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Terrorism  
 

 

Al -Qaôida Remains Dangerous   
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Regional Affiliates Expanding Their Agendas  

 

New Challenges   
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Assessing the Terrorist CBRN Threat  

 

Proliferation  
 

Ongoing efforts of nation-states to develop and/or acquire weapons of mass destruction 

(WMD) constitute a major threat to the safety of our nation, our deployed troops, and our allies.  
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The threat and destabilizing effect of nuclear proliferation, as well as the threat from the 

proliferation of materials and technologies that could contribute to existing and prospective 

chemical and biological weapons programs, are among our top concerns.  

 

Traditionally biological, chemical, or nuclear weapon use by most nation states has been 

constrained by deterrence and diplomacy, but these constraints may be of less utility in 

preventing the use of these weapons by terrorist groups.  Moreover, the time when only a few 

states had access to the most dangerous technologies is well past.  Biological and chemical 

materials and technologies, almost always dual-use, move easily in our globalized economy, as 

do the personnel with scientific expertise designing and using them.  The latest discoveries in the 

life sciences also diffuse globally with astonishing rapidity.   

 

We assess that many of the countries pursuing WMD programs will continue to try to 

improve their capabilities and level of self-sufficiency over the next decade.  Nuclear, chemical, 

and/or biological weaponsðor the production technologies and materials necessary to produce 

themðalso may be acquired by states that do not now have such programs.  Terrorist or 

insurgent organizations acting alone or through middlemen may acquire nuclear, chemical, 

and/or biological weapons and may seek opportunistic networks as service providers.  In the 

context of WMD proliferation by nation-states, we have no information of states having 

deliberately provided CBRN assistance to terrorist groups.   

 

Iran  
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North Korea 
 
Pyongyangôs nuclear weapons and missile programs pose a serious threat to the security 

environment in East Asia, a region characterized by several great power rivalries and some of the 

worldôs largest economies.  North Koreaôs export of ballistic missiles and associated materials to 

several countries, including Iran and Syria, and its assistance to Syria in the construction of a nuclear 

reactor, destroyed in 2007, illustrate the reach of the Northôs proliferation activities.  Despite the 

October 2007 Six-Party agreement in which North Korea reaffirmed its commitment not to transfer 

nuclear materials, technology, or know-how, we remain alert to the possibility North Korea could 

again export nuclear technology.   

 

We judge North Korea has tested two nuclear devices.  The Northôs October 2006 nuclear test is 

consistent with our longstanding assessment that it had produced a nuclear device, although we judge 

the test itself to have been a partial failure.  The Northôs probable nuclear test in May 2009 is 

consistent with our assessment that the North continued to develop nuclear weapons, and with a yield 

of roughly two kilotons TNT equivalent, was apparently more successful than the 2006 test

Although we judge North Korea has tested two nuclear devices, we do not know whether the North 

has produced nuclear weapons, but we assess it has the capability to do so.

In November 2010, North Korean officials told US visitors that North Korea is building its own 

light water reactor (LWR) for electricity production.  The claimed prototype LWR has a planned 

power of 100 megawatt-thermal and a target completion date of 2012.  North Korean officials also 

told the US visitors in November that it had constructed and started operating a uranium enrichment 

facility at Yongbyon that they claimed was designed to produce low-enriched uranium (LEU) and 

support fabrication of reactor fuel for the LWR.  The US visitors were shown a facility at the existing 

fuel fabrication complex in Yongbyon, which North Korea described as a uranium enrichment plant.  

North Korea further claimed the facility contained 2,000 centrifuges and was operating and 

producing LEU that would be used to fuel the small LWR.  The Northôs disclosure supports the 

United Statesô longstanding assessment that the DPRK has pursued a uranium-enrichment capability.   
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We judge it is not possible the DPRK could have constructed the Yongbyon enrichment facility 

and begun its operation, as North Korean officials claim, in such a short period of timeðless than 20 

monthsðwithout having previously conducted extensive research, development, testing, fabrication, 

and assembly or without receiving outside assistance. 

 

Based on the scale of the facility and the progress the DPRK has made in construction, it is likely 

that North Korea has been pursuing enrichment for an extended period of time.  If so, there is clear 

prospect that DPRK has built other uranium enrichment related facilities in its territory, including 

likely R&D and centrifuge fabrication facilities, and other enrichment facilities.  Analysts differ on 

the likelihood that other production-scale facilities may exist elsewhere in North Korea. 

 

Following the Taepo Dong 1 launch in 1998, North Korea conducted launches of the Taepo 

Dong 2 (TD-2) in 2006 and more recently in April 2009.  Despite the most recent launchôs failure in 

its stated mission of orbiting a small communications satellite, it successfully tested many 

technologies associated with an ICBM.  Although both TD-2 launches ended in failure, the 2009 

flight demonstrated a more complete performance than the July 2006 launch.  North Koreaôs progress 

in developing the TD-2 shows its determination to achieve long-range ballistic missile and space 

launch capabilities.  If configured as an ICBM, the TD-2 could reach at least portions of the United 

States; the TD-2 or associated technologies also could be exported. 

 

Because of deficiencies in their conventional military forces, the Northôs leaders are focused on 

deterrence and defense.  The Intelligence Community assesses Pyongyang views its nuclear 

capabilities as intended for deterrence, international prestige, and coercive diplomacy.  We judge that 

North Korea would consider using nuclear weapons only under certain narrow circumstances.  We 

also assess, albeit with low confidence, Pyongyang probably would not attempt to use nuclear 

weapons against US forces or territory unless it perceived its regime to be on the verge of military 

defeat and risked an irretrievable loss of control.   

 

 

Global Challenges 

     

   South Asia   

Afghanistan 
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Afghan National Security Force Development  

Afghan Governance Challenges 

 

Status of the Afghan Drug Trade   
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Neighboring States and Afghanistan  

International Support to Afghanistan 

 

Pakistan 
 

 

Efforts Against Insurgents and Terrorists   
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COIN Improvements   

Political and Economic Outlook  

 

 

India 
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East Asia 
 

North Korea 
 


