
Seminar in IR: About This Course
Controlling the spread of weapons continues to be one of the 
most critical issues in international politics. This graduate 
seminar explores a variety of theoretical and policy-related 
challenges associated with the global issues of arms control 
and nonproliferation. Our specific topics will include nuclear 
weapons proliferation and policy, chemical and biological 
weapons, small arms trafficking, missile control and defense, 
and “future weapons” based on emerging technologies. 
Throughout the semester, specific case studies will be used to 
illuminate the challenges facing various countries, particularly 
as they are forced to steer between domestic and international 
politics. 

Course objectives
✦ Gain factual knowledge (terminology, classifications, 

methods, trends) regarding the politics of international 
weapons proliferation 

✦ Apply fundamental principles, generalizations, or theories of 
international relations to a specific set of issues 

✦ Improve critical thinking and writing skills
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Online Course, Fall 2016

Requirements
Course Engagement (15%)
Our primary interaction in this course will occur in our virtual 
classroom, our community page through Google+. In addition, 
we’ll have two or three Google Hangouts (videoconferences) 
where we'll meet to engage with guests or discuss case studies.   
Any of this offers opportunities to engage with the course. See 
the Google+ site for a video on all of the different ways you can 
be successful in this category. I will give you a sense of how 
you’re doing at the end of weeks four and ten. 

Analytical Essays (85%)
These four papers (7-10 pages ea.; all weighted equally) will be 
written following the four case study weeks of the course 
(weeks three, six, nine, and twelve). The papers will be 
responses to prompts which I will distribute early in the course. 
The idea is that we read and discuss during the week with the 
prompt and our essay arguments in mind. The process of 
discussion should help you sharpen your arguments. 

I will grade the first draft of each paper according to a specific 
rubric (which I will distribute in advance). After seeing my 
comments, you’ll have the option of revising and resubmitting. If 
you choose to R&R, the revised paper is due one week from the 
day I enter the grade on the first draft. The final grade will be an 
average of the grades of the first and second drafts.

Dr. Jason Enia
Campus Office: CHSS 496A
Email: jason.enia@shsu.edu
Web: jasonenia.wordpress.com
Phone: 936-294-1467

Campus Office Hours: TTH 11a-12:00p; by appt.*

*If you need to meet me in person outside of my open-door 
office hours, just email me or send me a message through 
Google+ to make an appointment.

Global Politics of Weapons

Course Materials
There are no books to purchase for this seminar. All readings 
are available online (URL in the syllabus below) or as PDF files 
on the course Blackboard site. Throughout the semester, I’ll 
recommend other readings (not required), and as much as 
possible, I’ll try to make these things that are freely available or 
at the least, relatively inexpensive.

EARNED
90-100%
80-89%
70-79%
below 70%

GRADE
A
B
C
F

DENOTATION
Excellent
Acceptable
Pass, insufficient
Failure

mailto:jason.enia@shsu.edu
mailto:jason.enia@shsu.edu


University policy 861001 provides the procedures to be followed 
by the student and instructor.  A student desiring to absent 
himself/herself from a scheduled class in order to observe (a) 
religious holy day(s) shall present to each instructor involved a 
written statement concerning the religious holy day(s). The 
instructor will complete a form notifying the student of a 
reasonable timeframe in which the missed assignments and/or 
examinations are to be completed.

Disability Services
It is the policy of Sam Houston State University that individuals 
otherwise qualified shall not be excluded, solely by reason of their 
disability, from participation in any academic program of the 
university. Further, they shall not be denied the benefits of these 
programs nor shall they be subjected to discrimination. Students 
with disabilities that might affect their academic performance are 
expected to visit with the Office of Services for Students with 
Disabilities located in the Counseling Center. They should then 
make arrangements with their individual instructors so that 
appropriate strategies can be considered and helpful procedures 
can be developed to ensure that participation and achievement 
opportunities are not impaired.

Course Policies
Deadlines
All assigned work must be completed and submitted by due date/
times indicated. There is no grace period. It is your responsibility to 
ensure that you leave yourself enough time to post/submit your 
assignment before the deadline. Everything that comes in after is 
late, and penalties will start to accrue as follows:

Blackboard Assignments
Please familiarize yourself with the process of submitting 
assignments through Blackboard. Upon upload, you should see 
and a receipt of your submission. If nothing else, you might want to 
take a screen shot. If you do not see the receipt, you need to 
resubmit. Any claim that an assignment was submitted on time but 
“lost by Blackboard” must be accompanied by a digital receipt as 
evidence that you submitted the assignment on time.

