activities specified in the tclcx u( 8 Scpt.cmbcr 1993, in order 'to meet its 
technical requirements and lo thereby ensure, inter alia, continuity of safeguards over the 
DPRK's declared nuclc:ar activities'.• 

He al!o said that •aJJ the activities specified in the tel~ of 8 September are overdue and 
necessary to hrut the further deterioration of the relevant safeguards dat.a. • He emphasized that 
•these activities must be viewed as an integral whole and not =-~ a u:t of activities from whicn 
a sutc can pick and c.hoose. In St'.t.lcing rn limit Agency's inspection activities 10 'maintenance 
;md replacement or the safeguards equipments·, the DPRK is widcnin~ 01c uc:a of non­
compliance with the sareeuards agreement and redu~in~ l11c as~urancc thai all declared 
installations and material ilfc u:ic:J only for peaceful purposes.• 
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He concluded by expressing the hope that ·the DPRK will review its position and agree to the 
Agency performing all the inspections activities specified in the telex of 8 Scpccmbcr• following 
which the Agency "will be in a position to send an inspection team to the DPRK. • 

7. Director Chol responded on 31 October 1993. He la.id that •our country (DPRK] finds 
it5elf in a unique situation in which the etreauatlon or its annnunced withdrawal from the Treaty 
on Non·Prolifcratiun u( Nuclear Weapons still remains temporarily suspended~. He addtt.I that 
in this situation •our [DPRK's) permission of the Agency·s activities for the maintenance and 
replacement of the safeguards equipment is more than what the Agency deserves.· He reiterated 
that che scope of the routine and ad hoe inspection •would widen gradually, but only contingent 
on the degree to which the DPRK-USA talks make progress and the partiality and injustice on 
the part of some officials of the Agency's SecreWiat are redressed•. 

Mr. Choi urged the Agency Secretariat rn re~pond positively lo the DPRK•s suggestion in 
relation to the maintenance and replacement or lhe sa.rezuarcts tquipmcnt and "to respond to the 
DPRK's ~uudwill mc:dsurc:s .• He also added that in lhe case of rhe Agency·~ pn~ilive respon~. 
•we [DPRK] would be prepued to consider pu~ilively the Agency's re.quest accordingly, even 
during the period of the Agency's activities of the maintenance and ~placement or the 
safcguilJ'dS equipment, depending on the progress of the DPRK-USA talks". 

8. In his 1 November 1993 statement for the forty-eight session of the United Nations 
General Assembly, the Director General, inter alia, said that •the Agency cannot verify the 
cnrrectne~< and a~~~~ lhc complt.lt.n~ss of the DPRK's report of material subject to safegu:irds·. 
He stressed that "the Agency has not asscned that the llPllK is diverting nuclear material for 
weapons dc:vc:Jopmc:nt. However. unill such lime as the inconsistency hetwt..en lhe DPRK's 
~port and the Agency's tindin&s is satisfacturily resolved throueh additional lnformalion and 
visits to additional loutions • the ponibility that nudca1 m•tcrial has been dlvened cannot be 
e:iteludecr. 

The Director General regretted that, so far, the DPRK has been "seeking lo restrict IAEA's 
safeguards verification - reducing transparency•. He also said that, as 1 result, "a number of 
verification measures of the. DPRK's declared nuclear activities have become overdue, and 
continuity of some ufcguar<h rcl~vanl data has bttn damaged. The longer the Agency is 
precluded from conducting inspection, the more safegmrds.reJated da.12 deteriorate, and the Jess 
assurdJlcc safeguards C2lJ provide that even the C1e.clared facilities are uS«I exclusively for 
peaceful purposes. For iu pan, the A1te11ty is r~dy to conduct lnspe.ction of the nudti4'r 
installations and material which the DPRK has declared and subminal tu safcguarcls. However, 
the inspection activities Clt'C an integral whole. They arc not a ~of acti~ilics from which an 
inspected State can pick and choose. The Agency is also ready lo consult with tJ1c DPRK on 
all outstanding safeguards issues, including the question of inspection of non-dcc:larcd sites and 
addilion::il information.• 

9. On 1 November 1993 the United Narions General A~~mhly adopted a resolution 
(A/RES/48114), whid1, i11Lcr alia, tuuk no1e "of resolurions GOV/2636 of 25 1-·~hn1ary 1993, 
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GOV/2639of18 Ma~h 1993, GOV/2645of1April1993 and GOV/2692of23 September 1993 
of the Boa.rd of Governors of the International Atomic Energy Agency in connection with the 
implemcnto.tion of the agreement between the Agency and the Democratic People's Republic of 
Korea for the application of safeguards in connection with the Tr~ty on the Non-Prolifemion 
of Nuclear Weapons, as well as Security Council resolution 82.S (1993) of 11 May 1993· and 
·expressed its grave concern that the Democratic People's Republlc of Korea has failal to 
di~h~rge it( ufeguards obUgatlons and has rccenUy widened the ma of non"i:Ompliana:. • The 
resolution aJso commended ·me Director Oeneral and the Secretariat of lhc A,cncy for their 
lmpaniaJ cfforu to imph:mcnl the saf cguards agrc:cmcnt 1till in fo'" between the Agency and 
the Democratic People's Republic of Korea• and urged the DPRK •10 coopenite immediately 
with the Agency in the fuJJ implementation of the safeguards agreement.• 

