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[KHLOPKOV]? S pam, uTo HecMOTps Ha TO, YTO JTO HAIle 3aBEpHIAIOIIEE
3aceflaHue, 3aKIIOYUTEIbHOE, Y HAC MPAKTHYECKH MONHBIA 3an. Buxky, uro Bce B
XOpOLIEM HACTPOSHHH, YTO FOBOPUT, HABEPHOE, O TOM, YTO Y COOPABIINXCS BCE eIle
MHOro wujeit, uro genat Ha Kopeiickom mnomyoctpoBe. Tem He MeHee, MbI
poaoIDKaeM. S ymaro, 4T0 MHOTHE COTJIACSATCS CO MHOW B 3TOM 3aJIe, YTO CHUTYaIlHs
Ha KopeiickoM T0nyocTpoBe pa3BUBaeTCs JApaMaruyecku. J(MHamuKa KpaiiHe
HEeTraTuBHAas. Heﬂblﬁ pAa YHaCTHUKOB KOH(i)epeHHI/II/I B CBOMX BBICTYIIVICHUAX, B CBOUX
KOMMEHTApHSAX yXKE OTMEYAd, YTO BPEMs IMOMCKA PELICHHS yXKE YXOIMT; CUTYaIHsI
pa3BUBAETCS 10 KpailHe HEraTUBHOMY CIieHapui0. [103TOMy, HCX0XKY U3 TOTO, YTO 3TO
3ace/laHKe, B TIEPBYIO 0Yepe/ib, HAO MOCBSTUTH TOMY, YTO JIEIaTh.

S mymaro, 4To BpeMsi B paMKax KOH(MEPEHIMH OOCYIUTh MPUYMHBI TOW CHUTYalluu, B
KOTOPOH MBI OKa3alluCh, YK€ ObLI0, OBITO OT/IETBHOE 3aceJaHHe M0 BHI30BAM, PHCKaM
B peruoHe, ObUIO YK€ OTHEeIbHOE 3acelaHue MO CAHKIHSIM, ObUT LETBbIA Psa JAPYTruX
3acemanuii. Celiyac mpeaiarar0 BCeM, W HAITUM MAHEIUCTaM, U YYaCTHUKAM U3 3aia,
CKOHIIEHTPUPOBATHCA HA BO3MOXKHBIX HJESX, YTO Jenarh. [IOCKONBKY s, KaK yxke
YOOMSIHYJI, Da3feNsiio  03a00UY€HHOCTH MHOTHX BBICTYMAOMIMX, YTO CHUTYyaIus
pa3BHUBaeTCs KpailHe ApamMaTHyYHO, €IIe pa3 XOTea Obl MPU3BATh YYACTHHKOB HE
3ay’KaTh T€ TPYAHOCTH, T€ TPOOJEMBbI, C KOTOPHIMH MBI CTaJKUBAEMCs, HeE
OTPAaHUYUBATHCSA TOJBKO PAKETHO-SJEPHBIM IMOTeHIManoM, Haja kKoTopsiM B KHJIP
paboraror.

Camplif MPOCTON BapuWaHT, HO HAa MOW B3I, CaMbId HEPEATMCTHYHBIA C TOUYKH
3peHusi  NPaKTU4YECKOro  BhIMONHEHMsA, npusBate KHJIP  mpamo  celiuac
JeHyKananu3npoBaTbcs. C TOYKM 3pEHMS KpacoTbl 3asBICHUM, C TOYKH 3pPEHUS
MOJyYEeHHUsI TOAJCPKKHU, MYOTUYHOM, SKCIEPTHOW, OYEBUAHO, YTO TAKOW IMOJIXOA
MOJIyYUT 0100peHne u noasep:kky. OqHako AaBaiiTe McXoauTh U3 peanuil. Ha moi
B3I, [JIABHAS 3a/1a4a B HACTOSIIEE BPEMS — CHH)KEHHE HANPSHKEHHOCTH B PETHUOHE,
MIOCKOJIBKY MBI Bce Omike M ONMXKe IMOAXOJUM K CHTYalluH, KOTrjla KOH(IUKT
MOJIMTUYECKUH, TUIIIOMAaTHUYECKUI MOXKET MepepacTu B KOHPIUKT BOOpyKeHHbIN. Ha
MOM B3TJISA, BpEMs CAENATh IIar Ha3ajl, a Jajbllle KPOIIOTIMBO, HO B pa3yMHBIE CPOKHU
paboTaTh Haja NajdbHEMIIMMHU LIaraMu, KOTOpbIE IMOMOTYT HaMm BOT OT 3TOM OYEHb
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OIIACHOU I'paHu, OYEHb OIACHOM 4epThl OTOWTU. B pamkax Hamiero 3acenanus y Hac 4
MaHEJINCTa, JIBA KOMMEHTaTopa, KOTopble OynyT BBICTyNaTh ¢ TpuOyHbI. [lepBbiM
BBICTYIAET TOCOJ IO OCOOBIM MOpPYYEHUSIM MMUHHUCTEPCTBA WHOCTPAHHBIX €]
Poccuiickoit ®Penepanuu Oner Huxonaesuu bypmuctpos. Ilocon Bypmuctpos,
MOXKaNyuCTa.

[BURMISTROV]® Cnacu6o Gonbmioe. I MeHs OrpoMHAas 4ecTh HAXOJUThCS B
9TOM 3ajle CPeAM 3aMeYaTeNIbHBIX SKCIIEPTOB, KOTOpbIE 3aHUMAIOTCA IpolieMaMu
Kopeiickoro mnoayoctpoBa MHOrue ronabl. MHe, HaBepHOE, HECKOJIBKO TpYyIHEE
BBICTYIIaTh, IIOTOMY YTO S SIBJISIFOCH OFOPOKpPATOM, YNHOBHMKOM, U TEM HE MEHee, s
TaK)K€ IOIBITAIOCh BBICKA3aThb CBOE MHEHHE, B TOM YHCIE JIMYHOE, IKCIEPTHOE
MHEHHE 110 II0BOAY NPOUCXOZSAINEr0 B PErHOHE. AHTOH B JABYXMHUHYTHOM
BBICTYIUIEHUH COBEPIICHHO MPAaBUJIBLHO OINKCAT CUTYaLMIO, TO, KaK €l Hy)KHO ceifuac
3aHuMaTbcsa. KOH(IUKT Ha MOyoCTpOBE M HANPSHKEHHOCTh JJIATCS JIECATUIICTUAMU,
YXOAST KOpHSAMH TIiy0oko B mpouutoe. M celidyac, kak AHTOH COBEpIIEHHO
CIpaBEAJIUBO CKa3aj, JOCTUIIM OecrpelieJleHTHOro ypoBHsl. M MbI Kbl pa3 xaeMm,
Ka)KeTCsl, YTO CUTYyallUsl YK€ IOJolIa K MPeAeIbHOM 4epTe, HO, OKa3bIBaeTCs, UTO
OHa MOXET 00O0CTPATHCS M Aajblle. To ecTh, CIHUpalb HANPSHKEHHOCTH MOCTOSHHO
HapacTaer.

Mpl ObITH CBUJETENSIMA BECEHHETO0 KpH3HCa 3TOr0 Toja, KOorjga ObUIM KpPYITHBIE
YY€HUsS B PETMOHE. BBl IOMHHUTE, W UCIIBITAHUS CEBEPOKOPEUCKUX PaKeT MPOXOLUIN
IPAKTUYECKH B €XKEHEJEIBHOM PEKMME U HaM Ka3aJIoCh, UTO JAJIbIIE HE MOXKET ObITh
XyXe, Janblie yxe BoiiHa. TeM He MeHee, U B aBrycTe, U ceifuac Mbl Ha0JII01aeM BCe
Oonee ocTpyro cuTyauuo. Kaxercs, 4ro emje MOXKeT Takoe MPOU30HTH, KpOME Kak
JUIIJIOMaTUYECKOr0 TYIHMKA U BOCGHHOIO CLeHapus. bynem Hanearbes, 4TO 10 BOMHBI
JIEJI0 HE TIOMJET, U HE IPOCTO HAAEATHCA, a IPEAIPUHUMATL CaAMbIE aKTUBHBIC YCUIIUS
U, COOCTBEHHO I'OBOPS, HU OJ{HA CTOPOHA MPOTUB 3TOTO HE BO3paXkaeT, MPOTUB TOTO,
YTO aJbTEPHATUBBI MUPHOMY JHUIIJIOMAaTUYECKOMY DPEIIECHHI0 MPOOJeMbl BCE PaBHO
HET W OBbITh HE MOXET. Y pa3HbIX CTOPOH €CTh pa3Hble IOJXO/bl, HIOAHCHI B
IIOAXO0AaX, HO B 3TOM-TO, MHE Ka)XE€TCsl, COTJIaCHbI Bce. BOEHHOrO crieHapus HET, XOTs
U pa3jarTcs rosuoca, JOIYCKAIOIIMEe TAKOM CLUEHApHUil, HO MHE KaXXeTCs, 4TO T€, KTO
9TO FTOBOPUT M JIOIIYCKAET BO3MOKHOCTh BOEHHOT'O CLIEHAPHs, 3TO Ta CTOPOHA, IIPOTHUB
KOTOPOM MBI JOJIKHBI, BCE CTPaHbI, BCE JKCIEPTHI JOJKHBI BCTaThb KaTErOPUYECKHU
IIPOTHB.

