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Overview

● Literature
● Research question and Importance
● Research Design

○ Data
○ Methodology 

● Expected results and Conclusions



Literature
● First Wave

○ Theoretical 
○ Constructivist ‘nuclear taboo’ (Tannenwald 1999) vs. Realist ‘tradition of non-use’ (Sagan 2004)

■ Logic of Appropriateness vs. Logic of Consequences
● Second Wave

○ Quantitative
○ US studies (Press, Sagan and Valentino 2013; Carpenter and Montgomery 2020)
○ Cross-national studies (Dill, Sagan and Valentino 2022)

● Towards a Third Wave?
○ Cross-national studies
○ Public/Elite gaps
○ Micro-level gaps 



Question and Salience

● How do individual ethics and ethical notions rooted in Christianity contribute to 
the formation/continuation of a nuclear taboo?
○ Second wave skepticism about durability of non-use norm

■ Implications for secularization of the West on non-use norm?
■ Implications on efficacy of arguments of elites (strengthen norm)
■ Implications for foreign posturing and policy (strengthen norm)



Data

● Survey Experiment 
○ Consistent with the nuclear taboo 

public opinion literature
■ Hypothetical scenario
■ Rationalize choice
■ Measure control variables

● Carried out on POSC 104 
students

● n~ 300

Source: Dill, Sagan and Valentino (2022)



Research Design
● 3 groups

○ Control, treatment 1 (ethical framing), treatment 2 (christian ethical framing)
● Treatment 1

○ Many say the use of nuclear weapons is wrong in and of itself. They argue that using nuclear 
weapons can never be justified.

● Treatment  2
○ Jesus says: “But I tell you love your enemies and pray for those who persecute you, that you may be 

children of your Father in heaven” (Matthew 5:44-45). As a result, many say the use of nuclear 
weapons is wrong in and of itself. They argue that using nuclear weapons can never be justified



Methodology
● Logit Regression

○ Willingness to use nuclear strike
■ P- use ; F- framing ; C- Christian framing ; 
■ control variables (eg: compatriot partiality, death penalty)



● Logit Regression
○ Effects on nuclear taboo

■ T1- nuclear taboo ; F- framing ; C- Christian framing ; T2- tradition of non-use



● Coding T1 & T2 
○ Semi-structured survey response 

rationalizing decision of nuclear use
○ Nuclear taboo coded = T1 activated
○ Radiation, nuclear precedent, and civilian 

consequences coded = T2 activated
○ Civilian immunity, international law, or 

other coded = no activation
■ Avoid bias

Source: Dill, Sagan and Valentino (2022)



Results?
● Expect Christian framing to have strongest impact on both nuclear use 

(negatively correlated) and nuclear taboo (positively correlated)
○ Framing similar results but not as strong

● Interesting to see impact of framing and Christian framing on tradition of  
non-use 
○ Do ethical frames make people start to consider other ethical consequences that are more 

important to them?
○ Do these frames ‘convert’ logic of consequence thinkers to logic of appropriateness reasoners?



Conclusions
● Literature 

○ First and Second Waves
○ Towards a Third Wave?

■ Micro-level gaps
● Ethical and Christian ethical effects on norm?

○ Implications for: 1) religious trends and norm durability, 2) efficacy of elite arguments, and 3) 
foreign posturing and policy 

● Research Design
○ Survey experiment with 3 groups
○ Logit regression methodology 

● Next step in preventing existential nuclear crises