10. The Acting DDG·SG replied, on S November 1993, to Director Choi's refer of 31 
October 1993, saying that •the scope of the Agency·~ right< and obligations, and the DPRK's 
rights and obligations, are nor dependent upon any discussions you (DPRK] may have wilh 
outside parties· and lhat "by not accepting the required inspcttiun aclivilic~ un ill (DPRK'i] 
declared nuclear materiaJ and facilldcs, DPRK b c.Jcprivin~ it.Kif or the possibility of obtaining 
credible assurances cuncc:rnin~ the pt:a\:cful natur~ of thCK items.• He added that the 
·accept.it.nee uf lMlfcguaJ"dS by the DPRK is not a favour made to the IAEA, • and that he hoped 
that the DPRK would •review its position on inspections.• He also St:lte.d the A&eney's 
readiness to receive a consultation team from the DPRK •to discuss all outstanding safeguard 
issues.• 

11. Director Choi responded on 10 Nove.mber 19<n. He wd that the DPRK's permission 
i·or rhe mainrenan<'~ and replacement of the safeguards equipment "is the best measure for lhc 
Agency's Secretariat in the unique si1uation In which 1hc effectuation of wi1hdrawal from the 
NPT has been suspended" and that "this is the lllt:"4)u1c !Aken by u5 [DPRK] on the basis or the 
agreement rC"4i;haJ id the DPRK·US taJk~·. 

He also said that in ease the •continuity of the C/S s.:ifegu3rds information will be lost because 
of your [the IAEA 's] failure to accept our [DPRK's) goodwill offer, the Agency will be touJly 
responsible for it. and we (DPRK) cannot but take corresponding action accordingly.· Mr. Choi 
also mentioned that, if the Agency were to send an inspe.ction t~m fnr lhc maintenance anlf 
replacement of the safeguards equipment, ·we [DPRI< and the IAEA) may discuss the 
outstanding safeguards issues on thar oci:a~inn. • 

12. In a communication of 15 November frum r.he DPRK Pcrmlllcnt Mission the Sccrcwiat 
wets cukal lu c.:iu.:ul~lc, lu ii.II 111e111l>cfs of the Board of 'bovcmors, a Statement made on 11 
November by Mr.KAng Sok Ju, Fiut Vi"·Ministcr for Foreign Affairs of the DPRX and Head 
of the DPRK side's delegation to the DPRK-US high level talks. 

The First Vice-Ministers.aid that he deemed 11 • ntt~s~ry to clllrify the truth of the siluation and 
our [DPRK] principled stand for a so1t111on nf the nuclear problem.· It was clear that the DPRK 
and the lJS were "rhc panies ve~led wi1h chief responsibility and authuri1y fur lhc: solution of 
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this problem·. Accordingly, the DPRK had, inter alia, taken •practical measures for the solution 
of lhc nuclear problem,• such as temporarily suspending the effectuation of its declaration to 
withdraw from the NPT, resuming •neGotiation with the JAEA and the North-South dialogue.~ 
Under this •special situation we [DPRK] totally froze the movement of nuclear material within 
the DPRK to fulfil our (DPRX] commitmenr to proving the transparency of our llll'KKJ nuclear 
activities and allowed inspection for ensuring the continuity of safeguards in this reearct • The 
main, current problem wa~ that the US had failed to show similar movement and in parallel. 

"Ille First Vlcc-Minls1er added that ·Lhc DPRK has until now remained faithful to iu promise 
to the United States that il will allow the readjustment and replacement of the inspection cameras 
of the IAEA. Slitl now the inspection cameras and seals of the JA'EA remain on the nucl~ 
facilities of our [DPRK] country.• He also stated that •Though we [DPRK] consider that the 
observation by cameras alone is enough to ensure the continuity of safeguards we [DPRK), 
making allow:inees for the circumstances of the. US side, cl~ly manifested our magnanimou~ 
stand that the scope of inspection might be exranded and alr~dy held an informal negotiation 
with the US side and then prnpo~ a working-level neeoUatlon with the IAEA. Nevcnhcless, 
the. United .sr~re~ and the IAE.A are claiming that if lhe cuminuhy of ~fcguanb i:; lu \Jc cu~urcd, 
we [IJPRJC] must accept an overall insi.xxiion by the IAEA ... •. 