Takum 00pazoM, KOH(MIUKT Ha TMOJYOCTPOBE, B ONPENEIECHHON CTENEeHU HOCHUT HE
MEXTOCYJApCTBEHHBIN XapakTep, XoTs (opMalbHO, Ha MOBEPXHOCTH, ITO TaK. XOTS
CyIIECTBO TpPOOJEMBbI, KaK TPaBWIBHO €€ AHTOH ONHCal, BO3MOXHOCTh
BO3HUKHOBEHMSI BOWHBI JIEKUT HE MEXAY TrOCyAapCTBaMH, a BHYTPU OJHOIO
rocy/lapcTBa, U3 KOTOPOTO, COOCTBEHHO TOBOPS, JOHOCSTCS Takue MPU3bIBBL. M3
YBa)Ka€MOTO TOCY/IapCTBa, B KOTOPOM CYIIECTBYIOT, KaK B JJIOOOM JIEMOKPATHYECKOM
rOCyIapCTBE pa3Hble MHEHMS, HO BOT PA3JEICHUE B MO3ULUAX CTOPOH HA JTAHHOM
JTare, Kak MHE KaXeTcs, JOKHO OBITh MPOCTHIM: BBI 32 BOWHY WK 3a Mup? Eciu BbI
3a BOMHY, TOrJa BOT OTOMAUTE B CTOPOHY U 3aHMMaNTeCh BOMHOU. Eciu Bbl 32 Mup —
Torna Mbl BMecTe. Bee cTpanbl, 6e3 uckimouenust, u Coenuaennasie [ltater Amepuku,
u KH/IP, u Anonus, u KOxnas Kopes, u Poccus, u Kurtail, TO €cTh y4aCTHUKH

3 Oleg BURMISTROV, Ambassador-at-Large, Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Russian Federation
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HIECTUCTOPOHHETO MEPErOBOPHOTO MPOIECCa, U BCE MEXKAYHAPOJAHOE COOOIIECTBO, U
Coser bezonacnoctu OOH u T.1. Bce Mbl IOJKHBI 3aHUMATh €UHYIO MO3UIUIO, TO
€CTh TMOUCK TMOJIUTUKO-TUIJIOMATHYECKOTO PEIIeHHs, Ha 3TO JOJKHBI OBITh
HaIlpaBJIeHbl BCE HAIIM YCUJIUSA. Ml HUKTO MPOTHB ATOrO HE BO3pakaeT. YBEPEH, UTO
HU B 3TOM 3aJie, HU B MEJIMITHOM MPOCTPAHCTBE HE HAMJETCS JIIO/IeH, KOTOPhIE BCEpbe3
MOTYT TOBOPHUTh O BOCHHOM pPEIICHHH NpoOsieM mojyocTtpoBa. KoHeuHo, cuTyamms
JIOBEZieHa JO TMpejena, HEepPBbl Ha Mpejesie y MPOTUBOCTOSIIIMX CTOPOH. MHOro
paszzmaercs 3asBICHUNM HAa BBICIIEM YPOBHE, KOTOpPHIC, IEHCTBUTEIBHO, 3arOHSIOT
CUTYyallMI0O B TYNUK W HE MO3BOJSIOT HayaTh Pa3roBOp, HA4aTh JAMAJIOT C CaMbIX
MPOCTHIX BEIICH. ITO MOS MHTEPJIIOINSA, TaK CKa3aTh, MOS OILEHKA, KaK Mbl JOJIKHBI
3aHUMATHCS PEIICHUEM TTPOOIEMBI.

Sl He XOo4y OTHUMATh BpEMS W TOBTOPATH O(QUIMAIBHYIO IO3WIUIO HAIIEro
rocynapcra. U Ilpesunent [lyrun, 1 MunucTp nHocTpanHsix aen JIaBpoB MHOro u
noapoOHO 00 ITOM TroBOpPAT. JTa TeMa NPUCYTCTBYeT W Ha ypoBHe MW/la, u Ha
HAIllUX MeperoBopax C NapTHEpaMu IO BceMy Mupy. B Tpoiike TeM ¢ 1r00bIM
MEXIYHapOJHBIM IapTHEPOM Kopeiickas mnpobiema croutr TBepro. Ceifuac 310
JeMCTBUTENIBHO MUpPOBas npobiemMa Homep oauH. VMnu HOMep 1Ba, HO B IEpBOM
TPOMKE OHA TOYHO e€CcTh. [I0 ocTpoTe — TOUHO HOMED OaMH. Beck Mup 3anHTEpECcOBaH
B BoBiedueHHH. Celyac Mbl BHJIUM KOHCTPYKTHBHOE BOBJICYEHHE TE€X HIPOKOB,
KOTOPBIE paHbIlie HE MPOSBISUTN OOJIBIIOr0 BHUMAHUs K pernony. EBponeiickuii coro3
ceifuac akTuBHO mposiBisgeT ceds, u nuaep EC, Tak ckaxem, ['epmanus, crapaercs
HalTH CBOIO POJIb B IIOMCKE PEIIeHMs. MBI, KOHEYHO XK€, 3TO NpUBETCTBYeM. Bce-
TaKd Mbl BEpUM, YTO OYyAYT MEPEroBOPbI, U YTO PAaHO WJIM MO31HO OyJeT co3jaHa
cuctemMa peruoHanpHOM Oe3omacHocTH B CeBepo-Bocrounoit Asuu. W TtoT
HIECTUCTOPOHHUH (hopMaT, KOTOpBIH (popManbHO ceifuac mepectai CylecTBOBaTh, OH
onTUMaJeH i Oyaylel CTpyKTyphl O€30MacHOCTH B PETHOHE, IIOTOMY YTO B HEM
Y4YacTBYIOT TJIaBHBIM 00Pa30M perMoHalIbHbIE yYaCTHUKU-epkaBbl. COOCTBEHHO, 3TO
JIeJI0 PETMOHAIIBHBIX JIEP>KaB PeIaTh BOIPOCH! ATOTO PErMOHa.

[KHLOPKOV] MW3BuHHTE, y Hac MO perIaMeHTy OJHa MHHYTa OCTajJOoCh.
PacckaxwuTe, 4TO AenaTh.

[BURMISTROV] la, uzBunwute, s 3aropopuics. Mtak, uro genath. Tak kKak MHE
HY)KHO VIIOKHUTBCSA B MHHYTY, TO 5 XO4Uy MpojaTh OBICTPO YYaCTHUKAM HaIll
POCCHIICKHMI TIJIaH, KOTOPBI HOCHT HECKOJIbKO HAa3BaHWW, O KOTOPOM BBl BCE
CIBIIIAIHN, 3TO POCCHUUCKO-KHTAMCKas JOpokHas kKapta. He Oymy moBTOpsTH ee
colepKaHue, MHOTHE ¢ HEN 3HAKOMBIL. [IpocTo MBI cunMTaem, 4To Ipyroro IyTH HET.
[Inox My4yeHuii U CTpaJlaHU HAIIMX KATalCKUX MapTHEPOB, HAIl BKJIAJ POCCUNMCKUM.
Ecnu BcmoMHMTB, TO HIEs <«JIBOWHOIO 3aMOpaXMBAaHUS» HE pOCCHilCKas U He
KHUTaiickas, a HbiHemHero juaepa CesepHoil Kopeu, KOTOpBIM HpeIioxkuil ee, Kak
MHOTHE€ TMOMHST, JBa TOJla Ha3aJ, KOrja OHAa HE MOJy4Yusia Pa3BUTHs, MHOTHE €€
MPOUTHOPHUPOBAIH, 3a0b1TH. HO Hies aTa — ceBepokopeiickasi, TOCTaTOUHO CBEXKasl.

Bunure, kak ceifuac 6bI1cTpo pazBuBaroTcs coobitua? To, uto O6but0 1,5-2 roxa Hazan
Kpenko 3a0biBaeTcs. Mbl XOTUM BOCCTaHOBUTH 3TO JoBepue. OHO JIOIKHO
BOCCTAHABJIMBAThHCS YEPE3 B3aMMHYIO BOEHHYIO CAEPKAHHOCTh — UEPE3 MIPEKPALLEHUE
MaHEBPOB, Yepe3 MpeKpalleHrne UCIIBITAaHU SEPHBIX pakeT B OTBET. TO ecTh TUIIMHA
Ha BOGHHOM Tmojie. BoT ¢ 3Toro HyxHO Hayarbh, npuuem rubko. He oOs3aTenbHO
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IPEKpPaTUTh, HE 00s3aTEIBHO TPEOOBATH — 3TO JOIKHO OBITH JOOPOBOJIBHOE pEIICHUE
Ka)XJI0H U3 CTOPOH. DTO JOJKHO OBITh THXOE pEIICHHE — HE 005M3aTElIbHO O HEM
rpoMKo 3asBiATh. [IpocTo ycrokoutsesi. BzanMHoe caepxuBaHne Kak €IMHCTBEHHOE
yCIOBHE Ui Hadana jauanora. Hukakwe apyrue IpeaBapUTeNbHBIC YCIOBUS HE
noMoryT. ToJbKO BBIABM)KEHHUE, KaK MPABUILHO AHTOH CKa3all, JAeHYyKJIeapu3aluu Ha
IepBOE MECTO, MOTYOHUT AMAIOT B CAaMOM 3adaTKe. JTo nmepBbli atan. Havano auanora
mMexxay Bammurronom wu IlxenssHoM. B mro6oit ¢opme — THUXOH, TI'pPOMKOH,
MyOJMYHOM, HEITYOJIMYHOM.

Janpme — BblpaboTka U (puUKcalysi TPUHIMIIOB B3aMMOOTHOLICHHI: HEHamaJeHue,
MHUpPHOE cOCyllecTBOBaHME. MOXKHO mOANMCaTh, MOXKHO IPOJAEKIAPUPOBATH.
JloroBopuThCs O MPUHIMIIAX HOpMAJIU3alluKi OTHOIIeHU Mexy CeBepHoil Kopeeii u
Bammnrronom, mexay Ceseproil Kopeeit u Ceynom. C Ceynom coBepiieHHO ocolast
noBecTka — 3To 1Be Kopeu. He Hamo Tyna BMeNmIMBaThes, MyCcTh ABE CTPAHbBI PEIIAIOT
CBOM TPOOJIEMBI CaMH, 3aKJIIOYalOT MHUPHBIA JOroBOp, KOrja MM ymoOHO, UM
MOCPEAHUKN HE HYXKHBL. BooOmie mocpeanuku He HYKHBL. Cpasy MOAYEpKHY, UYTO
Poccus He urpaer HUKaKkyo NOCPEAHUYECKYIO POJIb.

W Ttpetmii 3Tam — peIICHWE BCEX BOMPOCOB B KOMIUICKCE, ACHYKIICAPH3AIIHs
MOJIyOCTPOBA, CHSITHE CAHKIUHA, ONpEACICHUEe KaKOro-TO pPa3yMHOTO YpPOBHS
BOOPY)KEHUSI B pEruoHe, OOCYXIEHHE BONPOCOB HWHOCTPAHHOTO BOEHHOTO
npucytcTBus. U, HakoHell, B (huHasie, 0Opa3oBaHKUe B IIECTHCTOPOHHEM (opmare To
mn o tuny OBCE, To 11 1o KakoMmy-TO JApPYyromy THIlY, MOKHO JPYyTHe IpPUMEpHI,
CTPYKTYypHhI O6e3omacHoCcTH. I'1e Bce rocynapersa, u, npexiae Bcero, CeBepHas Kopes,
OyneT 4yBCTBOBaTh ceOs B MEpBYIO ouepenpr Oe3zomacHo. OHa JOMKHA TOJIYYHUTH
KOJUIEKTUBHBIE WIIM KaKHe-TO WHbIE TapaHTHH Oe3omacHocTu. Torjma oTmajeT
HCO6XOI[I/IMOCTI) B TOM, 4TO IMPOUCXOAUT celyac B 3TOM HCPBHOM HaAIIPAKCHHUU W Ha
rpaHu BOiHBL. M3BUHUTE, ST BPO/E YIOKUICS.

