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COURSE SYLLABUS – SPRING 2015
NPTG 8648 – A: Security and Arms Control in Russia/Eurasia – 4 credits
Mondays 4-5:50 pm, MG99 

Dr. Nikolai Sokov
Senior Fellow

James Martin Center for Nonproliferation Studies

 Office: CNS Building, Ground Floor
Office Hours: Mondays 1-3 pm or by appointment
COURSE DESCRIPTION
This course will explore the complex, intertwined web of security issues in Eurasia with an emphasis on WMD nonproliferation and arms races as well as arms control. The course will review key explanatory frameworks as they relate to security and arms control in Russia and Eurasia. Primary attention will be paid to the role of Russia in the region – its interests, policies, and relations to other countries as well as the positive and negative impacts it has (or can have) on finding solutions to various outstanding issues. The course will also review the historical roots of current challenges to help students better understand the context, the limitations, and the opportunities as the international community strives to come to grips with various issues.
COURSE OBJECTIVES

The course is intended to 

· Provide students with analytical tools to understand and predict developments in Eurasia with regard to WMD nonproliferation, disarmament, and arms control, as well as broad security context.

· Give students an understanding of the historical and institutional context of interstate relations and policymaking in Eurasia with emphasis on post-Soviet states, EU, China, and India, as well as US role. 

· Provide students with in-depth knowledge of the arms control and nonproliferation strategy of the above-mentioned actors

· Improve their methodological and writing skills

TEXTBOOKS AND OTHER MATERIALS
No books for purchase. Readings will be placed by the instructor on the Moodle platform. Readings beyond first two months will be added once the instructor’s files, currently en route from Vienna, Austria to Monterey, will finally reach destination. 
METHODOLOGY AND POLICIES

The course will be based on the lecture and case methods and will be participative in design. Hence, it is expected that each student will have read the assigned material and or case and be prepared to discuss them and answer related questions in class.  Since a large part of the class will be geared toward the discussion of class material and cases, everyone is expected to have read the assigned materials and be ready to discuss them in class. Discussion s and individual contributions are encouraged, expected, and indeed count toward your final evaluation. Poor attendance will result in a significant lowing of the participation component of your grade.

To effectively participate in a classroom discussion, you should be able to accomplish one or more of the following: demonstrate your understanding of class materials by showing how to analyze and evaluate a given situation; present creative solutions or alternatives during class discussion; present additional material not contained in the class material; and assist in clarifying or settling a discussion.

Students are required to write three papers:

(1) Two short policy brief papers (no more than 2.5 double-spaced pages each), which will assess the explanatory power of two analytical frameworks (realism and institutionalism – parts II and III of the course). Students will have the opportunity to choose the case to explore and clear the choice with the instructor. Deadlines: first paper - March 1, second paper – April 12.
(2) A longer, approximately 20 pages long paper exploring the intersection of interstate and domestic politics on a specific issue. Students will have a choice between a comparative or single-country study. The topic is subject to approval; deadline for submission of the topic is March 8. Students will submit the first draft of the paper (5-7 pages) approximately in the middle of the term and the complete paper on the day of the last class.

ACADEMIC CONDUCT

All students will be held to all policies and procedures listed in the most current Policies and Standards Manual (PSM).  This includes but is not limited to our Student Honor Code and regulations on plagiarism.  A complete copy of the Policies and Standards Manual (PSM) can be found here: (http://www.miis.edu/media/view/23925/original/policy_and_standards_manual_update.pdf).

Self-Plagiarism: Re-use of a student’s work, in part or in its entirety, for another course without the express permission of the course instructor may be considered a form of plagiarism. 

REQUIREMENTS AND GRADING
Faculty:  If participation or attendance are included in the grading structure of your course, please explain your expectations and provide a definition of the term for students.  For example, participation does not equal attendance, but is a notable contribution to class discussions and exercises beyond mere physical presence in the classroom.  

