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COMMERCIAL INTERESTS, POLITICAL INFLUENCE, 
AND THE ARMS TRADE

1LFKRODV�7DEHU

Abstract
Given the importance of the global defense trade to geopolitics, the global economy, and 

international relations at large, this paper examines the political economy of the U.S. defense industry.  

The goal of this study is to determine the extent to which the U.S. arms trade is driven by commercial 

LQWHUHVWV���7KLV�VWXG\�K\SRWKHVL]HV�WKDW�DQ�LQFUHDVH�LQ�WKH�SROLWLFDO�LQÀXHQFH�RI�WKH�8�6��DUPV�LQGXVWU\�

leads to any increase in arms exports.  Using the congruence method, this study observes campaign 

contributions in given years from defense corporations with the largest market shares.  While strong 

FDXVDO�LQIHUHQFHV�FRXOG�QRW�EH�PDGH�EDVHG�RQ�WKH�¿QGLQJV��WKHUH�LV�URRP�IRU�IXUWKHU�UHVHDUFK�RQ�WKLV�

WRSLF�LI�VWURQJHU�GDWD�FDQ�EH�IRXQG�RQ�WKH�DUPV�LQGXVWU\¶V�LQÀXHQFH�LQ�WKH�SXEOLF�VSKHUH���7KH�TXHVWLRQ�

SRVHG�E\�WKLV�SDSHU�ZLOO�¿QG�LWVHOI�LQFUHDVLQJO\�UHOHYDQW�DV�GHEDWHV�RYHU�GHIHQVH�VSHQGLQJ�FRQWLQXH�WR�

unfold.

,Q������DORQH��JOREDO�DUPV�VDOHV�WRWDOHG�����ELOOLRQ�8�6��GROODUV��86'���-DFNVRQ���������)RU�

the largest exporters of weapons, including the United States, Russia, the United Kingdom, Germany, 

DQG�)UDQFH�� WKLV� UHSUHVHQWV� D� FUXFLDO�SDUW� RI� WKHLU� HFRQRPLHV�� �7KHUH�DUH� DOVR� D� JURZLQJ�QXPEHU�RI�

smaller economies that have begun to export weapons, which has increased competition in the global 

arms market.  Within each of these exporting nations, political actors have various motivations for 

promoting the arms industry and the weapons trade. 

Despite the great importance of the arms trade to our understanding of international relations, 

scholars have not yet fully considered the extent to which the arms trade is driven by economic interests 

over foreign policy considerations in the United States.  This study asks the question: To what extent is 

WKH�8�6��DUPV�WUDGH�GULYHQ�E\�FRPPHUFLDO�LQWHUHVWV"

This paper will begin by examining the existing literature on the domestic determinants of 

WKH�DUPV�WUDGH�VXSSO\��IROORZHG�E\�DQ�H[SODQDWLRQ�RI�WKH�VWXG\¶V�DUJXPHQW��7KH�VWXG\�K\SRWKHVL]HV�WKDW�

DQ�LQFUHDVH�LQ�WKH�SROLWLFDO�LQÀXHQFH�RI�WKH�DUPV�LQGXVWU\�OHDGV�WR�DQ�LQFUHDVH�LQ�IRUHLJQ�DUPV�VDOHV���

)ROORZLQJ�WKH�DUJXPHQW��,�ZLOO�GHWDLO�WKH�YDULDEOHV�XVHG��REVHUYDWLRQV��DQG�PHWKRGRORJ\�RI�WKH�VWXG\���

1H[W�LV�D�WKRURXJK�DQDO\VLV�RI�DOO�GDWD�¿QGLQJV�DQG�WKH�DUJXPHQW���2YHUDOO��WKH�¿QGLQJV�GLG�QRW�VXSSRUW�

WKH�K\SRWKHVLV�� � 7KH�¿QDO� VHFWLRQ�RXWOLQHV�SRVVLEOH� UHDVRQV� IRU� WKHVH� UHVXOWV�� VXJJHVWLRQV� IRU� IXWXUH�

research, as well as policy implications of the study.
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Literature Review
In this literature review, I will survey what previous scholars have determined about the 

drivers of the supply side of the arms trade that impact its exporting behavior.  Due to the lack of 

literature, this essay will not limit itself to studies that have focused exclusively on the U.S.  Looking at 

other nations will help to provide insight into the politics of international arms sales. 

