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Risk Taking in International Politics: Navigating Uncertainty on the Global Stage

Risk taking in international politics is a complex and often delicate dance that nations engage in
as they pursue their interests on the world stage. Unlike personal or business risks, decisions made by
state actors can have profound consequences — not only for themselves but for entire regions and
sometimes the global community. Understanding why countries take risks, how they calculate
potential rewards versus dangers, and the implications of these actions offers valuable insight into the
dynamics of international relations.

What Drives Risk Taking in International Politics?

At its core, risk taking in international politics stems from the inherent uncertainty and competition
embedded in global affairs. States operate in an anarchic international system where there is no
overarching authority to guarantee security or enforce rules. This environment compels countries to
make strategic choices, sometimes opting to gamble on risky maneuvers to secure advantages or
protect vital interests.

National Interests and Strategic Calculations

Every country has its own set of national interests—security, economic prosperity, political influence,
or ideological goals—that motivate foreign policy decisions. When these interests are threatened or
an opportunity arises, leaders might decide to take bold actions. For example, engaging in military
interventions, forming contentious alliances, or pursuing aggressive economic sanctions can all be
considered high-stakes moves.

Risk taking often involves a careful cost-benefit analysis. Leaders weigh the potential gains against
the possibility of backlash, international condemnation, or even war. However, the unpredictability of
other actors’ responses and the fog of diplomacy make these calculations far from straightforward.

Domestic Pressures and Leadership Psychology

Domestic political factors also play a significant role in encouraging risk taking abroad. Leaders facing
internal dissent, economic challenges, or upcoming elections might resort to “diversionary
tactics”—external conflicts or bold international moves designed to rally nationalist sentiment and
divert attention from domestic problems.

Moreover, individual leader psychology can shape risk tolerance. Some leaders are naturally more
aggressive or willing to gamble, while others prioritize caution. Historical examples abound: from
Churchill’s wartime resolve to Kennedy’s gamble during the Cuban Missile Crisis, personality and
perception often influence how risk is approached.



Forms of Risk Taking in the International Arena

Risk taking manifests in various ways in international politics. It is not confined to military aggression
but can include diplomatic, economic, and even technological ventures.

Military and Security Risks

Perhaps the most obvious form is military risk—deploying troops, initiating conflicts, or engaging in
brinkmanship. The Cold War provides numerous examples where superpowers flirted with nuclear
confrontation, each side daring the other to back down.

However, military risks also include less overt actions such as covert operations, proxy wars, or arms
buildups. These strategies aim to achieve objectives without full-scale war but still carry significant
dangers of escalation.

Diplomatic Gambits and Alliance Building

Risk taking in international politics also occurs through diplomatic channels. Negotiating treaties,
engaging in summits, or shifting alliances can upset the balance of power. For example, a country
switching allegiances or forming a new coalition might provoke rival states and destabilize existing
partnerships.

Sometimes, states take risks by breaking international norms or agreements, betting that their
actions will force concessions or change dynamics in their favor. While such moves can yield rewards,
they risk damaging a country’s credibility and long-term relationships.

Economic and Technological Risks

Economic sanctions, trade wars, and technology transfers are newer arenas where risk taking matters
immensely. Imposing sanctions can cripple an adversary’s economy but might also harm the
sanctioning country’s businesses and provoke retaliatory actions.

Similarly, investing heavily in emerging technologies or cyber capabilities involves risk—both financial
and strategic. Cyber warfare, in particular, introduces a novel dimension of uncertainty where
attribution is difficult and consequences are unpredictable.

The Role of Uncertainty and Information in Risk Taking

One of the biggest challenges in international politics is the lack of perfect information. States must
make decisions with incomplete, sometimes deliberately misleading, intelligence. This uncertainty
amplifies the risks involved.



Game Theory and Strategic Interaction

Political scientists often use game theory to model decision-making under uncertainty. Concepts like
the “security dilemma” explain how defensive measures by one state can appear threatening to
others, leading to cycles of escalation.

Understanding opponents’ intentions and likely responses is crucial, but miscalculations are common.
For example, a country might underestimate an adversary’s resolve or overestimate its own
capabilities, leading to risky ventures that backfire.