The First Vicc-Mini~tcr went on to say that •under the special circumstances in which we 
[DPRK] unilaterally and temporarily suspended the errectuation of our withdrawal from the 
Treaty, there must be a clear distinction between the SUat4ntee of continuity of safeguards and 
full compliance with the safeguards agreement The full compliance \Iii th the saf guards 
agreement must, in any case, be debated and solved in direct links with the abandonment of the 
nuclear threat and stifling policy of lhe United States through future DPRK-US wks. • He also 
said that •The nuclt".ar problem will be solved smoolhly when, an agreement is rcachc:c.I un the 
formula of paclcagc solution anc1 the United St.ales take a pnu:Li~ ac.::liuu uf 1coouncing 1he 
nuclear threat and hostile policy a~a.iusl us (DPRK] ao;ording to it and we fully comply with lhc. 
safeiuards agreement, rcrmuning committed to the Treaty. There is no chan,c in our [DPRK] 
stand tu fully ensure the continuity of safeguards until an agreement is re:lched on the. formula 
of package solution." 

He concluded by saying that •If the International Atomic Energy Agency ignores our sincere 
proposal (or nesotiation to ensure the continuity ot· u.feguards and di~toru the fact as if the 
continuity of safeguards in the DP~ K ha~ he.en broken, it would be considered to be a signal 
urging the DPRK to quit the non-proliferation Treaty promptly.· 

13. The Actln& ODO-SQ rcpliell 011 24 November 1993 t~Director's Choi', telex of 10 
November 1993. He sai\l lltiil, to confirm what lhc OPRK already knew, •lhc Agency needs to 
perform ill the activities specified in the telex of 8 September, as well as certain :.dditional 
activities that have also b~me necessary in view of the loss of continuity in the application of 
surveillance.• The Acting DDG-SG made clear that •safeguards verification is a system of 
mQny interrelated components, designed to give, rogerher. assur.lnce of peaceful use or nuclear 
installations and material" and artrled that ·as many components of the system require periodic 
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\'isits by inspectors, it is inevitable that the longer these inspections are delayttl beyond the 
established timetable, the more eroded the. r.afcguards ~n.me - the less there is of continuity." 

Emphasizing, the.rcfore., that the reloading of cameras and checking of K.ab i~ not cnuuih to 
ensure. ccWinuity, he stated that •the Agency will nuL lcmJ iLxl( Lo "eating a semblance of 
continuity of sareeuards by only luuking altc:r a few components of the system, when .Dl2IS is 
needed.· 

He further stated that inspection of all the declared nuclear facilities in the DPRX is overdue, 
which includes •the IRT R~ch Reactor, the critical assembly and the sub-critical aucmbly 
that arc to be inspected once a ye:ar, and where the last inspection \VlS in May 1992" and •the 
Natural Uranium Fuel Fabrication Plant which is to he in~ted at least 4 times a year, and 
where only 3 inspectioM have bet.n renormed since May 1992. the last being in Nuvcmber 
1992. • Based on th~ ah<we he concluded that ·me Agency has nut yet been in a poii.tion to 
verify the iniri11I inventory or the Fuel Fabrication Plam •. He addc.d that ·the situation i.s similar 
in the nuclear ruel rods storage ra~ility which requires 3 inspec;tions per year, o.nd where only 
1 Inspection hali bec:11 performed in May 1992. • 

The Acting DDG-SG concluded by expressing his hope that the DPRK will accept the Agency 
performing all the required activities and stated that the Agency ·remains r~c1y tn re.ccive a 
DPRK consultation mission at any time to discuss other oumanding safeguards Issues.· 

14. In a paper titlt>.d "Information by the Ministry or Atomic Enc:rn of the Democratic 
Pe-op1e·s Kepuhlic of Korea on Maintaining the: Co11tinuity of the IAEA Safeguards in the 
DPRK" (dated 1 December 1993> licnl Lu the Agency by the Permanent Minion of the DPRK, 
the Ministry of Atomic Energy of the DPRK, inter alia, while describing the DPRK's •sincere 
effons fur 111ai11l4ining the continuity of the safeguards dQt.n•, points out that •at present the 
wn1.ainmcnt utd surveillance systems inst.nlled by the Ageocy remain untouched•. Therefore 
•even though >0mc video surveillance systems run out the re.actor core and inlets/outlet~ for 
nuclear m~teri:U flow channels in the Experimental NPP (tc Ill-:-) and ion exchange process and 
other main processes in the Radiochemical Laboratory (J<DF·) are fully frozen by containment 
and surveillance systems of the JAEA. • Underlining that •there uc more \.'Un~nmcnt am.I 
surveillance systtt.ms than necessary in our [DPRK} nuclear f adlitia, in view of the specific 
nature nf nur [DPRK] nuclear facilities and prc:scnt con~truction status of the Radiochemical 
1.ahoratory·, the paper States that ·sin~e containment and surveillance measures complement and 
complete each other. the continuity of the safeguards is maintained although one of them 
tempur.4Iily i~ in insufficient status.• 

