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- [Kaliningrad: Russia has deployed Military build-up: U.S. plans
I / nuclear-capable Iskander missiles permanent U.S. military base in
in violation of Intermediate-range l Poland. Russia could respond i

Nuclear Forces (INF) Treaty J

with air base in Belarus

' RUSSIA

Hels Nl Ukraine: Trump

= has refuseg:l toru le

' 5 out recognizing
NATO , b y Moscow Russia’s annexation

: (=] of Crimea
countries : \\®
mm ¢

Russian troops
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stationed . g
500 miles | - NN \m— A
I \, '~
800km ( \ :
— SYRIA
Hamadan Airbase

Used by Russia to _
conduct raids in Syrla

IRAN

Syria: Russia’s goalis to | Georgla With 20% of its
prevent regime change | territory under Russian i
U.s. in Syria where it has its J occupation since 2008,
only Mediterranean naval | South Ossetia and

base. U.S. wants Iranian Abkhazia have become
troops to leave Russian military bases

CANADA
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| M Area in range of JL-2 ARCTIC OCEAN Continental U.S.
Assumes submarine located Vo2 West Coast and parts
off east coast of China : W (U.S) of Midwest in range
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Trident: UK's nuclear deterrent in focus

Range of Trident missile: 1,500 miles

Estimated cost of replacing Trident

Cost of four new submarines

W £31bn

Owerall cost of replacing the system

I £167bo

How MPs voted on the Trident debate

117 AGAINST
1 Con
w7l L
52 SNP
7 | LibDem
DUP
3 |Plaid Cymru
a| sbLpP
uup
1 Green
UKIP

2 llndependenl

FOR 472

—_

322
140

19 July 2016 (Brexit

24 1HE %)

Abstentions: 1 Labour MP actively abstained by voting in both lobbies.
This is reflected in the final totals For and Against.
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Eﬂ té_}/\}o AR Z 9K oFEEE ST ("Why Iran Should Gets the Bomb” by Waltz).

Brodie 1959; Bueno de Mesquita & Riker 1982; Intriligator & Brito 1984; Berkowitz 1985;
Mearsheimer 1990, 1993; Waltz 1981, 2003, 2012
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Bendor & Hammond 1992; March & Simon 1993; Allison & Zelikow 1999; Perkovich & Acton
2009; Sagan 1995; 2012



Why Iran Should Get the
Bomb

Nuclear Balancing Would Mean Stability

By Kenneth N. Waltx



Why ~°"" Should Get the

Korea
B O mb (and South Korea, Japan, Taiwan, Vietnam.......

Nuclear Balancing Would Mean Stability

By Kyungkook Kang
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Non-Nuclear Events Assad regime attacked own

Germany first used poison o , ,
citizen in Syria (2013-2014)

== gas during battle of Ypres

(1915) Iraq used various gases T
. Gas deployed by German & against Iran and Kurds
Allied Forces (1915-19) (1980-88)
Italy used mustard gas in T o
_ Ethiopia (1935) Aum Shinrikyo cult launched
sarin attack in Tokyo (1995)
Japan used various gases -

in China (1937-45)

1910 1920 1930 1940 1950 1960 1970 1980 1990 2000 2010 2020

= Cuban Missile Crisis (1962)

= Hungarian Revolution (1956)

_ Nuclear use in Korean War Iran Nuclear Deal (2015)
rejected (1951)
Atomic Bombings of | L g 1 Blockade (1948)
Hiroshima & Nagasaki ==

(1945)

Nuclear Events
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MEMORANDUM INFORMA TION
THE WHITE HOUSE v}/
WASHINOTON
—FOP SECRET—
Saturday, February 10, 1968 -- 10:00 a, m.
EYES ONLY 3o

Ree -

Mr. President:
With respect to your questions this morning about the nuclear matter:

1 Attached herewith is the memorandum to General Wheeler from
Bob Ginsburgh, As you see, he raised the matter on his own with respect to
Dien Bien Phu and no relation to the White House or to me.