Signaling and Reputation

Risk taking is also a form of signaling in international politics. States may take bold actions to
demonstrate strength, resolve, or deterrence. However, if a country gains a reputation for reckless
behavior, it may lose credibility, making future threats less effective.

Conversely, excessive caution can be perceived as weakness, inviting challenges. Thus, leaders often
balance risk to maintain an image that deters adversaries without provoking unnecessary conflict.

Historical Instances of Risk Taking and Their Lessons

Reflecting on past examples helps illuminate how risk taking shapes international politics.

The Cuban Missile Crisis

In 1962, the United States and the Soviet Union came perilously close to nuclear war over missile
installations in Cuba. Both sides took enormous risks, engaging in high-stakes brinkmanship. The
crisis ended with a negotiated settlement, but it underscored how risk taking can bring the world to
the edge of disaster.

The Iraq War of 2003

The U.S.-led invasion of Iraq was a calculated risk based on assumptions about weapons of mass
destruction and regime change. The aftermath demonstrated how misjudging risks and intelligence
can lead to prolonged instability and unintended consequences.

China’s Belt and Road Initiative

China’s ambitious infrastructure project involves significant economic and geopolitical risk. Investing
billions in foreign countries exposes China to financial losses and political backlash but also aims to



expand its global influence.

Balancing Risk and Prudence in Modern Diplomacy

While risk taking is inherent in international politics, successful states often combine boldness with
prudence. Here are some insights into how risks can be managed effectively:

Incremental Steps: Gradually testing the waters rather than plunging into full-scale actions
can help gauge reactions and adjust strategies.

Multilateral Engagement: Working through international organizations or alliances spreads
risk and lends legitimacy.

Backchannel Communications: Maintaining open lines for discreet dialogue reduces
misunderstandings and helps de-escalate tensions.

Robust Intelligence: Investing in accurate information gathering minimizes costly
miscalculations.

Scenario Planning: Considering multiple outcomes prepares leaders for contingencies and
reduces surprise.

The Future of Risk Taking in International Politics

As the international landscape evolves, new dimensions of risk emerge. Cybersecurity threats, climate
change, pandemics, and technological competition add layers of complexity. States must navigate
these risks in a hyper-connected world where actions reverberate quickly and widely.

Moreover, the diffusion of power among states and non-state actors means risks are distributed
unevenly, with some countries more vulnerable than others. This reality calls for adaptive strategies
that balance assertiveness with collaboration.

Risk taking in international politics will remain a defining feature of global affairs. Understanding its
mechanisms helps us appreciate the high-stakes decisions behind headlines and underscores the
delicate balance leaders must maintain to secure peace and prosperity.

Frequently Asked Questions

What role does risk-taking play in the decision-making



processes of international leaders?
Risk-taking is a critical component in the decision-making of international leaders as it allows them to
pursue strategic objectives that may have uncertain outcomes, balancing potential gains against
possible losses to enhance their nation's security or influence.

How can risk-taking in international politics lead to both
conflict and cooperation?
Risk-taking can escalate tensions and lead to conflict when states pursue aggressive or provocative
actions. Conversely, calculated risks in diplomacy, such as compromise or engagement with
adversaries, can foster cooperation and peaceful resolutions.

What are the main factors that influence a state's willingness
to take risks in international politics?
Factors include the state's leadership style, domestic political pressures, perceived threats, economic
conditions, military capabilities, and the international environment, all of which shape how much risk
a state is willing to accept.

How has the rise of nuclear weapons affected risk-taking
behaviors in international relations?
The existence of nuclear weapons has generally increased caution due to the catastrophic
consequences of nuclear conflict, leading to deterrence strategies. However, it has also introduced
new risks, such as brinkmanship and crises where miscalculations could escalate rapidly.

In what ways do non-state actors influence risk-taking
dynamics in international politics?
Non-state actors, such as terrorist groups and multinational corporations, can alter risk calculations
by introducing unpredictability, influencing public opinion, or affecting economic and security
conditions, thereby impacting state decisions and international stability.

