
The Power of 
Adversarial Policies in 
International Relations
When it comes to driving change in international relations, adversarial 
policies such as sanctions can be highly effective. However, balancing 
these policies with cooperative strategies can lead to more sustainable 
and positive outcomes.



Sanctions: A Tool for Change

1 Various Forms

Sanctions can take the form of 
comprehensive sanctions or 
targeted sanctions aimed at specific 
individuals or entities.

2 Global Dominance

The United States can leverage its 
global dominance to impose 
secondary sanctions, cutting off 
entities from key financial networks.

3 Limitations and Downsides

Sanctions can lead to the creation of domestic monopolies and impair a country's 
ability to wage war.

Sanctions can be powerful tools for change, leading to shifts in government policies. 
However, it's important to consider their limitations and potential downsides.



Cooperative Strategies: Building 
Bridges for Change

Mutual Understanding

Cooperative policies promote 
mutual understanding and 
bridge divisions in international 
relations.

Global Peace and 
Stability

Shared goals and reliance can 
create incentives for mitigating 
conflicts and addressing global 
challenges.

Societal Changes

Cooperative strategies can lead 
to societal changes such as 
improved women's rights.

Cooperative approaches can be effective in driving positive change in international relations. By 
fostering mutual understanding and shared goals, they can promote global peace, stability, and 
societal changes.



Sanctions and Public Opinion

1 Driving Change

Adversarial policies such as sanctions 
can drive change when political 
leaders face public dissatisfaction.2Risk of Power Loss

Politicians may be more likely to alter 
their policies when they risk losing 

power due to public unrest. 3 Military Leveraging

The military may leverage public 
unrest as a pretext to seize control, 
driving political change.

Public opinion can play a crucial role in driving change through sanctions. Political leaders, facing the 
risk of power loss, may be more likely to alter their policies. Additionally, the military can leverage 
public unrest as a pretext to seize control, driving political change.



Secondary Sanctions and Global 
Dominance

Effective Deterrent

The United States can impose secondary 
sanctions, effectively cutting off entities from 
key financial networks such as SWIFT.

Global Impact

These sanctions can have a global impact, 
deterring other nations from engaging with 
the sanctioned country.

Trade Limitations

Sanctions can restrict access to military 
supplies or essential raw materials, impairing 
a country's ability to wage war.

Alternative Trade Methods

Sanctions can lead to considerations of 
alternative trade methods, but these models 
are limited by issues of liquidity and 
practicality.

Secondary sanctions, a form of retaliation leveraged by the United States, can effectively cut off 
entities from key financial networks. They can deter other nations from engaging with the sanctioned 
country, impacting their ability to wage war and even leading to considerations of alternative trade 
methods.



Adversarial Policies and Domestic 
Monopolies

Positive Negative

Sanctions can lead to shifts in government 
policies and reduced military capabilities. In 
some cases, they can benefit vulnerable 
groups.

Sanctions can lead to the creation of domestic 
monopolies, potentially benefiting elites within 
a country and exacerbating inequality.

While adversarial policies such as sanctions can lead to positive outcomes, they can also have 
negative impacts such as creating domestic monopolies. These monopolies may benefit elites within 
a country and exacerbate inequality.



Cooperative Strategies and Trade 
Dependency

Trade Dependency

Cooperative strategies can 
create a vested interest in 
mitigating conflicts and 
prioritizing trade, fostering 
reliance and integration within 
the international system.

Global Integration

Cooperation can lead to 
increased global integration 
and alignment with international 
norms.

Human Rights

Cooperative strategies can lead 
to improvements in areas such 
as human rights and 
environmental standards.

Cooperative strategies can lead to increased trade dependency and vested interests in mitigating 
conflicts. They can also promote global integration, alignment with international norms, and 
improvements in areas such as human rights and environmental standards.



The Kaesong Industrial Complex: A 
Case Study in Economic Engagement

Increased 
Favorability

The Kaesong Industrial 
Complex fostered increased 
favorability between North and 
South Korea through 
economic engagement.

Societal Changes

The complex led to changes 
such as improved working 
conditions and understanding 
between the two countries.

Limitations

The complex faced limitations 
such as political tensions and 
eventual closure in 2016.

The Kaesong Industrial Complex, a collaborative economic zone between North and South Korea, led 
to increased favorability and improvements in working conditions. Despite limitations such as political 
tensions and eventual closure in 2016, it remains a prime example of the potential of economic 
engagement in driving positive change in international relations.



Free Trade Agreements and 
International Financial Institutions

1 Positive Outcomes

Free trade agreements have led to increased trade and economic growth 
in various regions.

2 Negative Impacts

These agreements can also have negative impacts on developing 
countries, exacerbating inequality and damaging local economies.

3 Structural Adjustments

International financial institutions such as the IMF have been criticized for 
their policies of structural adjustment, potentially leading to negative 
impacts on developing nations.

While free trade agreements and policies of international financial institutions have led to 
increased trade and economic growth in various regions, they can also have negative 
impacts on developing countries, exacerbating inequality and damaging local economies. 
It's crucial to consider these impacts and work towards sustainable solutions.



In Conclusion: Balancing Adversarial 
and Cooperative Strategies

Effective Change Drivers

Adversarial policies such as sanctions can be 
effective drivers of change, particularly when 
public opinion or political power is at risk.

Positive Outcomes

Cooperative strategies can lead to positive 
outcomes such as increased global peace, 
societal changes, and trade dependency.

Negative Impacts

However, both adversarial and cooperative 
strategies can have negative impacts, such 
as creating domestic monopolies or 
exacerbating inequality.

The Need for Balance

A balanced approach that incorporates both 
adversarial and cooperative strategies can 
lead to more sustainable and positive 
outcomes in international relations.

While both adversarial and cooperative strategies can be effective in driving change, it's crucial to 
consider their limitations and negative impacts. A balanced approach that incorporates both types of 
policies can lead to more sustainable and positive outcomes in international relations.