Academic Integrity
Students are expected to maintain complete honesty and integrity 
in academic experiences both in and out of the classroom. Any 
student found guilty of academic dishonesty will fail the 
course. In addition, the University and its official representatives 
may initiate disciplinary proceedings against a student accused of 
any form of academic dishonesty including, but not limited to, 
cheating on an examination or other academic work which is to be 
submitted, plagiarism, collusion and the abuse of resource 
materials. If you have any questions, please ask!

Religious Holy Days
Section 51.911(b) of the Texas Education Code requires that an 
institution of higher education excuse a student from attending 
classes or other required activities, including examinations, for the 
observance of a religious holy day, including travel for that 
purpose. Section 51.911 (a) (2) defines a religious holy day as: “a 
holy day observed by a religion whose places of worship are 
exempt from property taxation under Section 11.20….” A student 
whose absence is excused under this subsection may not be 
penalized for that absence and shall be allowed to take an 
examination or complete an assignment from which the student is 
excused within a reasonable time after the absence.

LATE
1 minute-24 hours
24-48 hours
48-72 hours
72-96 hours
96+ hours

PENALTY
10%
30%
50%
75%
100%



Course Schedule, Fall 2016
Dates & Topics Readings Notes & To-Do

Week 1: Aug 24-30
• Course introduction
• Weapons, weapons, 

everywhere weapons—
the state of the world in 
2016

1. Syllabus
2. Arms Control Association (2016) “Nuclear Weapons: Who Has What at a Glance.”
3. Arms Control Association (2016) “Chemical & Biological Weapons Status at a Glance.”
4. Arms Control Association (2016) “Worldwide Ballistic Missile Inventories.”
5. Arms Control Association (2016) “MANPADS at a Glance.”
6. Arms Control Association (2016) “Cluster Munitions at a Glance.”
7. The Economist (2014) “The Economist Explains: Why Did the AK-47 Become So Popular?”

Set up a Google+ account.
Read through syllabus and watch course logistics videos
Read the materials for the week.
Watch video with Enia’s comments/thoughts for the week.
Participate in discussion on course Google+ site. 

Nuclear Puzzles, Nuclear Politics
Week 2: Aug 31-Sep 6
• What are these things? 
• Why does the technology 

present a challenge?

1. Nuclear Threat Initiative (2012) “Nuclear 101” (click through all parts, all modules)
2. Coté (1996) "A Primer on Fissile Materials and Nuclear Weapons Design” [Note: Some of this repeats 

material in the “Nuclear 101” primer above. But having the information in two different forms may aid 
in your understanding.]

3. Braun (2006) “The Nuclear Energy Market & the Nonproliferation Regime” pp. 627-644.

Read the materials for the week.
Watch video with Enia’s comments/thoughts for the week.
Participate in discussion on course Google+ site. 

Week 3: Sep 7-13
• Why would a country 

want nuclear weapons?
• Why wouldn’t it?
• What about the middle 

ground?

1. Sagan (1996) “Why Do States Build Nuclear Weapons?” pp. 54-86. 
2. Hymans (2006) The Psychology of Nuclear Proliferation: Identity, Emotions, & Foreign Policy, pp. 

17-40.
3. Rublee (2009) “Understanding the International Social Environment” in Nonproliferation Norms: Why 

States Choose Nuclear Restraint pp. 34-52.

Case materials:
4. Chakma (2005) “Toward Pokhran II: Explaining India’s Nuclearisation Process,” pp. 189-236.
5. Walsh (1997) “Surprise Down Under: The Secret History of Australia’s Nuclear Ambitions” pp. 1-20.
6. du Preez & Maettig (2010) “From Pariah to Nuclear Poster Boy” in Forecasting Nuclear 

Nonproliferation in the 21st Century: A Comparative Perspective, pp. 302-334. 

Read the materials for the week.
Take note of the prompt for essay #1. Remember to read and discuss 
in light of possible arguments you may want to make in that essay. 
Watch video with Enia’s comments/thoughts for the week.
Participate in discussion on course Google+ site. 
Participate in Google Hangout discussion of case materials (Note: 
Optional, but a way to earn course engagement credit for week.) Time 
and details TBA.

Week 4: Sep 14-20
• Why haven't any 

countries used nukes 
since August 1945?

1. Cashman (2014) “Deterrence Theory” in What Causes War? pp. 339-369.
2. Tannenwald (2012) “The Nuclear Taboo,” in Pant (ed.) pp. 62-74.
3. Mueller (1988) “The Essential Irrelevance of Nuclear Weapons: Stability in the Postwar World” pp. 

55-79.

Read the materials for the week.
Watch video with Enia’s comments/thoughts for the week.
Participate in discussion on course Google+ site. 
Analytical essay #1 is due via Bb by Sept. 20 at 11:59pm.