Additional Resources
Risk Taking in International Politics: Navigating Uncertainty on the Global Stage

Risk taking in international politics is an intrinsic element shaping the behaviors and decisions of
nation-states, international organizations, and global leaders. At its core, risk taking involves the
deliberate engagement with uncertainty and potential adverse outcomes to achieve strategic goals,
influence power balances, or secure national interests. Understanding the dynamics of risk taking in
international politics is essential for analysts, policymakers, and observers seeking to decipher the
motives behind diplomatic maneuvers, military interventions, and economic sanctions within an
increasingly complex global system.



The Dynamics of Risk Taking in International Politics

Risk taking in international politics often reflects the interplay between ambition and caution. States
weigh potential gains against probable costs, factoring in diverse variables such as geopolitical
rivalries, economic dependencies, domestic political pressures, and international law constraints. The
decision to embrace risk can be driven by a variety of motivations—ranging from the desire to expand
influence and assert dominance to the necessity of responding to threats or capitalizing on fleeting
opportunities.

Unlike risk assessments in finance or corporate strategy, the stakes in international politics are often
existential or deeply consequential, involving national security, sovereignty, and global stability. The
unpredictability of actors’ responses, the opacity of intentions, and the complexity of alliance
networks add layers of uncertainty that make risk evaluation particularly challenging.

Factors Influencing Risk Appetite in Global Affairs

Several factors shape the degree of risk a state or political actor is willing to assume:

Strategic Culture: Historical experiences and prevailing national narratives influence
tolerance for risk. For instance, revisionist powers may exhibit higher risk appetites to challenge
the status quo, while status quo states might prefer cautious diplomacy.

Leadership Psychology: Individual leaders’ perceptions, cognitive biases, and crisis
management styles can significantly alter risk calculations, sometimes leading to misjudgments
or escalations.

Domestic Politics: Political legitimacy concerns, public opinion, and institutional constraints
affect the willingness to engage in risky policies.

International Environment: The balance of power, presence of allies, and global norms either
constrain or embolden risk taking.

Risk Taking in Various Arenas of International Politics

Risk taking manifests across multiple dimensions of international relations, including military conflict,
diplomatic negotiations, economic policy, and technological competition.

Military Engagement and Armed Conflict

One of the most visible forms of risk taking in international politics is the decision to engage in
military action. States confront grave risks such as casualties, economic costs, and potential



escalation into wider wars. Historical examples include the Cuban Missile Crisis, where both the
United States and the Soviet Union navigated the precipice of nuclear war through calculated risk
management.

Military risk taking can be categorized as:

Deterrence Risks: States may engage in provocative displays of military power to deter1.
adversaries, risking miscalculations that lead to unintended conflict.

Intervention Risks: Decisions to intervene in foreign conflicts carry uncertainties about2.
mission success, local dynamics, and international backlash.

Arms Race Risks: Pursuit of advanced weaponry or new military doctrines can spark3.
destabilizing competition, raising the risk of arms proliferation.

Diplomatic Negotiations and Risk Management

Diplomacy involves a subtler form of risk taking, where states engage in bargaining, alliances, and
treaties that may involve compromises and uncertainties. Negotiators must balance transparency
with strategic ambiguity, often using risk as leverage to extract concessions or signal resolve.

For example, risk taking in diplomatic contexts can include:

Agreeing to partial concessions that may be viewed unfavorably at home.

Engaging with adversaries to open channels of communication despite deep mistrust.

Implementing confidence-building measures that expose vulnerabilities but reduce the chance
of conflict.

Economic Risk Taking: Sanctions and Trade Policies

Economic statecraft is another arena where risk taking is prevalent. Imposing sanctions involves
weighing the potential to coerce behavioral changes against risks such as retaliatory measures, harm
to domestic economies, or unintended humanitarian consequences.

Similarly, entering into free trade agreements or economic partnerships requires balancing the
benefits of integration with risks related to dependency, loss of sovereignty, or exposure to global
market fluctuations.



Technological and Cybersecurity Risks

The digital age has introduced new dimensions of risk in international politics. States increasingly
engage in cyber operations, espionage, and technology competition, where risks include retaliation,
escalation, and loss of control over critical infrastructure.

