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  Note by the President of the Security Council 
 

 

 In paragraph 2 of resolution 2627 (2022), the Security Council requested the 

Panel of Experts established pursuant to resolution 1874 (2009) to provide a midterm 

report to the Council with its findings and recommendations. Accordingly, the 

President hereby circulates the report received from the Panel of Experts (see annex). 
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Annex 
 

  Letter dated 2 September 2022 from the Panel of Experts 
established pursuant to resolution 1874 (2009) addressed to the 

President of the Security Council  
 

 

 The Panel of Experts established pursuant to Security Council resolution 1874 

(2009) has the honour to transmit herewith, in accordance with paragraph 2 of Council 

resolution 2627 (2022), the midterm report on its work.  

 The report was provided to the Security Council Committee established 

pursuant to resolution 1718 (2006) on 3 August 2022 and was considered by the 

Committee on 26 August 2022.  

 The Panel would appreciate it if the present letter and the report were brought 

to the attention of the members of the Security Council and issued as a document of 

the Council.  

 

 

Panel of Experts established pursuant to  

Security Council resolution 1874 (2009) 
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Enclosure 
 

  Letter dated 3 August 2022 from the Panel of Experts established 
pursuant to resolution 1874 (2009) addressed to the Chair of the 

Security Council Committee established pursuant to resolution 
1718 (2006) 
 

 

 The Panel of Experts established pursuant to Security Council resolution 1874 

(2009) has the honour to transmit herewith, in accordance with paragraph 2 of Council 

resolution 2627 (2022), the midterm report on its work. 

 The Panel would appreciate it if the present letter and the report were brought 

to the attention of the members of the Security Council Committee established 

pursuant to resolution 1718 (2006). 

 

 

Panel of Experts established pursuant to 

Security Council resolution 1874 (2009) 
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 Summary 

 During the reporting period, the Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea made 

preparations at its nuclear test site, although it did not test a nuclear device. In the 

first half of 2022, the country continued the acceleration (which began in September 

2021) of its missile programmes, launching 31 missiles combining ballistic and 

guidance technologies, including six intercontinental ballistic missile (ICBM) tests 

and two missiles that it explicitly described as ballistic weapons, in open breach of 

United Nations sanctions. In addition, the Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea 

claimed to have advanced its development of ñtactical nuclear weaponsò. 

 Some relaxation of the countryôs blockade in response to the coronavirus disease 

(COVID-19) resulted in cross-border rail shipments early in 2022. However, a 

reported outbreak of COVID-19 in the country in April and May brought a renewal 

of the strict clampdown on cross-border movement. 

 Illicit imports of oil and exports of coal continued. Although new methodologies 

for oil imports were reported to the Panel of Experts, and new vessels investigated, 

in general the same entities, networks and vessels continued unhindered to evade 

sanctions using the same methodologies and in the same places. Obfuscation of 

ownership structures and the misuse of automatic identification systems (AIS) 

continued, and the Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea fleet continued to acquire 

vessels. 

 Investigations show that the countryôs cyberactivity continued, with two major 

hacks in 2022, at least one of them attributed to Democratic Peopleôs Republic of 

Korea actors, resulting in the theft of cryptoassets worth hundreds of millions of 

United States dollars. Other cyberactivity focusing on stealing information and more 

traditional means of obtaining information and materials of value to the countryôs 

prohibited programmes, including weapons of mass destruction, continued. 

 United Nations agencies report a continuing humanitarian crisis in the country, 

likely exacerbated by the COVID-19 outbreak. The extent of that crisis, and the 

relative part played in it by the effects of United Nations sanctions, is extremely 

challenging for all, including the Panel, to assess accurately. However, there can be 

little doubt that United Nations sanctions have unintentionally affected the 

humanitarian situation. 

 The Panel continues to be grateful to those Member States that constructively 

support the Panel in fulfilling its mandate and encourages those who might do more 

to do the same. 
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 I. Introduction  
 

 

1. In paragraph 2 of resolution 2627 (2022), the Security Council requested the 

Panel of Experts established pursuant to resolution 1874 (2009) to provide to the 

Security Council Committee established pursuant to resolution 1718 (2006) a 

midterm report with findings and recommendations. The present report covers the 

period from 29 January to 27 July 2022.  

 

 

 II. Recent activities related to the nuclear and ballistic 
missile programmes 
 

 

  Nuclear 
 

2. The Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea continued to develop its capability 

for the production of nuclear fissile materials at the Yongbyon site. The Panel 

observed that in March 2022 the country started re-excavation at the entrance to 

Tunnel 3 (also known as the South Portal) at the Punggye-ri nuclear test site and 

reconstructed support buildings dismantled in May 2018. The Director General of the 

International Atomic Energy Agency stated on 6 June 2022 that ñwe have observed 

indications that one of the adits has been reopened, possibly in preparation for a 

nuclear testò (see annex 1).  

3. The Political Bureau of the Central Committee of the Workersô Party of Korea 

announced in January 2022 that it would ñpromptly examine the issue of restarting 

all temporally-suspended activitiesò, implying a possible resumption of nuclear and 

intercontinental ballistic missile (ICBM) tests. Work at the Punggye-ri nuclear test 

site paves the way for additional nuclear tests for the development of nuclear 

weapons, as stated as an objective of the Eighth Congress of the Workersô Party of 

Korea in January 2021 (see annex 2).  

 

  Punggye-ri test site (see annex 3) 
 

4. The Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea has reopened its nuclear test 

infrastructure, including the test tunnel and supporting buildings (see figures IïIII), 

which were demolished in May 2018. The Panel has observed re-excavation activities 

around a secondary entrance to Tunnel 3, which appeared to be relatively intact even 

after the dismantlement process (see figure IV). Satellite imagery analysis showed 

increased numbers of vehicle tracks around this secondary entrance from 

mid-February 2022, followed by the construction of a new building adjacent to the 

entrance at the beginning of March. A pile of lumber, for possible use in the 

construction of the tunnel structure, was also detected around the same time.1 The 

Panel corroborated a think tankôs observation of a square structure, appearing to be a 

tunnel entrance, which became visible at the end of March.2 Piles of soil from the 

tunnel excavation around the entrance were observed at the same time.3  

5. In April and May 2022, intensive construction of support buildings near the new 

tunnel entrance and at the main administrative area was observed. Satellite imagery 

shows possible cables from the tunnel entrance to a probable compressor/pumphouse 

since the end of April. The Panel and several experts consulted by the Panel assess 

that the cables have several possible purposes, including ventilation, electricity and 

communication. According to a Member State, tests of nuclear triggering devices 

__________________ 

 1  Based on information provided by an outside expert consulted by the Panel. 

 2  See https://opennuclear.org/publication/developments-dprks-punggye-ri-nuclear-test-site-

december-2021. 

 3  See www.38north.org/2022/03/punggye-ri-nuclear-test-site-probably-spoil-at-the-south-portal.  

https://undocs.org/en/S/RES/2627(2022)
https://undocs.org/en/S/RES/1874(2009)
https://undocs.org/en/S/RES/1718(2006)
https://opennuclear.org/publication/developments-dprks-punggye-ri-nuclear-test-site-december-2021
https://opennuclear.org/publication/developments-dprks-punggye-ri-nuclear-test-site-december-2021
http://www.38north.org/2022/03/punggye-ri-nuclear-test-site-probably-spoil-at-the-south-portal
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have been detected, although the Panel has been unable to identify the test dates and 

locations. As of early June, two Member States assessed that the preparation for 

nuclear tests was at a final stage.  

6. Panel analysis corroborated reports of road construction activities near Tunnel 4 

(also known as the West Portal) in the middle of June 2022.4  

 

  Figure I 

  Punggye-ri nuclear test area (Tunnel 3, 41Á16ǋ35ǌN 129Á05ǋ18ǌE) 
 

 

 

Source: Google Earth Pro, 12 October 2018. 
 

 

  Figure II 

  Close-up of portals and main administrative area (41Á16ǋ41ǌN 129Á05ǋ16ǌE) 
 

 

 

Source: Google Earth Pro, 12 October 2018. 
 

 

__________________ 

 4  See https://beyondparallel.csis.org/new-activity-at-punggye-ri-tunnel-no-4.  

https://beyondparallel.csis.org/new-activity-at-punggye-ri-tunnel-no-4


S/2022/668 
 

 

22-12274 8/370 

 

  Figure III 

  Previous (May 2018) and recent images of Tunnel 3 (41Á16ǋ35ǌN 129Á05ǋ18ǌE) 
 

 

 

Source: Planet Labs, 31 May 2018 and 17 May 2022. 
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  Figure IV 

  Demolition of Tunnel 3 on 24 May 2018 (41Á16ǋ35ǌN 129Á05ǋ18ǌE) 
 

 

 

Source: Planet Labs, 19 May 2018 and 31 May 2018; and Sky News. 
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  Yongbyon site 
 

7. No significant activities have been observed by the Panel at the light water 

reactor site, although two new buildings have been constructed in the area south of 

the reactor since March 2022. The purpose of the buildings is unknown (see annex 4).5  

8. A Member State assessed that the 5 MW(e) reactor has continued to operate. 

Satellite imagery showed continuing discharge of cooling water from the reactor since 

July 2021.6 Vehicles, including a blue truck which is likely a carbon dioxide tanker, 

have been observed around the reactor (see annex 5).  

9. According to a Member State, continuous removal of construction materials 

from the 50 MW(e) site has been observed. Satellite imagery from April to July 2022 

showed the removal of a roof from one of the reactor buildings. A think tank reported 

construction ñconnecting the secondary cooling loop of the 50 MW(e) reactorò in 

May 2022.7 The Panel corroborated this activity, although additional monitoring is 

needed to assess its purpose (see annex 6).  

10. Imagery observed by the Panel showed vehicle activity at the radiochemical 

laboratory since March 2022. The Director General of the International Atomic 

Energy Agency stated on 6 June 2022 that there had been indications of activity at the 

laboratory consistent with waste treatment or maintenance activities.8 The Panel also 

observed sporadic smoke from the thermal plant, although its significance remains 

unclear (see annex 7).9  

11. The construction activity adjacent to the Yongbyon centrifuge enrichment 

facility appears to be completed.10 Plumes of steam at the uranium dioxide production 

building were observed from April to May 2022, probably indicating continuous 

production of nuclear fissile materials (see annex 8).  

 

  Pyongsan uranium mine and concentration plant 
 

12. The mine and the plant remain operational. The Panel observed the expansion 

of piles of tailings at one of the mines and solid waste in the tailings pond located to 

the south of the concentration plant. Regular railcar activity at the plant has been 

observed (see annex 9).  

 

  Other sites 
 

13. The Panel has observed continuous vehicle activity around Kangson,11  an 

alleged clandestine uranium enrichment facility, but no other significant activity has 

been detected there (see annex 10). The Panel observed continuous excavation 

activities in two valleys approximately 3 km west and 3 km south of the main storage 

area at Yongdoktong, believed to be involved in the Democratic Peopleôs Republic of 

Korea nuclear weaponization programme, including as a nuclear weapons storage 

facility (see annex 11).12  

 

__________________ 

 5  S/2022/132, para. 3 and annex 3. 

 6  Ibid., para. 4 and annex 4. 

 7  See www.armscontrolwonk.com/archive/1215802/new-construction-at-yongbyon.  

 8  An external expert consulted by the Panel agreed that the activities were possibly relevant to 

waste treatment and maintenance, and that it was unlikely that reprocessing activities were under 

way in March 2022. 

 9  S/2021/777, para. 5 and annex 5. 

 10  S/2022/132, para. 7 and annex 7. 

 11  S/2021/777, para. 9 and annex 10. 

 12  Ibid., para. 10 and annex 11, and S/2022/132, para. 12 and annex 11. 

https://undocs.org/en/S/2022/132
http://www.armscontrolwonk.com/archive/1215802/new-construction-at-yongbyon
https://undocs.org/en/S/2021/777
https://undocs.org/en/S/2022/132
https://undocs.org/en/S/2021/777
https://undocs.org/en/S/2022/132
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  Intangible transfer of technology and activities of Democratic Peopleôs 

Republic of Korea universities 
 

14. The Panel has continued its investigation of the intangible transfer of technology 

involving scientists of the Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea in particular fields 

of activity covered by paragraph 11 of resolution 2321 (2016). A Member State 

informed the Panel that there were students from the Democratic Peopleôs Republic 

of Korea studying abroad who send information back to the country by order of 

military organizations and governmental departments responsible for science, 

technology and the economy.  

