
Department of Government, Harvard University 

 

Gov 94LP: Nuclear Politics 
Instructor: Jack Huguley 

 

Email: jhuguley@fas.harvard.edu Course Date: Monday 

Office: H-12, Kirkland House Course Time: 9:45-11:45 am 

Office Hours: https://calendly.com/kirklandhousedean/  Course Location: TBD 

 

Course Description 

 

Have nuclear weapons “revolutionized” international politics and global security? Why and how 

do states proliferate? How have leaders, states, and institutions historically grappled with the 

political and military impact of nuclear weapons, and what can that tell us about nuclear crises or 

diplomacy today? What are the major concerns for the future? This seminar introduces students to 

topics around nuclear proliferation and strategy, emphasizing academic and theoretical debates 

about the tools policymakers employ to prevent the spread or use of nuclear weapons at the state, 

regional, and global levels. 

 

Pre-Requisites: None. 

 

Subfield: This course carries an international relations (IR) designation for GOV concentrators.  

 

Learning Objectives 

 

The purpose of this course is to explore the history and politics of nuclear weapons development 

and their deployment as military and coercive tools. Subject-matter learning goals include that 

students completing this course be able to: 

● Understand key debates in nuclear policy and scholarship during the Cold War and today.  

● Recognize historical trends in nuclear strategy, and proliferation of relevant technology. 

● Critically evaluate and assess claims made by scholars, policymakers, and mass media as 

they relate to nuclear politics. 

● Describe major technical and policy challenges involved in the construction and use of 

nuclear weapons. 

 

The subject also serves as a framework for developing and enhancing student skills in thinking, 

writing, researching, and crafting arguments. Successful students will finish this course able to: 

● Frame analytical questions, conduct historical research, and evaluate results using 

approaches from the field of political science. 

● Produce quality written work in a variety of short forms required in a range of academic 

and professional settings; 

● Develop arguments and write persuasively for expert and non-expert audiences. 

● Design and carry out a manageable project in stages, resulting in a final term paper (2,500-

3,750 words) that contributes to the ongoing process of research in political science. 

 

 

mailto:jhuguley@fas.harvard.edu
https://calendly.com/kirklandhousedean/


Texts 

 

There is no required text for this class. All required reading materials will be made available 

electronically through the course Canvas site.  

 

Inclusivity: please note that the readings in this class present a range of views, and attempt to 

acknowledge the important contributions of scholars from a wide set of backgrounds, nationalities, 

and perspectives. International relations and nuclear politics are subjects which should be for 

everyone. Feel free to recommend a reading or subject for additional discussion in class or for 

future iterations of this course.   

 

Course Requirements 

 

Grades in this course will be distributed based on the breakdown below: 

 

Participation: 25% 

Reading Response 1: 15% 

Reading Response 2: 15%  

Memorandum Assignment: 20% 

Final Research Assignment: 25% 

 

Participation  

Students are expected to do the readings prior to each listed class session, and participate in 

substantive in-class discussion. Attendance is expected unless approved otherwise; absences may 

be excused with a doctor’s note or through advanced communication with the instructor to provide 

special extenuating circumstances. Students should always copy their Resident Dean. 

 

This class has twelve substantive meetings planned. Each class is worth 2 points towards your final 

grade: one for attending, and one for meaningfully contributing to in-class discussion. The 25th 

point will be earned by serving as the class secretary one week, recording key lines of conversation, 

debate, and questions raised by the readings and discussions.  

 

There will be no recording of this class. If a student misses class, and is excused by a doctor’s note 

or other documentation of extenuating circumstances, then the attendance point will not be 

deducted. If the absence is excused, the student can make up the discussion point by submitting a 

500 word response to the readings and the substantive questions identified by the class scribe, due 

before the following week’s class meeting (unless otherwise approved in consultation with the 

instructor and the student’s Resident Dean). 

 

Reading Responses  

Students will write two reading responses of approximately 750 words on a contemporary policy 

issue relevant to nuclear politics. Each response will be worth 15% of the student’s final grade. 

● Op-Ed: one reading response will be written in the style of an “opinion to the editor,” an 

argumentative essay designed to influence public opinion among non-expert audiences. 



● Review: one reading response will be written in the style of an academic book or article 

review, critiquing a piece of scholarship not assigned for this class. Students should clear 

the piece chosen with the instructor ahead of time.  