Week 5: Sep 21-27
• Nonproliferation & arms 

control—has the 
“system” really worked?

1. Treaty on the Nonproliferation of Nuclear Weapons (1968, eif 1970). 
2. Sauer (2006) “The Nuclear Nonproliferation Regime in Crisis” pp. 333-340.
3. Fields & Enia (2009) “The Health of the Nuclear Nonproliferation Regime: Returning to a 

Multidimensional Evaluation,” pp. 173–196.

Read the materials for the week.
Watch video with Enia’s comments/thoughts for the week.
Participate in discussion on course Google+ site. 

Week 6: Sep 28-Oct 4
• Nuclear terrorism: how 

worried should we be?

1. Bunn & Wier (2006) “Terrorist Nuclear Weapon Construction: How Difficult?” pp. 133-149.
2. Allison (2004) “What Nuclear Weapons Could Terrorists Use?” in Nuclear Terrorism: The Ultimate 

Preventable Catastrophe pp. 43-60.
3. Mueller (2010) “Likelihood” in Atomic Obsession, pp. 181-198.
4. Lieber and Press (2013) “Why States Won’t Give Nuclear Weapons to Terrorists,” pp. 80-104.

Case materials:
5. Langewiesche (2006) “How to Get a Nuclear Bomb” The Atlantic.
6. Butler & Ghirda (2015) “Nuclear Smugglers Tried Selling Radioactive Materials to ISIS” 
7. Bunn et al. (2016) “Preventing Nuclear Terrorism” [Note: We’ll divide and conquer this one.]

Read the materials for the week.
Take note of the prompt for essay #2. Remember to read and discuss 
in light of possible arguments you may want to make in that essay. 
Watch video with Enia’s comments/thoughts for the week.
Participate in discussion on course Google+ site. 
Participate in Google Hangout discussion of case materials (Note: 
Optional, but a way to earn course engagement credit for week.) Time 
and details TBA.

https://www.armscontrol.org/factsheets/Nuclearweaponswhohaswhat


https://www.armscontrol.org/factsheets/cbwprolif
https://www.armscontrol.org/factsheets/missiles
https://www.armscontrol.org/factsheets/manpads
https://www.armscontrol.org/factsheets/clusterataglance
http://www.economist.com/blogs/economist-explains/2014/01/economist-explains-4
http://tutorials.nti.org/nuclear-101/overview/
http://www.pbs.org/wgbh/pages/frontline/shows/nukes/readings/appendixb.html
https://www.iaea.org/sites/default/files/publications/documents/infcircs/1970/infcirc140.pdf
http://www.theatlantic.com/magazine/archive/2006/12/how-to-get-a-nuclear-bomb/305402/
http://www.huffingtonpost.com/entry/nuclear-smugglers-shopped-radioactive-material-to-isis-terrorists_us_561470c1e4b021e856d2cfa0
http://belfercenter.ksg.harvard.edu/files/PreventingNuclearTerrorism-Web.pdf


Dates & Topics Readings To-do

Chemical (CW) and Biological (BW) Weapons: Qualitatively Different?
Week 7: Oct 5-11
• The science & 

motivations of CW & BW

1. Croddy (2002) “The Fog of War” in Chemical & Biological Warfare… pp. 3-18.
2. Guillemin (2005) “Biological Agents & Disease Transmission” in Biological Weapons, pp. 20-39.
3. Federation of American Scientists “Types of Chemical Weapons”
4. Hoffman (2009) The Dead Hand pp. 117-126.

Read the materials for the week.
Watch video with Enia’s comments/thoughts for the week.
Participate in discussion on course Google+ site. 
Analytical essay #2 is due via Bb by October 11 at 11:59pm.

Week 8: Oct 12-18
• The CW and BW 

regimes in comparative 
perspective

1. Perry Robinson (2009) “Chemical & Biological Weapons” in Combating Weapons of Mass Destruction 
pp. 74-94.

2. Price (1997) “A Weapon of the Weak” in The Chemical Weapons Taboo pp. 134-163.
3. Enia & Fields (2014) “The Relative Efficacy of the Biological and Chemical Weapon Regimes” 

Nonproliferation Review pp. 43-64.

Read the materials for the week.
Watch video with Enia’s comments/thoughts for the week.
Participate in discussion on course Google+ site. 

Week 9: Oct 19-25
• The terrorism question—

should we be more 
worried with CW and 
BW?

1. Ryan (2016) “Seeds of Destruction” in Biosecurity & Bioterrorism… pp. 3-29.
2. Ben & Ouagrham-Gormley (2012) “Barriers to Bioweapons…” International Security pp. 80-114.
3. Tucker (2008) “Chemical Terrorism: Assessing Threats & Responses” in Weapons of Mass 

Destruction & Terrorism pp. 213-226.