15. The Panel continued to investigate academic exchanges between Pyongyang 

University of Science and Technology and foreign universities.13  The Panel sent 

enquiries to the seven foreign universities and research institutes to which the 

Pyongyang University of Science and Technology has sent Ph.D., Masters and joint 

studies students since 2016. The research of two students at a university in the United 

Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, scheduled to complete their doctoral 

degrees in 2023ï2024, fell ñwithin the provisions of medical researchò. Two Ph.D. 

students at a Swedish university finished their life science research courses in 2019 

and 2020, respectively. Regarding students at two Chinese universities and a research 

institute, China replied that ñChina performs strict control over the courses for the 

[Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea] students studying in China, and takes 

necessary measures to ensure that the sensitive areas and information prohibited by 

the resolutions are untouchedò (see annex 12). The Panel awaits responses from the 

remaining institutions.  

16. The Panel investigated possible technical exchanges between Kim Chaek 

University of Technology and International Global Systems (M) Sdn. Bhd. and 

International Golden Services Sdn. Bhd. in Kuala Lumpur, which appeared to have 

been front companies of Pan Systems Pte. Ltd. (also known as Glocom).14 Malaysia 

stated that these companies ceased operation in July 2011 and February 2014 and 

were dissolved in January 2019 and June 2018, respectively. It also explained that 

ñMalaysian authorities have no information on any possible technical exchange 

between [Kim Chaek University of Technology] and [the companies], which is related 

to [Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea] nuclear programmeò, and confirmed that 

ñthere is no [Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea] national currently living/ 

working in Malaysiaò. The Panel awaits further information regarding the Democratic 

Peopleôs Republic of Korea nationals who worked for these companies (see para. 108, 

under Embargoes).  

 

  Ballistic missiles 
 

17. The ballistic missile (BM) programme has continued to accelerate since the 

beginning of 2022,15,16 attaining an unprecedented intensity, diversity and operational 

capability in terms of both the BM tests themselves and the Democratic Peopleôs 

Republic of Korea communication strategy about them (see figures VïXVIII and 

table 1).  

 

__________________ 

 13  S/2022/132, para. 14 and annexes 13ï16. 

 14  Ibid., para. 15 and annex 17. 

 15  Previously reported up to 17 January (S/2022/132, para. 17). 

 16  Two experts are of the view that there is insufficient evidence to determine the nature of and the 

technology used for the projectiles launched by the Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea 

mentioned in this paragraph. 

https://undocs.org/en/S/RES/2321(2016)
https://undocs.org/en/S/2022/132
https://undocs.org/en/S/2022/132
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  Figure V 

  Launches of ballistic missiles or missiles combining ballistic and guidance 

technology from 5 May 2019 to 27 July 202217 
 

 

 

Source: The Panel. 
 

 

18. The two most important recent developments, also emphasized by the Democratic 

Peopleôs Republic of Korea, are the rapid and observable acceleration of the ICBM 

__________________ 

 17  Since 2018, 86 per cent of ballistic missiles (BMs) tested used solid propellant engines and 14 per 

cent used liquid propellants. Of these, 82 per cent were short-range ballistic missiles (SRBM), 

4 per cent submarine-launched ballistic missiles (SLBM), 5 per cent medium-range ballistic 

missiles/intermediate-range ballistic missiles and 8 per cent intercontinental ballistic missiles 

(ICBM). Some 90 per cent of all liquid propellant BMs were launched in 2022. 



 
S/2022/668 

 

13/370 22-12274 

 

programme18  and a claimed new involvement of the short-range ballistic missile 

(SRBM) programme19 in the development of tactical nuclear operational capabilities.  

19. This trend is fully consistent with the strategic momentum of the Democratic 

Peopleôs Republic of Korea weapons programmes outlined in Kim Jong Unôs address 

to the Eighth Congress of the Workersô Party of Korea in January 202120 and with the 

communication strategy demonstrated in events such as the military parade on 

25 April 2022 (see para. 22 and figures VIIïXVIII), as well as the coverage of the 

ICBM test launch on 24 March (see table 1 and annex 17). 

20. Based on information from several Member States, the Panel has identified the 

following specific operational and technological achievements: 

 (a) Optimization of operational readiness of both solid- and liquid-propelled 

missile systems (S/2022/132, paras. 19 and 25 and annexes 20 and 21), through: 

 (i)  Use of liquid propellant ñampoulesò or solid propellant engines in ballistic 

missile boosters (see annexes 14, 15 and 18, and S/2022/132, paras. 23 and 24 

and annexes 22 and 24); 

 (ii)  Increase in the diversification, mobility and resilience of missile systems 

using wheeled, tracked and railway transporter erector launcher (TEL) systems, 

as well as submarines (see annexes 14 and 20, and S/2022/132, paras. 19, 20 

and 22 and annexes 20ï24); 

 (iii)  Improvements in the efficiency of liquid propellant engines such as that 

derived from the RD-250;21,22 

 (b)  Innovations, including testing of new delivery systems such as the super-

large ICBM Hwasong-17 (see annexes 16, 16.1 and 17), whose larger warhead 

suggests an operational objective of deploying multiple re-entry vehicles (MRV, or 

multiple independent re-entry vehicles (MIRV)).23 The ñhypersonic glide vehiclesò 

and a manoeuvrable re-entry vehicle (MaRV), using ballistic missile boosters, require 

mastery of the sciences and technology of materials, miniaturization, signal 

transmission and guidance systems.24 Such mastery is required for the new SRBMs 

(see annex 14) and the new ñclose-range BMò (see annexes 18 and 20); 

__________________ 

 18  See annex 13.1, table 1. 

 19  See annex 13.2, table 1; and Voice of Korea, 17 April 2022: ñThe new-type tactical guided 

weapon system developed under the special concern of the Party Central Committee is of great 

significance in radically increasing the fire striking power of the long-range artillery units on the 

front and strengthening the effectiveness of tactical nuclear operation of the [Democratic 

Peopleôs Republic of Korea] and diversification of the firepower taskò. 

 20  See annex 13.3. The five strategic military goals are gradually being achieved (S/2022/132, 

para. 18). 

 21  The RD-250 is used in the intermediate-range ballistic missile Hwasong-12 (see annex 15) and 

the hypersonic missile Hwasong-8, as well as in the ICBMs Hwasong-14, Hwasong-15 and likely 

the Hwasong-17 (see annexes 16, 17, 19 and 21, and S/2022/132, para. 20, figures IVïVII and 

annexes 20, 22 and 24). 

 22  According to a Member State, which corroborated the Panelôs analysis since 2017 (S/2022/132, 

figure V and annex 10, S/2021/211, annex 10, and S/2018/171, paras. 14 and 15), the RD-250 

liquid propellant engine was exhibited at the ñSelf-Defence 2021ò exhibition. This engine was 

publicly revealed in static tests at the Sohae satellite launch centre in 2016/2017 and flight-tested 

as a half engine (40 tonne thrust) with a single nozzle in the Hwasong-12 and Hwasong-14. The 

engine was also employed as an 80 tonne thrust engine with dual nozzles in the ICBM 

Hwasong-15. The new Hwasong-17 uses a pair of RD-250 engines with four nozzles to provide 

the thrust required to launch a missile weighing more than 110 tonnes. 

 23  S/2021/211, annex 10. 

 24  Potentially through the intangible transfer of technology. For the Panelôs most recent reporting, 

see S/2022/132, paras. 13, 19, 20 and 22 and annexes 22 and 24. 

https://undocs.org/en/S/2022/132
https://undocs.org/en/S/2022/132
https://undocs.org/en/S/2022/132
https://undocs.org/en/S/2022/132
https://undocs.org/en/S/2022/132
https://undocs.org/en/S/2022/132
https://undocs.org/en/S/2021/211
https://undocs.org/en/S/2018/171
https://undocs.org/en/S/2021/211
https://undocs.org/en/S/2022/132
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 (c)  Improved coherence of the Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea 

comprehensive deterrence, demonstrated by the reported testing of the launch and 

command-control systems of a reconnaissance satellite, whose capabilities could 

contribute to the countryôs early warning and optical reconnaissance capabilities, and 

the digitization of ground mapping for updated missile guidance systems (see 

annexes 15, 16 and 16.1).25 

21. The Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea communications strategy regarding 

its deterrence and weapons of mass destruction programmes has been deliberate and 

assertive. The country has revealed its new capabilities in action, claiming (falsely) 

on 25 March 2022 the successful full-capacity launch of the super-large ICBM 

Hwasong-17 (see annexes 16 and 17 and table 1, and S/2022/132, figure IV) and 

demonstrating the ñhypersonic glide vehicleò Hwasong-8 (S/2022/132, para. 24 and 

figure VI). The strategy has indirectly revealed new infrastructure dedicated to the 

programme at the Sil-li BM programme facility (see annex 17, and S/2020/840, 

para. 16) and directly highlighted the new satellite control centre of the United 

Nations-designated National Aerospace Development Administration (KPe.029) (see 

annexes 16, 17 and 23.1). 

 

__________________ 

 25  S/2022/132, paras. 20, 24 and 25 and previous Panel reports. 

https://undocs.org/en/S/2022/132
https://undocs.org/en/S/2022/132
https://undocs.org/en/S/2020/840
https://undocs.org/en/S/2022/132
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  Figure VI  

  Ballistic missile test launches on 27 and 30 January, 27 February, 5, 16 and 

24 March and 16 April 2022. After the latter date, the Democratic Peopleôs 

Republic of Korea did not release any statements or photographs on the 

following six BM tests from 4 May to 5 June 2022.26  
 

 

 

Source: Korean Central Television, 28 January 2022 (full broadcast, available at 

https://kcnawatch.org/kctv-archive/61f3f259b844b); Korean Central Television, 31 January 

2022 (8 p.m. bulletin, available at https://kcnawatch.org/kctv-archive/61f7e740a9bbf); 

https://kcnawatch.org/newstream/1646039170-769328268/nada-academy-of-defence-science-

conduct-important-test-for-developing-reconnaissance-satellite; and Korean Central 

Television, 25 March 2022 (available at https://kcnawatch.org/kctv-archive/623dc62b7e18e).  

__________________ 

 26  The Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea has been shown on some previous launch occasions 

to modify or falsify photographic images, presumably for propaganda purposes. 

https://kcnawatch.org/kctv-archive/61f3f259b844b
https://kcnawatch.org/kctv-archive/61f7e740a9bbf
https://kcnawatch.org/newstream/1646039170-769328268/nada-academy-of-defence-science-conduct-important-test-for-developing-reconnaissance-satellite
https://kcnawatch.org/newstream/1646039170-769328268/nada-academy-of-defence-science-conduct-important-test-for-developing-reconnaissance-satellite
https://kcnawatch.org/kctv-archive/623dc62b7e18e
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22. The military parade on 25 April 2022, marking the ninetieth anniversary of the 

Korean Peopleôs Army, was carefully designed to display the full range of BM 

systems numbered in a way suggesting that they were currently deployed in 

operational units.27 With the exception of a new submarine-launched ballistic missile 

(SLBM) (the largest yet) of the Pukguksong series, all displayed weapons systems 

had been tested previously.  

 

  Figure VII 

  Activity at the replica Kim Il Sung Square garage area, Pyongyang, where 

parade training took place, revealing the movements of large military vehicles 

from 17 to 24 April 2022. Black marks from large trucks and TELs were 

observed around the area on 17 April 2022, especially between the railway 

station, the warehouses and the training area 

  (39Á01ǋ10ǌN 125Á51ǋ26ǌE).  
 

 

 

Source: Planet Labs, 17 April 2022, 0156 UTC, and 23 April 2022, 0153 UTC. 
 

 

23. The ICBM Hwasong-17 (see figure VIII) presented at the military parade on 

25 April 2022 was unveiled at the military parade on 10 October 2020, presented at 

the ñSelf-Defence 2021ò missile exhibition on 11 October 2021 and declared tested 

on 24 March 2022 by the Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea.28 According to 

several Member States, the ICBM tests resumed on 27 February 2022, with an initial 

Hwasong-17 test launch, followed by four subsequent likely ICBM Hwasong-17 tests, 

on 5 March, 16 March (failed), 4 May and 25 May. The ñHwasong-17ò claimed to 

have been tested on 24 March was likely an upgraded Hwasong-15. 

__________________ 

 27  See annex 23.2. 

 28  There is some doubt about the nature of the test on that date; the analysis demonstrates that the 

Korean Central Television footage of the ICBM launch on 24 March, reportedly that of a ñHwasong-

17ò, actually incorporated footage from the failed ICBM launch of 16 March (see annex 17). 
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  Figure VIII 

  ICBM Hwasong-17 presented at the military parade on 25 April 2022 

(39Á01ǋ12ǌN 125Á45ǋ07ǌE)29 
 

 

 

Source: https://kcnawatch.org/kctv-archive/6267f67924e38 and https://kcnawatch.org/kctv-

archive/6267f63d3465c.30  
 

 

  

__________________ 

 29  See annex 23.2.1. 

 30  The same sources were used for figures VIIIïXVIII. 

https://kcnawatch.org/kctv-archive/6267f67924e38
https://kcnawatch.org/kctv-archive/6267f63d3465c
https://kcnawatch.org/kctv-archive/6267f63d3465c
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  Figure IX 

  ICBM Hwasong-15 presented at the military parade on 25 April 202231 It was 

declared tested on 29 November 2017, presented at the ñSelf-Defence 2021ò 

exhibition on 11 October 2021 and at the military parade on 10 October 2020 

and unveiled beforehand at the military parade on 8 February 2018. 
 