 

Instructions for each style of writing will be uploaded to the course Canvas site. We will also 

discuss expectations for the assignments in class, and may look at examples together. To avoid 

last-minute submissions, at least one response must be turned in by March 6 (week seven). The 

second will be due no later than April 17 (week thirteen). 

 

Note on these deadlines: the reading response due dates are intentionally open-ended to provide 

students with more flexibility, not to promote procrastination. I recommend you consider other 

courses’ deadlines and pick dates for yourself to submit ahead of time. Do not wait until the last 

minute on these! Be thoughtful and proactive about how you wish to spend your time. The course 

instructor is happy to help you think through a plan. 

 

Memorandum Assignment  

Students will write a five-to-six page, single spaced paper (no more than 3,000 words) in the form 

of a simulated memo addressing a civilian leader. The memo will prescribe a set of policy 

responses and recommendations on a current problem in nuclear politics. Instructions for the 

format, along with several policy scenarios for students to choose from, will be uploaded to the 

course Canvas site in advance of the assignment. The memorandum submission will be due on 

March 27 (week ten). 

 

Final Research Assignment  

Students will write a ten-to-fifteen page, double spaced (approximately 2,500-3,750 words) 

research paper, addressing any topic related to nuclear politics. Each paper must include four 

components: (1) a brief review of relevant literature, no fewer than three scholarly resources; (2) 

a clearly-articulated hypothesis or argument, drawn from the course readings or another scholarly 

source; (3) a description of how the argument or hypothesis will be empirically assessed; and (4) 

analysis of at least one historical case. The final research paper will be due on May 4 (first day of 

final exam period).  

 

(Optional) Peer Review Workshop: With the help of students in class, the instructor will identify 

a convenient date for an optional class in early April (between meetings eleven and twelve). To 

this session, students will bring a final research assignment proposal (1-2 pp.) for peer review. The 

instructor will facilitate a workshop-style peer review session designed to both improve students’ 

ideas, and to practice the important skill of providing constructive feedback on peers’ work. 

Students who attend and participate will earn 5 free points towards this assignment. 

 

The grading breakdown in this class is:

94 − 100  A   

90 − 93  A− 

87 − 89  B+  

84 − 86  B  

80 − 83  B−  

77 − 79  C+  

74 − 76  C 

70 − 73  C− 

67 − 69  D+ 

64 − 66  D 

60 − 63  D− 

00 − 59  E



 

Harvard Policies and Resources 

 

Academic Integrity and  Collaboration 

Harvard College community members are expected to produce work of integrity at the highest 

standards. Sources should be accurately attributed; any data you collect or use should be obtained 

with the owner’s consent and cited appropriately. Do not misrepresent someone else’s ideas, 

discoveries, interpretations, or conclusions  as your own. Plagiarizing ideas or language, falsifying 

data, or any other form of academic dishonesty violates the standards of this community, as well 

as the wider scholarly community. 

 

In this class, I expect all work to be your own: you may collaborate with others when developing 

ideas for research or written assignments, but you may not co-write or use others’ ideas without 

identifying them as such. You must attribute all ideas or data that are not your own, and may not 

use the prose of others except through direct quotes. When in doubt, consult the resources below. 

 

Important links for academic integrity: 

● The Harvard College Honor Code 

● Academic Integrity in the Harvard College Handbook 

● Harvard Guide for Using Sources 

 

Accommodations for Students with Disabilities 

Any student needing academic accommodations because of a disability should contact the 

Disability Access Office (DAO) to obtain a faculty letter and should plan to speak directly with 

the instructor by the end of the second week of the term (January 30) so that accommodations 

can be made in a timely manner. All discussions will remain confidential, though DAO may be 

consulted to discuss the implementation of any requested accommodations. When in doubt, as 

your Resident Dean for assistance navigating this process.  

● DAO Registration Page 

  

https://honor.fas.harvard.edu/honor-code
https://handbook.fas.harvard.edu/book/academic-integrity
https://usingsources.fas.harvard.edu/
https://aeo.fas.harvard.edu/students/register


Schedule 

 

Unit 1: Origins of Nuclear Weapons: History & Strategy 

 

Week One: January 23 

 

Introduction: Key Concepts, Historical Development 

 

[no readings] 

 

Week Two: January 30 

 

 IR Theory Review 

 

Mearsheimer, John J., The Tragedy of Great Power Politics (New York, NY: 

W.W. Norton & Company, 2001), ch. 2. 