[KHLOPKOV] Cnacubo 6osnbinoe. S mpemiaraio, 4ToObl KaXIblid MOCIETYIOHIA
BBICTYNAIOUINI, B 00Jee MPaKTUYECKOM IUIaHE YTOOBI BeJach JUCKYCCHSI, TIOMHUMO
CBOMX HJIell MOXKET ObITh OTTAJIKUBAIMCH OT TOTO, YTO CKa3ajl MpeAbLAYIIUI KoJera.
U ecnu OH coriaceH, €ciy 3TO0 IPUHUMAETCS, YTOObI BHICTpAauBajl CBOW KOMMEHTapHii
Ha Oa3e Toro, uro yxe ObUIO cka3aHo. Ecim kakue-TO M3 MpEUIOKEHUI He
NPUHUMAIOTCS, TO OYEBHJHO, YTO HEOOXOIMMBI ainbTepHaTHBHBbIE Haeu. [lonxorn,
KOTOPBII HEKOTOpble O(QHIMATIbHBIC JIMIIA CErOJHs O3BYYMBAIOT, a UMEHHO, YTO Te
WU, KOTOPbIE BBIIBUTAIOTCA, HAaM HENpPUEMIIEMbI, HO B OTBET HHUYEro He
npeziaraercs. Ha Moii B3rJisi1, 3TO TYHHKOBBIN aOCOJIIOTHO BapHUaHT, MOCKOJBKY OH
BCE€ JTaJIbIIE HAC MOATAJIKUBAET K TOM ACKAJALMU, O KOTOPOW MBI ke ToBopmin. Ha
CIIEYIOIINN TOKIaAuuK — MpeAcTaBuTens Kuras, IUpeKTop M Hay4dHBIH COTPYIHUK
MHCcTUTyTa KOHTPOJIS HaJl BOOPYXEHHUSIMHU U HCCIEIOBAaHUI 0€30MacHOCTH. DTO TOT
MHCTUTYT, KOTOPBIM HaXOIUTCS B paMKax OOJbIION OpraHu3aluu, KOTOpas B CBOIO
ouepelb HaszbiBaeTcsl KWTaliCKuii HMHCTUTYT COBPEMEHHBIX MEXIYHApOJHbIX
otHoweHui. Jlokrop I'yo, moxanyiicra.

[GUO]* Thank you, Anton for inviting me to attend this very important conference. It
is an honor to speak at this panel. | want to address three questions related to the

4 GUO Xiaobing, Director, Research Fellow, Institute of Security and Arms Control, China Institutes
of Contemporary International Relations (CICIR), Chin
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situation on the peninsula. The first question is how about the risk of the armed
conflict on the Korean peninsula? The probability of the armed conflict on the Korean
peninsula should be in decline at this point, because according to non-proliferation
history, before a nation crossed the threshold of nuclear weapon development, the risk
of armed conflict is high, but if a nation would have passed this threshold, the risk
tended to decline. That is the history. For example, Israel conducted a surgical strike
against Iragi and Syrian reactors when these reactors are still under construction. And
there is no other example when nuclear-armed states were attacked after they already
acquired nuclear capability. And | think at this point nobody wants war on the
peninsula. According to the CIA assessment, General Kim is a very rational actor, he
Is the last person, who wants the conflict on the peninsula.

Although President Trump talks about fire and fury, it seems to me that his aide, his
former aide, Steve Bannon’s comment seems to be more convincing. He said: “If we
cannot effectively protect 100,000 of South Koreans from the attack from North
Korea, then there is no possibility of the military option”. But I want to remind that
this possibility of miscalculation, misjudgment is very high. For example, as the U.S.
sent B-1B bomber to the border of North Korea, North Korea might read it as a signal
of war. And there are other sources of risks. For example, the cyber-attack against
each other, that is very dangerous. And | am afraid that if today we have another
Korean war, its influence will be much more significant than the war happened in the
past on the peninsula. We had a lot of wars on the peninsula, and the Chinese are
familiar with it since the 16" century. We had a war with Japan on the peninsula. But
today its influence will be more significant because East Asia has become a very
important part of the international economy and politics. So its influence will be more
significant than as the last Korean war and since the war between Japanese and
Russians. So we must take action.

The second question | want to address is can we apply the model of the Iran nuclear
deal for the case of North Korea? This morning there are a lot of discussions about
this question. My answer is yes and no. As Iran signs the deal with the P5+1, it gets
no security guarantee or the normalization of the relationship with the U.S. But | think
the case of North Korea is different. First, North Korea has already got the nuclear
capability and Iran has not yet. Second, the development of the security situation in
the Middle East is in favor of Iran. It has got the opportunity to expand its influence in
the region. But for North Korea the situation is completely different. The North
Triangle no longer exists. And the South Triangle consists of South Korea, Japan,
America has been already strenghtened. From the perspective of North Korea, the
situation is very hostile. In the case of Iran we had negotiation talks lasting for 12
years. In the case of North Korea there are no ongoing talks. The six-party talks have
been suspended for eight years. That is the problem. So I think the most valuable
lesson we can learn from the case of Iran is that we must resume talks as soon as
possible. But since the situation is different, we must pursue a parallel approach to
push forward denuclearization and establishing everlasting peaceful mechanism on
the peninsula at the same time.

The third question | want to address is what we should do as the next step? | think
what is the most important, the top priority is the resumption of talks. China does not
care whether it is bilateral, trilateral, multilateral talks. China does not care. If we can
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have talks, we can reduce the possibility of miscalculation and misjudgment. That is
very important. And through talks we have reached a very meaningful and important
document in history. In 2005 have reached the September, 19th joint document. We
drew a very good roadmap for denuclearization and establishment of a peaceful
mechanism on the peninsula. And recently we have witnessed some positive signals
from different parties. For example, the U.S. set the ‘four nos’ and the South Korean
President is talking about the negotiations and talks. From our friends in DPRK | have
heard some conflicting messages. But at least there are some messages that they also
want to talk. | hope it reflects the strategy of the DPRK. So that is the background.
China and Russia jointly released the statement in July. We call for a parallel
approach, step by step approach. And we think that the most important part of the
talks is “suspension for suspension”. Suspension of large-scale military exercise by
the RoK and the U.S. and suspension of missile and nuclear activities by the DPRK.
And | think we should make every effort to resume the talks. Every party should
refrain from taking any new provocative actions. For example, the U.S. should stop
the deployment of THAAD on the peninsula and should no longer talk about
redeployment of tactical nuclear weapons on the peninsula. And furthermore, | think
for our DPRK friends it is better to reconsider the possibility to test the hydrogen
bomb in South Pacific. In the Cold War, the founding father of the DPRK Kim I
Sung initiated a nuclear weapons-free zone on the Korean peninsula. Almost
everybody thinks that it is an impossible mission. But in 1991 Americans withdrew all
the tactical nuclear weapons from the peninsula, and that impossible mission became
possible. Now we face another impossible mission. We want to re-denuclearize and
establish everlasting peaceful mechanism on the peninsula. I hope through our joint
efforts we can again make that impossible mission possible. Thank you.

[KHLOPKOV] Cnacu6o, nokrop I'yo, 3a Bamr Takoi ¢unampHbIi ontumu3M. Hain
cinenyromuid aokiaaguuk — Cpro3ad [lumamkno, cTapmuvii HaydHBIM COTPYIHHK
HCCIIeIOBATEhCKOTO 1eHTpa «HoBas AMepuka» W OJHOBPEMEHHO TUPEKTOP OIHOM
W3 MHUIMATHB JaHHOW opranu3aimu. Suzanne, please the floor is yours.

[DIMAGGIO]® Thank you so much, Anton. | may begin by thanking you and Dmitry
for organizing this fabulous conference and for inviting me. I am honored to be in this
panel. We have a saying in the United States “to save the best for last” and I think in
this case we have saved the most difficult for last, ifl can say that. So yesterday’s
panel on North Korea | think really set the stage for this discussion, so | will not go
into that context, but let me just begin with a few words about the current situation
and then I will present what I call “three priorities” of what we should be doing next.
So the Administration, 1 would say, the Trump Administration and the leadership of
North Korea have both unwisely engaged in an exchange of fiery statements and
bellicose threats and now we are stuck in a dangerous escalating war of words. The
use of war language used by the United States most prominently expressed in
President Trump’s tweets and also his recent address at the UN General Assembly
reinforces the North Korean perception of a permanently hostile United States and the
belief that having the capability to strike the U.S. with nuclear weapons is the only
way to safeguard the regime. From the U.S. point of view, the prospects for
diplomacy are seriously diminished by the steady stream of belligerent threats from

5 DIMAGGIO Suzanne, Director, The U.S.-Iran Initiative; Senior Fellow, New America, United States
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Pyongyang to the U.S. homeland, against its allies in the region and against the
American forces in the region. These threats also serve to support the belief of many
Americans that the North Korean leadership is inherently dangerous and if you look at
the recent public opinion polling in my country, North Korea now is percieved as the
top threat. Additionally, the U.S. perception, threat perception has increased
significantly over the past year. U.S. intelligence estimates recently reduced their
estimate for the time it will take North Korea to develop a reliable nuclear capable
missile which can reach the continental U.S., to one year. These replaces earlier
official estimates of roughly 4 years, give or take 12 months, and just the other day
CIA director Pompeo mentioned a figure closer to five months.

So against the backdrop of what | have just described, we are hearing more talk in
policy-making circles in Washington of kinetic options. Heightened U.S. military
maneuvers over and around the Korean peninsula and provocative tests by North
Korea like the recent missile that flew over Japan put fuel to this mutually enforcing
cycle of escalation. So then longer this current course persists and intensifies the
greater the chances for spiraling to a military conflict either by design or accident and
miscalculation. So what should we do?

The first priority given the scenario that | just described, must be to deescalate the
tensions. The priority now must be to cool things down and both sides should scale
back the rhetoric. The personalization of attacks by both sides, by the leadership of
both sides is particularly concerning and counterproductive and it should stop
immediately.

The second priority is one that | aim at my own government of the United States now
is to communicate a coherent policy toward North Korea. I think at the moment
anyone of us would be very hard pressed to explain U.S. policy toward North Korea
with any real certainty. Seeing the members of the Administration and the President
himself are making contradictory statements on a consistent basis. This only adds to
the risk of misinterpretation and miscalculation; it should be addressed as a matter of
priority. 1 would contend that this is a moment that demands consistency and clarity.
Of course, we have heard that the U.S. policy is now something called “maximum
pressure and engagement”, sometimes it is called “peaceful pressure”. So I think the
Administration should communicate the U.S.’s strong preference is to solve the issues
that exist between Washington and Pyongyang through diplomacy and engagement.
Pressure tactics, including sanctions and military options, of course remain on the
table, but the government should speak in one voice in support of diplomatic
engagement as the first choice.