While there has been some empirical research conducted that looks at the politics of the 

international arms trade, it is minimal and does not appear to have been highly circulated within 

the part of the academic community that is focused on international relations or political economy. 

Additionally, there have been no previous answers to the question posed above.  Of the work that 

has been done on the domestic politics of the international arms trade, much of it has focused on the 

demand side of the international arms trade.  Perhaps one reason why there is little work done on the 

SROLWLFV�RI�WKH�VXSSO\�VLGH�RI�WKH�DUPV�WUDGH�LV�WKDW�LW�LV�GLI¿FXOW�WR�WHOO�ZKDW�WKH�PRWLYDWLQJ�IDFWRUV�DUH�

because there are many different individual actors within a state that have various goals regarding the 

LQWHUQDWLRQDO�VDOH�RI�DUPV���)RU�H[DPSOH��WKH�JRDO�RI�D�GHIHQVH�FRQWUDFWRU�PLJKW�EH�WR�JHQHUDWH�SUR¿W��

On the other hand, a senior policy maker might wish to use arms sales as a foreign policy tool.  At the 

same time, interest groups (such as AIPAC or the Republic of China lobby) may have both emotional 

and pragmatic interests in promoting the military strength of certain arms customers. A general issue 

with the scholarly literature on the topic is that much of it is outdated, having been written during the 

Cold War. The ending of the Cold War has engendered substantial changes in the relationship of arms 

VDOHV�WR�H[SRUWLQJ�VWDWHV¶�SROLWLFV��7KHUHIRUH��,�KDYH�ODUJHO\�LJQRUHG�WKHVH�VWXGLHV�

$V�SUHYLRXVO\�VWDWHG��WKH�H[LVWLQJ�OLWHUDWXUH�RQ�WKH�LPSDFW�RI�D�QDWLRQ¶V�LQWHUQDO�SROLWLFV�RQ�WKH�

DUPV�WUDGH�LV�VPDOO���7KH�PRVW�UHOHYDQW�VWXG\�RQ�WKLV�TXHVWLRQ�LV�0DUJKHULWD�&RPROD¶V�³'HPRFUDFLHV��

3ROLWLFV��DQG�$UPV�6XSSO\�´��&RPROD�H[DPLQHV�WKH�LQÀXHQFH�RI�QDWLRQV¶�LQWHUQDO�SROLWLFV�RQ�WKH�TXDQWLW\�

RI�LWV�DUPV�H[SRUWV��7KH�VWXG\�¿QGV�WKDW�DUPV�H[SRUWV�LQFUHDVH�ZKHQ�JRYHUQPHQWV�DUH�XQGHU�ULJKW�ZLQJ�

OHDGHUVKLS���7KH�VWXG\�DOVR�¿QGV�WKDW�DUPV�H[SRUWV�GHFUHDVH�ZKHQ�H[HFXWLYH�OHDGHUV�DUH�LQ�WKH�¿QDO�\HDU�

of their term before reelection. The author makes the important distinction between the arms exporting 

habits of democracies and autocracies, but goes no further in examining authoritarian governments. 

Thus, depending on their arms exporting behavior, non-democratic nations may act as the supplier 

for these nations that are at odds with democratic weapons exporters.  A limitation of this study is 

that while it looks at the domestic determinants of the arms trade, it does not examine the commercial 

interests of the nations observed.

There have been a handful of studies conducted that offer insight into the question posed by 

this paper, while looking at other variables.  In “The Arms Trade in Russian-Chinese Relations: Identity, 

Domestic Politics, and Geopolitical Reasoning,” the authors look at why a declining power like Russia 

ZRXOG�VHOO�DUPV�WR�D�IRUPHU�DGYHUVDU\�DQG�ULVLQJ�SRZHU�OLNH�&KLQD��'RQDOGVRQ�DQG�'RQDOGVRQ����������

7KH�¿QGLQJV� VKRZ� WKDW� FRPPHUFLDO� LQWHUHVWV�ZHUH� WKH�SULPDU\�PRWLYDWLQJ� IDFWRU�� �7KH�ZRUOG� VDZ�D�

shrinking of the global demand for arms following the end of the Cold War resulting from the declining 

demand from third-world countries.  The political powers in Russia were not only fearful of massive 

unemployment from the cumbersome arms industry but also pressured by their powerful lobbying 

groups. Thus, Russia provides a useful example of a country with a large armaments industry acting in 

favor of its industrial interests but against its own strategic interests, in that the arms trade with China 