Case materials:
4. Miller et al. (2001) “The Attack” in Germs… pp. 15-33.
5. Tucker (2006) “The Tokyo Subway” in War of Nerves pp. 326-350.
6. Hylton (2011) “How Ready are we for Bioterrorism?”

Read the materials for the week.
Take note of the prompt for essay #3. Remember to read and discuss 
in light of possible arguments you may want to make in that essay. 
Watch video with Enia’s comments/thoughts for the week.
Participate in discussion on course Google+ site. 
Participate in Google Hangout discussion of case materials (Note: 
Optional, but a way to earn course engagement credit for week.) Time 
and details TBA.

Classically and Newly “Conventional” Weapons
Week 10: Oct 26-Nov 1
• Missiles

1. Gormley (2008) “Land-Attack Cruise Missiles—Signs of Contagion” in Missile Contagion pp. 47-65.
2. Mistry (2003) “Regimes, Technology, Politics, & Proliferation…” in Containing Missile Proliferation… 

pp. 15-40.
3. Multiple Authors (2016) “Too Late for Missile Proliferation?” a Development & Disarmament 

Roundtable hosted by the Bulletin of the Atomic Scientists.

Analytical essay #3 is due via Bb by November 1 at 11:59pm
Read the materials for the week.
Watch video with Enia’s comments/thoughts for the week.
Participate in discussion on course Google+ site. 

Week 11: Nov 2-8
• Small arms

1. Stohl (2005) “Fighting the Illicit Trafficking of Small Arms,” SAIS Review of International Studies pp. 
59-68.

2. Chivers (2010) “Small Arms, Big Problems” Foreign Affairs.
3. Abramson (2016) “States Link Efforts to Curb Arms Flows” Arms Control Today pp. 25-26.
4. Schmidle (2012) “Disarming Viktor Bout,” The New Yorker.

Read the materials for the week.
Watch video with Enia’s comments/thoughts for the week.
Participate in discussion on course Google+ site. 

Week 12: Nov 9-15
• UAVs and drones

1. Plaw et al. (2016) “The Debate Over Strategy” in The Drone Debate… pp. 65-86.
2. “Recommendations & Report of the Task Force on US Drone Policy” (2014)
3. Bowden (2013) “The Killing Machines: How to Think About Drones” The Atlantic.
4. Watch PBS Frontline (2012) “The Secret War” [approx. 18 minutes]

Read the materials for the week.
Watch video with Enia’s comments/thoughts for the week.
Participate in discussion on course Google+ site. 

https://fas.org/cw/documents/cwagents.pdf


http://www.nytimes.com/2011/10/30/magazine/how-ready-are-we-for-bioterrorism.html?partner=rss&emc=rss&pagewanted=all&_r=0
http://thebulletin.org/too-late-missile-nonproliferation
http://www.pbs.org/wgbh/frontline/film/secret-war/


Dates & Topics Readings To-do

Week 13: Nov 16-22
• Cyberwar

1. Gartzke (2013) “The Myth of Cyberwar” International Security pp. 41-73.
2. Cirenza (2016) “The Flawed Analogy Between Nuclear & Cyber Deterrence” The Bulletin of the 

Atomic Scientists.

Case materials:
3. Zetter (2011) “How Digital Detectives Deciphered Stuxnet, the Most Menacing Malware in History” 

Wired. 
4. Sanger (2012) “Obama Order Sped Up Wave of Cyberattacks Against Iran” New York Times, June 1.
5. Langer (2013) “Stuxnet’s Secret Twin” Foreign Policy. 
6. Sanger & Shanker (2013) “Broad Powers Seen for Obama in Cyberstrikes” New York Times, Feb. 3.

Read the materials for the week.
Take note of the prompt for essay #4. Remember to read and discuss 
in light of possible arguments you may want to make in that essay. 
Watch video with Enia’s comments/thoughts for the week.
Participate in discussion on course Google+ site. 
Participate in Google Hangout discussion of case materials (Note: 
Optional, but a way to earn course engagement credit for week.) Time 
and details TBA.

Week 14: Nov. 23-29
• Thanksgiving

Week 15: Nov. 30-Dec 4
• Course conclusions

Analytical essay #4 is due via Bb by December 1 at 11:59pm.

http://thebulletin.org/flawed-analogy-between-nuclear-and-cyber-deterrence9179
https://www.wired.com/2011/07/how-digital-detectives-deciphered-stuxnet/all/1
http://www.nytimes.com/2012/06/01/world/middleeast/obama-ordered-wave-of-cyberattacks-against-iran.html
http://www.nytimes.com/2013/02/04/us/broad-powers-seen-for-obama-in-cyberstrikes.html