For example, the use of offensive cyber capabilities carries the risk of crossing red lines that could
provoke military responses, while reliance on foreign technology may expose national security
vulnerabilities.

Pros and Cons of Risk Taking in International Politics

Risk taking is neither inherently beneficial nor detrimental; its outcomes depend on context,
execution, and follow-up strategies.

Advantages

Strategic Gains: Calculated risks can lead to territorial expansion, increased influence, or
favorable shifts in power dynamics.

Deterrence: Demonstrating a willingness to take risks can deter adversaries from aggressive
actions.

Innovation and Adaptation: Embracing uncertainty can foster new diplomatic approaches,
military doctrines, or economic policies.

Disadvantages

Escalation of Conflict: Miscalculations can spiral into unintended wars or prolonged
confrontations.

Economic Fallout: Risky policies may trigger sanctions, trade wars, or financial instability.

Loss of Credibility: Failed risks can damage a state's reputation and erode influence.



Case Studies Illustrating Risk Taking in International
Politics

Examining historical and contemporary examples clarifies how risk taking shapes global affairs.

The Cuban Missile Crisis (1962)

Arguably one of the most studied instances of risk taking, the Cuban Missile Crisis saw the U.S. and
USSR engage in brinkmanship that brought the world close to nuclear war. Both powers calculated
risks carefully, balancing military posturing with back-channel diplomacy to avoid catastrophe.

China’s Belt and Road Initiative (BRI)

China’s expansive infrastructure and investment project represents an economic and geopolitical risk,
aiming to extend influence across Asia, Africa, and Europe. While promising economic benefits, it
exposes China to financial risks, resistance from other great powers, and geopolitical pushback.

Russia’s Annexation of Crimea (2014)

Russia’s decision to annex Crimea entailed significant political and economic risks, including sanctions
and international condemnation. Nonetheless, it reflected a strategic calculation to secure regional
influence and national interests, demonstrating risk taking as a tool of assertive foreign policy.

Risk Mitigation and Future Trends

In response to the inherent risks of international politics, states increasingly invest in risk mitigation
mechanisms such as diplomatic backchannels, multilateral institutions, and crisis communication
protocols. Technology also plays a role in improving intelligence, forecasting, and decision support
systems.