 

Wendt, Alexander, “Anarchy is What States Make of It: the Social Construction 

of Power Politics,” International Organization 46, no. 2 (1992): 391-425. 

 

Glaser, Charles L., “The Security Dilemma Revisited,” World Politics 50, no. 1 

(1997): 171-201. 

 

Week Three: February 6 

 

 History & Strategy I: Homeland Deterrence & MAD 

 

Jervis, Robert, The Meaning of the Nuclear Revolution: Statecraft and the 

Prospect of Armageddon (Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press, 1989), ch. 1. 

 

Fravel, M. Taylor, and Evan S. Medeiros, “China's Search for Assured 

Retaliation: The Evolution of Chinese Nuclear Strategy and Force Structure,” 

International Security 35, no. 2 (2010): 48–87.  

 

Narang, Vipin, “What Does it Take to Deter: Regional Power Nuclear Postures 

and International Conflict,” Journal of Conflict Resolution 57 no. 3 (2013): 478–

508. 

 

Week Four: February 13 

 

History & Strategy II: Extended Deterrence, Escalation, and Coercion 

 

Long, Austin,  & Brendan Rittenhouse Green, “Stalking the Secure Second Strike: 

Intelligence, Counterforce, and Nuclear Strategy,” Journal of Strategic Studies 38 

nos. 1-2 (2015): 38-73. 

 



Posen, Barry R. “Inadvertent Nuclear War? Escalation and NATO's Northern 

Flank,” International Security 7, no. 2 (1982): 28-54. 

 

Schelling, Thomas, Arms and Influence (New Haven, CT: Yale University Press, 

1966), ch. 3. 

 

Week Five: February 20 

 

 no class, university holiday 

 

Unit 2: Proliferation & Non-Proliferation 

 

Week Six: February 27 

 

Proliferation I: Paradigmatic Models & “Demand-Side” Factors 

 

Sagan, Scott D., “Why Do States Build Nuclear Weapons?: Three Models in 

Search of a Bomb,” International Security 21, no. 3 (1996): 54–86. 

 

Narang, Vipin, “Strategies of Nuclear Proliferation: How States Pursue the 

Bomb,” International Security 41, no. 3 (2017): 110–150 

 

Jo, Dong-Joon, and Erik Gartzke, “Determinants of Nuclear Weapons 

Proliferation,” Journal of Conflict Resolution 51, no. 1 (2007): 167-194. 

 

Week Seven: March 6 

 

 Proliferation II: Leaders & “Supply-Side” Approaches 

 

Fuhrmann, Matthew, “Taking a Walk on the Supply Side: The Determinants of 

Civilian Nuclear Cooperation,” Journal of Conflict Resolution 53, no. 2 (2009): 

181-208. 

 

Miller, Nicholas L., “Why Nuclear Energy Programs Rarely Lead 

to Proliferation,” International Security 42, no. 2 (Fall 2017): 40-77. 

 

Whitlark, Rachel Elizabeth, “Nuclear Beliefs: A Leader-Focused Theory of 

Counter-Proliferation,” Security Studies 26, no. 4 (2017): 545-574. 

 

First short writing assignment assignment (Op-Ed or Book Review) due by March 6 

 

Week Eight: March 13 

 

no class, spring recess 

 

 



Week Nine: March 20 

 

 Non-proliferation I: NPT & IAEA, Technology 

 

Roehrlich, Elisabeth, “The Cold War, the Developing World, and the Creation of 

the International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA), 1953–1957,” Cold War History 

16, no. 2 (2016): 195-212. 

 

Verdier, Daniel, “Multilateralism, Bilateralism, and Exclusion in the Nuclear 

Proliferation Regime,” International organization 62, no. 3 (2008): 439-476. 

 

Koch, Lisa Langdon, “Frustration and Delay: The Secondary Effects of Supply-

Side Proliferation Controls,” Security Studies 28, no. 4 (2019): 773-806. 

 

Week Ten: March 27 

 

 Non-proliferation II: Counter-proliferation, Sanctions, Alliances 

 

Gavin, Francis J., “Strategies of Inhibition: U.S. Grand Strategy, the Nuclear 

Revolution, and Nonproliferation,” International Security 40, no. 1 (Summer 

2015): 9-46. 