 

 

 

  

__________________ 

 31  See annex 23.2.2. 
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  Figure X 

  Medium-range ballistic missile Hwasong-8 with possible hypersonic glide vehicle, 

presented at the military parade on 25 April 2022.32 It was declared tested on 28 

September 2021 and displayed at the ñSelf-Defence 2021ò exhibition on 11 October 2021. 
 

 

 

 

  

__________________ 

 32  See annex 23.2.3. 
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  Figure XI 

  Medium-range ballistic missile with possible MaRV presented at the military parade on 

25 April 2022.33 According to several Member States, its two previous possible test 

launches were on 5 and 11 January 2022, when it was declared tested as a ñhypersonic 

missile weapon systemò. It had previously been unveiled at the ñSelf-Defence 2021ò 

exhibition on 11 October 2021.  
 

 

 

 

  

__________________ 

 33  See annex 23.2.4. 
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  Figure XII 

  Modified KN-23 SRBM presented at the military parade on 25 April 2022. According to 

several Member States, two of its most recent possible test launches were on 25 May 

and 5 June 2022. It was unveiled at the military parade on 14 January 2021, was 

declared tested on 25 March 2021 as ñnew-type tactical guided missilesò and was 

presented at the ñSelf-Defence 2021ò exhibition on 11 October 2021. 
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  Figure XIII 

  SRBM KN-24 presented at the military parade on 25 April 2022. According to several 

Member States, two of its most recent possible test launches were on 17 January and 

5 June 2022. It was declared tested on 10 August 2019 and 21 March 2020 as a ñnew 

weaponò and ña tactical guided weaponò, and presented at the ñSelf-Defence 2021ò 

exhibition on 11 October 2021 and at the military parades on 10 October 2020 and 

14 January 2021. 
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  Figure XIV 

  SRBM KN-23 presented at the military parade on 25 April 2022. According to several 

Member States, three of its most recent possible test launches were on 14 and 27 January 

and 5 June 2022. It was declared tested on 4 May 2019 as ña tactical guided weaponò and 

presented at the military parades on 10 October 2020 and 14 January 2021 and at the 

ñSelf-Defence 2021ò exhibition on 11 October 2021.34 
 

 

 

 

  

__________________ 

 34  According to several Member States, this SRBM system shares a number of design and 

performance capabilities with the Iskander system (S/2020/151, annexes 58 and 59). 

https://undocs.org/en/S/2020/151
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  Figure XV 

  Small SRBM presented at the military parade on 25 April 2022. According to several 

Member States, two of its most recent possible test launches were on 16 April and 

5 June 2022. It was probably derived from the SRBMs KN-23 and KN-24 and resembled 

the new small SLBM presented at the ñSelf-Defence 2021ò exhibition on 11 October 

2021 (see figure XVII). It was declared tested on 16 April 2022 as a ñnew-type tactical 

guided weapon é developed in order to enhance the effectiveness of tactical 

nuclear operationò. 
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  Figure XVI 

  New largest solid-fuel BM, likely an SLBM (possibly ñPukguksong-6ò), presented at 

the military parade on 25 April 2022. It was probably derived from the SLBM 

Pukguksong-5 presented at the ñSelf-Defence 2021ò exhibition on 11 October 2021. 
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  Figure XVII 

  New small solid-fuel BM, likely an SLBM, presented at the military parade on 

25 April 2022. It was probably derived from SRBMs KN-23 and KN-24 (see figure 

XV). According to several Member States, two of its most recent possible test launches 

were on 9 October 2021 and 7 May 2022, when it was declared tested as ña new-type 

of submarine-launched ballistic missileò. It was unveiled at the ñSelf-Defence 2021ò 

exhibition on 11 October 2021.  
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  Figure XVIII 

  SRBM KN-25 presented at the military parade on 25 April 2022. According to several 

Member States, two of its most recent possible test launches were on 12 May and 5 June 

2022. Declared tested on 24 August 2019 as ña super-large multiple rocket launcherò, it 

was presented at the military parades on 10 October 2020 and 14 January 2021 and at 

the ñSelf-Defence 2021ò exhibition on 11 October 2021.  
 

 

 

 

24. Additional technical details on the 16 BM tests from 27 January to 27 July 2022 

are contained in the annexes. These tests involved 6 ICBMs (1 of which failed on 
16 March) (see annexes 16, 17, 19 and 21), 1 intermediate-range ballistic missile (see 
annex 15), 1 new small SLBM (see annex 20) and 17 SRBMs (see annexes 14, 18 and 
22), demonstrating extreme intensification of the BM programme to date in 2022 (see 
table 1 and annex 23.1). The Panel reported on BM test launches between 

15 September 2021 and 17 January 2022 in its previous report.35 

25. In addition, the Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea has continued to adapt 

its industrial production infrastructure such as the Sinpo south shipyard.36  

__________________ 

 35  S/2022/132, annexes 21ï24. 

 36  Activity in industry and bases linked to the BM programme: Sinpo south shipyard (40Á01ǋ20ǌN 

128Á09ǋ47ǌE), FebruaryïJune 2022. See annex 20. 

https://undocs.org/en/S/2022/132
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Table 1 

Summary of launches of BMs or missiles combining ballistic and guidance technology with liquid and solid fuel propellant engines 

by the Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea as at 27 July 2022 (see annex 23.1, table 23, for additional details)  
 

 

Tests 

(all) in 
the year 

Tests solid/ 

liquid 
since 2018 

Tests solid/ 

liquid in 
the year 

Date and 

time 
(local) Reported type 

Number 

of 
missiles 

Reported launch 

location 

Reported 

distance 
travelled (km) 

Reported 

apogee (km) Remark 

Korean Central News 

Agency classificationa 

           
17 28 8 2022 ï Solid fuel BMs fired between 

2019 and 5 June 2022 

63      

    ï In 2022 to date 22      

 10 9 2022 ï Liquid fuel BMs fired between 

2019 and 25 May 2022  

10      

    ï In 2022 to date 

(3 intermediate-range ballistic 

missiles and 6 ICBM) 

9       

5th 23rd 3rd 27 Jan. 

2022, 

0800 and 

0805 

ï SRBM (KN-23) 

ï With a solid propellant 

engine 

ï 4-axle wheeled TEL 

2 From the area of 

Hamhung, at 

39Á48ǋ45ǌN 

127Á39ǋ50ǌE 

190 20 ï Level of operational 

testing 

ñSurface to surface 

tactical guided 

missileòb ï Time between 

launches: 5 minutes 

ï Very depressed 

trajectory 

6th 4th 3rd 30 Jan. 

2022, 

0752 

ï Intermediate-range ballistic 

missile Hwasong-12 

ï With a liquid propellant 

engine 

ï 6-axle wheeled TEL 

1 From the same 

launch pad as for 

the Hwasong-14 

launch on 28 July 

2017, Muphyong-

ri, in Jonchon 

County, at 

40Á36ǋ41ǌN 

126Á25ǋ33ǌ E 

800 or 

790 

2 000 ï Lofted orbit and the 

longest flight of 

BMs since 2017 

Test fire of 

Hwasong-12-type 

ground-to-ground 

intermediate- and 

long-range BM heldc 
ï In the stage of 

practical use and 

production (Korea 

Central News Agency, 

31 Jan. 2022) 

7th 5th 4th 27 Feb. 

2022, 

0752 or 

0751 

ï New ICBM, likely 

Hwasong-17 

ï With a liquid propellant 

engine 

ï Likely 11-axle wheeled TEL 

1 From the 

Pyongyang Sunan 

International 

Airport area, at 

39Á13ǋ17ǌN 

125Á40ǋ17ǌE 

300 or 

320 

600 or 

620 

ï Lofted trajectory  

ï Only Korea Central 

News Agencyôs image 

taken from the 

launcher. Probably the 

intent was to test the 

functions of a 

reconnaissance 

satellite. However, 

delivery rockets for 

satellite launches use 

the same technologies 

as for a BM launchd 

ñ[National Aerospace 

Development 

Agency] and 

Academy of Defence 

Science conducted an 

important test 

Sunday under the 

plan of developing a 

reconnaissance 

satelliteòe 
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Tests 

(all) in 
the year 

Tests solid/ 

liquid 
since 2018 

Tests solid/ 

liquid in 
the year 

Date and 

time 
(local) Reported type 

Number 

of 
missiles 

Reported launch 

location 

Reported 

distance 
travelled (km) 

Reported 

apogee (km) Remark 

Korean Central News 

Agency classificationa 

           
8th 6th 5th 5 Mar. 

2022, 

0852 or 

0847 

ï New ICBM, likely Hwasong-

17 

ï With a liquid propellant 

engine 

ï Likely 11-axle wheeled TEL 

1 From the 

Pyongyang Sunan 

International 

Airport area, at 

39Á13ǋ17ǌN 

125Á40ǋ18ǌE 

270 or 

300 

560 or 550 ï Lofted trajectory  Another important 

test for developing 

reconnaissance 

satellitef 

ï No Korea Central 

News Agency image, 

and same purpose as 

the test launch on 

28 February 

9th 7th 6th 16 Mar. 

2022, 

0930 

ï New ICBM Hwasong-17 

ï With a liquid propellant 

engine 

ï 11-axle wheeled TEL 

1 From the 

Pyongyang Sunan 

International 

Airport area, at 

39Á11ǋ18ǌN 

125Á40ǋ00ǌE 

Failed Failed ï This ICBM test 

launch failed and 

exploded at an 

altitude of less than 

20 km 

No statement or 

information from the 

Democratic Peopleôs 

Republic of Korea 

(first occurrence of 

no statement in 

2022) 
ï The so called 

ñSil-li Ballistic 

Missile Support 

Facilityò 

(39Á10ǋ54ǌN 

125Á39ǋ49ǌE 

(S/2020/840 

para. 16)) is 

clearly presented 

as involved in 

BM programme 

support 

ï The BM tested on 

16 March 2022 is 

the ICBM Hwasong-

17 that was 

presented by Korea 

Central Television 

on 25 March as the 

ICBM tested on 

24 March 

ï ï ï 20 Mar. 

2022, 

720g 

      No statement  

10th 8th 7th 24 Mar. 

2022, 

1434 

ï ICBM, possibly modified 

Hwasong-15 but designated 

by the Democratic Peopleôs 

Republic of Korea as the 

Hwasong-17 

ï With a liquid propellant engine 

ï Likely 9 or 11-axle wheeled 

TEL 

1 From the 

Pyongyang Sunan 

International 

Airport area, at 

39Á11ǋ19ǌN 

125Á40ǋ01ǌE  

1 080 or 

1100 

6 200 or 

6 000 

The data recorded and 

analysed are 

considered the most 

consistent to date, 

with the ability of the 

ICBM to travel over 

15,000 km. However, 

it is assessed to be a 

modified Hwasong-15 

ñHwasongpho-17, a 

new type of 

intercontinental 

ballistic missile of 

the [Democratic 

Peopleôs Republic of 

Korea] strategic 

forcesòh 

11th 24th 4th 16 Apr. 