Looking ahead, the evolving nature of global threats—including climate change, cyber warfare, and
asymmetric conflicts—will compel political actors to recalibrate their risk strategies. The balance
between boldness and caution will remain a defining feature of international relations, shaping
outcomes in a world where uncertainty is the only constant.
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  risk taking in international politics: Risk-Taking in International Politics Rose McDermott,
2001 Discusses the way leaders deal with risk in making foreign policy decisions
  risk taking in international politics: Risk-taking in International Politics Rose
McDermott, 1998 Discusses the way leaders deal with risk in making foreign policy decisions
  risk taking in international politics: Außenpolitikanalyse Klaus Brummer, Kai Oppermann,
2018-11-05 Die um zwei Kapitel erweiterte Neuauflage diskutiert 12 Theorien der
Außenpolitikforschung, die in drei Abschnitte untergliedert sind. Der erste Teil widmet sich den
Großtheorien der Internationalen Beziehungen und arbeitet heraus, in welcher Art und Weise diese
für die Analyse von Außenpolitik fruchtbar gemacht werden können. Der zweite Block diskutiert
Erklärungsansätze, die außenpolitische Entscheidungen auf innenpolitische Einflüsse und Zwänge
zurückführen. Die im dritten Abschnitt des Bandes behandelten Theorien richten ihren Fokus auf
psychologische und kognitive Erklärungsfaktoren auf der Ebene individueller außenpolitischer
Entscheidungsträger. Der Band gibt damit den aktuellen Stand der Theorieentwicklung in der
Disziplin der Außenpolitikforschung wieder.
  risk taking in international politics: International Political Risk Management Theodore
H. Moran, 2001-01-01 The purpose of this report is to present the ideas and experiences of some of
the most distinguished practitioners from the investor, financial, and investment insurance
communities in the world. To assist the reader, this volume's editor provides a brief overview to
introduce each of the separate topics. Topics focus on the multiple pledge-of-shares problem; the
preferred creditor status; breach of contract coverage in infrastructure projects, and OPIC modified
expropriation coverage (using an Indonesian case study); securitizing political risk insurance; and
cooperation, competition, and the science of pricing in the political risk insurance marketplace. --
Publisher description.
  risk taking in international politics: Soviet Risk-Taking and Crisis Behavior Hannes
Adomeit, 2022-12-28 Soviet Risk-Taking and Crisis Behavior, first published in 1982, examines the
question: for what purposes and under what conditions were Soviet leaders prepared to take risks in
international relations? The first part of the book sets out to define the concept of risk and to
examine its analytical relevance for foreign policy, its measurement and its relation to the dynamics
of crisis. The second part consists of in-depth analysis of Soviet behavior in the Berlin crises of 1948
and 1961. The third and last part compares Soviet policy in the two crises, and the actions of the two
different leaderships, as well as relating it to Soviet behavior in other geographical areas.
  risk taking in international politics: Risk and Presidential Decision-making Luca Trenta,
2016-05-20 This book aims at gauging whether the nature of US foreign policy decision-making has
changed after the Cold War as radically as a large body of literature seems to suggest, and develops
a new framework to interpret presidential decision-making in foreign policy. It locates the study of
risk in US foreign policy in a wider intellectual landscape that draws on contemporary debates in
historiography, international relations and Presidential studies. Based on developments in the health
and environment literature, the book identifies the President as the ultimate risk-manager,
demonstrating how a President is called to perform a delicate balancing act between risks on the
domestic/political side and risks on the strategic/international side. Every decision represents a ‘risk
vs. risk trade-off,’ in which the management of one ‘target risk’ leads to the development
‘countervailing risks.’ The book applies this framework to the study three major crises in US foreign
policy: the Cuban Missile Crisis, the seizure of the US Embassy in Tehran in 1979, and the massacre
at Srebrenica in 1995. Each case-study results from substantial archival research and over twenty
interviews with policymakers and academics, including former President Jimmy Carter and former
Senator Bob Dole. This book is ideal for postgraduate researchers and academics in US foreign
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policy, foreign policy decision-making and the US Presidency as well as Departments and Institutes
dealing with the study of risk in the social sciences. The case studies will also be of great use to
undergraduate students.
  risk taking in international politics: War as Risk Management Yee-Kuang Heng,
2006-04-18 This book is about the reconfiguration of war as risk management in the post-Cold War,
post-September 11 era. Confronted with ill-defined ‘wars’ against complex security risks such as
terrorism and WMD proliferation, the main aim is to suggest and critically analyse an innovative
inter-disciplinary approach to the ‘transformation of war’ debate.
  risk taking in international politics: Risk Taking and Decision Making , 1998-02 Risks are an
integral part of complex, high-stakes decisions, and decisionmakers are faced with the unavoidable
tasks of assessing risks and forming risk preferences. This is true for all decision domains, including
financial, environmental, and foreign policy domains, among others. How well decisionmakers deal
with risk affects, to a considerable extent, the quality of their decisions. This book provides the most
comprehensive analysis available of the elements that influence risk judgments and preferences. The
book has two dimensions: theoretical and comparative-historical. The study of risk-taking behavior
has been dominated by the rational choice approach. Instead, the author adopts a socio-cognitive
approach involving: a multivariate theory integrating contextual, cognitive, motivational, and
personality factors that affect an individual decisionmaker's judgment and preferences; the social
interaction and structural effects of the decisionmaking group and its organizational setting; and the
role of cultural-societal values and norms that sanction or discourage risk taking behavior. The
book's theoretical approach is applied and tested in five historical case studies of foreign military
interventions. The richly detailed empirical data on the case studies make them, metaphorically
speaking, an ideal laboratory for applying a process-tracing approach in studying judgment and
decision processes at varying risk levels. The case studies analyzed are: U.S. interventions in
Grenada in 1983 and Panama in 1989 (both low risk); Soviet intervention in Czechoslovakia in 1968
(moderate risk): U.S. intervention in Vietnam in 1964-68 (high risk); and Israel's intervention in
Lebanon in 1982-83 (high risk).
  risk taking in international politics: Presidential Risk Behavior in Foreign Policy William
A. Boettcher III, 2005-04-15 Bringing together research on the situational determinants of risk
propensity and on individual personality predispositions, Boettcher draws on findings from political
science, psychology, economics, business, and sociology to develop a Risk Explanation Framework
(REF) to study the 'person in the situation'. Using structured, focused comparison, he examines six
foreign policy cases from the Truman and Eisenhower administrations to explore how aspirations,
fears, time pressures, and other factors influence risk taking. This is thus an important contribution
to the study of international relations, foreign policy decision making, prospect theory and risk
behavior, personality theory, and information processing.
  risk taking in international politics: Risk and Resolution R. Greg Brown, 2019-05-20 America
repeatedly finds itself mired in military interventions long after public buy-in to the national interest
has waned. Why is the timely disengagement of military forces so difficult to achieve? Traditional
international relations theories diminish the role of the individual leader in favor of the state or
international institutions. Behavioral science theories have in recent years experienced a
resurgence. However, the dominant behavioral explanation of foreign policy decision-making,
prospect theory, while it focuses on how people tend to make decisions under risk, still minimizes
the influence of the individual president. Decisions to disengage military forces are presidential
decisions, just like the decisions to commit forces to foreign interventions. If we accept this, then it
is important to understand if, and if so why, some presidents inherently are more or less acceptant
of the risks disengagement presents. This book operationalizes a competing personality-based model
of decision-making under risk. Referred to here as the trait-based model, it is assessed using
disengagement opportunities in three varied levels of military intervention across four presidencies:
humanitarian relief turned nation-building under George H. W. Bush and Bill Clinton in Somalia,
compellent air campaigns turned peace-making/keeping in Bosnia and Kosovo under Clinton, and