And we also should speak very clearly that we are proceeding down this road in
coordination with our close allies and our partners. My third priority is focused on
getting productive talks on the way. Secretary Tillerson recently stated that there are a
couple of channels that exist now of communication with North Korea. Washington
should use an existing channel or perhaps initiate a new one with Pyongyang as a
priority. One of the ways to proceed is to first engage, in what I would call, “bilateral
talks about talks” without preconditions to explore what might be possible. This, in
my opinion, would best be done very quietly through a ‘locky’ channel authorized at
the very highest level in both capitals. The objectives would be to clarify current
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policies, discuss potential points of compromise and also what are the non-
negotiables, what are the red lines. And then set the ground work to move ahead to
negotiations within the broader multilateral framework. | am suggesting a process,
which is very similar to the one utilized by the American and Iranian officials that
began in July 2012. Prior to the start of the official negotiations, American and Iranian
diplomats engaged in a series of under-the-radar meetings, which they were able to
keep secret, eventually leading to an interim agreement. | fully recognize that these
two cases are very different, but I do think that these initial discussions made the
result of the nuclear deal between the P5+1 and the EU possible. I would contend that
given the high degree of mistrust that exists between Washington and Pyongyang, a
similar approach with North Korea is needed. One of the major lessons we learned
from this landmark of the deal, is that yes, diplomacy is very difficult and adversary,
but it is not impossible. The U.S. should not limit discussion to the return of American
detainees, which the White House spokeswoman recently said is the only topic is
open for discussion. Focus also should be placed on other issues, exploring the
possibility of getting talks started on those issues. The United States should recognize
that North Korea will not adopt constraints as a precondition for getting talks
underway and will not be abandoning the goal of denuclearization. We must set it
aside in a short-term goal, because currently it is just outside the realm of possibility.

Instead the U.S. should be looking for a way to deescalate tensions as a way to gain
attraction to the negotiations focused on what is achievable at this moment. A priority
should be placed at reaching an interim freeze agreement on North Korea’s nuclear
and missile testing. Such an agreement would create space for further talks aimed at
deterring North Korea from using and proliferating its nuclear weapons. And North
Korea should recognize that for the U.S. and others talks cannot be sustained while
Pyongyang is carrying out nuclear and long-range missile tests. | understand that
public positions in both Washington and Pyongyang have rejected this proposal, but
my understanding of current North Korea’s policy is that they will not engage in talks
until they finish the final steps of their nuclear project.

Meanwhile, it is important to note that senior Administration officials, most recently
National Security Adviser McMaster recently said that deterrence with North Korea
will not work. And this is very alarming and | think we are heading into a very
dangerous territory. The idea of a freeze proposal should be reconsidered by both
Pyongyang and my own government. In turn North Koreans should be expect to
require that the U.S. reciprocate with restraints of its own, creating a more promising
atmosphere. This could be done through some modification or adjustment of U.S. —
RoK joint military exercises. Not a complete suspension, but perhaps adjustments and
the scale composition, location and timing that could address North Korea’s concerns
without compromising the training and readiness of such exercises. Like the DPRK
testing suspension, these exercises’ modifications would remain as long as talks are
on the way. If these discussions proved to be productive, it could open a way for other
issues to be discussed.

Discussions are assurances that North Korea will not transfer weapons, fissile
materials, dual-use technology, as well as chemical and biological weapons. Also
talks on nuclear doctrine, such as “no-first-use”. The North Koreans contend that they
cannot relinquish the nuclear program until the U.S. ends its hostile policies. In fact,
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that was reiterated by madam Choe in the panel yesterday. So this indicates a degree
of conditionality to some extent, and it should be fully pursued. How do the North
Koreans define the U.S. hostile policy? How can it be addressed? This could be a very
long-term and arduous discussion that would ultimately have to include peace
agreement, security guarantees and so forth, but it is well worth placing of the agenda.
Given the hard realities, we obviously cannot expect to proceed on the basis of mutual
trust. It is a given. As such would I describe the “phased approach” that has
confidence-building measures along the way. It is not a set recipe that describes many
ingredients, it is rather to be illustrative of a sort of process we could pursue. Let me
just conclude with this little story. Recently | was on the panel in Washington and |
presented some of these ideas, and one of the participants disagreed with me
vehemently. He said that we have tried diplomacy with North Koreans before, it is too
hard. They cheat, they cannot be trusted. But in fact, the careful reading of the record
shows that diplomacy between the U.S. and North Korea has succeeded in the past. It
Is the implementation that has failed. And because we failed in the past, it does not
mean that we should not try again. Indeed, we should learn from these past attempts.
Thank you.

[KHLOPKOV] Thank you, Suzanne, for practical suggestions, we agreed with
Madam Choe Son Hui that during her seven minutes she will react on those comments
that were made by previous speakers. So, Madam, you have seven minutes to react to
those you would wish to react. After that we will have two commentators, and
discussion then will be open for all participants. Please.

[CHOE]® Ok. Maybe | have a couple of things to respond. As for the tension
reduction on the Korean peninsula. | think that the DPRK did, does want to approach
in a peaceful way, which means that we want to settle the issue in a peaceful and
diplomatic way, but looking back at 25 years we have learned that diplomacy does not
work with the United States. We tried all different formats of talks with the United
States: bilateral, four-party talks and six-party talks. And what we have learnt from
these talks is that this diplomacy gets to nowhere.

We made a strategic choice that we had to develop and strengthen our nuclear
capability in order to deter the attack from the United States. And | do not think
because of the time limitation | am going to reiterate what kind of nuclear threats the
DPRK is under at present from the United States. But | think everyone here is fully
aware what kind of pressure DPRK is under at present by the United States. | think we
wake up with all these news coverages, where it says that B-1B is coming to the
Korean peninsula again. Actually all these military exercises by the United States
make the world very noisy and it really strengthens our determination that we should
strengthen our nuclear capability and we should reach the balance of power with the
United States. And we have come to the conclusion that this is the only way that we
can save ourselves, safeguard my country and the peace on the Korean peninsula as
well as the security in Northeast Asia.

If we did not have nuclear weapons, | think that you will easily guess that what my
country’s destiny had been. We saw before our eyes that so many countries actually

& CHOE Son Hui, President, Institute for American Studies (IFAS), Ministry of Foreign Affairs,
DPRK
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diminished by the nuclear threat by the United States. If they had the nuclear
deterrence, their destinies might have been different. So make no mistake, DPRK is
not going to repeat the same destiny that other nations had, that were actually yielded
to the U.S. nuclear pressure and came out with poor destiny. And we are not going to
trace the same destiny as other nations. So deterrence is the only way to defend
ourselves is nuclear weapons that we have on our hands. If we did not have these
nuclear weapons, | do not think there would have been my country by now. So we
will strengthen our nuclear capabilities and we will hold to the nuclear weapons as
long as the United States pursues hostile policy on the DPRK by trying to pressure
militarily on the DPRK and also try to suffocate the DPRK by so called “UN
sanctions” on the DPRK.

If the United States makes a right choice by deciding to abandon hostile policy and
decides or makes a choice to co-exist with the nuclear-armed DPRK, then | think
there will be a way out for the United States, otherwise we are not going to give up
nuclear weapons and on the contrary, we will strengthen our nuclear weapons because
this is the only way that can preserve peace on the Korean peninsula and avoid,
prevent a possible war on the Korean peninsula. | think with each day the world is
recognizing the significance and the points DPRK is making with regards to these
nuclear weapons as deterrence to prevent war on the Korean peninsula. I am not going
to repeat all the crazy utterances by Donald Trump with regard to DPRK. My nation
is such a small nation, and we you are faced with this kind of statements by so-called
President of this superpower in the world, like ‘fire and fury’, ‘locked and loaded’ and
‘calm before storm’, all these words are aimed at threatening the DPRK. So because
we have nuclear weapons in our hands, so we are not threatened and we are very safe.
So we will hold to these nuclear weapons as long as this kind of hostile policies by the
U.S. Administration continue. | think this is my response to my previous presenters.

[KHLOPKOV] Thank you for your comment. But before | will give the floor to the
commentators, Madam, | would like to have a question of clarification. You
mentioned “abandon hostile policy”. Can you elaborate a bit more on particular steps
the DPRK would expect from the U.S. side? What kind of issues, what kind of steps
you mean when you mention “abandon hostile policy”? So it is no joint exercises or
something else?

[CHOE] I think if we are to resolve this diplomatically and peacefully, that is very
necessary that we have the right atmosphere for such a kind of talks. We have, you
know, these threats coming out from Washington. You wake up with these tweets by
Trump talking about ‘fire and fury’ each morning. And I really do not think you are
willing to be at the table with the United States, who is up to strangle your country. So
what we need is the right atmosphere. We do not want any nuclear threats from the
United States. We want the United States to abandon its barbarous sanctions on the
DPRK. Of course, it has been an exercise, it has been practiced under name of the UN
sanctions, the UN Resolutions, but it has been led by the United States to suffocate
my country, so that they want to see my country collapse with these barbarous
sanctions on my country. So if the United States continues with these military and
nuclear threats on DPRK as well as these economic sanctions, we are not moving an
inch in this nuclear weapons area.

10
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[KHLOPKOV] Thank you for your comment. Now we have two commentators.
ITepBbrii  Ham  kommeHTatop —  mpodeccop  Kopeiickoli  HalmoHaIBHON
JlutuiomaTtraeckoi akageMun MUHUCTEpCTBa HHOCTpaHHBIX nen PecryOmmku Kopes,
B NPOILIOM — ['eHepasbHbI TUPEKTOP MO BOIPOCAM MOIUTUYECKOTO IMJIaHUPOBAHUS
MU/, noxrop Cun bem Yoit. [loxanyiicra.

[SHIN]” Thank you, Anton. And | also thank the Russian government for having me
at this wonderful event. For the last two days | have learnt a lot. | also thank all the
speakers for their wonderful presentations. Since | am the commentator, |1 promise
that 1 will be really frank, which means that | do not necessarily represent any view of
the Korean government. When | studied at the Georgetown University for my doctor
degree, my supervising professor always emphasized that you must understand the
three things to understand international relations: one is a fact, the other is a rule, then
there is a conclusion. Without those three you cannot be a good practitioner as a
government official or ever a good professor. So | will explain my position with this
kind of three steps. So the first one is the fact. My North Korean friends and sisters all
will say that North Korea cannot help developing a nuclear weapon because of the
United States hostile policy. Let me start with the explanation of the international
relations. Every country is hostile to the other, every country. Look at even the U.S. —
Russia relations. They are very hostile regarding Ukraine. And even Russia — China
relations - they are friendly, but in the Central Asia we can see some kind of a
competition. This is the reality of international relations. But on the other hand, we
have another aspect of international relations. That is friendship and cooperation. So
we always define international relations by competition and cooperation. Hostility and
friendship. North Korea always emphasizes the U.S. hostile policy, but here is the fact
that for the last 10 years the United States and Korea never used force on the North
Korean territory. On the other side, North Korea in the year of 2010 attacked the
Korean territory and killed innocent Korean people, civilians. Who is more hostile? |
do not want to blame North Koreans for doing this, because | want to explain the
nature of international relations and political dynamics of Northeast Asia. My North
Korean friend always emphasizes the UN sanctions. This is true, but remember, every
UN sanction comes out after every North Korea’s missile test and nuclear test. And
those kind of bad words from the President Trump come only after North Korea’s
missile test and nuclear test. | don’t want to defend it, but anyway, that is the truth.