2022, 

New SRBM derived from 

KN-23 and KN-24 but smaller 

and identified as a ground-

based version of the new, 

2 From the Majon 

beach near the 

residence of Kim 

Jong Un at 

110 25 ï The first time the 

Democratic Peopleôs 

Republic of Korea 

has presented an 

ñNew-type tactical 

guided weapon é 

strengthening the 

effectiveness of 

https://undocs.org/en/S/2020/840
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Tests 

(all) in 
the year 

Tests solid/ 

liquid 
since 2018 

Tests solid/ 

liquid in 
the year 

Date and 

time 
(local) Reported type 

Number 

of 
missiles 

Reported launch 

location 

Reported 

distance 
travelled (km) 

Reported 

apogee (km) Remark 

Korean Central News 

Agency classificationa 

           1750 and 

1811 

small SLBM launched on 

19 October 2022 

ï Quadruple canister mounted 

on a small 3-axle wheeled 

TEL 

Chakto-dong, the 

same as for the 

SRBM test 

launches on 

27 January 2022 

and 10 August 

2019, at 

39Á48ǋ45ǌN 

127Á39ǋ50ǌE 

SRBM as a tactical 

nuclear weapon 

delivery system 

tactical nuclear 

operationòi 

ï Maximum speed: 

Mach 4 

ï Flight time: 60 

seconds 

ï Time between 

launches: 21 minutes 

ï Probably a level of 

operational testing 

12th 9th 8th 4 May 

2022, 

1203 or 

1202 

ï ICBM, possibly Hwasong-15 

or Hwasong-17 

ï With a liquid propellant 

engine 

1 From the 

Pyongyang Sunan 

International 

Airport area, at 

39Á13ǋ14ǌN 

125Á39ǋ55ǌE 

470 or 

500 

780 or 

800 

ï Maximum speed: 

about Mach 11, 

around 13,600 km/h, 

21 minute flight 

No statement or 

information from the 

Democratic Peopleôs 

Republic of Korea 

(second time in 

2022) 
ï Launched below its 

full capacity and on a 

standard rather than 

lofted trajectory 

13th 25th 5th 7 May 

2022, 

1407 or 

1406 

ï New SLBM/SRBM derived 

from KN-23 or KN-24 

ï Similar to the new small 

SLBM tested on 19 October 

2021 and presented at the 

military events 

1 From a submarine 

or a submersible 

test stand barge in 

the sea at large 

off the coast of 

Sinpo 

600 60 or 50 ï Less than 18 minute 

flight 

No statement or 

information from the 

Democratic Peopleôs 

Republic of Korea 

(third time in 2022) 

ï Irregular trajectory 

ï Possibly launched 

from the ñ8.24 

Yongung SSBAò 

ï Third SLBM test 

since 2018 

14th 26th 6th. 12 May 

2022, 

1829 or 

1828 

ï SRBM, probably the KN-25 

(super-large multiple rocket 

launcher) 

3 From the 

Pyongyang Sunan 

International 

Airport area 

360 or 

350 

90 or 100 ï Maximum speed: 

Mach 5 

No statement or 

information from the 

Democratic Peopleôs 

Republic of Korea 

(fourth time in 2022) 

ï Level of operational 

testing 

ï Time between 

launches: almost 

simultaneous 

ï Possible depressed 

trajectory needs to 

be confirmed 
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Tests 

(all) in 
the year 

Tests solid/ 

liquid 
since 2018 

Tests solid/ 

liquid in 
the year 

Date and 

time 
(local) Reported type 

Number 

of 
missiles 

Reported launch 

location 

Reported 

distance 
travelled (km) 

Reported 

apogee (km) Remark 

Korean Central News 

Agency classificationa 

           
15th 10th 9th. 25 May 

2022, 

0600 or 

0559 

ï ICBM, possibly Hwasong-17 

ï With a liquid propellant 

engine. 

1j  From the 

Pyongyang Sunan 

International 

Airport area, at 

39Á13ǋ14ǌN 

125Á39ǋ55ǌE 

360 or 

300 

540 or 

550 

ï First time that a 

liquid and a solid 

propellant BM are 

simultaneously 

launched 

No statement or 

information from the 

Democratic Peopleôs 

Republic of Korea 

(fifth time in 2022) 

ï Possible test to 

evaluate the 

operational 

combination 

16th 27th 7th 25 May 

2022, 

0637 and 

0642 

ï SRBM, likely new modified 

KN-23 

2 From the 

Pyongyang Sunan 

International 

Airport area, 

towards the east 

and splashdown 

unknown

/760 or 

750 

20 and 

60 or 50 

1 vanished because of 

suspect failure or 

irregular flight with 

possible depressed 

trajectory  

No statement or 

information from the 

Democratic Peopleôs 

Republic of Korea 

(sixth time in 2022) 

17th 28th 8th 5 June 

2022, 

0906, 

0910, 

0915, 

0924, 

0930 and 

0941 

ï SRBM, 4 different SRBM 

types (probably KN-23, KN-

24, KN-25 and new modified 

KN-23): 2 of the 8 missiles 

flew a short distance and at 

an extremely low altitude 

(time and flight data must be 

confirmed) 

4 x 2 From 4 different 

locations from the 

west coast to the 

east coast (from 

Sunan, Kaechon 

(39Á45ǋ11ǌN 

125Á54ǋ02ǌE), 

Dongchang-ri and 

Hamhung) 

towards the east 

and splashdown 

110 to 

670 

25 to 90 ï Maximum speed from 

Mach 3 to Mach 6 

No statement or 

information from the 

Democratic Peopleôs 

Republic of Korea 

(seventh time in 

2022) 

ï First time so many 

different missiles 

and ranges are 

combined at the 

same time 

ï Possible operational 

training to fire 

SRBMs of different 

ranges and strike 

capabilities using 

the tactics of the 

former Soviet Union 

 

 a For additional information regarding this column and others, see annex 23.1. 

 b Rodong Sinmun, 28 January 2022. 

 c Korean Central News Agency and Rodong Sinmun, 31 January 2022. 

 d For example, technologies for the separation of multi-stage propelling devices, attitude control and guidance control. According to Member States, the space programme 

could also serve the improvement of Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea ICBM capabilities. See annex 23.1, row for 27 February 2022. 

 e Rodong Sinmun, 28 February 2022. 

 f Korean Central News Agency and Rodong Sinmun, 6 March 2022. 

 g According to a Member State, multiple-launch rocket system (MLRS) with solid propellant engine, 4 rockets launched within 1 hour from South Pyongan Province area 

towards the west coast. According to NK News (20 March 2022), these were possible KN-09 (240 mm, 300 mm) multiple-launch rocket systems. 

 h Korean Central News Agency, 25 March 2022. 

 i Voice of Korea, 17 April 2022. 

 j See annex 21. 
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 III. Sectoral and maritime sanctions37 
 

 

  Oil imports 
 

  Refined petroleum products 
 

26. By 27 July 2022, 8.15 per cent of the permitted annual cap volume of 500,000 

barrels38 of refined petroleum products had been officially reported by one Member 

State to the Security Council Committee established pursuant to resolution 1718 

(2006) (see table 2).  

 

  Table 2 

  Declared deliveries to the Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea of refined oil 

products, JanuaryïApril 2022 

(Number of barrels)  
 

 

 

Source: www.un.org/securitycouncil/sanctions/1718/supply-sale-or-transfer-of-all-refined-petroleum 

and the Panel. 
 

 

27. A Member State has provided satellite imagery of 16 Democratic Peopleôs 

Republic of Korea-registered tankers making 27 deliveries of refined oil products to 

Nampo oil facilities between January and April 2022. This Member State estimates that 

as much as 458,898 barrels of refined petroleum products may have been delivered to 

Nampo by 30 April (see table 3), based on a maximum cargo capacity of 90 per cent of 

each vesselôs deadweight tonnage (see annex 24).  

 

__________________ 

 37  All information, including vessel-associated information such as flag and ownership, contained 

in this section and its accompanying annexes is relevant as of July 2022. All dates are recorded 

in Eastern Time (EST), local time or Coordinated Universal Time (UTC), based on the 

originating data source. Redactions are marked in black boxes. 

 38  Security Council resolution 2397 (2017), para. 5. 

https://undocs.org/en/S/RES/1718(2006)
https://undocs.org/en/S/RES/1718(2006)
http://www.un.org/securitycouncil/sanctions/1718/supply-sale-or-transfer-of-all-refined-petroleum
https://undocs.org/en/S/RES/2397(2017)
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  Table 3 

  Estimates arising from observed deliveries of refined oil products, Nampo, JanuaryïApril 

2022 (in barrels) 
 

 

 

Source: Member State, the Panel.  

Abbreviation: DWT, deadweight tonnage. 
 

 

28. The Member Stateôs imagery indicates that several vessels apparently discharged 

their cargoes in Nampo, exited the lock gate and rapidly returned with a second cargo 

for discharge. The Pu Ryong discharged cargo on 3 March and again on 11 March; the 

Song Won discharged cargo on 3 March and again on 14 March. The Panel assesses that 

not all Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea tankers are forced into coronavirus 

disease (COVID-19)-related quarantine, and that ship-to-ship transfers to obtain the 

products may be taking place close to Nampo. 

29. The Panel is currently unable to distinguish between licit deliveries of refined 

petroleum products reported to the Committee and illicit deliveries. It is possible that 

some of the oil products delivered by the vessels pictured in annex 24 have been 

reported to the Committee.  

30. The Panel wrote to China,39 requesting the names, ownership and management 

details of the vessels involved in licit deliveries, as well as the ports and dates of loading 

and delivery.40 China responded that it informs the Committee of its exports of refined 

petroleum products, that Chinese enterprises do not carry out transactions with 

sanctioned entities and that it attaches importance to the privacy of trading parties 

involved in international trade. Annex 25 contains the full response of China.  

 

__________________ 

 39  S/2022/132, para. 35. 

 40  In paragraph 5 of its resolution 2397 (2017), the Security Council established the 500,000 barrel 

cap ñprovided that the Member State notifies the Committee every 30 days of the amount of such 

supply, sale, or transfer to the [Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea] of refined petroleum 

products along with information about all the parties to the transactionò. 

https://undocs.org/en/S/2022/132
https://undocs.org/en/S/RES/2397(2017)
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  Cargo ships reconfigured to expand refined oil imports 
 

31. While unreported deliveries of refined petroleum products have continued, fewer 

tankers have delivered oil to ports in the Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea 

compared with previous years.41 In spite of this downward trajectory, combined with 

ongoing quarantine restrictions, stringent surveillance measures by Member States and 

a reduction of trade due to the COVID-19 pandemic, refined petroleum prices in the 

country have remained relatively stable. 

32. One possible explanatory factor has come from preliminary information obtained 

from a Member State indicating that the Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea has 

outfitted some of its cargo ships illegally to transport oil products.  

33. According to the Member State, two methods have been used: 

 (a) Method 1: the cargo holds and ballast tanks have been reconfigured into 

multiple oil tanks with concrete installed in the bottom of the vessel to maintain the 

shipôs balance; 

 (b) Method 2: only the ballast tanks are used. The washed ballast tanks are 

loaded with oil products. Cargo is utilized to maintain the shipôs balance.  

34. The Panel is investigating this information. Such methodologies would allow for 

an expanded ability to procure refined petroleum, and would need to be taken into 

consideration when analysing figures usually confined to tanker deliveries (see 

paras. 27ï30 above). 

 

  Patterns of behaviour of suspect vessels  
 

  Korea Bay and Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea territorial waters as ship-to-ship 

transfer areas 
 

35. The exclusive economic zone (EEZ) of the Democratic Peopleôs Republic of 

Korea continues to be used for illicit ship-to-ship transfers with Democratic Peopleôs 

Republic of Korea tankers.42 Since December 2021, the Panel has also observed ship-

to-ship transfers between cargo ships around Chôo-do Island (ҵ), 50 km south-west 

of Nampo. Some of these ship-to-ship transfers occur in three-ship configurations. 

Vessels of different sizes were observed in these transfers, along with possible 

floating cranes43 used to transfer cargo. Most of these at-sea trans-shipments appear 

to occur to the west of Chôo-do Island, and many took place in May 2022 (see figure XIX 

and annex 26).  

 

  

__________________ 

 41  S/2022/132, paras. 33 and 34 and annex 31, and relevant annexes of previous Panel reports on 

the calculated amounts of licit and illicit refined petroleum imported by the Democratic Peopleôs 

Republic of Korea. 

 42  S/2022/132, paras. 40 and 41. 

 43  S/2020/840, para. 48, annex 26 and recommendation 9 feature the use of floating cranes. 

https://undocs.org/en/S/2022/132
https://undocs.org/en/S/2022/132
https://undocs.org/en/S/2020/840
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  Figure XIX 

  Satellite imagery of trans-shipment between cargo ships, February and May 2022  
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Source: Panel Labs, annotated by the Panel. 
 

 

36. The Panel notes that such cargo ship transfers in territorial waters of the 

Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea are a new sanctions evasion methodology, 

possibly in response to a number of factors, such as the need to avoid monitoring 

assets, the enforcement of COVID-19 regulations and vessel quarantine measures and 

the inability of many of the countryôs cargo vessels to enter foreign ports.  

 

  Other affected waters 
 

37. The Panel continued to track the activities of vessels associated with oil 

transfers to the Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea, including New Konk 

(International Maritime Organization (IMO) No. 9036387) and Unica (IMO 

No. 8514306).44  These ñdirect deliveryò vessels, a term used to describe 

non-Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea tankers that delivered refined petroleum 

at the countryôs ports before the COVID-19 pandemic, have continued to contravene 

Security Council resolutions.  

38. Member State photographs showed Unicaôs route in March 2022 to deliver 

refined petroleum destined for the Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea, sailing 

heavily laden while heading north and lightly laden on its return south (see figure XX).  