major combat operations turned irregular warfare in Iraq under George W. Bush and Barack Obama.
Data for the model predominantly comes from existing presidential personality profiles based on the
dominant model of personality theory, the five-factor model, augmented by Myers-Briggs Type
Inventory data from public sources. This study aims to explain the roughly 30 percent of cases which
defy prospect theory's predictions and to better explain those cases where prospect theory might
heretofore have sufficed. The results suggest specific personality traits do in fact point to presidents'
predispositions toward risk, which in turn help explain their disengagement decisions. This work
may be only the second to apply the five-factor model to presidential foreign policy decision-making
and is the first to do so in the context of disengagement decisions. Hopefully it will foster further
work in both areas.
  risk taking in international politics: Mobilizing the Past Steve Chan, 2025-07-29 Historical
analogies are often utilized to frame and formulate foreign policies, illuminate issues of war and
peace, and mobilize support for particular political programs. The historical record, however, can be
distorted in a variety of ways, leading to overly simplistic, misleading conclusions that impair sound
policy and scholarship. This danger is most imminent and palpable when there exists premature
academic consensus, pressure to conform to political orthodoxy, intellectual complacency, and
cognitive resistance to alternate interpretations of historical episodes. We must be especially vigilant
to guard against these pitfalls when deliberating one of the most high-stakes topics in global politics:
the alarming potential for military conflict between the United States and China. Past precedents
and parallels regularly inform analyses of China's relations with the US. By highlighting serious
errors of commission or omission in popular narratives and scholarly studies concerning
international relations in general and Sino-American relations in particular, Steve Chan challenges
commonly accepted lessons of history and cautions against the misuse and misunderstanding of the
past in examining China's rise and its implications for international peace and stability. This
far-reaching book presents alternative, overlooked historical accounts that are highly pertinent to
Sino-American relations today, making it essential for researchers and students of international
affairs.
  risk taking in international politics: Political Risk Management for the Global Supply
Chain Ralph L. Kliem, 2021-08-05 The global business environment has never been so complex,
making supply chains more fragile than ever. A stable business environment seems like a distant
dream in today's global marketplace; instability, not stability, has become the norm.
Anti-globalization and nationalization, coupled with populist movements and transnational terrorism,
just to name a few targeting global supply chains, now pose significant challenges and risks when
doing business across the globe. To address such issues, Political Risk Management for the Global
Supply Chain: Provides an overview of basic political terminology and political risk management
Presents the basic processes of political risk management Examines the current and future impacts
of political events on global supply chains By putting aside the passions that politics can raise, the
book aims to objectively look at political risk management. Topics covered include: Identifying
different categories of political risk Understanding the relationship of political risk management,
enterprise risk management, supply chain, project management, change management, and business
continuity Laying the groundwork for efficient and effective political risk management Evaluating
the effectiveness of responses The book begins with an overview on why political risk management
is an important yet overlooked topic and the corresponding consequences if it is ignored or
overlookedby enterprises and their global supply chains. Next, it provides systemic and systematic
perspectives on political risk management and explains why the topic is more important than ever.
Most important, it provides a framework that enterprises, regardless of nationality, can use to
develop and deploy to manage political risks. The book concludes by discussing the full spectrum of
developing, deploying, testing, and maintaining processes to conduct political risk management.
  risk taking in international politics: Politics of Risk-taking Barbara Vis, 2010 Barbara Vis
is assistant professor in comparative politics at the vu University Amsterdam. A Veni grant from the
Netherlands Organisation of Scientific Research (NWO) supports her current research. --