51

strengthened its main strategic rival, one with possible manifest aspirations toward Russian territory in 

1RUWKHDVW�$VLD��$QRWKHU�VWXG\�HQWLWOHG�³)RUHLJQ�3ROLF\�LQ�7UDQVLWLRQ"�+XPDQ�5LJKWV��'HPRFUDF\��DQG�

U.S. Arms Exports” looks, within the U.S., at the impact of a concern for human rights on the trading of 

DUPV�WR�RWKHU�QDWLRQV��7KH�UHVXOWV�VKRZ�WKDW��GXULQJ�WKH�&ROG�:DU��KXPDQ�ULJKWV�ZHUH�QRW�D�VLJQL¿FDQW�

concern in the eligibility of nations to receive arms from the U.S.  However, since the end of the Cold 

War, human rights have become an important component in determining the eligibility of nations to 

receive arms transfers. This study deals largely with the foreign policy of the United States and does not 

OLQN�WKLV�¿QGLQJ�ZLWK�GRPHVWLF�SROLWLFDO�IDFWRUV��%ODQWRQ��������

2WKHU�¿QGLQJV�KDYH�VKRZQ�WKDW�WKH�LQWHUQDWLRQDO�DUPV�WUDGH�KDV�EHFRPH�LQFUHDVLQJO\�UHYHQXH�

driven both as a result of the ending of the Cold War and the overall increase in weapons suppliers.  In 

³7KH�$UPV�7UDGH��%XVLQHVV�DV�8VXDO"´�WKH�DXWKRUV�DUJXH�WKDW�� LQ�DGGLWLRQ�WR�WKH�HQGLQJ�RI�WKH�&ROG�

War, the increase in arms manufacturing nations worldwide contributed to the commercialization of 

the industry.  In other words, greater competition led to more protection of domestic industries and less 

ZLOOLQJQHVV�RQ�WKH�SDUW�RI�PDMRU�H[SRUWLQJ�QDWLRQV�WR�WUDQVIHU�SURGXFWLRQ�WHFKQRORJ\��1RODQ�DQG�.HOOHU��

�������$QRWKHU�PDMRU�ZRUN�RQ�WKH�JOREDO�DUPV�VXSSO\�HQWLWOHG��³'HYHORSPHQWV� LQ�WKH�*OREDO�6XSSO\�

RI�$UPV��2SSRUWXQLW\�DQG�0RWLYDWLRQ´�KDV�VWDWHG�VLPLODU�IDFWV��LQ�SDUWLFXODU��GHPRQVWUDWLQJ�WKH�VKLIW�

IURP�DQ�ROLJRSROLVWLF�PDUNHW�VWUXFWXUH�WR�D�PRUH�FRPSHWLWLYH�RQH��3HDUVRQ�DQG�%U]RVND���������:KLOH�

the assertion in this study that the arms trade is becoming increasingly commercialized is a credible 

one, neither of the aforementioned works conducted empirical research on the commercialization of 

the weapons trade. Rather, they make these assertions and provide anecdotal facts and data to support 

these claims.  Thus, the lack of empirically tested research on the commercialization of the arms trade 

UHSUHVHQWV�D�PDMRU�JDS�LQ�WKH�H[LVWLQJ�OLWHUDWXUH�RQ�WKH�VXSSO\�VLGH�RI�WKH�DUPV�WUDGH��$GGLWLRQDOO\��WKHVH�

articles largely ignore how foreign policy interests are at play in arms exporting nations.

7KH� JHQHUDO� ODFN� RI� FRQWHPSRUDU\� UHVHDUFK� RQ� WKH� GRPHVWLF� IDFWRUV� WKDW� LQÀXHQFH� WKH�

DUPV� WUDGH�PDNHV� LW� GLI¿FXOW� WR� HQYLVLRQ� WKH� H[LVWLQJ� OLWHUDWXUH� LQ�GLIIHUHQW� FRQFHSWXDO� IUDPHZRUNV���

,W� DSSHDUV� WKDW� RQO\� &RPROD¶V� VWXG\� KDV� SURGXFHG� HPSLULFDOO\� VRXQG� ¿QGLQJV� RQ� WKH� GRPHVWLF�

political determinants of arms sales.  Again, the primary issue with her study is that her results are 

only applicable to democracies.  There seems to be a consensus that the arms industry has become 

increasingly commercialized.  There has been a handful of studies produced that focus on certain 

domestic political factors as they relate to the arms trade in the U.S. and Russia. 