Th' paper underlines thllt there should be •a clear distinction between full implemt!nfafion of the 
S(lfeguards Agreement and the problem for ensuring the continuity or safeguards data in the 
current special situation in which we (DPRK) unilaterally suspended the cffcctuatiun ur uur 
(DPR K J wirhctrawal from the NPT. • It continues say in~ tliaL •even though physic.al inventory 
verification of nuclear material for the 1i111c being, is delayed in other facilities having non­
weapon grade material, c.11.cept the KDE- and KDr- which arc under the Agency's containment 
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a.nd surveillance, it is too natural thar nohndy can have su5picion that the non-w~pon grade 
material would be divened IO mlllwy activity for so-call~ 'manufacture of nuclear w~~ns••. 

The paper further stale~ Lhal ·lhe IAEA inspection activicy for maintenance or containment and 
sun<cillancc systems is adequate to the created curr~t special silualion iu ensuring the continuity 
of ufcguards in the DrRK. • Jt points out that the Agency Sccrcwiu, by requesting the DPRK 
to accept full ad hoc and routine inspections in accordance with its safeguards agreement with 
the Agency •instt.1d of conducting the inspection for maintenance of containment IJ\d 
surveillance systems•, shows that •some officials of the IAEA Secretariat continue to join hostile 
forces in the plot or stifling our tDPRK] socialist system•. 

1lle paper concludes by sayin& that ·me issue or the routine and ad hoc in~pe.ctions the Agency 
insists on· ·win be resolved one by one if the runhcr DPRK·US hl~h-JevcJ wks will make a 
progress and if the funhcr coauultations with lhc Ar.ency will be held.· 

lS. On 1 December 1993 Director Choi replied to the 24 November tclcit from lhc Acting 
DOG SG. Referring to his telex of 10 November 1993, proposing that the Agency send an 
inspection team for maintenance and replacement of C/S equipment and discussion of outstnnding 
safeguards issues, Director Choi said •jf the Agency's Secretariat had accepted our rt.1sonable 
proJX>sal, many problems could ru.ve. been resolved in maintaining the continuity of safeguards 
more ~ufficiently·. He add~ •it is very regrettahle that our llH-'il!KJ proposal has not been 
realized because of some officials of the IAEA Secretariat. As for the issue of the allcgen 
'deterioration· of continuity of ~feguards. the IAEA Sccrewial 1hat avoided replying to our 
[DPRK] proposal is fully responsible for ii.· 

Director Choi concluded that "the serious problems raised in relation between us (DPRK] a.nd 
the Agency will be settled sr:idu:illy, if the DPRK US toilks mllke progress and the IAEA accepts 
our [DPRK) proposal. If the Sec:reuriat of the Agency is really concerned about the continuity 
of safeguards they have to respond positively to our {DPRK) ~son able propoul." 
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1. MISSION RECEIVED THE FOLLOWING FROM THE IAEA ON 
NOVEMBER 18, 1993. OUR UNEECSBANDING IS THAT IT WILL 
BE CIRCULATED TO ALL BOARD MEMBERS. 
BEGIN TEXT: 

STATEMENT 
BY MR. KANG SOK JU, FIRST VICE-MINISTER OF FOREIGN 

FFAIRS OF THE DEMOCRATIC PEOPLE'S REPUBLIC 
OF KOREA 

AND 
HZAD OF EPRK SIDE'S DELEGATION TO DPRK-USA 

HIGH-LEVEL TALKS 
(ll NOVEMBER 1993,PYONGYANG) 

VERY ILL-BODING SIGNS ARE APPEARING THESE DAYS, 
BECLOUDING THE PROSLECTS OF SOLUTION OF THE NUCLEAR 
PROBLEM ON THE KOREAN PENINSULA. 

SOME QUARTERS ARE PAINTING AN EXTREMELYPESSIMISTIC 
PICTURE OF THE SITUATION AS IF CONTINUITY OF THE 
SAFEGUARDS ON OUR COUNTRY'S NUCLEAR ACTIVITIES WERE ON 
THE VERGE OF SUSPENSION, ARGUING THAT IF THE DPRK 
REFUSES TO ACCEPT "A TOTAL INSPECTION" BY THE 
INTERNATIONAL ATOMIC ENERGY AGENCY (IAEA) WITHIN A FEW 
DAYS, "UN SANCTIONS" MUST BE IMPOSED ON IT. 