 

  

__________________ 

 44  S/2022/132, paras. 42ï73 and annexes 35ï48, S/2021/777, S/2021/211, S/2020/840 and 

S/2020/840/Corr.1 and S/2020/151. 

https://undocs.org/en/S/2022/132
https://undocs.org/en/S/2021/777
https://undocs.org/en/S/2021/211
https://undocs.org/en/S/2020/840
https://undocs.org/en/S/2020/840/Corr.1
https://undocs.org/en/S/2020/151
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Figure XX 

Unica activity (as Haishun2), 15ï22 March 2022 
 

 

 

 

 

Source: Member State. 
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39. In May 2022, New Konk and Unica were observed on a maritime platform45 

transmitting fraudulent automatic identification system (AIS) identifiers as F. Lonline 

(Maritime Mobile Service Identity (MMSI) No. 31216200) and Haishun2 (MMSI 

No. 457400047), respectively,46  near Dongyin Island and Sansha Bay (see figure 

XXI). The Panel has previously reported these waters as locations where suspect 

vessels were known to loiter.47  

40. The Togo-flagged Hai Jun (IMO No. 9054896; MMSI No. 671244100), an 

intermediary vessel investigated by the Panel as part of a chain transfer of refined 

petroleum destined for the Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea,48 transmitted in 

the area within days (see figure XXI and annex 27). On 26 May 2022, the then 

Mongolia-flagged Xiang Shun (IMO No. 9153800) (see paras. 47ï50) was recorded 

departing Taichung port, sailing into the Taiwan Strait area, where Hai Junôs and 

Unicaôs AIS transmissions were also recorded (see figure XXII). A Member State 

assesses that since 2019 Hai Jun has operated exclusively as an intermediary tanker, 

transferring oil cargo from other tankers to ñdirect deliveryò vessels. The Panel 

continues to investigate the networks behind Hai Junôs past shipments.  

 

  Figure XXI 

  Suspect vessels around Dongyin Island and in Sansha Bay, 17ï26 May 2022 
 

 

 

Source: Windward,49 annotated by the Panel. 
 

 

  

__________________ 

 45  Windward, an artificial intelligence maritime database platform. 

 46  S/2022/132, table 3 and annex 39a. 

 47  Ibid., paras. 49 and 52 and annexes 34, 39, 41 and 42, and S/2021/777, para. 50 and annex 33a. 

 48  S/2022/132, paras. 53ï58 and annex 42. Ruicheng (HK) Shipping Co. Ltd. remains the vesselôs 

registered owner and operator, based on International Maritime Organization (IMO) records. 

 49  Unless otherwise indicated, all dates and times reflected on the Windward platform are EST and 

UTC for satellite imagery captures. 

https://undocs.org/en/S/2022/132
https://undocs.org/en/S/2021/777
https://undocs.org/en/S/2022/132
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  Figure XXII 

  Suspect vessels near ship-to-ship transfer area, 17ï27 May 2022 
 

 

 

Source: Windward, annotated by the Panel. 
 

 

41. Separately, in September 2021, New Konk, transmitting as Lifan, spoofed the 

MMSI No. 312360000, formerly assigned to a Belize-registered tanker Leo (IMO 

No. 9066473) near Wuqiu Island (see figure XXIII). Panel investigations indicated 

that New Konk has also used at least one other Belize-associated MMSI No. (see 

figure XXIV), as well as two Sierra Leone-associated MMSI Nos., in 2021 and 2022 

to carry out its illicit activities. The Panel wrote to Leoôs ship operator, Malaysia-

registered Sinar Cemerlang Marine Sdn. Bhd., who responded that Leo was no longer 

under its management during the material time and provided a cancellation letter from 

the Belize flag registry showing that the ship was deregistered on 26 August 2021 

ñdue to the vesselôs registration under the flag of Equatorial Guinea while still 

provisionally registered under the Belize flagò. The Panel notes that information on 

the shipôs deregistration was not updated in a timely manner,50 and that there is no 

record of Leo flagged under Equatorial Guinea. The New Konkôs use of Leoôs MMSI 

No. around the time it was deregistered by Belize merits closer scrutiny. The Panel 

awaits a response from Belize on Leo (see annexes 28.1 and 28.2 for details). 

 

  

__________________ 

 50  Update to the shipôs Belize flag status was post-dated, according to IMO records. 
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  Figure XXIII 

  New Konk as Lifan (MMSI No. 312360000), 29 September 2021 
 

 

 

Source: Windward, annotated by the Panel; inset imagery, Member State. 
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  Figure XXIV 

  New Konk using a different ñLifanò MMSI No. (312360680), January 2022 
 

 

 

Source: Windward, annotated by the Panel.  
 

 

42. On 30 June 2022, satellite imagery showed the same vessels at Sansha Bay, 

including Diamond 8 (IMO No. 9132612). The vessels were transmitting on the same 

MMSI Nos. identified in figure XXI, with Diamond 8 transmitting an MMSI 

No. belonging to Shun Li (IMO No. 8514435), recorded as scrapped in June 2021.51 

Shun Li also shared the same recycled Mongolia-associated MMSI number that 

belonged to another tanker recorded as broken up around the same time. The latterôs 

document of compliance holder was You Young Ship Management and Consultant Co. 

Ltd. ( ). Further details are provided in the relevant 

sections below on Xiang Shun (IMO No. 9153800) and Hong Hu (IMO No. 9125293) 

concerning You Young Ship. Investigations continue. 

  

__________________ 

 51  IMO records. 
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  Figure XXV 

  Suspect vessels at Sansha Bay, 30 June 2022  
 

 

 

Source: Member State. 
 

 

  Multi-stage oil transfers 
 

43. The Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea continues to procure refined 

petroleum through multi-stage oil trans-shipment, which involves several tankers 

regularly employing evasion tactics to avoid detection. Such evasion tactics enable 

vessels to continue to violate paragraph 5 of Security Council resolution 2397 (2017), 

which prohibits the direct or indirect supply, sale or transfer to the country of all 

refined petroleum products unless notified in accordance with the resolutionôs 

requirements. 

44. This involves a previously identified methodology involving motherships, 

intermediary tankers and ñdirect deliveryò or Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea 

tankers.52 The Panel has identified other suspect ships based on patterns of behaviour 

similar to that of Sky Venus (IMO No. 9168257)53 (see also the section below on 

facilitating companies and annexes 32.1ï32.6). These indicators include AIS 

manipulation and the use of multiple ships engaged in ship-to-ship transfers and travel 

to locations where suspect ships loiter or conduct ship-to-ship operations, such as 

Sansha Bay, Dongyin Island, Taiwan Strait and the Democratic Peopleôs Republic of 

Korea EEZ.  

__________________ 

 52  S/2022/132, paras. 68ï73. 

 53  Ibid., paras. 54ï57 and 64ï72 and annexes 37ï42 and 48. 

https://undocs.org/en/S/RES/2397(2017)
https://undocs.org/en/S/2022/132
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45. Similar to Sunward54 and Sky Venus,55 the then-Mongolia-flagged Xiang Shun 

(IMO No. 9153800) (see investigations in annexes 29.1 and 29.2) and the Palau-

flagged Hong Hu (IMO No. 9125293) (see investigations in annexes 30.1 and 30.2) 

were used as motherships that loaded refined petroleum cargo at Taichung port in 

December 2021. These vessels then met the then-Sierra Leone-flagged Joffa (IMO 

No. 8513405) on separate occasions in the Taiwan Strait. New Konk and Unica, 

sailing under fraudulent identities, transmitted in the vicinity of these motherships 

before AIS transmission was lost for all vessels. The New Konk and Unica resumed 

AIS transmission when sailing towards the Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea 

EEZ before losing transmission for a period of time (see figure XXVI).  

 

  Compromised ships being scrapped 
 

46. Like Sunward, Joffa and Xiang Shun arrived at a scrapyard in Bangladesh in 

April and June 2022, respectively, to be scrapped following their involvement in 

suspected illicit oil transfers. The Panel notes an emerging trend whereby typically 

older vessels implicated in sanctions evasion are scrapped following exposure.  

 

  Figure XXVI 

  Storyboard of Xiang Shun ï Joffa ï New Konk (as Lifan) ï Un Hung, December 

2021ïJanuary 2022 
 

  Xiang Shun and Joffa,56 28 and 29 December 2021 
 

 

 

Source: Windward, annotated by the Panel. 
 

 

  

__________________ 

 54  This vessel has been scrapped. 

 55  S/2022/132, paras. 64ï73 and annex 48. 

 56  Ibid., annex 40, and S/2021/777, annex 33b, on the list of vessels of interest. 

https://undocs.org/en/S/2022/132
https://undocs.org/en/S/2021/777
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  Joffa and New Konk (transmitting as Lifan), 29 and 30 December 2021 
 

 

 

Source: Windward, annotated by the Panel. 
 

 

  New Konk and Un Hung, 21 January 2022 
 

 

 

Source: Satellite imagery: Planet Labs, annotated by the Panel; inset photograph, Member State (S/2022/151, 

para. 32, figure VI). 
 

 

  Ownership linkages 
 

47. A comparison of documentation from different sources showed that Xiang 

Shunôs registered owner, Vantage Point Enterprise Ltd., although incorporated in 

https://undocs.org/en/S/2022/151
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Seychelles, shares the same telephone number as You Young Ship. You Young Ship, 

a Kaohsiung-based company, is also the ship manager and operator of Hong Hu (IMO 

No. 9125293), a mothership investigated by the Panel that engaged in suspected 

multi-stage transfers involving Joffa and Unica.  

48. The Panel wrote to Mongolia, Palau, Seychelles, You Young Ship, Vantage Point 

Enterprise Ltd. and Fortune Maker Internation Ltd. regarding Xiang Shun and Hong 

Hu. You Young Ship, serving as technical manager for both tankers, responded that it 

was not responsible for the vesselsô commercial and cargo operation, but ñremind the 

ship owners and the master to avoid trading in the sanction area. We also request the 

master to verify the trading vessel not belonging to the sanction countriesò. No 

information was provided by the company about the registered owner that was listed 

in the care of You Young Ship.  

49. The Panel also noted discrepancies in the information provided by the company 

against primary source information57 and the Panelôs analysis of ship-to-ship transfers 

conducted by Hong Hu.  

50. With regard to the lengthy gaps in AIS transmission of the two vessels during 

the investigative periods, the company stated that for Xiang Shun ñthe AIS 

information maintains two-months timeò. A service report provided to the Panel 

stated: ñAIS No record GPS position functionò and ñcan only record limited (sic) 

period of power on/offò. The Panel notes that, while the reference made to the AIS 

problem was in 2019, the report was signed and dated in August 2021. For Hong Hu, 

the company stated: ñWe learned from the master that the AIS transmission may be 

disturbed by weak signal or may be turn off by the masterôs particular consideration 

at the high seaò. Additional details and responses are contained in annexes 29.1, 29.2, 

30.1 and 30.2. 

 

  Physical disguise 
 

51. The Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea and suspect vessels continue to 

alter their physical appearance and identifiers, almost certainly to disguise their 

identity and to limit information collection opportunities by others. The shipsô 

manipulation of their AIS profiles complicates tracking on maritime databases. An 

example of the Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea-flagged tanker Sin Phyong 5 

(IMO No. 8865121) obscuring its physical identity to obtain illicit oil cargo is 

provided in annex 31. 

 

  Facilitating companies 
 

  Cheng Chiun Shipping  
 

52. Sky Venus (currently sailing as Jan Victoria) was deflagged by Sierra Leone as 

at 24 June 2022. On receipt of the Panelôs enquiry, Palau, the previous flag registry 

for Sky Venus, conducted an investigation and deregistered the vessel. The Panelôs 

investigations into Jan Victoria, formerly Sky Venus, are provided in annexes 32.1ï32.6.  

53. The Panel also continued its investigations into the vesselôs owner, Cheng Chiun 

Shipping Agency Co. Ltd. (Ҧתῶ ԇᴻ) and its associates.58 To date, 

Cheng Chiun Shipping has not responded fully to all requests for information but, 

based on the available information and documentation, the Panel has identified 

several inconsistencies in Cheng Chiun Shippingôs responses. Detailed analysis is 

given in annexes 33.1ï33.4. Two examples are illustrated below. 

 

__________________ 

 57  Confidential document held on file by the Panel. 

 58  S/2022/132, paras. 64ï73 and annex 48. 

https://undocs.org/en/S/2022/132
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  Inconsistent representation of Sky Venusôs information 
 

54. In response to the Panelôs query, Cheng Chiun Shipping claimed that it had set 

up separate ñsubsidiaryò companies to conduct its ñsupplier-to-customer relationshipò 

(see figure XXVIIa). Panel investigations had previously established ownership and 

beneficial interests that were shared by these allegedly separate entities (within the 

yellow dashes) (see figure XXVIIb).  