To build the bright future, I think, we have to think about what is our rule, what is our
conventional wisdom. What is the rule in the international community regarding
nuclear weapons? What is that? It is the non-proliferation regime. That is that effort
that Russia, and my friend Anton working for this seminar, | believe that. The non-
proliferation regime does not come from one person’s idea. It is the common idea of
the international community and collective wisdom. My North Korean friend and
sister said that India and Pakistan have nuclear weapons, why not North Korea? But
yesterday I learned from former Chinese Ambassador saying that India and Pakistan’s
nuclear weapons do not make any contribution for the stability and peace of the
international community and neither does North Korea’s nuclear weapon. I support
this idea. Again, | do want to blame North Korea. I would like to say the third thing
and talk about what is the solution. This is my main idea. Let me first thank all the

" SHIN Beomcheol, Professor, Korea National Diplomatic Academy (KNDA); Fmr. Director-General
for Policy Planning, Ministry of Foreign Affairs (MOFA, 2013-2016), Republic of Korea
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participants from all the countries, all the specialists who are trying to make
contribution to non-proliferation and denuclearization of the Korean peninsula. |
appreciate the Russian government for holding this meeting and proceed with some
sort of effort for the denuclearization of the Korean peninsula. Of course, | have some
doubts why Russia is so hectic. My job is a security analyst, so | have to put every
concern, every doubt on every country’s behavior. However, I really thank Russia.
Why? Because the eventual solution in this matter is dialogue, discussion. So Russia’s
suggestion - | love it. But the program is how to restart and how to proceed. These are
the two major questions when we talk about the dialogue. So how do we start? Russia
said it is double-suspension, but North Korea opposed to that and the United States
opposed that.

But there is another opportunity. Since November, 1 until April 28, there is no major
military drill in the Korean peninsula. And if North Korea does not test nuclear
weapon, does not test missiles, there is de-facto nuclear suspension. Use this time for
the opportunity for a dialogue. Without any condition we can dialogue. How do we
proceed? There is a famous word by my North Korean friend “action by action” - on
the one hand, the denuclearization that is what we want, on the other hand, North
Korea’s security concern, economic concern and no hostile policy. So we can come
together in “action by action” and solve the problem. That is the answer.

My last point is, this is my sincere hope, please accept the South Korean
government’s proposal for dialogue. I am working for the former government, more
conservative, but this government has a really good intention, trying to improve inter-
Korean relations, decrease the tension and establish a peace regime, and then,
peaceful co-existence. Take this opportunity, | believe that this is the only opportunity
that will give a better world to the next generation. So this is the end. And | just want
to add one question. Since Director Choe mentioned the end of hostile policy. Is it a
starting point, a dialogue, or some kind of a condition of a North Korean action of the
denuclearization? Thank you.

[KHLOPKOV] Thank you, mister Shin. We will have time to react to your points
later, but to one of them I would like to react right now. | think it is a wrong
perception that the Russian government hosts this Conference. It is organized and
hosted by the Center for Energy and Security Studies, which is a non-governmental
think-tank. The Russian Foreign Ministry is one of the partners, the Russian Nuclear
State Corporation is one of the partners, but we also have aid from others, including
international organizations on board. So it is our responsibility. If you do not like
lunch, if the soup is too salty, it is us to be blamed for, not the Russian government.
Celiuac y Hac enie OJuH KOMMEHTATop, JOKTOp Tosopas, pyKoBOIUTEND Y IIpaBICHHUS
PETHOHANBHBIX MPOEKTOB B Gone «Pycckuil Mupy», nupekrop LlenTpa nccienoBanmii
Asun HWHcTtuTyTa SKOHOMHMKH Poccuiickoil akamemMun HayK. JITHHHBIA CIHCOK
I[OJ'I)KHOCTCﬁ JOKTOpa Tonopaﬂ MOKHO HOpOAO0JIKATh 10 OECKOHEUYHOCTH. Feopmﬁ
JlaBbITOBHY, TTOXKATyICTA.

[TOLORAYA]® Well, I will speak English. | have been doing Korean studies for 40
years and never in my memory | remember that kind of very tense situation. Well |

8 TOLORAYA Georgy, Chair, Regional Programs, “Russkiy Mir” Foundation; Director, Asian
Strategy Center, Institute of Economics, Russian Academy of Sciences (RAS), Russian Federation
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think why it happened, it is due to absence of both sides - of the DPRK and the U.S.,
sometimes assisted by South Korea, sometimes it is not, like right now. Probably if
we take recent decades if North Korea have stopped at the point of the first nuclear
test when they wanted to have nuclear deterrent and haven’t increased their missile
and nuclear potential at such a speed, probably then the situation would have been
calmer now. At least the U.S. President wouldn’t bt threatening almost daily to
destroy the country, there would be no encompassing sanctions, no economic
blockade. And at the same time the DPRK security would have been more or less
guaranteed.

On the other hand, I remember since 1989 | have been constantly talking to my
American and South Korean colleagues both officially and unofficially, telling them
please do not think that the DPRK would collapse or disappear by itself. And still |
have only heard during 25 years, you do not understand, this is a communist country,
we should follow the usual route of history, it will soon, maybe not tomorrow, maybe
not in a year, collapse. So the only thing we should do is to help it, do it in a soft
manner. And then the nuclear problem would be solved, so we will not need to make
any compromises. So the result of this U.S. policy - we can see now. | do not want to
blame the U.S. government for that, because the situation is broader. It is the all-
encompassing understanding of the situation by the United States establishment. And

I understand that it is very difficult for the U.S. to make a strategic decision to try not
only this pressure and isolation approach, but something else. Because diplomacy has
not been actually tried, what was tried is trying to make an agreement and then to
break it from the both sides. So now we are at the crucial point. We can continue like
that for some time more. | would not even exclude a limited conflict, a limited
military action, like U.S. strike on some North Korean object and North Korea
retaliating in a limited manner, not starting an encompassing war. And it would
happen any time in this situation, tomorrow, next month. But anyway, the sides will
have to come to the need to negotiate, to find a compromise. And unfortunately, |
believe that the bulk of this decision lies in Washington. And | think that Washington,
as a strong adversary, a stronger country, should make some wise strategic decision.

Therefore, I really liked Suzanne’s presentation, I can almost undersign all of it,
because compromise and negotiations at least would defuse the current crisis. And |
would like to stress the Russian-Chinese roadmap proposal. The most important part
out of three stages is number one, is to start talking and negotiate, freeze hostilities on
the both sides. We can talk for 20, 30 years, but it will be no war for that time, North
Korea would be obliged to stop its nuclear missile development, while the U.S. would
have to stop sanctions and pressure. | have been to North Korea last week. And | saw
a country, which is developing its economy and people’s life has really got better over
the last years. But | could clearly feel that the sanctions will undermine this process.
That the sanctions that we have now will soon take their toll, especially this winter.
Already in the northeastern areas there is no gasoline, because it is not delivered from
Russia. So | think this is not the right thing to treat the people of the country, even if it
is a hostile country. And it is important to start talking as soon as possible. So to
economize on my time | will end now. | am sure that the people on the both sides of
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the ocean, as well as in the capitals of the major six-party partners are wise enough to
avoid the worst case scenario and it is possible. The only thing we should do is just
start talking, maybe even at this conference. And then, | am sure, the worst will not
happen, and | am really sure that this can be achieved. Tomorrow the large group of
Korean experts from Russia, including myself, is going to Korea. So we would like to
prove by our own example that we do not believe in an immanent war. If we are
wrong, it means that our expertise was bad. But | hope it will not happen. Thank you.

[KHLOPKOV] Cnacu6o noktop Tosnopas. ¥ Hac ecth He Oosee 20 MHHYT YTOOBI
3a/1aTb KOPOTKHE BOIPOCHI, 1 YTOOBI TOTOM JaTh BO3MOXKHOCTB elie 15 MUHYT HalliM
Ma”HeJIMCTaM OTBCTb UJIK BBICTYIIUTH C KOMMCHTApPHUCM. Ho s Impomy BCEX YYaCTHHUKOB
coKycHpoBaThCs B IEPBYIO O4YepeAb Ha TOM, YTO JeiaTh. Llenblii psin odeHb
HHTCPCCHBIX HpeIUIO)KCHI/Iﬁ n OT HamMX JOKJIaJ4YUKOB, WM OT KOMMCHTAaTOPOB
HPO3BYYaJIH, IOITOMY JaBaiite choKycupyemcs 4to aenatb. Aamupan [ayap.

[GOWER]® Thank you. John Gower from the United Kingdom. | think | am safe in
saying that this maybe is the only source of the tension in the world that cannot be
directly attributed to the United Kingdom as centuries passed. | would offer three
things and one question, which | ask not to answer it, but perhaps to think about.
Firstly, not everything you do to reassure and to achieve deterrence should be done
every time. And so what is being done with the U.S. reassurance exercises may be
counterproductive and, perhaps not necessary to either reassure or to prove that the
U.S. has the capability. So perhaps the countries wishing to be assured should have a
quiet conversation to say: no this is not necessary, right now we remain assured. My
second point is that in the areas where we have dealt with very bad past events - the
Northern Island problem and indeed the end of apartheid in South Africa, - it is
necessary to talk to people that you have violent disagreements within the past and to
swallow some words that you have said in the past. So here is my question, and | do
not expect the answer, but I will pose it anyway. What words that have been said in
the past 45 months with the proponents be willing to swallow in order not to go to
war? Thank you.

[ZHEBIN]*® Cnacu6o. Xe6un, Ilentp kopeiickux wuccrnemoBanuii MHCTHTYTa
Hansaero Boctoka PAH. MHe kaxercs, 4TO OJHO W3 pElIEHUN MOrio Obl OBbITH
paszzieneHue pakeTHOW u snepHo mnporpamm. I[louemy? IlpoGnema amepuxano-
CEBEpOKOPEMCKUX OTHOILIEHMH Bcerna Obuia mpobiemoii Bepudukanuu. M3-3a sToro
CIIy4MJICS TIEPBBIN siIepHBINA Kpu3uc, korna MAI'ATD norpe®oBano HHCIEKIMH IBYX
JIOTIOJTHUTEIBHBIX OOBEKTOB U IIECTUCTOPOHHHUE NTEPETOBOPHI BCTAIH U3-3a MPOOJIEMBI
Bepuukanuu. PakeTHas npoOiema BepupuUIUpyeTCs HAIMOHAIbHBIMU CpPEACTBAMHU
KOHTPOJIS, M, MOITOMY, CaMyl0 CIOXHYIO IpoOiieMy B JH0OOM COTJAlllEeHUH C
Cesepnoit Kopeeit u BooOmie B J000M COTIAIIEHUH O Pa30PYKEHUIO MOTIH Obl
o0oiitu. M1 BTOpOWi MOMEHT TO YTO BOT Halll aMEpUKAHCKHUI KoJiera, s Jymaro, 4To
Hecly4yaiiHO ckasaja, 4urto mpobiema B ToM, uToObl CeBepnas Kopes mpekparuia
AJIepHbIE HUCIBITAaHWS M 3aMyCKH pakeT OOJbIION JalbHOCTH. S 1Iymaro, 4TO