AND IT MUST NOT GO UNNOTICED THAT, WITH A VIEW TO 
BACKING THESE ARGUMENTS OF THEIRS, THEY ARE CONCEALING 
THE ESSENCE OF THE NUCLEAR PROBLEM ON THE KOREAN 
PENINSULA AND ARE DISTORTING FACT TO CREATE THE 
IMPRESSION THAT THE DPRK IS PLAYING A HIDE-AND-SEEK TO 
DEVELOP NUCLEAR WEAPONS, AND ARE SETTING AFLOAT THE 
FALSE RUMOR THAT IT IS USING THE NUCLEAR PROBLEM AS A 
BARGAINING CHIP TO ATTAIN A CERTAIN SELFISH AIM. 

TAKING INTO CONSIDERATION THE SERIOUS NATURE OF THE 
POLITICAL PURPOSE SOUGHT BY THE DISHONEST FORCES IN 
SPREADING SUCH ARGUMENTS AND RUMORS ZEALOUSLY, I DEEM 

~ NECESSARY TO CLARIFY THE TRUTH OF THE SITUATION AND 
l PRINCIPLED STAND FOR A SOLUTION OF THE NUCLEAR 

rrtOBLEM. 
AS IS ALREADY KNOWN, THE DIRK AND THE US SIDES 

PUBLISHED A JOINT STATEMENT AFTER DISCUSSING AND 
REACHING AN AGREEMENT ON THE MATTERS OF PRINCIPLE IN 
THE SOLUTION OF THE NUCLEAR PROBLEM AND HELD TALKS ON 



THIS BASIS. 
IN THE JOINT STATEMENT THE TWO SIDES CONFIRMED IT 

AS THE BASIC PRINCIPLES OF THE SOLUTION OF THE NUCLEAR 
PROBLEM TO REFRAIN FROM NUCEAR THREATS, RESPECT EACH 
OTHER'S SOVEREIGNTY, ENSURE A FAIR APPLICATION OF FULL 
SCOPE SAFEGUARDS AND FOR THE UNITED STATES TO SUPPORT A 
PEACEFUL REUNIFICATION OF KOREA, AND CLEARLY DEFINED 
THE DPRK AND THE USA AS THE PARTIES VESTED WITH CHIEF 
RESPONSIBILITY AND AUTHORITY FOR THE SOLUTION OF THIS 
PROBLEM. 

ACCORDING TO THIS, WE HAVE TAKEN PRACTICAL MEASURES 
FOR THE SOLUTION OF THE NUCLEAR PROBLEM AND ACTED IN 
GOOD FAITH IN THE COURSE OF THE TALKY TILL TODAY. 

WITH THE PUBLICATION OF THE DPRK-US JOINT 
STATEMENT, WE UNILATERALLY AND TEMPORARILY SUSPENDED 
THE EFFECTUATION OF OUR DECLARATION ON OUR WITHDRAWAL 
FROM THE NUCLEAR NON-PROLIFERATION TREATY AND RESUMED 
NEGOTIATION WITH THE IAEA AND THE NORTH-SOUTH DIALOGUE. 

AND, UNDER THIS SPECIAL SITUATION, WE TOLALLY FROZE 
THE MOVEMENT OF NUCLEAR MATERIAL WITHIN THE DPRK TO 
FULFIL OUR COMMITMENT TO PROVING THE TRANSPARENCY OF 
OUR NUCLEAR ACTIVITIES AND ALLOWED INSPECTION FOR 

SURING THE CONTINUITY OF SAFEGARDS IN THIS REGARD. 
ESPECIALLY, WE MADE A BIG BOLD DECISION TO REPLACE 

.LriE EXISTING GRAPHITE MODERATED REACTORS WITH LIGHT 
WATER REACTORS AT THE EXPENSE OF THE INDEPENDENCE OF 
OURSNUCLEAR POWER INDUSTRY, IN ORDER TO FUNDAMENTALLY 
DISPEL THE SO-CALLED "SUSPICION OF NUCLEAR DEVETOPMENT" 
AGAINST THE DPRK. 

ALL THESE SINCERE EFFORTS, HOWEVER, HAVE FAILED TO 
CALL FORTH A PRACTICAL RESPONSE FROM THE US SIDE, AND 
THE CURRENT SITUATION IS DEVELOPING IN THE OPPOSITE 
DIRECT! 
ON. THIS IS ATTRIBUTABLE TO THE FAITHLESS 
STANCE OF THE US SIDE, OUR DIALOGUE PARTNER, TOWARD THE 
TALKS. 