 

Figure XXVIIa 

Flow chart sample on the oil supply chain relationship as explained by Cheng Chiun Shipping 
 

 

 

Source: Cheng Chiun Shipping, annotated by the Panel. 

 a  Panel information indicates that various shell companies were established behind the trading company, shipping agent and 

shipsô registered owner.  
 

 

Figure XXVIIb 

Connections across segments 
 

 

 

Source: The Panel. 
 

 

55. Cheng Chiun Shipping originally did not provide any identifying information 

for the vessels that allegedly received oil from Sky Venus, stating that these receiver 

vessels always obscured any physical identifiers. However, the Panel obtained 

information from a third party showing that Cheng Chiun Shipping did, in fact, 

possess identifiers for three vessels that had allegedly loaded oil cargos from Sky 

Venus, which were not transmitted to the Panel. A Member State reported that small 

ships were used to transfer their oil cargos to Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea 
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tankers. Cheng Chiun Shipping later confirmed the identities of the three receiver 

vessels, which the Panel provided in its subsequent letter (see table 4 and 

figure XXVIII). 

 

Table 4 

Receiver vesselsô information recordeda 
 

 

Mothership Date of discharge to receiver vessel Receiver vessel (ship-to-ship transfer) Cargo (bunker) delivery receipt 

    Sky Venus 

(IMO No. 9168257) 

14 May 2021 Hui Hang 97 620 MT transferred 

17 May 2021 Jian Xing 78 670 MT transferred 

 30 May 2021 Quan Yi You 0259 500 MT transferred 

 

 a  Information according to Cheng Chiun Shipping; table compiled by the Panel. 
 

 

Figure XXVIII 

Cargo (bunker) delivery receipts 
 

 

 

Source: The Panel. 
 

 

56. The Panel notes that these bunker delivery receipts contain very limited 

information compared with other cargo delivery receipts. Attempts by the Panel to 

reach Mr. Liu and Hong Kong-registered Hong Yao International Trading Co. Limited 

( ῏ῶ ԇᴻ), the buyer and individual alleged by Cheng Chiun Shipping 
to have nominated the receiver ships, were unsuccessful. Cheng Chiun Shipping has 

not responded to the Panelôs request for alternate contact details for Mr. Liu.  

 

__________________ 

 59  While the cargo delivery receipt lists the receiving small ship as Quan Yi You, Cheng Chiun 

Shippingôs letter referenced the shipôs full name as Quan Yi You 02. 
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  Inconsistent delivery timelines with receiver ships 
 

57. AIS tracking information showed that these small receiver ships, identified as 

Chinese coastal vessels on maritime tracking databases, were not near Sky Venus on 

the dates of the ship-to-ship transfers provided by Cheng Chiun Shipping, and were 

therefore unlikely to have conducted the said transfers (see figures XXIXïXXXI).60  

 

  Figure XXIX 

  Hui Hang 79 operating in inland waters, 8ï15 May 2021. Claimed date of 

ship-to-ship transfer with Sky Venus: 14 May 2021. 
 

 

 

Source: Windward, annotated by the Panel; inset imagery (provided only for reference purposes). 
 

 

__________________ 

 60  According to the owner, Sky Venusôs trading area was confined around the provided coordinates of 

23ï26ęN, 119ï121ęE. Sky Venus also recorded a dropped AIS signal between 9 and 19 May 2022. 
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  Figure XXX 

  Jian Xing 78 at Changshu port area, 15ï19 May 2021. Claimed date of 

ship-to-ship transfer with Sky Venus: 17 May 2021. 
 

 

 

Source: Windward, annotated by the Panel; inset imagery (provided only for reference purposes). 
 

 

  Figure XXXI 

  Quan Yi You 02 at Quanzhou port area, 30 Mayï2 June 2021. Claimed date of 

ship-to-ship transfer with Sky Venus: 31 May 2021. 
 

 

 

Source: Windward, annotated by the Panel; inset imagery (provided only for reference purposes). 
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58. Cheng Chiun Shipping has continued to deny its involvement in any sanctions 

evasion activities. The owner stated: ñé my trading (position) was é within Taiwan 

Strait. My trading counterpart is a Chinese Mr. Liu of Hong Yao Company in Hong 

Kong. The oil receiver boats were inland-navigation boats and fishing boats. There 

was no receiver ship which was on the watch list (or on the sanctions list). I have not 

violated any law(s)ò. Cheng Chiun Shipping has failed to address its role related to 

the multi-stage oil cargo trans-shipment that the Panel had laid out.  

59. After reviewing relevant information, documents and data, including those 

provided by the company, the Panel assesses that Cheng Chiun Shipping has been 

either unable or unwilling to corroborate several of its claims. The company has failed 

to undertake due diligence measures to verify the identities of its customers and to 

ensure that its delivery of oil cargo was not destined for the Democratic Peopleôs 

Republic of Korea. Its permissiveness in accepting anonymous receiver ships has 

further facilitated illicit activities, including sanctions evasion.  

60. A Member State has assessed that Cheng Chiun Shipping repeatedly facilitated 

the transfer of ñhundreds of thousands of barrels of refined petroleum to the 

[Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea] through its network of shell companiesò. 

These transfers, delivered to the Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea via 

multi-stage ship-to-ship trans-shipments, ñwere wittingly conductedò, and the 

companyôs staff ñwere aware that the refined petroleum transfers were destined for 

the [Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea]ò.  

61. A Member State assesses that Hong Yao International played a role in 

coordinating the oil cargo transfers between Cheng Chiun Shipping, its nominated 

receiver small ships and the ñdirect deliveryò vessels. The Panel continues to 

investigate.  

 

  Nuwanni and associated suspect vessels 
 

62. Panel investigations showed that Joffa, before being scrapped, operated as an 

intermediary vessel that loaded oil cargo from motherships ï Sky Venus (currently Jan 

Victoria), Xiang Shun and Hong Hu ï in a chain of ship-to-ship transfers (see 

figure XXXII). Joffa then proceeded to meet with ñdirect deliveryò tankers New Konk 

(as Lifan) and/or with Unica (as Haishun 2) in 2021 and 2022 (see annex 34). Prior 

to these transfers, Joffa visited shipyards along the Baima River, which included 

Fujian Yihe Shipbuilding Industry Co. Ltd. (ấ ῏ᵙ Ṫῶ үԇᴻ), a 
shipyard that has been investigated in association with servicing tankers that 

conducted sanctionable activities.61  After remaining on the Baima River between 

April and December 2021, Joffa met Sky Venus on about 3 December 2021. As a 

shared intermediary vessel, Joffa was used to transfer illicit oil cargo from different 

motherships to known ñdirect deliveryò vessels New Konk and Unica. This strongly 

suggests coordination among these transfers.  

 

  

__________________ 

 61  S/2022/132, paras. 47ï53 and 60ï63 and annexes 35 and 39. 

https://undocs.org/en/S/2022/132
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Figure XXXII 

Example of ships involved in multi-stage oil transfers 
 

 

 

Source: The Panel.  
 

 

63. Joffa has been a vessel of interest62  to the Panel for some time, and Panel 

investigations into the vesselôs ownership and management companies showed that, 

like other suspect vessels, Joffaôs owner and manager, the Hong Kong-registered Joffa 

Trade International Co. Ltd., also registered a corporate secretary address63 providing 

company secretary services to other investigated entities, including the registered 

owner for New Konk.  

64. Joffa listed the Hong Kong-registered Nuwanni International Ship Management 

Co. Ltd. (ῄ ῶת ԇᴻ) as its previous technical manager in 2019. 

The Panel has previously reported on Nuwanni serving the same role for other ñdirect 

deliveryò vessels.64  Nuwanni was reportedly dissolved in July 2019,65  but Panel 

investigations indicate that the individual listed as Nuwanniôs sole director and 

shareholder is likely a nominee.66 This is consistent with other Panel investigations 

showing that the directors or shareholders of a shipôs listed registered owner on 

corporate registry records were not the actual owners. 

65. The Panel wrote to Joffaôs flag State (Sierra Leone), Dalian-based Union Bureau 

of Shipping67 (which provided registration services for Joffa Trade and Nuwanni) and 

China regarding the Chinese national listed as the director of Joffa Trade on Hong 

__________________ 

 62  Ibid., annex 40, and S/2021/777, annex 33b, on the list of vessels of interest. 

 63  Room 502C, 5th Floor, Ho King Commercial Building, Fa Yuen Street 2ï16, Mong Kok, 

Kowloon, Hong Kong. 

 64  Nuwanni served as the technical manager of New Konk and Unica. See also S/2022/132, 

annex 38, outlining the network of linked entities associated with ñdirect deliveryò tankers. 

 65  Hong Kong corporate registry records. 

 66  Social media information indicates that an individual with the same name and nationality is 

friends with crew members that served onboard one of the above-mentioned motherships. This 

information is held on file by the Panel. 

 67  Union Bureau of Shipping provided services to a number of ships that conducted sanctioned 

activity, including Gold Star (IMO No. 9146247), and the following ñdirect deliveryò tankers: 

Hokong, Unica, Subblic, Vifine (currently Un Hung) and New Konk. See S/2021/777, annex 35a. 

https://undocs.org/en/S/2021/777
https://undocs.org/en/S/2022/132
https://undocs.org/en/S/2021/777
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Kong corporate registry records. China responded that Joffa Trade was not involved 

in Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea-related activities, that Joffa had not 

recorded port calls in China and that China had no information about illicit ship-to-

ship trade of refined petroleum products conducted by the vessel. The full responses 

of China for each case are contained in annexes 34ï41. Union Bureau of Shipping 

and Sierra Leone have yet to respond.  

66. The Panel continues its investigations of multi-stage transfers of oil cargo 

destined for the Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea. 

 

  Detained, deflagged and acquired vessels  
 

  Detained vessel 
 

67. The Panel obtained updated information from the Member State that had 

impounded Billions No. 18 (IMO No. 9191773), a designated vessel that sailed as the 

then-Mongolia-flagged Shun Fa.68  Photographic and documentary evidence of the 

shipôs actual identity was provided, samples of which are shown in figure XXXIII.  

 

  Figure XXXIII 

  Fabricated IMO number plate and life jackets69 aboard Shun Fa  
 

 

 

Source: Member State. 
 

 

__________________ 

 68  S/2021/777, paras. 35ï41 and annex 29. 

 69  The life jackets were marked ñGolden Yukiò, the original name of Billions No. 18. 

https://undocs.org/en/S/2021/777
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68. The Panelôs earlier investigations into Billions No. 18ôs ownership indicated a 

chain of transfers following its designation on 28 December 2017, with the last owner 

as a Mr. Wang of Joy Wealthy Trading Limited. According to the impounding Member 

State, after it made initial contact with Mr. Wang, he stopped communications. As 

Mr. Wang was located in a different jurisdiction, it was left to the captain of the vessel 

(of a different nationality) to serve as a proxy representative. At the creditorsô request, 

the vessel will be put up for auction. The crew was repatriated in accordance with 

domestic legal procedure.  

 

  Unknown-flagged cargo vessel at Nampo lock gate 
 

69. A laden cargo ship, An Hai 6 (IMO No. 8355786) was located outside Nampo 

lock gate by mid-June 2022. The Panel corresponded with the relevant Member States 

and counterparties. The Niue flag registry confirmed that the vessel was flagged for 

a single delivery voyage for onward sale and deregistered as at 23 May 2022 upon 

being notified of the vesselôs arrival at its destination in a third country, with two 

requested stops in between, including for a crew change.  

70. According to one Member State, An Hai 6 was at its port anchorage area for a 

crew change between 16 and 18 May 2022, with half of the crew disembarking. No 

cargo was loaded or offloaded.  

71. The Panel notes that AIS tracking shows that the vessel did not arrive at the 

third country to which it was to have been delivered.  

72. In its previous report, the Panel referenced additional vessels procured by the 

Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea, also transferred via single delivery voyages,70 

possibly exploiting the limited certification involved. Investigations continue.  

 

  Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea-acquired vessels 
 

73. The Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea continued to acquire both cargo 

ships and tankers during the COVID-19 period via a process of transition in violation 

of paragraph 14 of Security Council resolution 2397 (2017). The vessels listed in 

table 5 have been officially added to its fleet since 2020. 