® GOWER John, Rear Admiral, Director, Mimir Consulting Ltd; Fmr. Assistant Chief of Defence Staff
(Nuclear, Chemical, Biological, 2011-2014), Ministry of Defence, United Kingdom

10 ZHEBIN Alexandr, Director, Center for Korean Studies (CKS), Institute of Far Eastern Studies
(IFES), Russian Academy of Sciences (RAS), Russian Federation
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aMepUKaHIIbl [IOHUMAIOT, YTO MOJIHOCTHIO 3anpeTuTh CeBepHoil Kopee nMeTh pakeTsl
HEBO3MOXXHO. Hu ojHa cTpaHa B MHpe Ha 3TO HE COIVIACUTCs, M TeM Ooiee, BCe
COCEJHUE CTpaHbl MMEIOT pakeThl. BOT pasgeneHue, yTo KCTaTWU Ipeajaraid camu
aMEpUKAHCKUE CIIELUAIUCTBI, B TOM uucie cBsA3aHHble ¢ IleHraronom. Paspemuts
Cesepnoii Kopee, npusHath ee mpaBo Ha 3ayCKU CIIyTHHUKOB, ITOCKOJIBKY JIFOOOMY
CHELHUAINUCTY SICHO, 3TO 3aIyCK CIIyTHHMKA, BBIBOJ KaKOro-TO rpy3a Ha OpOHTY, J100
3TO UCIIBITAHNE MEKKOHTUHEHTAJIBHON OaNTUCTUYECKON paKkeThl. A B3aMEH MOJIyYUTh
BO3MOXHOCTb TO k€ MoiryanuBoe coryiacue CeBepHoil Kopen Ha 0Tka3 OT 3aIlyCKOB U
UCTIBITAHUN MEKKOHTHHEHTAIBHBIX OAIITMCTUYECKUX PAaKeT U 00Er0JI0BOK K HUM. BoT
TaKOM KOMIIPOMHCC, BO3MOKHO, C 3TOT0 KOMIIPOMHCCAa MOXKHO ObuIO Obl HauaTh. 1
ecnmu Obl OH 3aBEPIIWICS YCIEIIHO, TO TMEPEeUTH K Oojiee CIO0XKHBIM BOIPOCAM,
KOHEYHO, SEPHOI0 Ppa3opyKEHHs, IIOCKOJIbKY OHM HOTpeOyroT, Oe3yClIOBHO,
MHCIEKIMI Ha MECTax, a 3TO, Bbl 3HAETE, CAMbIil CKOpee CII0KHBIIN BOIPOC.

[KITANO]* Thank you very much. My name is Mitsuru Kitano, |1 am a Japanese
Ambassador in Vienna. | have a question to be addressed to experts from Russia and
the United States. | appreciate what Professir Shin said and | believe there are two
things to be discussed. One is how to start and the other is a hot war to be unpursued.
As it has been highlighted in our discussion, from our standpoint, the main goal to be
pursued is denuclearization of the Korean peninsula together with peaceful co-
existence. So | would like to ask two experts, one from Russia and the other is from
the United States. The Russian expert mentioned about security and active
negotiations in Northeast Asia is to be pursued. And the U.S. expert mentioned about
we have to touch upon the issue of non-proliferation aspect. But | would like to ask
how do you think about denuclearization as final goal to be pursued? Thank you very
much.

[MIABUYEB]? Anexcanap Mnbuués, koncyabTant. Ho BOT Temeph JeHCTBUTENBHO
Ha IOJIHOM cepbe3e Osaropapro LleHTp sHepreTuku u 0€30MacHOCTH, €ro AUPEKTOpa
AHToHa XJlOmKOBa M BCEX TEX, KTO IpHEXal ClJa 3a TO, 4YTO MBI HMEEM
BO3MOKHOCTb BIIEPBBIC, IPU BCE NIPHU TOM, YTO SKCIEPTHI €34T K JApPYyr Jpyry,
TOBOPAT, 00CYX/Ial0T, HO Ha CaMOM JieJie IUIOIAA0K, U MO-HACTOSIIEMY CePbE3HbIX
00CyXJIeHUI BCe 3TO yXKe JaBHO HE MPOMCXOAUT. Bce 3T0 mpoucxoaur B KakOM-TO
BUPTYAJIbHOM IIPOCTPAHCTBE, € APYT APYyra HUKTO HE IIOHUMAET U HE CIBILIUT, HO
MBI, KaK BCEM YK€ SICHO, OKA3aJIUCh B TAKOM TOYKE IPOLECCA, TIE€ AAIBLIEC YXKE TOIBKO
Jopora B iponactb. OTHOCUTEIBHO TOTO, YTO AEIaTh.

Hy, Bo-mepBbIX, 3Ta KOH(pEPEHIHs A MEHs JMYHO eIle pa3 Koe-4To MpOsICHUIIA.
Cnacub6o npencrasurensm KHJIP, kotopsie npuexanu ctona. Crnacu0o BceM Apyrum,
KTO TOXE€ JTO CcHelaJl M, TIJaBHOE, BHEC CBOW BKJaA. AJbBTEpHAaTUBBI
MHOT'OCTOPOHHEMY MOJX0Ay HeT. [Ipu BceM yBakeHMH, U, KOHEYHO, HEOOXOIUMOCTH
nBycroponHux nuanoroB u KH/IP — CIIA, u mexkopeiickoro nuaigora ¥ MHOTHX
apyrux. Ho MHorocroponHemy mnoxaxony Her anbrepHaTuBbl. Ilouemy? Kax

1 KITANO Mitsuru, Permanent Representative, Ambassador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary of
Japan to the International Organizations in Vienna

2 ILITCHEV Alexander, Senior Consultant, United Nations Office of Counter— Terrorism; Fmr.
Principal Adviser to the Personal Envoy of the U.N. Secretary—General for the Korean Peninsula
(2003-2005), Russian Federation
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BBISICHUJIOCh, HM OJIHA CTpaHa HE MOXET PEIIUTh B OJMHOYKY Ha JABYCTOPOHHEH
OCHOBE pa3Hble POOJIEMbI, KOTOPbIE COILIUCH BOSJAMHO B 3TOM TOUKE 3€MHOT0 MIapa.
Y Hac ectb ocHOBa. [Ipu BceM CKeNnTULM3ME B OTHOLICHUM IIECTUCTOPOHHUX
neperoBopoB. 10 CoBmecTHoe 3asiBienue 2005 roga. HukTo HUYero jiyyime He
MIPEITOKHUIL

Hpyroe nmeno, kak ObUIO CcKa3aHO, WMIUIEMEHTAllMs, peajlu3anus JTOH
JIoToBOpeHHOCTH. Hano cienats BBIBOIBI, M3BJICYb YPOKH U JIBUTAThCs Aainbiie. Yero
He xBaTtaeT? Bot ceituac KH/IP emie pa3 4yeTko cka3ajia, 4TO UX BOJIHYET, YTO UM
HY)XHO. BmecTo TOro, 4ro0bl OTMETaTh 3TO, KaK ATO OBLIO paHbIle, NMPUKICHBATH
SAPJABIKK U T.J. HY’)KHO MPOCTO CEPhE3HO K ATOMY OTHECTUCh. Jlanbiie. Y HaAc ecTh
JnBycTopoHHsAsT uHunuaruBa Poccun n Kutas. Yero He xBaraer? He xBaraer Toro,
yTOOBl «HAPACTUTH MsACO». lloka HET Kakoro-to OQUIMAIBHOTO UANIOra, HYKHO
naTépke B TMEpPBYI0 OdYepedb, TEM CTpaHAM-y4YaCTHHIIAM IIIECTUCTOPOHHUX
MIEPETOBOPOB HE CTECHATHCS HeoHIMaabHO paboTarh IPYr ¢ APYroM, YTO MOYKHO
KOHKPETHO, CyOCTaHTHBHO B 3TY KapTy 100aBIsATh, J0pabaThiBaTh U JOTOBAPUBATHCS,
C TeM, 4TOOBl B pE3yJIbTaTe WM YK€ B paMKax O(DHUIMAIBHOTO MEPErOBOPHOTO
nporecca, Bkmodaromero KHJIP, wimum HeoduiumanpbHOro M 3/1€Ch HEOIEHUMBI
COBEPIIEHHO YCHJIMSI, KOTOPbIC MPEANPUHUMAET OpPTaHHu3alvs rocrnoxu Jlemamkuo,
KOTOpPOH HET TMPOCTO 3aMEHbl. OJTO TPOCTO OECIEHHO — COXpaHATh JTHU
Heo(pUIMATIbHBIC KaHAIBI OOIICHMS, TIEPEroBOpPOB, 0OMeHa MbICIsIME. [loHnMaeTe, ¢
TeM, 4TOObI B pe3ylbTaTe€ BCEr0 JSTOTO Ha CTOJE TMOSBUJIICS TaKOW MaKeT
Pa3HOCTOPOHHUX TPEUIOKCHHM, KOTOPBIH OBl MO-HACTOSIIEMY ObUI Obl MHTEPECEH
KH/JIP u otBewan Obl uHTEpecaM M OOECIIOKOEGHHOCTSM JPYTUX YYaCTHHUKOB
[IEPErOBOPOB, B MIEPBYIO 0Uepeab cTpaH pernoHa. Cracuo.

[BUNN]® So in the spirit of the usual Russian view of ‘step by step’ it seems to me
that the most urgent thing is steps to reduce the risk of inadvertent stumbling into
conflict right now. And | wonder if there are potential arrangements could be made
that could reduce that risk, whether it is arrangements on incidents at sea, some
arrangements on fewer flights within some certain distances of the DMZ, whether it is
additional hotlines for communication, including between the militaries on each side.
It seems to me there is sort of immediate need for thinking through things that could
reduce the risk of stumbling into conflict.

[LEE]* Thank you, Anton. My name is Sang-hwa Lee, Director-General for North
Korean Nuclear Affairs in the RoK. When we have a mixed bag, when we have
negative forces and positive forces, the most urgent and important task is to minimize
risk and maximize opportunities. Let me present three priorities. First. | think the most
prominent positive factor we have is that we have at the Korean government, the
current Korean government is one of the most forthcoming government to dialogue
and engagement. As many previous speakers have stressed, when we have no reliable
and effective channel of communication, it is a greater risk of inadvertent the
escalation of tensions. So | think the ball is in the court of North Korea. Let me stress
our offer, that sincere offer that our President presented on July, 17 for reinstalling the

13 BUNN Matthew, Professor of Practice, John F. Kennedy School of Government, Harvard University,
United States

14 |EE Sang-hwa, Director-General for North Korean Nuclear Affairs, Ministry of Foreign Affairs;
Fmr. Assistant to the U.N. Secretary General (2007-2014), Republic of Korea
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military-military dialogue and reunion of separated families. Second. The most
important thing at the moment is to manage the situation in a stable manner.