· Your grade will be based on the following performance:   Sample percentage weights
Attendance

      
10%

Final Examination
      
25%

Written Assignments
     
 20% (10 case study submissions X 2% each)

Case Presentation/Review  
 20% (4 case presentations and reviews X 5% each)

Class Participation
           __25%_
TOTAL

                            100%
· Letter grades will be based on the following performance: Sample grading weights
A 
90-100% 

(Excellent)




B
80-89%    

(Good)



C
70-79%    

(Satisfactory)




D
 60-69%   

 (Poor)




F
0-59%       

(Fail)

Grades will be awarded with plus and minus designations when the student’s numerical score is in the very top or bottom end of the grade ranges described above.  As noted in th, quality points are assigned as follows:

A and A+ 4.00 grade points per credit.

A- (minus) 3.67

B+ (plus) 3.33

B 3.00

B- 2.67

C+ 2.33

C 2.00

C- 1.67

D+ 1.33

D 1.00

D- 0.67

F (Fail) 0.00

P (Pass) Credit for course, no grade points.

NP (No Pass) No grade points or credit.

I (Incomplete) No grade points or credit.

W (Withdrawal with permission) No grade points or credit.

AU (Audit) No grade points or credit.

IP (In Progress) No grade points or credit.

There is no other system of grading or grading category at the Monterey Institute other than

those listed above.

Except for grades of “I’ and “IP,”(see sections 5.3 and 5.4 in Policies and Standards Manual ) all grades are considered final when reported by a faculty

member at the end of a semester or marking period. A change of grade may be requested only

when a calculation, clerical, administrative, or recording error is discovered in the original

assignment of a course grade or when a decision is made by a faculty member to change the

grade as a result of the disputed academic evaluation procedure (see section 5.2 in Policies and Standard Manual). Grade changes necessitated by a calculation, clerical, administrative, or recording error must be reported within a period of six months from the time the grade is awarded. No grade may be changed as the result of a reevaluation of a student’s work or the submission of supplemental work following the close

of a semester or marking period. The Records Office shall only accept permissible changes of

grade upon written approval of the faculty member’s dean, who shall first verify that the Change

of Grade request satisfies legitimate criteria.
SCHEDULE AND WEEKLY ASSIGNMENTS
I. January 26
Introduction to course, overview of the scene. Levels of analysis.

Valerie Hudson, “The History and Evolution of Foreign Policy Analysis,” in Steve Smith et al, (eds.), Foreign Policy: Theory, Actors, Cases, Oxford, Oxford University Press, 2007, chapter 1.

Barry Buzan, “The level-of-analysis problem in international relations reconsidered” in Ken Booth and Steve Smith (eds.), International Relations Theory Today, Cambridge, Polity, 1995, pp. 198-216.

Celeste Wallander, The Sources of Russian Foreign Policy After the Cold War, Boulder, Westview Press, 1996 chap. 1: “The Sources of Russian Conduct” pp. 1-15. 

J. David Singer, “The Level of Analysis Problem”, vol. 14 n°1, October 1961, p. 77-92.
II. Systemic level of analysis: Realism

· February 1
Realist approach to IR. 

William Wohlforth, “Realism and Foreign Policy,” in Foreign Policy: Theory, Actors, Cases, Oxford, Oxford University Press, 2012

Glenn H. Snyder, “Mearsheimer’s World: Offensive Realism and the Struggle for Security,” International Security 27 (Summer 2002), pp. 149-173.

“Realism at the Limits: Post-Cold War Realism and Nuclear Rollback”, Contemporary Security Policy vol. 31 No. 1, April 2010, pp. 165-188.

Morton Kaplan, “Models of International Systems”

Nuno Monteiro, “Unrest Assured: Why Unipolarity is Not Peaceful,” International Security, Winter 2011-12.

“Debating American Engagement: The Future of US Grand Strategy,” International Security, Fall 2013

· February 8
Russian geopolitics, controversy over polarity of the system, controversy over the nature and consequences of global developments (wars in the Gulf, Afghanistan, Balkans, Arab Spring, NATO enlargement, etc.). Perspectives of other post-Soviet states. Russia-China-India triangle relationship.

Dilip Hiro, After Empire. The Birth of a Multipolar World, New York, Nation Books, 2010, chapter 2 : “America’s Place in the Sun – Eclipsed by Wars and a Fiscal Meldown”; pp. 25-86chapter 3 : “The Return of the Russian Bear”, pp. 87-116.