 

Table 5 

Officially registered transitioned ships sailing under the Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea flag, 

2020ï2022a (see also annex 35) 
 

 

Year 2022 

 IMO 

number 

Ship name Type Deadweight 

tonnage 

Previously referenced in  

Panel reports 

1 9125308 Chol Bong San 1 

(ex-Ocean Sky) 

Tanker 5 807 Yes 

(S/2021/777) 

Year 2021 

2 8356120 Tae Dong Mun 2 

(ex-Jiang Peng 337) 

Cargo 2 790 No 

__________________ 

 70  Pu Zhou (IMO No. 8605727), Rui Ji Star (IMO No. 9010058) and Ocean Sky (IMO No. 

9125308). 

https://undocs.org/en/S/RES/2397(2017)
https://undocs.org/en/S/2021/777
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Year 2020 

3 8865121 Sin Phyong 5 

(ex-Woo Jeong) 

Tanker 3 295 Yes  

(S/2022/132, S/2021/777) 

4 9016430 Su Ryong San 

(ex-CJK Osaka) 

Cargo 4 519 Yes  

(S/2022/132) 

5 8602763 Tae Phyong 2 

(ex-Ming Zhou 6) 

Cargo 26 013 Yes  

(S/2022/132, S/2021/777, 

S/2021/211 )  

6 8651178 Mu Pho 

(ex-Double Lucky) 

Cargo 2 980 No 

7 9045962 Un Hung 

(ex-Vifine) 

Tanker 1 978 Yes 

(S/2022/132, S/2021/777, 

S/2020/151) 

8 9340257 Kang Hung 

(ex-Sun Miracle) 

Cargo 3 800 Yes  

(S/2022/132) 

9 9340271 Ra Son 6 

(ex-Sun Hunchun) 

Cargo 3 800 Yes 

(S/2021/777) 

10 7636638 Xin Hai 

(ex-Wol Bong San) 

Tanker 4 969 Yes  

(S/2021/777, S/2021/211) 

11 9011399 Tae Dong Mun 

(ex-Pole Star 1) 

Cargo 5 137 Yes 

(S/2021/211) 

12 9162318 To Myong 

(ex-Ri Hong) 

Cargo 8 773 Yes  

(S/2022/132, S/2021/211, 

S/2020/840) 

13 9018751 Tae Phyong 

(ex-Great Wenshan) 

Cargo 26 369 Yes  

(S/2021/211, S/2020/840) 

14 9020003 Puk Dae Bong 

(ex-Hua Fu) 

Cargo 10 030 Yes 

(S/2019/171 and 

S/2019/171/Corr.1) 

 

Source: The Panel. Ship information obtained from S&P Global and IMO records.71  

 a  A number of these vessels investigated by the Panel had been reported sailing under their previous flags when conducting 

sanctionable activity. The table lists the official dates on which the vessels were (often retroactively) reflagged under the 

Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea. 
 

 

  Heng Xing 
 

74. Satellite imagery showed Heng Xing (IMO No. 8669589), a formerly Sierra 

Leone-registered tanker previously investigated by the Panel,72 at the new oil terminal 

in Nampo in March 2022 (see figure XXXIV). Despite being removed from the Sierra 

Leone flag registry in November 2021, Heng Xing continued to sail in international 

waters. The Panel assesses that Heng Xing was likely transferred to the Democratic 

__________________ 

 71  Accessed as of May 2022. 

 72  S/2019/171 and S/2019/171/Corr.1, footnote 12 and annex 6. 

https://undocs.org/en/S/2022/132
https://undocs.org/en/S/2021/777
https://undocs.org/en/S/2022/132
https://undocs.org/en/S/2022/132
https://undocs.org/en/S/2021/777
https://undocs.org/en/S/2021/211
https://undocs.org/en/S/2022/132
https://undocs.org/en/S/2021/777
https://undocs.org/en/S/2020/151
https://undocs.org/en/S/2022/132
https://undocs.org/en/S/2021/777
https://undocs.org/en/S/2021/777
https://undocs.org/en/S/2021/211
https://undocs.org/en/S/2021/211
https://undocs.org/en/S/2022/132
https://undocs.org/en/S/2021/211
https://undocs.org/en/S/2020/840
https://undocs.org/en/S/2021/211
https://undocs.org/en/S/2020/840
https://undocs.org/en/S/2019/171
https://undocs.org/en/S/2019/171/Corr.1
https://undocs.org/en/S/2019/171
https://undocs.org/en/S/2019/171/Corr.1
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Peopleôs Republic of Korea.73 Prior to its arrival in Nampo, Heng Xing was observed 

at a Chinese shipyard of interest in the second half of 2021, where it remained for at 

least three months. The Panel continued to investigate Heng Chen Rong (Hong Kong) 

Marine Co. Limited (ở ( ▪)╤ ῶ ԇᴻ), the registered owner and 

manager, which shares the same corporate secretary as other suspect vessels.  

 

  Figure XXXIV 

  Heng Xing at Nampo port, 11 March 2022 
 

 

 

Source: Windward, annotated by the Panel; inset imagery, Member State. 
 

 

75. The Panel wrote to Heng Chen Rong, Sierra Leone and China about the Chinese 

national listed as director of Heng Cheng Rong on Hong Kong corporate registry 

records and beneficial ownership information of Heng Chen Rong. Sierra Leone 

provided the requested documentation. China responded that Heng Chen Rong was 

not involved in Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea-related activities, that Heng 

Xing had not recorded port calls in China and that China had no information about 

the illicit ship-to-ship trade of refined petroleum products conducted by the vessel. 

Heng Chen Rong has yet to respond. For more details, see annexes 36.1 and 36.2.  

 

  Maritime exports from the Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea 
 

  Coal exports by Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea vessels 
 

76. The Panel does not have data to quantify the amount of coal exported by the 

Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea in breach of paragraph 8 of Security Council 

resolution 2371 (2017) in the reporting period. However, Democratic Peopleôs 

Republic of Korea cargo ships have been observed on maritime databases to continue 

to broadcast on fraudulent identifiers, sail with limited or no AIS transmissions and 

frequent known waters where illicit Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea-origin 

coal has been exported.  

__________________ 

 73  Currently listed as unknown-flagged according to IMO records. The Panel notes that no foreign-

flagged vessels have berthed at Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea ports owing to 

COVID-19 restrictions. 

https://undocs.org/en/S/RES/2371(2017)
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77. According to Panel investigations, a Member Stateôs information and open-source 

reporting, Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea vessels continued to unload coal in 

Chinese territorial waters during the reporting period. While the Panel previously 

reported Ningbo-Zhoushan as an area frequented by Democratic Peopleôs Republic of 

Korea cargo ships to offload coal via ship-to-ship transfers, Democratic Peopleôs 

Republic of Korea vessels have also unloaded their coal cargo in other Chinese territorial 

waters, including the Huanghua anchorage area, Bo Hai and Lianyungang.74  

 

  Ningbo-Zhoushan 
 

78. The Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea-flagged Hoe Ryong (IMO 
No. 9041552) and Thae Song 8 (IMO No. 9003653), both previously investigated by 
the Panel,75  offloaded their coal cargo through ship-to-ship transfers in Ningbo-
Zhoushan waters. Hoe Ryong had arrived from the Democratic Peopleôs Republic of 
Korea by 3 February in Ningbo-Zhoushan waters, while Thae Song 8 was recorded in 

the same waters by 21 February. After offloading their coal cargo, both vessels 
anchored off Shidao in March. While Hoe Ryong next appeared at Nampo, Thae 
Song 8 proceeded to berth at the Yantai port area by 10 April to load bagged cargo 
before returning to Nampo (see figures XXXV and XXXVI). Thae Song 8 made at 
least one other trip to offload coal in January 2022 (see annex 37). 

 

__________________ 

 74  Two experts are of the view that this paragraph needs further corroboration. 

 75  For Hoe Ryong, see S/2022/132, annex 55. For Thae Song 8, see S/2021/777, annex 46. 

https://undocs.org/en/S/2022/132
https://undocs.org/en/S/2021/777
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Figure XXXV 

Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea-flagged Hoe Ryong exporting coal in Ningbo-Zhoushan waters, 

March 2022 
 

Chongjin ï Ningbo-Zhoushan ï Shidao ï Nampo 
 

 

 

Source: Windward, annotated by the Panel; satellite imagery: Planet Labs and Member State.  
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Figure XXXVI 

Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea-flagged Thae Song 8 exporting coal in Ningbo-Zhoushan waters 

and picking up bagged cargo at Yantai, FebruaryïApril 2022 
 

Ningbo-Zhoushan ï Shidao ï Yantai 
 

 

 

Source: Windward, annotated by the Panel; satellite imagery: Planet Labs and Member State.  
 

 

  Lianyungang  
 

79. According to a Member State, the Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea-

flagged Tong San 2 (IMO No. 8937675) and Ryong Rim (IMO No. 8018912) unloaded 

Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea-origin coal near Lianyungang in December 

2021 and from January to February 2022, respectively. In 2020, the Panel reported 

the presence of multiple Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea cargo ships 

unloading coal via ship-to-ship transfers with domestic vessels.76 Tong San 2 was 

__________________ 

 76  S/2020/151, paras. 67ï70. 

https://undocs.org/en/S/2020/151
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back in Lianyungang waters by 10 April 2022, exporting coal (see figures XXXVIIa 

and XXXVIIb). For the storyboard for Ryong Rim, see also annex 38. 

 

  Figure XXXVIIa 

  Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea-flagged Tong San 2ôs coal exports, 

Lianyungang, 8ï25 December 2021 
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Figure XXXVIIb 

Tong San 2, April 2022 
 

 

 

Source: Maxar Technologies, annotated by the Panel; inset imagery, Member State. 
 

 

  Bo Hai 
 

80. Between December 2021 and June 2022, the Democratic Peopleôs Republic of 

Korea-flagged Boun 1 (IMO No. 9045986)77 sailed on multiple occasions between 

Nampo and waters off Huanghua port area in Bo Hai (see figure XXXVIII). Boun 1 

had exported Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea-origin coal in Chinese 

territorial waters in May 2020. On 5 October 2021, Boun 1 was observed on satellite 

imagery with other Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea-flagged vessels, 

including Tong San 2 (see para. 79), in Ningbo-Zhoushan waters exporting coal (see 

annex 39).78  

 

  

__________________ 

 77 Boun 1 also transmitted a falsified MMSI No., sailing as ñRoun 1ò. 

 78  S/2022/132, annex 56 and figure 56. 

https://undocs.org/en/S/2022/132
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Figure XXXVIII  

Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea-flagged Boun 1ôs voyage history (sailing as ñRoun 1ò), Bo 

Hai, December 2021ïMay 2022 
 

 

 

Source: Windward, annotated by the Panel; inset satellite imagery, Member State (Boun 1 on 3 May 2020, Ningbo-Zhoushan waters). 
 

 

81. The Panel asked China about the activities of the numerous Democratic Peopleôs 

Republic of Korea vessels in exporting coal, including detailed requests on cargos, 

entities involved (including receiver vessels and coal purchasers) and actions taken 

by port authorities. 
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82. China replied that, for Hoe Ryong, there were no recorded port calls in China in 

2022 and that: ñThe Chinese authority found this vessel appeared in the East China Sea 

but did not find any activity violating the Security Council resolutionsò. For Thae Song 

8, the vessel ñentered Yantai port empty-loaded from Nampo port in April 2022, and left 

Yantai port loading urea in the same monthò. For Tong San 2, there were no recorded port 

calls in China since 2021. For Boun 1, there were no recorded port calls in China since 

2021: ñNo evidence of any activity related to carrying coal by the vessel was foundò. 

83. The Panel also asked China if any Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea cargo 

ships listed at the countryôs West Sea barrage79 (see figure XXXIX) and a section along 

the Taedong River between December 2021 and 2 June 2022 had transited Chinese 

territorial waters or ports and were investigated for involvement in activities that 

contravened the relevant Security Council resolutions. China replied that ñHoe Ryong 

and Ryo Myong, are listed in the annex 3 of S/RES/2270 (2016) as the assets of the 

designated entity Ocean Maritime Management. China has always pursued the policy 

that it will not allow designated vessels to call at Chinese ports and conduct illegal 

activities within Chinese territorial waters. With regard to the other 48 vessels é there 

is no record of port calls in China for some of them in 2021 and 2022, and vessels that 

called at Chinese ports only loaded cargoes of livelihood necessitiesò. 

84. Investigations of other Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea vessels with a 

history of exporting coal are described in annex 40. 

 

Figure XXXIX 

Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea-flagged cargo ships outside Nampo lock gate, 2 June 2022 
 

 

 

Source: S&P Global, annotated by the Panel. 

 a According to AIS transmission. 
 

 

85. The designated Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea-flagged cargo ship Ji Nam 

San (IMO No. 9114555) was reported by a Member State spoofing as Hope 1 when it 

exported its coal in Ningbo-Zhoushan waters between October and November 2021 (see 

annex 41). The Panel notes that, apart from transmitting a false identity that would raise 

suspicion, any physical differences such as transmitted vessel length would be observed 

__________________ 

 79  List containing approximately 50 ships. 

https://undocs.org/en/S/RES/2270(2016)
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at proximity. China replied that: ñThere has been no record of port calls in China for é 

JI NAM SAN (HOPE 1) since 2021 ... this vessel appeared in the East China Sea but did 

not find any activity violating the Security Council resolutionsò. 