CONTRARY TO THE PRINCIPLES AGREED UPON AT THE PAST 
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TALKS, OUTRAGEOUS WORDS THREATENING AND ANTAGONIZING 
THE DPRK HAVE ROLLED OFF THE TONGUES OF OFFICIAL 
FIGURES OF THE UNITED STATES IN SUCCESSION AND THEY ARE 

"ERTLY REVEALING THEIR INTENTION TO CONTINUE THE "TEAM 
IRIT" MILITARY MANEUVERS, NUCLEAR WAR EXERCISES 

AGAINST THE DPRK. 
ON THE OTHERIHAND, THEY BROUGHT THE THIRD-STAGE 

DPRK-US TALKS THAT HAS TO BE HELD WITHIN TWO MONTHS TO 
A DEADLOCK BYSETTING UNREASONABLE PRECONDITIONS AND 
ORCHESTRATED THE ADOPTION OF A "RESOLUTION" LAYINL THE 



BLAME AT OUR DOOR AT THE GENERAL CONFERENCE OF THE IAEA 
AND THE UNITED NATIONS GENERAL ASSEMBLY. 

ALL THESE FACTS SHOW THAT OVER THE FIVE MONTHS 
AFTER THE TALKS BEGAN ONLY THE DPRK HAS UNILATERALLY 
MOVED ZO IMPLEMENT THE POINTS AGREED UPON AT THE TALKS, 
AND THE UNITED STATES HAS NOT MOVED AT ALL. 

THE SPIRIT OF THE AGREEMENT AT THE TALKS THAT BOTH 
SIDES SHOULD MOVE SIMULTANEOUSLY ON A EQUAL FOOTING HAS 
BEEN IGNORED BY THE US SIDE AND, IN THE FINAL ANALYSIS, 
THIS IS THE MAIN CAUSE OF IMPASSE IN THE SOLUTION OF 
THE NUCLEAR PROBLEM. 

THIS NOTWITHSTANDING, THE UNITED STATES IS TRYING 
TO MISLEAD PUBLICOPINION AS IF DPRK WERE TO BLAME FOR 
IT. THIS FSTERS THE SUSPICION THAT THE UNITED STATES 
STILLPURSUES A POLITICAL PURPOSE OF STIFLING OUR 
REPULIC, UNWILLING TO SOLVE THE NUCLEAR PROBLEM IN 
REL EARNEST. 

PARTICULARLY, IT IS AN ACT OF REERSING BLACK AND 
WHITE TO CRY THAT LHE CONTINUIT OF THE SAFEGUARDS OF 
THE NUCLEAR ACTIVITIES OF H DPRK IS BROKEN. 

TO GUARANTEE THAT OUR NULEAR ACTIVITIES WILL NOT 
BE ORIENTED TO MILITARY URPOSE UNTIL THE NUCLEAR 
~oBLEM HAS COMPLETELY EEN SOLVED THROUGH THE DPRK-US 
~KS, THE DPRK HS UNTIL NOW REMAINED FAITHFUL TO ITS 

~rlOMISE TO HE UNITED STATES THAT IT WILL ALLOW THE 
READJUSTENT AND REPLACEMENT OF THE INSECTION CAMERAS 
OF HE IAEA. 

STILL NOW THE INSPECTION CAMERAS AND SEALS OF THE 
IAEA REMAIN ON THE NUCLEAR FACILITIES OF OUR COUNTRY. 

UNTIL NOW, WE HAVE ALLOWED INSPECTION TEAMS OF THE 
IAEA TO CHANGE FILMS AND BATTERIES OF THE INSPECTION 
CAMERAS, CONFIRM THEIR SEALS AND READJUST THE CAMERAS 
WHENEVER NECESSARY FOR THE CONTINUITY OF SAFEGUARDS. 
ONLY RECENTLY, WE INFORMED THE IAEA ON SEVERAL 
OCCASIONS OF OUR READINESS TO RECEIVE SUCH INSPECTION 
TEAM AT ANY TIME IT REQUESTS THAT. 

CONSIDERIMG THE SCALE AND CONDITIONS OF OUR NUCLEAR 
FACILITIES, THEY CAN FULLY CONFIRM ONLY WITH THE 
CAMERAS THAT OUR NUCLEAR ACTIVITIES HAD NOTHING TO DO 
WITH THE MILITARY PURPOSE. 

WHEN THE CAMERAS WERE READJUSTED AND REPLACED IN 
AUGUST, NOBODY WAS AFRAID THAT THE CONTINUITY OF 
SAFEGUARDS MIGHT BE BROKEN. 

THOUGH WE CONSIDER THAT THE OBSERVATION BY CAMERAS 
ALONE IS ENOUGH TO ENSURE THE CONTINUITY OF SAFEGUARDS 
WE, MAKING ALLOWANCES FOR THE CIRCUMSTANCES OF THE US 
SIDE, CLEARLY MANIFESTED OUR MAGNANIMOUS STAND THAT THE 
~OPE OF INSPECTION MIGHT BE EXPANDED AND ALREADY HELD 

INFORMAL NEGOTIATION WITH THE US SIDE AND THEN 
~rtOPOSED A WORKING-LEVEL NEGOTIATION WITH THE IAEA. 