As Dr. Suzanne Dimaggio mentioned, we need cooling down, the time-out period.
When we look ahead down the road, we have some important occasions and
roadmaps. One of the most important things is President Trump is making his first
tour in the region. So we need to make best out of it, utilizing every possible occasion.
When political situation is in standstill, we need to utilize humanitarian or a sport
event, because in many times those occasions can serve as a good catalyst. So
between the U.S. and the DPRK you may consider making use of a detainee issue.
And last point is we have a very important sport event in February next year. The
Korean government is trying its best to make PyeongChang Winter Olympics and
Paralympics as games of peace, which will help cease tension and create a favorable
environment for inter-Korean dialogue and cooperation. Thank you.

[KHLOPKOV] Cnacu6o. IToco:s JIu, Ha MO# B3IJIsA/, OUY€Hb BaXKHbIH TE3UC KOTOPBIiA
TaK)Ke paHee 3/1eCh 3By4all B OTHOLIEHUU auaniora. OnsTh ke, (haHTazupys, HaBEpHOE,
ecniu Oyner uHTepec B 00eMX CTONMLAX IpuexaTth B MOCKBY Kak Hay4HO-
uccleoBarenbckas opranusanus LleHTp sHepreTuku u 0€30MacHOCTH TOTOBA CBOKO
IUIOINAAKY HpefocTaBuTh. Ho, 11 3TOro BakHO, YTOOBI 00€ CTOPOHBI, BKIIIOYAs
Pecny6onuky Kopes, Obu TOTOBBI B JBYCTOpOHHEM (hopMaTe TOBOPUTH IO BCEM
BonpocaM. Ilocon Jlu, Bl MHe HamOMHWIM O TOM, YTO MHE HYKHO BEpHYThCS K
OJIHOI U3 MOMETOK, KOTOPYIO 5 C/Aeal BO BpeMsl BbICTYyIIeHUs aokropa llluHa, uto
CIIA npoTuB IpeKpalleHUs COBMECTHBIX Y4YeHHUH B peruone. Jlius MeHs 3TO He
aprymest, 3710 ke coBMmecTHble yueHus HOxnoit Kopeu m CIIA. Onu He moryt
IIPOJOJKATHCA, TOTOMY YTO OJIHA CTOPOHA HacTauBaeT. Eciin 0/1Ha U3 CTOPOH CKaXeT,
YTO HAJI0 OCTAHOBUTHCS, TO 3TOro OydeT JOCTATOYHO Il TOro, YTOOBI y4YEHHS
npekpatuiauch. [103ToMy 3TOT apryMeHT, 4TO aMepHKaHIbl IPOTUB IPEKpAIICHHUS
YU€HUH, MOTOMY OHHU IpPOAOJLKaTcs, MHe He coBceM noHsATeH. Ecnu IOxnas Kopes
3aMHTEpEcOBaHa B OOCYKIEHUU BCErO CIEKTPa BOIPOCOB, TO 0€3yCIOBHO OTCHLIATH
JUISL pellleHus] Kakux-Inbo mpobiieM M3 Bcero cnekrpa B BammHrtoH Obuio Obl
HENpaBWIbHO. J[Ba MOCIEIHUX BOIPOCA, KOTOPBHIE €CTh BO3MOXKHOCTH 3aJaThb — 3TO
Amnrena Keiin u IpBug Cantopo.

[KANE]® I have a very quick intervention. Whenever | hear the representatives of
the DPRK speak, it is always a matter between the DPRK and the United States. |
mean, obviously, it is not only between those two countries. It is the message that
comes across is that you are not looking at what other countries to get involved and
my question to Madam Choe is it possible for the multilateral approach? And I am
saying that because it was discussed a lot through the last two days, the value of the
JCPOA and also the factor there are seven countries in that agreement and six of them
are very willing to hold on to it does guarantee the effect and the implementation of
the agreement. Is there any role for other countries in this the DPRK vs the United
States engagement?

15 KANE Angela, Senior Fellow, Vienna Center for Disarmament and Non-Proliferation (VCDNP);
Fmr. U.N. High Representative for Disarmament Affairs (2010-2015), Germany/Austria
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[SANTORO]*® Hi. David Santoro, Pacific Forum CSIS. I think that my question was
already partially asked so | want to rephrase it a little bit. | think in talking about
engagement we tend to focus on ultimate goals we are shooting for and immediate
things that we can do, but | want to challenge the panel to think in terms of medium-
term goals. Can we actually identify these goals, not necessarily where we want to
end up, but in the medium-term’s outcome that could be acceptable to all parties? And
if you could maybe elaborate a little bit on that. Thank you.

[KHLOPKOV] We cannot to give the very last opportunity to speak to Doctor Blix.
Please, Doctor Blix.

[BLIX]Y Thank you very much, Chairman. | fully agree with the proposals of
meetings, dialogue etc. But it occurred to me that the Ambassador of Korea said that
between November 1 and April 28 next year there will be no big military maneuvers.
But perhaps there my understanding of how it could be reached. North Korea would
not test any missile or weapon during this period if that is so then the U.S. would
suspend that military maneuver. That would be a start.

[KHLOPKOV] Thank you, Doctor Blix. Now all four panelists will have up to 5
minutes to react, respond to those points which have been made. It is up to you to
choose. We do not have too much time, so please, try to identify those ideas, which
you believe can work. And we will start in reverse order, so | invite Madam Choe to
speak first and Suzanne Dimaggio will be next. Madam, please, those questions that
you would like to react to.

[CHOE] So I think the multilateral engagement is a very important element in settling
issues and we are not excluding these multilateral efforts in trying to resolve the
nuclear issue on the Korean peninsula. And I think there will be the time when we
look at other countries to get engaged in multilateral format to settle the nuclear issue
on the Korean peninsula. But as for now | really do not think there will be much roles
to be played by other countries rather than the United States, because at present we
are not threatened by other countries. And direct military and nuclear threats are
coming from the United States. And it is the United States, who is aimed at strangling
my country and trying to bring down the DPRK. So at present we have to face the
reality and we have to settle the problem with the United States. What do you think
the other countries can do maybe in the sanctions area? Maybe other countries can
play some role? As the United States not to go ahead with such a kind of barbaric
sanctions on the DPRK. I think that kind of roles are very much welcomed. But as for
military and nuclear threat, we are actually having it from the United States and not
other countries.

So why not other countries ask the United States to abandon the hostile policy on the
DPRK? So maybe these joint efforts, this kind of demands from other countries rather
than from the DPRK alone, can make a role in persuading and making the United
States make the right solution. So, of course, we do welcome other countries to join us

16 SANTORO David, Director and Senior Fellow for Nuclear Policy, Pacific Forum CSIS,
France/United States

17 BLIX Hans, Member of the CTBTO Group of Eminent Persons (GEM); Fmr. Minister of Foreign
Affairs (1978-1979); Fmr. IAEA Director General (1981-1997), Sweden
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in asking the United States to abandon its hostile policy on the DPRK. And as of now
I think many of people are taking about six-party talks and also the Joint Statement of
September 19, 2005.

I think if you look at the documents and also the statements made by the Ministry of
Foreign Affairs, you will find out that the position on six-party talks released by the
Ministry of Foreign Affairs, it says, they did it at April 12 as far as | remember, that
we then regarded the six-party talks as ineffective anymore and we want to first of all
settle the issue with the United States. And at present as long as we see a hostile
policy and nuclear threat by the United States, we are not going into six-party format.
And we are not committed to the
September 19 Joint Statement, which asks the DPRK the denuclearize the Korean
peninsula, because we are under the constant nuclear threat by the United States and
we have to have nuclear weapons to deter the U.S. attacks on the DPRK. And we
believe more than ever at present that the nuclear weapons are the only reliable means
to deter the U.S. nuclear threat and attack on the DPRK and without that we cannot
deter those threats and attacks from the United States. And | want to briefly refer to
your comment from South Korea.

| heard what you said, if I am not correct, correct me, you do not see any hostile
policy coming out from the Trump administration. | want to ask you. How much more
hostile words you have to hear from Trump and you characterize that as hostile policy
on the DPRK? So | do not know who is your teacher, but this is ineligible fact and
these are the statements made by so-called President of the United States, so we
cannot ignore this kind of statements and when | hear many people worry about
miscalculation by our Supreme leadership, I think that our Supreme leadership is wise
enough to identify as to whether this is what it means, all these statements coming
from the U.S. at the top level. So do not worry about that miscalculation. But | think
that our supreme leadership has a full will to treat the United States in its own way. So
that is my response.

[DIMAGGIO] Thanks to all the panelists and participants, | have learnt a great deal
from your comments, from the commentators as well. | have got three questions and |
will run through them very quickly because | know that we are short of time. So the
gentleman here asked what words we would be willing to swallow in order not to go
to war. Again | think this is where we could learn from the experience with Iran
during those quiet talks and of course, the rhetoric between the U.S., between
Washington and Tehran, was just as harsh, just as escalatory. But | think that during
these quiet discussions that happened in Amman, in Geneva, in New York, both
Americans and Iranians managed to come to better understanding of each other. We
had a panel earlier today on sanctions and | think the general feeling was that these
were not sanctions alone that brought Iranians to the table - it was specifically during
these talks the U.S. officials were able to convey authoritatively to the Iranian
counterparts that regime change was no longer a strategic objective of the United
States. We need to do the same thing with the North Koreans.

Also we indicated an agreement for the Iranians to maintain the uranium enrichment

program on their soil under heavy monitoring and verification, of course, but these are
the sorts of ways we can communicate these things and that is why | am a big
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advocate for initial bilateral talks. And then of course to move on to multilateral talks,
which are very much needed. And getting to that question, I would think our North
Korean colleagues would welcome the multilateral framework, because as we’ve now
seen, with this historic nuclear deal with Iranians, which is working by the way. It is
the international community, our European partners, our Chinese colleagues, Russian
colleagues that are saving this deal from blowing up. So | think that would be
reassurance to our North Korean friends of why multilateral framework would mean
so much.

And the question about satellites. I am going to give my personal view here it is
certainly not my government’s view. But I think this is an area where we should be
open for some negotiation. Of course, under strict monitoring again, | think this could
be a big benefit for us to get monitors back on the ground in North Korea. And we
should look for ways to create proposals to address this topic. The question on what is
the final goal. I think for the United States at this point of time, there is no question
that any American official that comes to the table has to come with the mission that
denuclearization is the final goal. And as | said earlier, we should not abandon it. But
at this stage we must be realistic and set it aside, but not abandon it. And we cannot
set a time frame of when this main goal will happen. If we enter the talks with North
Korean colleagues declaring it as an endgoal but not specifying what the timing would
be, I think that is the way to get the talks started.