Other than a few exceptions, the existing scholarly literature largely ignores how commercial 

LQWHUHVWV�LQÀXHQFH�WKH�DUPV�VXSSO\���7KH�UHVHDUFK�WKDW�IROORZV�VKRXOG�EH�DQ�DWWHPSW�WR�¿OO�WKLV�JDS�LQ�

WKH�H[LVWLQJ�OLWHUDWXUH�E\�SURYLGLQJ�HPSLULFDOO\�WHVWHG�¿QGLQJV�RQ�WKH�FRPPHUFLDO�GHWHUPLQDQWV�RI�WKH�

arms trade supply.  Given the importance of the arms industry to many national economies, as well 

as the greater implications for the working of the international system and the behavior of exporting 

countries, a closer look at this question is critical.

%DFNJURXQG�RI�WKH�,QGXVWULDO�DQG�3ROLWLFDO�(QYLURQPHQW
The arms and defense industry of the United States evolved greatly during the twentieth 

century and is continuing to evolve today.  History has shown that changes in the size and structure of 

WKH�GHIHQVH�LQGXVWU\�DUH�FORVHO\�DOLJQHG�ZLWK�OHYHOV�RI�8�6��JRYHUQPHQW�DQG�GHIHQVH�VSHQGLQJ��)URP�WKH�

economic standpoint of the defense industry, the central issue with having primarily one customer (the 

7DEHU
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U.S. government) is that the defense industry is extremely vulnerable to shocks in demand.  The Cold 

:DU�VDZ�ODUJH�JURZWK�LQ�WKH�SULYDWH�VHFWRU�VLGH�RI�WKH�GHIHQVH�LQGXVWU\���,Q�������3UHVLGHQW�(LVHQKRZHU�

VSRNH�RI�WKH�PDVVLYH�JURZWK�LQ�WKH�QDWLRQ¶V�PLOLWDU\�LQGXVWULDO�FRPSOH[���(LVHQKRZHU�ZDV�UHIHUULQJ�WR�

the development of the defense industrial base that emerged as a result of increased demand from the 

8�6��JRYHUQPHQW�IRU�PLOLWDU\�HTXLSPHQW�DQG�DUPV���7KLV�PLOLWDU\�EXLOGXS�ZDV�LQWHQGHG�WR�DLG�WKH�8�6�¶V�

HIIRUWV�WR�FRQWDLQ�WKH�VSUHDG�RI�FRPPXQLVP�DQG�¿JKW�SUR[\�ZDUV��VXFK�DV�RXU�PLOLWDU\�HIIRUWV�LQ�.RUHD�

and Vietnam.

)ROORZLQJ�WKH�FROODSVH�RI�WKH�6RYLHW�8QLRQ��GHFUHDVHG�GHPDQG�IRU�PLOLWDU\�HTXLSPHQW�DQG�

WHFKQRORJ\�OHG�WR�D�FRQVROLGDWLRQ�RI�WKH�GHIHQVH�LQGXVWU\�ZKHUHE\�PDQ\�PDMRU�PHUJHUV�DQG�DFTXLVLWLRQV�

WRRN�SODFH��:DWWV����������)RU�H[DPSOH��/RFNKHHG�PHUJHG�ZLWK�0DUWLQ�0DULHWWD�DQG�1RUWKURS�PHUJHG�

ZLWK�*UXPPDQ���7KHVH�DUH�MXVW�WZR�H[DPSOHV�DPRQJ�PDQ\�HYHQWV�WKDW�RFFXUUHG�LQ�WKH�����¶V�DV�WKH�

industry was consolidated. Another key change was that corporate management within the industry 

EHFDPH� LQFUHDVLQJO\� VRSKLVWLFDWHG� DV� UHYHQXH� FRQVWUDLQWV� LQWHQVL¿HG�� � 6LPLODUO\�� LQFUHDVHG� JOREDO�

FRPSHWLWLRQ�PDGH�JUHDWHU�HI¿FLHQF\�D�SULRULW\�WR�VWUHQJWKHQ�FRPSDQLHV¶�FRPSHWLWLYH�DGYDQWDJHV���0RVW�

LPSRUWDQWO\��E\�WKH�����¶V�IRUHLJQ�DUPV�WUDQVIHUV�TXLFNO\�JUHZ�LQ�VLJQL¿FDQFH���)RUHLJQ�PLOLWDU\�VDOHV�

JUHZ�WR�PRUH�WKDQ����SHUFHQW�RI�WRWDO�LQGXVWU\�UHYHQXHV�E\�������ZKLOH�SULRU�WR�WKLV�SHULRG�WKH\�PDGH�

up less than 5 percent. This helped the industry to protect itself from exposure to shocks in demand as 

