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In June 2020, North Korea declared a hostile relationship toward South Korea Allow third-party Command and

after abandoning the September 19 military agreement. In addition, on nterventon Survivability control System
December 30, 2023, Kim Jong-un stated at the Workers' Party Plenary that — Decentralized C2?
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but have completely stuck to the relationship of two hostile countries and two _ Tolerance of _ tactical weapon Integrating Nuclear
belligerents at war." This paper aims to analyze the causes of this change in forelgn Intervention system use Tactics
North Korea's policy towards South Korea from both internal and external ~ L2 ranng

policy towards
{orea's nuclear

environments and to diagnose the increasing level of hostile
South Korea. In particular, we will examine the evolution of North
policy and predict future changes.
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Fig. 7. Proposed Nuclear Strategy Standardization Model

Background

* North Korea is currently facing a variety of challenges, both internally and externally. North Korea's
ruling ideologies are Juche, Sun-gun, and Kim ll-sung-Kim Jong-ilism, which can be summarized as
economic independence and self-defense. In particular, the Juche ideology of self-defense is a core
ruling ideology, with preferential policies for the military, even during economic hardships. To achieve o

North Korea’s Evoluing Nuclear Strategy

As illustrated in Figure 1, there is a basis for judgment to infer a transition to a more advanced nuclear
strategy. Based on these judgments, we summarize North Korea's evolving nuclear strategy trends, as
shown in Figure 2, based on its past behavior since its nuclear development claims.

—— 1985, Join the NPT

the dual goals of economic independence and self-defense, North Korea advocated the financial and
nuclear path in 2013 and demonstrated its intention to continue nuclear development. It also made
new efforts to revive the economy by allowing market economic activities (so-called Jangmadang
activities) and growing the "Donju," the leading force in Jangmadang. However, as Kim Jong-un
acknowledged at the 8th Party Congress in January 2021, these economic revitalization policies have
failed. [1] The economic and nuclear path forward has also led to the isolation of the country, which has
been subjected to various economic sanctions from the international community due to its multiple
nuclear tests and armed provocations and to a state of total deficit. Kim Jong-un continues to engage in
forceful demonstrations, including nuclear provocations, as a means to stabilize his regime, which is in
danger of becoming unstable, and his nuclear strategy to utilize nuclear weapons is continuously being

Nuclear Strategy (or posture)

North Korea, which recognizes nuclear weapons as a means of maintaining its regime, has continued
to expand its nuclear capabilities despite international pressure. However, obtaining relevant
information is difficult due to its closed diplomatic activities. Hence existing literature consists of only
theoretical study on North Korea's nuclear strategy and posture. The following table analyzes the
theories that deal with the nuclear strategy of regional states, including North Korea, by categorizing
them according to their level of nuclear strategy

— 1989, Detecting secret nuclear facilities from commercial satellites

1991, Joint Declaration on The Denuclearization of The Korean Peninsula
- 1992, Nuclear Safeguards Agreement signed and |AEA inspected

- 1993, NPT withdrawal declaration (reserved)

- 1994, The US-North Korea Geneva Agreement
2003, NPT withdrawal, six-party talks held
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— 2021, Declaring the completion and development of a national nuclear arsenal

2017, Successful IRBM launch, hydrogen warhead development

2005, Declaration of nuclear weapons —— 2016, Developed solid-fuel, successfully launched an SLBM

2009, Uranium enrichment officially announced 2013, Adopting legislation
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Fig. 2. Key events in nuclear development and changes in nuclear strategy

* In terms of significant changes in its nuclear strategy, North Korea has maintained ambiguity about its
nuclear development since 1993, when it explicitly signaled its intention to develop nuclear weapons to
the international community, and then conducted its first nuclear test in 2006, formalizing to the
international community that it had succeeded in developing nuclear weapons.
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