Davide Fiammenghi, “The Security Curve and the Structure of International Politics,” International Security, Spring 2011.

Tandall Schweller and Ziaoyu Pu, “After Unipolarity: China’s Vision of International Order in an Era of US Decline,” International Security, Summer 2011.

John Mearsheimer, “Why the Ukraine Crisis is the West’s Fault,” Foreign Affairs, September-October 2014 (http://www.foreignaffairs.com/print/138884) 

Michael McFaul, Stephen Sestanovich, John Mearsheimer, “Faulty Powers: Who Started the Ukraine Crisis?” Foreign Affairs, November-December 2014

· February 15
Denuclearization of post-Soviet states: 1992 – present. 

John Mearsheimer, “The Case for a Ukrainian Nuclear Deterrent,” Foreign Affairs, Summer 1993.

Steve Pifer, The Trilateral Process, Brookings Arms Control Series No. 6, 2011 (http://www.brookings.edu/~/media/research/files/papers/2011/5/trilateral%20process%20pifer/05_trilateral_process_pifer.pdf). 

Anuar Ayazbekov, “Kazakhstan's Nuclear Decision Making, 1991–92,” The Nonproliferation Review, 21:2 (2014)

“Ukraine: A Postnuclear Country,” in Forecasting Nuclear Proliferation in the 21st Century, ed. by William C. Potter and Gaukhar Mukhatzhanova (Stanford Univ. Press, 2010).

Nikolai Sokov, “The ‘Return’ of Nuclear Weapons,” Open Democracy, November 2014 (https://www.opendemocracy.net/od-russia/nikolai-sokov/return-of-nuclear-weapons) 

“Is Ukraine About to Go Nuclear Again?” CNN, April 2014 (http://edition.cnn.com/2014/04/16/opinion/hall-ukraine-russia-putin-nuclear/) 

Optional readings:

Sherman Garnett, “The Sources and Conduct of Ukrainian Nuclear Policy;” Vyacheslav Paznyak, “Belarussian Denuclearization Policy and the Control of Nuclear Weapons;” Murat Laumulin, “Kazakhstan’s Nuclear Policy and the Control of Nuclear Weapons,” in The Nuclear Challenge in Russia and the New States of Eurasia, ed., by George Quester (M.E. Sharpe, 1995)

·  February 22
Nuclear deterrence theory. US-Russian nuclear balance. Russian nuclear doctrine and modernization programs; Nuclear policies of other Eurasian states

Jeffrey W. Knopf, “The Fourth Wave in Deterrence Research”, Contemporary Security Policy, vol. 31 n°1, April 2010, pp. 1-33.

Thomas Schelling, “The Diplomacy of Violence” (in Robert Art and Robert Jervis, (eds.), International Politics : Enduring Concepts and Contemporary Issues, Longman, 2009, pp. 117-131)

Richard Ned Lebow and Janice Gross Stein, “Deterrence, Compellence, and the Cold War” (in Richard Ned Lebow and Janice Gross Stein, (eds.), We All Lost the Cold War, Princeton, Princeton University Press, 1994, pp. 291-376.

Paul Huth, “Testing Hypotheses on Deterrence” in Extended Deterrence and the Prevention of War (Yale Univ. Press, 1988)

Anne Sartori, “Three Misconceptions About Diplomacy » and « « How Can a State Communicate That an Adversary Has Misjudged Its Resolve ?” in Deterrence by Diplomacy, Princeton Univ. Press, 2005, pp. 6-12.

Nikolai Sokov, “Why Russia Calls a Limited Nuclear Strike ‘De-Escalation’?” The Bulletin of the Atomic Scientists, March 2014 (http://thebulletin.org/why-russia-calls-limited-nuclear-strike-de-escalation). 

Articles on Russia, China, India, Pakistan, and NATO attitudes toward US 2010 NPR: The Nonproliferation Review 18:1 (November 2011)

III. Systemic level of analysis: Institutionalism

· March 1. First Paper Due
Role of international regimes and international organizations. International law, UN Charter, customary law, state of play.