 

Fuhrmann, Matthew, and Sarah E. Kreps, “Targeting Nuclear Programs in War 

and Peace: A Quantitative Empirical Analysis, 1941-2000,” Journal of Conflict 

Resolution 54, no. 6 (2010): 831-859. 

 

Miller, Nicholas L., “The Secret Success of Nonproliferation Sanctions,” 

International Organization 68, no. 4 (2014): 913-944. 

 

Memorandum assignment due on March 27 

 

Unit 3: Current Issues 

 

Week Eleven: April 3 

 

 Taboo, Latency, Disarmament 

 

Tannenwald, Nina, “The Nuclear Taboo: The United States and the Normative 

Basis of Nuclear Non-Use,” International Organization 53, no. 3 (1999): 433-

468. 

 

Pauly, Reid B.C., “Would US Leaders Push the Button? Wargames and the 

Sources of Nuclear Restraint,” International Security 43, no. 2 (2018): 151-192. 

 

Volpe, Tristan A., “Atomic Leverage: Compellence with Nuclear Latency,” 

Security Studies 26, no. 3 (2017): 517-544. 



 

Shultz, George P., William J. Perry, Henry A. Kissinger, and Sam Nunn, “A 

World Free of Nuclear Weapons,” The Wall Street Journal, January 4, 2007 

 

Shultz, George P., William J. Perry, Henry A. Kissinger, and Sam Nunn, “Toward 

a Nuclear-Free World,” The Wall Street Journal, January 15, 2008 

 

Optional Session: Date TBD (between April 3 and April 10) 

 

 Peer Review Workshop: bring 1-2pp. final research assignment proposal 

 

  [no readings] 

 

Week Twelve: April 10 

 

 Middle East & South Asia 

 

S. Paul Kapur, “India and Pakistan’s Unstable Peace: Why Nuclear South Asia is 

Not Like Cold War Europe,” International Security, Vol. 30, No. 2 (Fall 2005), 

pp. 127-152. 

 

Krepon, Michael, “The stability-instability paradox, misperception, and escalation 

control in South Asia,” Prospects for peace in South Asia 1 (2003): 261-279. 

 

Cohen, Avner, and William Burr, “Israel Crosses the Threshold,” Bulletin of the 

Atomic Scientists Volume 62, Issue 3, May 2006, Pages 22-30. 

 

Kroenig, Matthew, “Time to Attack Iran,” Foreign Affairs, Vol. 91, Issue 1 

(2012), pp. 76-86. 

 

Kahl, Colin, “Not Time to Attack Iran,” Foreign Affairs, Vol. 91, Issue 2 (2012), 

pp. 166-173. 

 

Samore, Gary, “The Iran Nuclear Deal: A Definitive Guide,” Executive 

Summary, Harvard Kennedy School’s Belfer Center for Science and International 

Affairs, Nov. 2017, pp. 1-6. 

 

Week Thirteen: April 17 

 

 Terrorism & Rogue States 

 

Schelling, Thomas C., “Thinking About Nuclear Terrorism,” International 

Security 6, no. 4 (1982): 61–77. 

 



Albright, David, and Corey Hinderstein, “Unraveling the A.Q. Khan and Future 

Proliferation Networks,” The Washington Quarterly, Vol. 28, Issue 2 (2005), pp. 

111-127. 

 

Hymans, Jacques E. C., “Assessing North Korean Nuclear Intentions and 

Capacities: A New Approach,” Journal of East Asian Studies 8, no. 2 (2008): 

259–292. 

 

Second short writing assignment assignment (Op-Ed or Book Review) due by April 17 

 

Week Fourteen: April 24 

 

 Nuclear Great Powers & Crises Today 

 

Miller, Steven E., “A Nuclear World Transformed: The Rise of Multilateral 

Disorder,” Dædalus 149, no. 2 (2020): 17-36. 

 

Lieber, Keir A., and Daryl G. Press, “The New Era of Counterforce: 

Technological Change and the Future of Nuclear Deterrence,” International 

Security 41, no. 4 (2017): 9-49. 

 

Mearsheimer, John J., “The Case for a Ukrainian Nuclear Deterrent,” Foreign 

Affairs (1993): 50-66 

 

Miller, Steven E., “The Case against a Ukrainian Nuclear Deterrent,” Foreign 

Affairs (1993): 67-80. 

 

Final research papers due on May 4 

 

 