JRYHUQPHQW�SURFXUHPHQW�OHYHOV�ÀXFWXDWHG��:DWWV��������

The arms and defense industry in its current form is characterized by a high concentration of 

activity within a small number of corporate entities.  Aircraft production and technological development 

is primarily done by Lockheed Martin and Boeing.  Armored vehicle production is primarily under the 

FRQWURO�RI�*HQHUDO�'\QDPLFV�DQG�%$(�V\VWHPV���)LQDOO\��VKLSEXLOGLQJ�LV�PDLQO\�FRQGXFWHG�E\�1RUWKRS�

Grumman and General Dynamics. This type of functional segmentation is a modern characteristic of the 

defense industrial base.  The high concentration of capital, industrial activity, and revenue generation 

LQ�RQO\�D�IHZ�FRUSRUDWH�HQWLWLHV�PD\�VXJJHVW�WKDW�WKH�LQGXVWU\�KDV�D�KLJK�OHYHO�RI�LQÀXHQFH�RQ�WKH�SXEOLF�

VSKHUH��:DWWV��������

Argument
The argument put forth by this study is that commercial interests are the driving forces behind 

the U.S. arms trade.  This is in contrast to foreign policy interests (strategic and humanitarian interests) 

as the primary determinants of the arms trade. It would appear intuitive that a nation transfers arms 

WR�QDWLRQV�WKDW�VHUYH�LWV�VWUDWHJLF�IRUHLJQ�SROLF\�LQWHUHVWV��L�H��WKH�8�6��DUPLQJ�WKH�$IJKDQ�0XMDKHGHHQ�

WR�¿JKW�DJDLQVW�WKH�6RYLHW�8QLRQ�RU�H[SRUWLQJ�ZHDSRQU\�WR�5HSXEOLF�RI�.RUHD����,Q�WKH�KHDGOLQHV��ZH�

see this dynamic play out frequently. In a democratic system, trade decisions as determined by elected 

RI¿FLDOV�DUH�VKDSHG�E\�WKH�GHPDQGV�RI�VRFLHWDO�LQWHUHVWV�� �(OHFWHG�RI¿FLDOV�RIWHQ�SURPRWH�WUDGH�LQ�DQ�

HIIRUW�WR�NHHS�$PHULFD¶V�H[SRUW�FRPSHWLQJ�LQGXVWULHV�VWURQJ��OHDGLQJ�WR�MRE�JURZWK�DQG�JUHDWHU�VXSSRUW�

from powerful industry leaders. 1 While strategic foreign policy interests can have a powerful impact on 

D�QDWLRQ¶V�WUDGH�SROLWLFV��SUHVVXUH�IURP�LQGXVWULHV�FDQ�GR�PRUH�WR�JXLGH�WUDGH�SROLF\�EHFDXVH�SROLWLFLDQV�

1  In International Political Economy, political scientist Thomas Oatley describes the society-centered approach to trade politics, 

emphasizing the impact that societal interest groups have on politicians. The limitation of this approach to trade policy-making is that it 

PLQLPL]HV�WKH�LQWHUHVWV�RI�JRYHUQPHQW�RI¿FLDOV�LQGHSHQGHQW�RI�GRPHVWLF�LQWHUHVW�JURXSV�
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UHO\�RQ�WKH�SXEOLF¶V�VXSSRUW�WR�EH�UHHOHFWHG���7KLV�G\QDPLF�SOD\V�RXW�LQ�WKH�UHODWLRQVKLS�EHWZHHQ�WKH�DUPV�

industry and politicians.  In other words, politicians promote the international arms trade because they 

DUH�FRPSHOOHG�WR�GR�VR�JLYHQ�WKH�LQÀXHQFH�WKDW�WKH�DUPV�WUDGH�ZLHOGV�LQ�WKH�SROLWLFDO�VSKHUH�

The industrial environment that arms producers operate in impels them to rely on foreign 

arms sales due to the monopsonistic market structure of the domestic defense industry, whereby U.S. 