Celeste Wallander and Robert Keohane, “Risk, Threat, and Security Institutions,” in Helga Haftendorn, Robert Keohane, and Celeste Wallander, (eds.), Imperfect Unions. Security Institutions over Time and Space, Oxford, Oxford University Press, 1999, pp. 21-47.

Celeste Wallander, Mortal Friends, Best Enemies, German-Russian Cooperation after the Cold War, Ithaca, Cornell University Press, 1999, chapters 1 and 2.

Stephen Krasner, “Structural Causes and Regime Consequences: Regimes as Intervening Variables”, International Organization, vol. 36 n°2, Spring 1982, pp. 85-105.

· March 8. Topic for the Final Paper Due.
WMD nonproliferation regimes. NPT review process. MTCR, CWC (cooperation on Syria). 

Nuno Montyeiro, Alexandre Debs, “ The Strategic Logic of Nuclear Proliferation,” International Security, Fall 2014.

Gaukhar Mukhatzhanova, Implementation of Conclusions and Recommendations for Follow-On Actions Adopted at the 2010 NPT Revie Conference: Disarmament Actions 1-22. 2014 Monitoring Report. (http://www.nonproliferation.org/wp-content/uploads/2014/04/CNS-Monitoring-Report_2014_web.pdf). 

Jeffrey Knopf, ‘Nuclear Disarmament and Nonproliferation,” International Security, Winter 2012-13.

· March 22
Arms control: overview of past, current status. P-5 process. (two lectures)

Nikolai Sokov, “Assessing Russian Attitudes toward Phased, Deep Nuclear Reductions,” The Nonproliferation Review, 20:2 (2013) 

Alexei Arbatov, Vladimir Dvorkin, The Great Strategic Triangle, Carnegie Papers, April 2013 

· March 29
Arms control – continuation

Malcolm Chalmers, “Obama’s Prague Vision on Hold,” ELN, April 2014 (http://www.europeanleadershipnetwork.org/obamas-prague-vision-on-hold_1374.html?utm_source=ELN+Newsletter&utm_campaign=89126232c3-Ukraine+in+%E2%80%A6). 

· April 5
China: arms control, nuclear strategy, nonproliferation policy. 

M. Taylor Fravel and Evan S. Medeiros, “China’s Search for Assured Retaliation,” International Security, Fall 2010.

Christopher P. Twomey, “Nuclear Stability at Low Numbers: The Perspective from Beijing,” The Nonproliferation Review, 20:2 (2013)
Alexei Arbatov, “Engaging China in Nuclear Arms Control,” Carnegie Moscow Center, October 2014 (http://carnegie.ru/2014/10/09/engaging-china-in-nuclear-arms-control/hrem#) 

· April 12. Second Paper Due
IAEA, nuclear security, safeguards, related issues: US, Russian, Chinese, Indian positions.  Illicit trafficking in FSU. 

Mark Hibbs, “Safeguards in the Spotlight,” Arms Control Wonk, June 2013 (http://hibbs.armscontrolwonk.com/archive/1878/safeguards-in-the-spotlight) 

Mark Hibbs, “Russia’s Safeguards Problem,” Arms Control Wonk (http://hibbs.armscontrolwonk.com/archive/1196/russias-safeguards-problem) 

Mark Hibbs, “An Iran Deal Buy-In for Russia?” Arms Control Wonk, January 2013 (http://hibbs.armscontrolwonk.com/archive/1314/an-iran-deal-buy-in-for-russia) 

· April 19 
Nuclear industry: Renaissance, reform and expansion of Russian nuclear sector; Ukrainian nuclear sector. 

Jeffrey Lantis, “Economic Competition and Nuclear Cooperation,” The Nonproliferation Review, 21:1 (2014)

· April 26
EU: common (?) security policy, arms control – CFE, Vienna Document, OSCE. 

IV. May 3. 
Domestic politics, political systems democratization.

V. May 10
Constructivism, role of history and culture in Eurasian politics.
*Syllabi are subject to change by the instructor with advance notice to students
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