NEVERTHELESS, THE UNITED STATES AND THE IAEA ARE 
CLAIMING THAT IF THE CONTINUITY OF SAFEGUARDS IS TO BE 
ENSURED, WE MUST ACCEPT AN OVERALL INSPECTION BY THE 
IAEA AND SET THCS ASHA PRECONDITION FOR THE OPENING OF 



THE THIRD-STAGE DPRK-US TALKS. 
WHAT THE UNITED STATES AND THE IAEA DMAFD IS THAT 

WE WHOLLY COMPLY WITH THE SAFEGUARDS AGREEMENT 
IMMEDIATELY AT THE PRESENT JUNCTURE. 

OUR WHOLE COMPLIANCE WITH THE SAFEGUARDS AGREEMENT 
MEANS OUR FULL RETURN TO THE NUCLEAR NON-PROLIFERATION 
TREATY. 

AS WE MADE CLEAR IN A STATEMENT OF THE DPRK 
GOVERNMENT, WE DECLARED OUR WITHDRAWAL FCOM THE NPT 
BECAUSE OUR REPUBLIC'S SUPREME INTERESTS WERE IN DANGER 
OWING TO THE US NUCLEAR THREAT AND THE PARTIALITY OF 
THE IAEA. 
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THE UNITED STATES CAME OUT TO THE DPRK-US TALKS 
BECAUSE 
IT RECOGNIZED THAT IT WOULD BE IMPOSSIBLE TO 
~~TURN US TO THE TREATY WITHOUT A CHANGE IN ITS NUCLEAR 

.EAT AND HOSTILE POLICY TOWARD KOREA AND THE DPRK-QU 
JiNT STATEMENT WAS PUBLISHED AGAINST THIS BACKGROUND. 

THEREFORE, THE UNITED STATES WHICH HAS PUT INTO 
PRACTICE NONE OF ITS COMMITMENT TO US HAS NO FACE TO 
DEMAND US POINT-BLANK TO RETURN TO THE TREATY. 

THIS IS WHY THE UNITED STATES, CRAFTILY ENOUGH, IS 
SEEKING OUR SUBSTANTIAL RETURNNTO THE TREATY BY 
REALIZING INSPECTION EQUIVALENT TO THE FULL COMPLIANCE 
WITH SAFEGUARDS AGREEMENT UNDER THE CLOAK "CONTINUITY 
OF SAFEGUARDS", AVOIDING THE WORDS OF RETURN TO THE 
TREATY OUTWARDLY. 

N THIS INCREASES THE SUSPICION THAT THE UNITED STATES 
HAD INTENDED TO COAX US WITH AN EMPTY TALK INTO RETURN 
TO THE TREATY, NOT COMPLETELY GIVING UP NUCLEAR THREAT 
TO OUR COUNTRY AND HOSTILZ POLICY OF STIFLING IT FROM 
THE FIRST. 

UNDER THE SPECIAL CIRCUMSTANCES IN WHICH WE 
UILATERALLY AND TEMPORARILY SUSPENDED THE EFFECTUATION 
OF OUR WITHDRAWAL FROM THE TREATY, THERE MUST BE A 
CLEAR DISTINCTION BETWEEN THE GUARANTEE OF CONTINUITY 
OF SAFEGUARDS AND FULL COMPLIANCE WITH THE SAFEGUARDS 
AGREEMENT. 

THE FULL COMPLIANCE WITH THE SAFEGUARDS AGREEMENT 
MUST, IN ANY CASE, BE DEBATED AND SOLVED IN DIRECT 
--~KS WITH THE ABANDONMENT OF THE NUCLEAR THREAT AND 

FLING POLICY OF THE UNITEDISTTES THROUGH FUTURE 
-~RK-US TALKS. 

THE NUCLEAR PROBLEM CANNOT BE SOLVED ANY TIM IF 
OTHEY TRY TO DELIBERATELY ATTRIBUTE OUR NUCLEAR PROBLEM 
TO SUCH TECHNICAL AND WORKING RULES AS THE SAFEGUARDS 
AGREEMENT UNDER THE PRESENT SITUATION IN WHICH THE 



POLITICAL FACTORS OF OUR WITHDRAWAL FROM THE TREATY 
STILL REMAIN. 

IN A NUTSHELL, THE PURPOSE OF THE UNITED STATES IN 
DEMANDING ONLY OUR COMPLIANCE WITH THE SAFEGUARDS 
AGREEMENT AT THE PRESENT JUNCTURE, ITSELF NOT MOVING UT 
ALL, CANNOT BE CONSTRUED OTHERWISE THAN TO INVENT A 
PRETEXT OF SANCTIONS AND PRESSURE ON US BY RENDERING 
THE SITUATION COMPLICATED, NOT TO SETTLE THE NUCLEAR 
PROBLEM IN ACTUALITY. 