'HSDUWPHQW�RI�'HIHQVH�SURFXUHPHQW�OHYHOV�ÀXFWXDWH�JUHDWO\����7KHUHIRUH��SROLWLFLDQV¶�GHFLVLRQV�DERXW�

WKH�LQWHUQDWLRQDO�WUDQVIHU�RI�8�6��SURGXFHG�DUPV�DUH�PRWLYDWHG�E\�D�QXPEHU�RI�IDFWRUV���)LUVW��SROLWLFLDQV�

rely on the support of leaders from large national industries to be reelected.  Secondly, politicians have 

D�VWURQJ�GHVLUH�IRU�WKHLU�QDWLRQ¶V�LQGXVWULHV�WR�EH�JOREDOO\�GRPLQDQW��7KLV�LV�SDUWLDOO\�ZK\�JRYHUQPHQWV�

often use industrial policy instruments, including subsidies, tax policy, tariffs, and quotas, to protect 

their domestic markets (of both export-oriented and import-competing industries) and allow them to 

become internationally competitive. Third, politicians desire to minimize unemployment and maximize 

the prosperity of the arms industry.  The three largest arms manufacturers account for approximately 

one percent of the U.S. GDP, illustrating the importance of the industry to the U.S. economy at large 

(“The U.S Defense Industry and Arms Sales).

,Q� DGGLWLRQ� WR� WKH� DUPV� LQGXVWU\¶V� RYHUDOO� LPSRUWDQFH� WR� WKH� 8�6�� HFRQRP\�� LWV� UHODWLYH�

SUR[LPLW\� WR� WKH� 8�6�� JRYHUQPHQW� DPSOL¿HV� LWV� LQÀXHQFH�� � 7KH� DUPV� LQGXVWU\� RIWHQ� ZRUNV� YHU\�

closely with the U.S. military, resulting in frequent exchange between the arms industry and the U.S. 

government at large.

The historical context of the arms industry helps to further explain why commercial and 

industrial interests might be the primary determinants of the arms trade.  The Cold War led to a 

massive expansion of the U.S. military-industrial complex.  The end of the Cold War led to a massive 

GHFUHDVH�LQ�GHPDQG�IRU�WKH�GHIHQVH�LQGXVWU\��UHVXOWLQJ�LQ�WKH�ORVV�RI���PLOOLRQ�GHIHQVH�DQG�PLOLWDU\�MREV�

LQ�WKH�8�6��*KRO]�DQG�6DSROVN\���������$GGLWLRQDOO\��GXULQJ�WKH�����¶V��WKH�DUPV�LQGXVWU\�IRFXVHG�RQ�

PDQDJHULDO�UHIRUP�DQG�LQFUHDVHG�HI¿FLHQF\���7KLV�ZDV�OLNHO\�WR�KDYH�FDXVHG�D�VKLIW�IURP�VWUDWHJLF�IRUHLJQ�

policy to commercial and economic interests as a driver for the arms trade.  Therefore the argument put 

forth by this study is only applicable to the post-Cold War era.

Arms 

7DEHU

���3URFXUHPHQW�OHYHOV�W\SLFDOO\�ÀXFWXDWH�EHFDXVH�RI�WKH�SUHVHQFH�RU�DEVHQFH�RI�8�6��LQYROYHG�DUPHG�FRQÀLFW�

Arms industry 
interest (reve-
nue-seeking)

Politican 
responsiveness 

to arms industry 
pressure

Foreign arms 
sales
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Hypothesis

7KLV�VWXG\�K\SRWKHVL]HV�WKDW�DQ�LQFUHDVH�LQ�WKH�SROLWLFDO�LQÀXHQFH�RI�WKH�8�6��DUPV�LQGXVWU\�

leads to an increase in U.S. arms exports. The unit of analysis for this hypothesis is at the state-level, 

because it deals with the institutional relations within the state. Examining this hypothesis will allow us 

to assess the extent to which commercial interests are a determinant of the U.S. arms trade.