  risk taking in international politics: North Korea, Nuclear Risk-Taking, and the United
States Jihwan Hwang, 2023-11-13 Jihwan Hwang analyzes Pyongyang’s nuclear policy changes over
the last three decades under Kim Il Sung, Kim Jong Il and Kim Jong Un. Why did a weaker North
Korea take the risk of standing up against the much stronger U.S. with its nuclear weapons
program, even escalating the crisis to the point of a war? Later, why did North Korea change its
course of action amid the crisis even though the security environment remained essentially the
same? Hwang draws on the main tenets of prospect theory in international relations and argues that
Pyongyang becomes either risk-acceptant or risk-averse toward the U.S., depending on the situation
it faces. When Pyongyang perceived the status quo to be deteriorating, it framed its situation as a
loss and chose a risk-acceptant of confrontation to restore the status quo. Equally, when Pyongyang
perceived the situation to be improving, it chose a risk-averse engagement in the domain of gain. In
contrast, when Pyongyang perceived an extreme loss such as military confrontation against the
United States, it would rather choose a risk-averse policy to avoid the catastrophic outcome of war.
The issues of risk are central to an understanding of Pyongyang’s nuclear policy decision-making.
  risk taking in international politics: What Causes War? Greg Cashman, 2013-07-29 Now in
a thoroughly revised and updated edition, this classic text presents a comprehensive survey of the
many alternative theories that attempt to explain the causes of interstate war. For each theory, Greg
Cashman examines the arguments and counterarguments, considers the empirical evidence and
counterevidence generated by social-science research, looks at historical applications of the theory,
and discusses the theory’s implications for restraining international violence. Among the questions
he explores are: Are humans aggressive by nature? Do individual differences among leaders matter?
How might poor decision making procedures lead to war? Why do leaders engage in seemingly risky
and irrational policies that end in war? Why do states with internal conflicts seem to become
entangled in wars with their neighbors? What roles do nationalism and ethnicity play in international
conflict? What kinds of countries are most likely to become involved in war? Why have certain pairs
of countries been particularly war-prone over the centuries? Can strong states deter war? Can we
find any patterns in the way that war breaks out? How do balances of power or changes in balances
of power make war more likely? Do social scientists currently have an answer to the question of
what causes war? Cashman examines theories of war at the individual, substate, nation-state,
dyadic, and international systems level of analysis. Written in a clear and accessible style, this
interdisciplinary text will be essential reading for all students of international relations.
  risk taking in international politics: Cyber Environment and International Politics Hasret
Çomak, Burak Şakir Şeker, Yaprak Civelek, Çağla Arslan Bozkuş, 2022-11-27 Actors in the cyber
sphere include countries’ armed forces, intelligence organizations, legal authorities, and natural and
legal persons. Cyber War is defined as the intrusion by one state to destroy or disrupt the computer
systems or networks of another state. It is defined as “the sort of warfare in which computer systems
are employed to damage or destroy adversary systems” in the United Nations Glossary, in the same
way as information warfare. Cyber warfare moves at a breakneck speed. It’s a global phenomenon
that occurs before the traditional battleground. In order to counter cyber crimes and related issues,
more studies needed to improve our understanding, inform policies and develop and strengthen
cooperation between individuals, institutions and countries. All states need to take constitutional,
legal, technical and administrative measures on cybersecurity. For this purpose, “national virtual
environment security policies” should be developed and constantly updated. National information
security should be given utmost importance. A cyber security awareness culture should be
established and supported by regional and global international institutions and organizations. A
common understanding on cyber security needs to be adopted at all levels. CONTENTS PREFACE
PART 1. INTERNATIONAL LAW AND CYBER ENVIRONMENT CYBER ENVIRONMENT – Serkan
Yenal and Naci Akdemir CYBER NEGOTIATIONS THROUGH THE LENSES OF INTERNATIONAL
LAW – Öncel Sençerman PART 2. CYBER POLICIES OF THE INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS
AND STATES CONCEPTUAL AND NORMATIVE BASIS OF THE EUROPEAN UNION’S
CYBERSECURITY – Neziha Musaoğlu and Neriman Hocaoğlu Bahadır FRANCE’S CYBER SECURITY