WE MAKE IT CLEAR ONCE AGAIN THAT WE CANNOT FULLY 
COMPLY WITH THE SAFEGUARDS AGREEMENT UNLESS THE UNITED 
STATES GUARANTEES IN DEED THAT IT WOULD NOT TRY TO 
STIFLE OUR SYSTEM. 

THE NUCLEAR PROBLEM ON THE KOREAN PENINSULA CAN 
NEVER BE SOLVED THROUGH PRESSURE. ONLY THROUGH 
DIALOGUE AND NEGOTIATION CAN IT BE SOLVED. 

WE ROPOSED TO THE US SIDE THE FORMULA OF PACKAGE 
SOLUTION OF NUCLEAR PROBLEM PROEEDING FROM THE 
JUDGEMENT THAT THE MAJOR CAUSE OF NO PROGRESS IN THE 
SOLUTION OF THE NUCLEAR PROBLEM LIES IN THE LACK OF 
TRUST BETWEEN THE DPRK AND THE UNITED STATES. 

IF THE THING IS TO GO WELL, THE QUESTIONS SHOULD BE 
~ETTLED ONE BY ONE WITH THE UNITED STATES, THE 

SAILANT, MOVING FIRST AND US, THE SUFFERER, 
~SPONDING. 

BUT THE UNITED STATES, CONTRARY TO ITS POSITION, IS 
NOW TELLING US TO MOVE FIRST. THIS IS TOTALLY 
UNACCEPTABLE. 

WE INSIST ON THE FORMULA OF PACKAGE SOLUTION 
WHEREBY THE SIDES SHOULD AT LEAST DEFINE THEIR WORK AND 
EACH SIDE SHOULD DO ITS SHARE. 

IF THE DPRK-US TALKS OF THIRD-STAGE ARE HELD AND AN 
AGREEMENT IS REACHED ON THE FORMULA OF PACKAGE SOLUTION 
THERE, A DEFINITE PROSPECT FOR THE SETTLEMENT OF THE 
NUCLEAR PROBLEM WILL BE OPENED. 

THE NUCLEAR PROBLEM WILL BE SOLVED SMOOTHLY WHEN, 
AN AGREEMENT IS REACHED ON THE FORMULA OF PACKAGE 
SOLUTION AND THE UNITED STATES TAKE A PRACTICAL ACTION 
OF RENOUNCINV THE NUCLEAR THREAT AND HOSTILE POLICY 
AGAINST US ACCORDING TO IT AND WE FULLY COMPLY WITH THE 
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-~FEGUARDS AGREEMENT, REMAINING COMMITTED TO THE TREATY. 

THERE IS NO CHANGE IN OUR STAND TO FULLY ENSURE THE 
_JNTINUITY OF SAFEGUARDS UNTIL AN AGREEMENT IS REACHED 

ON THE FORMULA OF PACKAGE SOLUTION. 
NOW THE MATTER DEPENDS ON HOW THE UNITED STATES 

RESPONDS TO OUR PROPOSAL FOR A PACKAGE SOLUTION, 
RENOUNCING ITS HOSTILE POLICY OF STIFLING THE DPRK. 



THE FORMULA WILL BE A TOUCHSTONE SHOWING WHETHER OR 
NOT THE UNITED STATES TRUPY HAS THE WILL 

TO SOLVE THE 
NUCLEAR PROBLEM AND THE WILL FOR DIALOGUE. 

IF THE UNITED STATES DOES NOT SHOW A POSITIVE 
RESPONSE TO OUR PROPOSAL, WE WILL HAVE NO ALTERNATIVE 
BUT TO CONSIDER THAT THE US SIDE HAS NO WILL FOR A 
GENUINE DIALOGUE FOR THE SOLUTION OF THE NKCLEAR 
PROBLEM. 

IF THE INTERNATIONAL ATOMIC ENERGY AGENCY IGNORES 
OUR SINCERE PROPOSAL FOR NEGOTIATION TO ENSURE THE 
CONTINUITY OF SAFEGUARDS AND DISTORTS THE FACT AS IF 
THE CONTINUITY OF SAFEGUARDS IN THE DPRK HAS BEEN 
BROKEN, IT WOULD BE CONSIDERED TO BE A SIGNAL URGING 
THE DPRK TO QUIT THE NON-PROLIFERATION TREATY PROMPTLY. 

THE BALL IS IN THE COURT OF THE UNITED STATES AND 
THE INTERNATIONAL ATOMIC ENERGY AGENCY. 
END TEXT. 
BECKER 
NNNN 
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