'H¿QLQJ�WKH�9DULDEOHV
7KH�GHSHQGHQW�YDULDEOH��DUPV�H[SRUWV��LV�IDLUO\�VLPSOH�WR�GH¿QH���)RU�RXU�SXUSRVHV��ZH�ZLOO�

GH¿QH�LW�LQ�WHUPV�RI�WKH�YROXPH�RI�8�6��DUPV�H[SRUWV�LQ�JLYHQ�\HDUV���6WDWLVWLFV�UHJDUGLQJ�WKH�VSHFL¿F�

volume of U.S. arms exports from year to year are available from the Stockholm International Peace 

Research Institute, which is regarded as one of the foremost sources for data on the international arms 

WUDGH�� �7KLV� LQIRUPDWLRQ�FDQ�EH�IRXQG�LQ�WKH�RUJDQL]DWLRQ¶V�$UPV�7UDQVIHU�'DWDEDVH�� � ,Q�D�JLYHQ�VHW�

RI�WZR�\HDUV��UHIHU�WR�WDEOH���EHORZ���8�6��DUPV�H[SRUWV�EHORZ����ELOOLRQ�86'�ZLOO�EH�FRQVLGHUHG�D�ORZ�

DPRXQW� IRU� WKDW� JLYHQ� WLPH�SHULRG�� �$UPV� H[SRUWV� EHWZHHQ� ���ELOOLRQ�86'�DQG����ELOOLRQ�86'�ZLOO�

EH� FRQVLGHUHG� D�PHGLXP�DPRXQW�� )LQDOO\�� DUPV� H[SRUWV� DERYH� ��� ELOOLRQ�86'�ZLOO� EH� FRQVLGHUHG� D�

high amount.  Total arms sales to non-autocratic and autocratic regimes are also shown to provide 

further reference.  This is operationalized by providing the aggregated totals in arms transfers to both 

autocratic and non-autocratic regimes in the given time period for each observation.  If arms transfers 

to autocratic regimes are under 3 billion in a given observation, this will be considered a low amount.  If 

WUDQVIHUV�WR�DXWRFUDWLF�UHJLPHV�DUH�EHWZHHQ���ELOOLRQ�DQG���ELOOLRQ��ZLOO�EH�FRQVLGHUHG�D�PHGLXP�DPRXQW��

)LQDOO\�� LI� WUDQVIHUV� WR�DXWRFUDWLF� UHJLPHV�DUH�DERYH���ELOOLRQ�� WKLV�ZLOO�EH�FRQVLGHUHG�D�KLJK�DPRXQW�

for that given observation.  Data regarding autocratic and non-autocratic regimes will be borrowed 

IURP�WKH�3ROLW\�,9�3URMHFW��DQ�RUJDQL]DWLRQ�DW�WKH�8QLYHUVLW\�RI�0DU\ODQG�WKDW�FRQGXFWV�UHVHDUFK�RQ�WKH�

characteristics of political regimes.

5HJDUGLQJ� WKH� LQGHSHQGHQW� YDULDEOH�� SROLWLFDO� LQÀXHQFH� KDV� EHHQ� FRQFHSWXDOL]HG� DV� WKH�

potential for one political actor to induce a change in the behavior of one or more other political actors. 

7KXV��D�KLJK�OHYHO�RI�SROLWLFDO�LQÀXHQFH�RI�WKH�DUPV�LQGXVWU\�LPSOLHV�WKDW�LW�KDV�D�VXEVWDQWLDO�LPSDFW�RQ�

WKH�GHFLVLRQV�RI�SROLF\�PDNHUV��EXW�GRHVQ¶W�QHFHVVDULO\�LPSO\�WKDW�LW�GHWHUPLQHV�DUPV�H[SRUWV���7KLV�GRHV��

however, mean that policy-makers take the arms industry into account when making policy decisions.

2SHUDWLRQDOL]LQJ� WKH� SROLWLFDO� LQÀXHQFH� RI� WKH� DUPV� LQGXVWU\� LV� UDWKHU� GLI¿FXOW�� � :H� ZLOO�

observe data on campaign contributions from the arms industry to measure the independent variable.  

7KH�OLPLWDWLRQ�RI�WKLV�LV�WKDW�LW�LV�XQFOHDU�WR�ZKDW�H[WHQW�WKLV�DFWXDOO\�LQÀXHQFHV�SROLWLFLDQV��1RQHWKHOHVV��

it illustrates a connection between the arms industry and the political system which could imply 