POLICIES – Ahmet Emre Köker TURKEY’S CYBER SECURITY POLICIES – Ozan Örmeci, Eren Alper
Yılmaz, and Ahmet Emre Köker PART 3. CYBER SECURITY AND WARFARE THE IMPACTS OF
USING CYBER ENVIRONMENT AS A DOMAIN IN MODERN WARFARE: CYBER-ATTACKS AND
CYBER SECURITY – Murat Pınar and Soyalp Tamçelik HOW CAN CYBER SECURITY BE ENSURED
IN THE GLOBAL CYBERSPACE? – Hüsmen Akdeniz DIGITAL NON-STATE ACTORS IN CYBER
CONFLICTS: HOW THE HACKTIVISTS AND CYBER SOLDIERS CHANGE THE FUTURE – Cansu
Arisoy Gedik CYBERATTACK THREAT AGAINST CRITICAL ENERGY INFRASTRUCTURES AND
ENERGY SECURITY – Cemal Kakisim CYBER TERRORISM IN NEW GENERATION WAR CONCEPT –
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1999-10-13 This book is concerned with international regulation, negotiation and policy-making in
the environmental realm.
  risk taking in international politics: The Crisis Management Cycle Christer Pursiainen,
2017-11-22 The Crisis Management Cycle is the first holistic, multidisciplinary introduction to the
dynamic field of crisis management theory and practice. By drawing together the different theories
and concepts of crisis management literature and practice, this book develops a theoretical
framework of analysis that can be used by both students and practitioners alike. Each stage of the
crisis cycle is explored in turn: Risk assessment Prevention Preparedness Response Recovery
Learning Stretching across disciplines as diverse as safety studies, business studies, security
studies, political science and behavioural science, The Crisis Management Cycle provides a robust
grounding in crisis management that will be invaluable to both students and practitioners
worldwide.
  risk taking in international politics: Strategic Water Management: International
Experience and Practices – Vol. III – Flood Risk Management , 2013
  risk taking in international politics: NATO, Security and Risk Management M.J. Williams,
2008-10-08 This new volume explores the crisis in transatlantic relations and analyses the role of
NATO following the collapse of the Soviet Union. The book offers a unified theory of cooperation in
the new security paradigm to explain the current state of transatlantic relations and NATO’s failure
to adequately transform itself into a security institution for the 21st century. It argues that a new
preoccupation with risk filled the vacuum left by the collapse of the Soviet Union, and uses the
literature of the Risk Society to analyse the strained politics of the North Atlantic community. Using
case studies to show how the West has pursued a strategy of risk management, and the effect this
has had on NATO’s politics, the book argues that a better understanding of how risk affects Western
political cohesion will allow policy makers a way of adapting the structure of NATO to make it more



effective as a tool for security. Having analysed NATO’s recent failings, the book offers a theory for
the way in which it can become an active risk manager, through the replacement of its established
structure by smaller, ad hoc groupings.
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