2. In Admiral Sharp's response to General Wheeler's back channel
message which followed, Adm. Sharp said that he and Westy had exchanged
views several days previously on the need for some very closely-held
Planning about nuclear weapons should the situation around Khe Sanh
warrant it and should the highest authority direct their use. He noted it
was unlikely the situation at Khe Sanh would become so desperate to warrant
such use, but felt military prudence alone required some such planning,

3. There are no nuclear weapons in South Vietnam, Presidential

_authority would be required to put them there. § = |
b-2(n) £ ) §

R —— R R
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CITE: MAC pise2 1@ FEBRUARY 1968
DTG : 1011162

FROM: GENERAL WESTMORELAND COMUSMACV

TO : ADMIRAL SHARP CINCPAC HAWAII

REFERENCE CINCPAC 0622502 FEB 68 FRACTURE JAW
COMUSMACV OPLAN FRACTURE JAW HAS BEEN APPROVED

BY ME. PUBLICATION IS NOW IN PROGESS AND PLAN WILL

BE DISPATG{ED BY ARMED FORCES COURIER SERVICE 11 FEB.

ETA HONOLULU ARMED FORCES COURIER STATION 111200V FEB.
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* Organski & Kugler 1980; Kugler & Zagare 1987; Zagare & Kilgour 2000
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(1) 249 =7] (Motivation) ZA1Q] AX|A slAto] Tt
ED}““EL‘ @ﬁéﬂﬂq t|AF QAlo] geks &. Oi Aeto]] ERtEer A =AK = 17

AFEH(Risky situation) = €l (Danger) O] O} &4 EHIFO] 713] (Opportunity) = Q14].
(Gregory 1980; Robson 1992; Becker, Murphy & Wemmg 2005; Genicot & Ray 2015).

H7} (Status Quo Evaluation): XA THE

’

j2=2
E

2) 249 Opportunity) ZA19] AR (Capability): & =7t A =6 58 8 W=

719]9] A= il E*hE}L HolA S8, 3}01%7& EM‘@O] 50:505 Ol& W7t Qe

ol ol

=S = Ol%@ Stol-gjAad @.Eﬂ% Agct &4g F E%ﬂawg Nete ARF o=
HiE o+ = =0 AeFd 7139] (Gray 2002; Martel 2007).

(3) ZA9] A (Constraint) OZAIO] HE
ALtoll= AR 324 EohLgt HEAA] EE
ArZ. (Kang and Kugler 2013).

oFd (Exposure to Retaliation): AI&AsH AKX I
Oﬂ AUt A, HAPR O 2 F|OFSHA7 5Q e =
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CHALLENGER
Stay Out Provocation
UA(SA)
Us(Ss) DEFENDER
Concession Offer Defiance
(b> 0) (b= 0)
CHALLENGER CHALLENGER
War Settlement Back Down War
High-Intensity High-Intensity
War War
EU,(War)  Low-Intensity Ua(sa+ b) NN Low-Intensity EUx(War)

EUg(War) War Us(s: - b) Us(s: — @) War EUs(War)
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War
Low

High
Tenuous
Deterrence

Total Nuclear War

(Nuclear) Iran - Israel? \

US-USSR

US-Russia
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Risk-Acceptant (Nuclear) Al 9ueda West?

Tenuous
Deterrence

Risk Propensity

Risk-Averse

M=

Power Parity
Full Exposure to
Retaliation

Relative Capability Ratio

Power Asymmetry
No Exposure to
Retaliation



Deterrence
Stability

Stable

Unstable

Conditional Deterrence
(Dissatisfied Challenger)

Conventional Deterrence
(Balance of Terror)

Extreme Asymmetry

—eeeeeeeeee

0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 Relative
Capability
Power Parity
& MAD

Power Asymmetry
& Massive Retaliation

& Dirty Bomb

Low Exposure to

High Exposure to
Retaliation

Retaliation
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Stagel

Major Powers
(USSR, France, Japan)

Smaller Powers
(India, China, Brazil)

Agents
(Non-State Actors)

Sa1z0] OR|2: HoHY
KPR o] X2 OFF B} BRI O Brls

Massive Retaliation 1945

Stagell
Conditional Deterrence

Global Mutual Assured
Destruction

Us, UK,
France

Regional MR

Disarmament

Smaller Powers

Regional Massive Regional MAD?

Retaliation

Agents ¥

(Non-State Actors) egional or Global

Preemptive Nuclear
Strike
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