 

  Recommendations 
 

86. As many of the previously identified sanctions evasion and violation activities 

continue, the Panel reiterates the continued relevance of the numerous maritime-

related recommendations contained in its previous reports. Additional 

recommendations are set out below. 

 

  On reconfigured cargo ships illicitly importing oil cargo 
 

87. The Panel recommends that maritime authorities of Member States be 
aware of the deceptive practice of the Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea of 

reconfiguring its cargo ships to carry refined petroleum and conduct the 

necessary ship inspections when Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea cargo 

ships call at their ports or port areas.80 Relevant maritime actors should also take 

appropriate preventive measures to guard against potential illicit oil 

procurement in such a manner.  

88. The Panel recommends that Member States disseminate to ship repair 
yards and associated ship brokers information on this deceptive practice and the 

risk of their facilitation role in the event that such cargo ships are exported to 

the Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea.  

 

  On vessel identity tampering and AIS manipulation 
 

89. The Panel reiterates that Member States and ship registries should add to their 
ship circulars information pertaining to detected cases of vessel identity laundering 

or tampering and ensure wide dissemination. Such information would include:  

 Å Identifiers of ships in their registry that have transmitted cover identities  

 Å Identifiers of ships in their registry that may have had their identifiers 

exploited by other vessels  

 Å Names of ship registrants whose vessels have transmitted fraudulent 

identifiers 

90. The Panel reiterates that flag States should possess the requisite tools 
available to identify and investigate suspected fraudulent use of the MMSI No. 

where it is detected and share the results of their investigation with other 

maritime authorities, as well as with the Panel. 

 

  On addressing vessel acquisition by the Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea 
 

91. The Panel recommends to flag registries that, for single delivery voyages, 
checks are put in place on full AIS monitoring, vessel checks to confirm 

conformity to restricted conditions of sail and additional verification checks on 

the vesselôs delivery with the recipient.  

92. The Panel recommends that Member States encourage sellers to verify 
information including, but not limited to, the final destination and end users 

(owner and charterer) of the vessel, the identity of the related broker or brokers 

and previous records of transactions.  

93. The Panel recommends that Member States encourage sellers to obtain a 

statement of confirmation upon vessel sale from buyers that assures that the 
__________________ 

 80  For instance, the Panel has reported on numerous occasions on Democratic Peopleôs Republic of 

Korea cargo vessels calling at ports or port areas, including to load humanitarian cargo. 



S/2022/668 
 

 

22-12274 64/370 

 

vessel will not be transferred in any way to the Democratic Peopleôs Republic of 

Korea or to anyone affiliated with the country, that the buyer will not facilitate 

any Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea sanctions violations and that the 

buyer shall be responsible if or when such a case arises. 

94. The Panel recommends that Member States encourage sellers, buyers and 

brokers to report to their respective authorities following vessel transfer should 

any information regarding the vesselôs potential violation of Security Council 

resolutions come to light. 

 

  Trade statistics and customs issues 
 

95. Despite some resurgence in the limited foreign trade of the Democratic Peopleôs 

Republic of Korea from June 2021,81  the countryôs overall trade volume for 2021 

decreased further compared with previous years. Recorded total imports in 2021 were 

approximately $241.4 million, around 42 per cent of the 2020 figure, and total exports 

amounted to $122.2 million, around 65 per cent of the amount in 2020 (see figure XL). 

 

  Figure XL 

  Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea recorded trade, 2019ï2021 

  (Millions of United States dollars) 
 

 

 

Source: International Trade Centre (ITC) trade map, accessed on 30 June 2022. 
 

 

96. Open-source trade statistics show that during 2021 the top three declared 

commodities exported by the Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea were mineral 

fuels and oils (Harmonized System (HS) code 27), iron and steel (HS code 72) and 

electrical machinery and equipment (HS code 85) (see annex 42). The top three 

declared commodities imported by the country were plastics (HS code 39), rubber 

(HS code 40) and fertilizers (HS code 31). These trade volume figures, however, are 

composed of custom records of trade partner countries, which in some cases are 

erroneously reported (see para. 102). As a result, actual transborder cargo transfer 

would be lower. These statistics do not include goods illicitly exported and imported 

by the Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea, such as coal and refined petroleum 

(see paras. 27ï34 and 76ï85). The Panel reviewed some Chinese legal proceedings 

concerning the sentencing of individuals involved in illegal imports of Democratic 

Peopleôs Republic of Korea-origin coal (see annex 43).  

97. In January 2022, railway cargo traffic between Dandong, China, and Sinuiju, 

Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea, resumed.82 Containers were delivered to the 

__________________ 

 81  S/2022/132, para. 121 and figure XLIII. 

 82  Ibid., para. 122. 

https://undocs.org/en/S/2022/132
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disinfection facility in Uiju for quarantine, where most of them (several hundred) 

remain as of July 2022 (see figure XLI). 

 

  Figure XLI 

  Containers in the decontamination area at Uiju airfield  

(40Á09ǋ08ǌN 124Á29ǋ58ǌE) 
 

 

 

Source: Planet Lab. 
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98. According to available statistics, the overall trade volume of the Democratic 

Peopleôs Republic of Korea increased slightly on a monthly basis in the first quarter 

of 2022 (see figure XLII), with the resumption of railway cargo traffic between 

Dandong and Shinuiju. However, this railway cargo traffic was suspended at the end 

of April because of the COVID-19 situation,83 bringing about an 80 per cent drop in 

trade volume from April to May and June 2022. 

 

  Figure XLII 

  Trade statistics, Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea, June 2021ïMarch 

2022 (monthly) 

(Millions of United States dollars) 
 

 

 

Source: ITC trade map, accessed on 30 June 2022. 
 

 

99. The Panel continued its analysis of prohibited exports and imports by the 

Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea, and the present report primarily covers the 

period between October 2021 and March 2022.84 

100. On the basis of ITC records of national trade data, some of which appeared to 

fall into sanctioned categories, the Panel asked 24 Member States about transactions 

with the Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea, as well as for details of any cases 

of rejection of clearance or seizure of goods exported to or imported from the 

country.85 Annex 44 contains the list of restricted HS code commodities that the Panel 

uses to monitor the sectoral ban.  

101. The Panel also continued to seek information from Member State customs 

authorities on their practical implementation of sanctions obligations, such as the 

requirement to inspect all cargoes to and from the Democratic Peopleôs Republic of 

Korea and to seize and dispose of them when prohibited items are found.  

102. Some Member States indicated that there was no recorded trade activity with 

the Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea during the last quarter of 2021 and the 

first quarter of 2022 and mentioned mistaken usage of country codes, in which the 

country code for the Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea (KP) had been entered 

wrongly in place of the country code for the Republic of Korea (KR), the actual trade 

partner. Others stated that transactions had conformed with United Nations 

__________________ 

 83  See www.fmprc.gov.cn/mfa_eng/xwfw_665399/s2510_665401/2511_665403/202204/ 

t20220429_10680765.html. 

 84  Overall Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea trade statistics available as at 30 June 2022 

cover the period up to March 2022. 

 85  According to available statistics, 46 Member States reported trade with the Democratic Peopleôs 

Republic of Korea, 24 of which had included trade in restricted Harmonized System (HS) code 

commodities. 

http://www.fmprc.gov.cn/mfa_eng/xwfw_665399/s2510_665401/2511_665403/202204/t20220429_10680765.html
http://www.fmprc.gov.cn/mfa_eng/xwfw_665399/s2510_665401/2511_665403/202204/t20220429_10680765.html
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sanctions.86 A few Member States described the results of investigations of cases of 

possible non-compliance. Annexes 45 and 46 contain comparison data demonstrating 

discrepancies between international trade statistics and national data.  

103. The Panel awaits responses from a number of Member States, and notes that 

some continue to face challenges in determining whether certain items are prohibited 

from transfer to and/or from the Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea.  

 

  Recommendations 
 

104. The Panel recommends that appropriate measures be taken by the 

International Organization for Standardization and Member States to prevent 

erroneous usage of country codes for the Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea 

and the Republic of Korea (KP and KR, respectively).  

105. The Panel recommends that Member States streamline their export and 

import control lists, using as supportive material the informal list of prohibited 

commodities (see annex 44).  

106. The Panel recommends that customs authorities of Member States use the 

above-mentioned list to inform trading agents in their jurisdictions for due 

diligence purposes, in particular when dealing with such commodities in the 

vicinity of sanctioned jurisdictions.  

107. The Panel recommends, with regard to the Member States requiring 

assistance with the issue of the sectoral ban, that the Committee consider 

information outreach. 

 

 

 IV. Embargoes, designated entities and individuals, and 
overseas workers  
 

 

  Embargoes 
 

  Global Communications (Glocom)  
 

108. Given evidence that Glocom remains active online, the Panel asked Malaysia for 

an update on specific actions taken by Malaysian authorities on Glocom and its 

associates in recent years.87 Malaysia replied: ñThe Malaysian authorities confirmed that 

Global Communications (Glocom) has never operated in Malaysiaò (see annex 47). 

 

  Sri Lanka 
 

109. According to a media report88 in February 2022, a Sri Lankan minister admitted 

purchasing weapons from the Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea during the 

1983ï2009 Sri Lankan civil war. The Panel asked Sri Lanka about this report but has 

yet to receive a reply, although it notes that the Minister for Foreign Affairs of Sri 

Lanka has categorically denied the media report.89  

 

  Implementation of luxury goods ban 
 

110. In the reporting period, the import of all consumer goods, including possible 

luxury goods, remained extremely low owing to border closures. However, following 

the partial resumption of railway cargo deliveries in January 2022, imported consumer 

__________________ 

 86  S/2022/132, paras. 127ï129. 

 87  See para. 17. 

 88  See www.nknews.org/2022/02/top-sri-lankan-official-admits-to-arms-deal-with-north-korea-

then-backtracks/?t=1652198644870.  

 89  See https://mfa.gov.lk/fm-north-korea.  

https://undocs.org/en/S/2022/132
http://www.nknews.org/2022/02/top-sri-lankan-official-admits-to-arms-deal-with-north-korea-then-backtracks/?t=1652198644870
http://www.nknews.org/2022/02/top-sri-lankan-official-admits-to-arms-deal-with-north-korea-then-backtracks/?t=1652198644870
https://mfa.gov.lk/fm-north-korea
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goods reappeared in foreign currency shops and reportedly at some markets, although 

at very high prices (1 kg of coffee cost $900ï$950).  

111. The Panel investigated a media report concerning the use in the Democratic 

Peopleôs Republic of Korea of high-end Canon and Nikon cameras by professional 

photojournalists. The Panel provided the serial numbers of about 20 of these cameras 

to the manufacturers, who confirmed the detail of sales by local dealers and retail outlets 

to purchasers in Japan, Singapore, Thailand, China and the United Arab Emirates. One 

of the cameras had been used for display purposes, and another as an inspection model 

in a manufacturing plant; it appeared that neither had been appropriately disposed of by 

the local disposal companies involved. For more details, see annexes 48 and 49.  

112. According to a media report, government officials in the Democratic Peopleôs 

Republic of Korea used a Mitsubishi Pajero, reportedly a model manufactured 

between 2015 and 2021 (see figure XLIII). Independent analysts have identified the 

model as possibly the deluxe ñCollectorôs Editionò or alternatively the ñV97ò edition. 

The vehicle first appeared on Korean Central Television on 8 March 2020, and 

subsequently in its footage on 25 March 2020, parked near the ICBM launch site 

inside a missile facility near Pyongyang International Airport. The vehicle appeared 

again in a group photograph with the countryôs leader Kim Jong Un on 31 March 

2022. Mitsubishi Motors Corporation informed the Panel that the vehicles in the 

image ñhave been manufactured in our Japanese plant after [financial year] 2014ò and 

that this model ñis a product that we sell from Japan to the North Asian and the Middle 

East regionò. Investigations continue. 

 

  Figure XLIII 

  Images of Mitsubishi Pajero in the Democratic Peopleôs Republic of Korea 
 

 

 

Source: Korean Central Television and the Panel. 
 

 

113. Independent analysts have seen and identified modified armoured Mitsubishi 

Pajero sport utility vehicles at military parades in the Democratic Peopleôs Republic of 

Korea in October 2020 and January 2021 (see figure XLIV). The manufacturer 

emphasized: ñIt is our policy not to undertake the assembly of vehicles for military 

purposes and no vehicle has ever been modified for military purposes as the one depicted 

in the image. Furthermore, our distributor agreement prohibits the sale, modification, or 

use of our vehicles for military purposes or for the disruption of international orderò. 


