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Since we have been children, adults have taught us that every action has consequences. The conditioning of education rests on the fact that when a positive act is done, a positive result is obtained and at the same time on a negative act, a negative result is obtained. Sometimes when a curious child asks "why" and gets a random answer such as: "Because" ... he completes for himself the reason, according to his scale of values and worldview. The problem deepens when a positive result is obtained for a negative act or a negative result is obtained for a positive act. The value bar stretches into the gray realm of uncertainty that allows for a different interpretation of each person to the situation.
In general it can be said that there are no right wars just as there are no failed leaders. Of - course everything is subject to examination and relies on the worldview of the observer. A state's decision to go to war or attempts by a revolutionary to create change are the result of all the reasons that led them to action. In parallel to war results, peace talks between two countries would consider to be the next level of engagements. But war could be a result of failed prior political and international relations.
The author of this book presents four parts in his research. The first part presents a theoretical background that deals with the complex effects of international relations. Other two parts deal with the complexity of unintended consequences: rebound results and derivative products. The fourth part reviews the complexity of intended consequences. 
The author describes the Six Day War that broke out in June 1967 as one that led in an involuntary step to the Yom Kippur War that broke out in October 1973. War is an ongoing event because prior to the military moves there are political, diplomatic, economic, logistical, civilian and military stages which take place. These are also the steps that will follow the days after war. The Six Day War was the result of military tensions between Israel and Egypt approximately a month before the outbreak of hostilities. This period is known as the "waiting period" in which Israel's Chief of Staff Yitzhak Rabin waited for the Egyptian President Gamal Abdel Nasser's order to attack. This war took place between Israel and three Arab countries: Egypt, Syria and Jordan. At the end of the war, Israel held wide territories that were occupied from these countries.
The author describes that in order to overcome the anger and loss of Arab dignity as a result of the loss of control of the territories and the bitter defeat that ensued, the Yom Kippur War broke out. Israeli noted that on the way to the October war, there was another war between Israel and Egypt and it is The War of Attrition which broke out in March 1969 and lasted until August 1970. If the results of this war had yielded Egypt the outcomes they sought: which was the return of Sinai to Egyptian control, it might have looked different.  
Israeli gives his opinion on the Egyptian issue. At the same time, it was worth looking at the local arena with a broader view. In the Six Day War, these were three Arab armies that fought against Israel. On the other hand, The War of Attrition it was a battle that maintained the status quo on the border between Israel and Egypt. In the Yom Kippur War, it was Egypt and Syria who hurried to attack Israel in order to defeat and restore Arab dignity and take back their original territories. 
Though the focus in the book goes to the Israeli – Egyptian relations, there was a third side in the Arab fighting and it was Jordan who chose to stay out of the fighting circle and take the path of conducting secret contacts and covert talks for peace that started right after The Six Days War in 1967. This is a decisive factor in the outcome of the Yom Kippur War in 1973 because Egyptian President Sadat later directed the conduct of diplomacy in the direction of peace talks that led to the legendary peace agreement between Israel and Egypt in 1979.
The author devotes a chapter to the issue of Israel's ambiguity regarding unconventional weapons and its nuclear capability. This chapter is fascinating because it examines the positive and negative aspects of such political conduct. Israeli analyzes the "Amimit" (ambiguity) policy with a historical prism of acquiring and building Israel's nuclear capability. The description includes what U.S. President John F. Kennedy wanted to know from Deputy defense minister Shimon Peres at a secret meeting in 1963 in which the American president was told that Israel would not use any weapons and would certainly not be the first to do so. 
Israeli gives his opinion on the positive and negative aspects of maintaining such a policy. It mainly refers to the fact that in the third aspect of the perception this may lead to direct and indirect harm to a state itself and the entire region. In addition, the abandonment of such a policy could lead to a flood of claims from Muslim countries in the region that Israel should withdraw from its nuclear capabilities. Such fascinating questions seek in-depth refinement of the subject and expansion in the biographical mainly around the international issue. It must be examined whether other countries adopt this method and hence my main curiosity resting on the concluding chapter of the book.
In the fourth chapter, Israeli refers to Operation Ajax which took place in Iran in August 1953. The chapter seems to be detached from the book's main concept because it turns its attention to an earlier period and deals with a country against which Israel did not wage a direct war. The chapter deals with international relations concerning the talk of the revolution mainly on the British and American side. The discussion around the revolution at that time compared to the modern era made me think that there might be an imaginary line between the nuclear ambiguity that Israel has been holding for so long, over than a jubilee, to the results of the revolution in Iran at that time.
Iran is currently at the heart of the global arena around its nuclear capability issue. Despite many diplomatic attempts to establish the nature of its nuclear capability, Iran maintains its ambiguity on the issue and conducts information maneuvers regarding what is happening in its nuclear facilities. Israeli raises the right questions about the ability of political negotiations to influence political events. In this context, Israeli has not yet completed his research and the next questions he must ask are how the Israeli nuclear ambiguity affects the Iranian one and whether the exposure of the nuclear capability of each country will affect the other.
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