Someone asked about how to reduce the risk of inadvertent conflict, there is
immediate need for this. |1 wish we could just jump to the process that we had with the
Iranians, when the foreign minister Kerry and foreign minister Zarif had each other
cellphone numbers and they were able to call each other. And my understanding is
that they called each other quite frequently. If you remember there was an incident in
the Persian Gulf, when the U.S. sailors went stray a bit and were captured by the
Iranian Navy. And that was resolved so quickly because of that immediate
connection. Could we get to the point where foreign minister Ri Yong-ho and
Secretary of State Tillerson have each other cellphone numbers? I hope so. But in the
meantime we need to have our intermediate steps, establishment of some hot line,
upgrade of the New York channel. Let us think creatively how we could do that.
Someone mentioned the utility of sports exchanges, people-to-people exchanges. The
fact is now we are in a very unfortunate situation where there is a travel ban on the
U.S. citizens going to North Korea. And understandably given what happened to Mr.
Otto Warmbier and that tragedy, but | am personally against this ban. I was in North
Korea, it was my third visit just earlier this year, | would like to return. I know there
are a lot of humanitarian workers | would like to have access and people-to-people
exchanges, academics. So | am hoping that would get back on track. On this
connection | would urge my North Korean colleagues to release the remaining three
American prisoners being held in Pyongyang immediately. And if that is not possible,
in the near future, at very least please allow them consular visits. As many of you
know we do not have an embassy in Pyongyang and our Swedish friends are
protecting power, so they should have access to the Americans that are being held
there. So | would say in the interest of helping to reestablish the possibility for
Americans to travel to North Korea. Please do that as a humanitarian gesture. Plain
and simple. Please, do that.
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In terms of medium-terms goals | think | was asked over here, maybe this is a
medium-term goal, | would like to see it as a short-term goal, and that would be an
establishment of intersections. A U.S. intersection in Pyongyang, North Korean
intersection in Washington. That would be another way to tackle this problem of how
to have a channel to avoid miscalculation and inadvertent conflict. These are the
things that can be done creatively right away or in a medium-term. And | also mention
a few other things that we should be discussing that | would put on the medium-term
timeline. The most urgent for me is some clarification on how the North Koreans see
non-proliferation, what assurances they can provide not only eo us, but our allies in
the region and the international community as a whole of what they are willing to do
to make sure we feel reassured that they will not transfer weapons, fissile material and
so forth. So these are my suggestions.

[KHLOPKOV] Thank you, Suzanne. Doctor Guo.

[GUO] I will try to address two questions. The first question is about satellite launch.
Besides the nuclear issue my another interest is space cooperation. It is our official
position, we support the UN Resolution. But personally | think we should encourage
space cooperation on the issue to discuss the further possibility of allowing the DPRK
to launch a satellite. This is just my personal opinion. And second | want to talk more
about the denuclearization of the Korean peninsula. Actually the denuclearization of
the peninsula is also a controversial topic in China, because the target of North
Korea’s nuclear arsenal is America just as Ms. Choe suggested yesterday. China is so
concerned about it. Recently | have read a lot about the Korean history, which was
published in the 1960s and the 1970s under the guidance of the former leader of the
DPRK Kim Il-sung. And | have read some of his books. | am not quite familiar with
what he had experienced in the past decades. | found that General Kim Il-sung is a
very great leader, a far-seeing person. When | was a kid, Chinese kids admired the
DPRK very much. They were much richer than us. They could eat apples. Their films,
movies, were very popular at the time in China. We also admired his thoughts. For
example, he respected intellectuals. During Cultural revolution, we stupidly criticized
and exiled these intellectuals, but North Korea respected intellectuals. At the founding
of the DPRK, there are just dozens of college students graduates. But under the rule of
Kim Il-sung there was 1.2 million intellectuals. He said: with 1.2 million intellectuals
we can create all kinds of miracles. Yes, this is very important. And on the nuclear
issue | also think that Kim Il-sung was very far-seeing. He promoted the initiative of
the nuclear weapon free-zone on the Korean peninsula. | think he considered the
interest of the offsprings, not only himself. Now North Korea has conducted six tests.
And after the September 3 test, there is another earthquake we heard on September
23. | am really afraid of the potential danger of radioactive leakage. | think this is for
the interests not only for the neighbors but for the people. For the offsprings, because
the Korean people have been living on the peninsula for five thousand years and have
been helping neighbors for five thousand years. Take care of your own kid. Your
grandkid. And also take care of youe neighbors. That is also important.

[KHLOPKOV] Thank you, doctor Guo. One minute. And after that Ambassador
Burmistrov will have his 5 minutes.
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[CHOE] As for the comment by the Chinese | do not know his name, | will refrain
from making comments on each Chinese leaders, but | have to respond to his
comment. My leadership, our respected Supreme leader comrade Kim Jong-un is
equally wise and equally far-sighted. And he is leading our country in a very wise
way. And the entire Korean people and the entire Korean army are upholding his wise
leadership. And we believe him. And we believe in his leadership and | do believe
that my country and my people will emerge victorious under his wise leadership. So
this is my response. So | want you to be cautious when you talk about the leaders of
other countries.

[KHLOPKOV] Thank you, madam Choe. ITsate munyt, Oner HukonaeBunu.

[BURMISTROV] Mue TOXe MOKa3aluCcsi HHTEPECHBIM M BaXKHBIM BOIIPOCOM,
KOTOPBI 3ajan Hall SMOHCKUM KoJulera u3 BeHbl 0 ponu JeHykiIuapuszalud B
npouecc yperyiaupoBaHusa. Ha Ham B3, HWHHOBAIMs, KOTOPYIO IpEAJIararoT
poccuiickast U KHTaickasi CTOpoHa, roadmap, 10poKHOM KapThl, B TOM, YTO KOHEYHOU
LENbI0 YPEryJIUpPOBAaHUS SBISETCS KOMIUIEKCHOE pELICHHE BCEX BOIPOCOB Ha
MOJIyOCTPOBE C YUETOM CYIIECTBYIOIIUX MEXAY BCEMU CTpaHAMM, U KOHEUHas Lelb —
3TO CO3/1aHHE MEXaHHW3Ma Mupa U O€30MaCHOCTH B PETHOHE, I/ie OE30MaCHOCTD
Kaxaol  crpansl, Bkimouas KHJIP, Oymer rapaHTupoBaHa  MOJHOCTBIO.
Jlenykieapu3amusi — 3TO 4acTh MPOOJIEMBbl, OYCHb Ba)KHAs, HO YacTh Mpobiemblr. 1
pemiate ee, CTaBUTh €€ BO IJIaBy YIJla KaK KOHEYHYIO IIelib, METOJOJOTUYECKU
HEMpaBWIbHO. MHOTO JIET 3THM 3aHUMAaJIOCh MEKAYHAPOIHOE COOOIIECTBO, MBITASICH
pemuTh mpodiieMy JeHYKJIeapu3aluu B OTPBIBE OT JAPYrHX MPOOJIEM IMOIYyOCTPOBA.
Hu x wemy xopomemy 3To Hamia ujest 3akJIO4YaeTcsi B TOM, YTOObI pemiatb 3TH
BONpOCHl B KoOMIUIeKce. Kak MOKHO JOOUTbCS TMOJHOW U  BepUUIUPYEMOit
JEHYKJIeapu3alliid HE peNIMB Maccy JApyrux mnpobsem. A mpoOiema OOBIYHBIX
BOOPY)KEHUH B T.H. «IEMUIUTApPU30BAHHON 30HE», KOTOpas SBIAETCA CaMOU
MUJIMTAPU30BAaHHOW 30HOM B MHUpE, TJl€ JNECATKU ThICSY apTUIUIEPUH HAXOAMUTCS C
o0eux cTtopoH? A mpobGiiema NpoTHBOpakeTHOW oOopoHbl, Bkitoyas THAAD B
Oxnoit Kopee? PazBe 310 He Hyxkmaercss B pemeHuu? A mpobiiema YpOBHS
MHOCTPAaHHOTO BOEHHOIO TIPUCYTCTBHS B peruoHe? CrpaTernyeckas aBHaLMs
aMepUKaHCKasi, IOCTOSHHOE MPUCYTCTBUE aBUAHOCHBIX Ipyln B perrone. Kak xe Mbl
XOTUM peIIUTh MpodiieMy ACHYyKJIeapu3allld, €clId IOCTaBUTh €€ BO IJIaBe YIIa,
OCTaBHMB BCE€ OCTAJIbHBIE ACMEKTHI, BKItOUass cankuuu nporuB KH/IP, octaButs uToO,
ornenbHo? Her, TONBKO B KOMIUIEKCE M B paMKax MEXKIYHapOJIHOTO
[IECTUCTOPOHHETO (’KENaTeNIbHO IIECTUCTOPOHHET0) IIpolecca MOXKHO PElIUTh
npobieMy W co3/1aTh TapaHTUU O€30MacCHOCTH paBHBIE Ui BCEX, M, BKIJIOYas,
0e3ycilioBHO,  mpolOiieMy  JACHYKJIeapu3alldd  BCEro  IMOJIyOCTpPOBA. Bor
METO0JIOTUYECKH 3TO 0UY€Hb BAKHO MOHUMAaTh. He Hy)XKHO OTpbIBaTh O/IHY NMpodsieMy
OT IpYyrod M pemarb B OTAEIBHOCTH. TOJNBKO B KOMILJIEKCE. A HaUMHATh C MPOCTHIX
BElIeH, 0 KOTOPBIX LI peub. Y CIIOKOUTHCS U J1aTh AUAJIOTy MOpadoTaTh, a MOTOM BCE
OCTaJIbHOE.

[KHLOPKOV] I think it was a very useful, extraordinary discussion. We have not
resolved all the problems we face in the region. And I think we should be realistic that
it takes time. But the problem that we discuss does not have much time. It is late
evening, it is time to be back to our families. But before I will announce that the
conference is over...
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S xoren Obl moOONAarogapuTh MAPTHEPOB, Oyarogapst KOTOPbIM KOH(pepeHuus
coctosiack: 310 Oduc OOH mo pazopyxkenuto, [lonroroBurenbHass KOMUCCHS 110
JloroBopy 0 BCeOOBEMITIONIEM 3amperieHuu saepHbix ucnbiTanuii, MUJl Poccun,
I'ockopriopamust «Pocarom» u AO «Texcuabakcropr»y, MU Hunepnanmos, MUJ]
Hopserun, ®enepanbubiii JlenapraMeHT 10 MeEXIyHapoAHbIM nenam llIBeinapuw,
MU ]I ®unnsaauu, ®oun ['opuakoBa, @onn D6epTta; komer o LleHTpy sHEpreTHKN
u OesomacHoct: [mutpus Konyxoma, Acto IllaBpoBy, Hanexny MacineHHHKOBY.
OcoOast 0narogapHOCTh HAIIUM BOJOHTEpaM. BOJBIIMHCTBO W3 HUX — CTYACHTHI
MUOU: Anekcannpa KamnkoBa, Mapus KonnakoBa, Anna Jlebenesa, CsetiiaHa
Jlsniuna, Amnacrtacusi Ileuénkuna, WMnbs CamOypckuii, Jlennc Cadukanos, FHOms
®omuna, Bapmapa Spoas. Taxxke Ham mnomorana cryaeHtka MIJIY Mapus
MsicaukoBa. OcoGas 6iarogapHOCTh epeBoAurnKkaM. be3 HuxX Mbl Obl MOHUMATU JPYT

Jpyra eIe Xyxe.
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