LQÀXHQFH��)XUWKHUPRUH��HFRQRPLF�ORJLF�WKHRU\�ZRXOG�VXJJHVW�WKDW�WKH�FRQWULEXWLRQV�ZRXOG�FHDVH�LI�WKH\�

ZHUH�LQHIIHFWLYH�LQ�SURFXULQJ�LQÀXHQFH��7KH�3URMHFW�RQ�*RYHUQPHQW�2YHUVLJKW�ZLOO�SURYLGH�WKLV�VWXG\�

ZLWK�GDWD�RQ�FDPSDLJQ�FRQWULEXWLRQV�IURP�YDULRXV�GHIHQVH�FRUSRUDWLRQV��7KH�3URMHFW�RQ�*RYHUQPHQW�

2YHUVLJKW� LV� QRQSDUWLVDQ� UHVHDUFK� RUJDQL]DWLRQ� WKDW� KDV� FROOHFWHG� GDWD� RQ�PRQH\� ÀRZV� ZLWKLQ� WKH�

PLOLWDU\�LQGXVWULDO� FRPSOH[��7KLV� VWXG\�ZLOO� ORRN�DW� FDPSDLJQ� FRQWULEXWLRQV� IURP� WKH� LQGXVWU\¶V� WRS�

�� RUJDQL]DWLRQV�� EHLQJ� /RFNKHHG� 0DUWLQ�� %RHLQJ�� 1RUWKURSS� *UXPPDQ�� DQG� *HQHUDO� '\QDPLFV��

DFFRUGLQJ�WR�6WRFNKROP�,QWHUQDWLRQDO�3HDFH�5HVHDUFK�,QVWLWXWH¶V�WRS�����DUPV�SURGXFLQJ�DQG�PLOLWDU\�

services companies.  If the combined campaign contributions from these corporations are below 3 
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PLOOLRQ�86'��WKLV�ZLOO�EH�FRQVLGHUHG�D�ORZ�DPRXQW�RI�SROLWLFDO�LQÀXHQFH�DV�LOOXVWUDWHG�RQ�WKH�GDWD�FKDUW�

EHORZ��,I�FDPSDLJQ�FRQWULEXWLRQV�DUH�EHWZHHQ���PLOOLRQ�86'�DQG���PLOOLRQ�86'��WKLV�ZLOO�EH�FRQVLGHUHG�

D�PHGLXP�DPRXQW�RI�SROLWLFDO�LQÀXHQFH��,I�FDPSDLJQ�FRQWULEXWLRQV�DUH�DERYH���PLOOLRQ�GROODUV��WKLV�ZLOO�

EH�FRQVLGHUHG�D�KLJK�DPRXQW�RI�SROLWLFDO�LQÀXHQFH�

Strategic foreign policy goals will be the control variable.  If there is an increase in arms 

exports from one year to the next, we need to control for strategic foreign policy interests that could 

be causing a rise in the level of arms exports. The state department has listed democracy and human 

ULJKWV� DV� WZR� RI� LWV�PDMRU� VWUDWHJLF� REMHFWLYHV�� $GGLWLRQDOO\�� WKH� 'HSDUWPHQW� RI� 'HIHQVH� KDV� VWDWHG�

WKDW�FRXQWHUWHUURULVP�LV�FHQWUDO�WR�RXU�VWUDWHJLF�QDWLRQDO�VHFXULW\�REMHFWLYHV��³6XVWDLQLQJ�8�6��*OREDO�

/HDGHUVKLS��3ULRULWLHV�IRU���VW�&HQWXU\�'HIHQVH�´��������:KLOH�WKHUH�DUH�FHUWDLQO\�RWKHU�VWUDWHJLF�IRUHLJQ�

SROLF\�LQWHUHVWV��LW�LV�GLI¿FXOW�WR�¿QG�KDUG�GDWD�DQG�DFFXUDWHO\�LQGHQWLI\�WKHP��$GGLWLRQDOO\��WKHUH�PD\�EH�

PRUH�YDULDWLRQ�RI�IRUHLJQ�SROLF\�LQWHUHVWV�DPRQJVW�VSHFL¿F�\HDUV�WKDW�FRXOG�LQÀXHQFH�WKH�ÀRZ�RI�DUPV�

WR�RWKHU�QDWLRQV���'DWD�UHJDUGLQJ�DXWRFUDWLF�JRYHUQPHQWV�ZLOO�EH�ERUURZHG�IURP�WKH�3ROLW\�,9�3URMHFW�

Observations
7KLV�VWXG\�ZLOO�EH�ORRNLQJ�DW�WKH�8�6�¶V�DUPV�H[SRUWLQJ�EHKDYLRU��DPRXQW�RI�DUPV�H[SRUWV��

in different years since the end of the Cold War.  As previously mentioned in the literature review, 

D�QXPEHU�RI�VFKRODUV�KDYH�VXJJHVWHG�WKDW�WKH�DUPV�LQGXVWULHV�RI�PDQ\�PDMRU�FRQYHQWLRQDO�ZHDSRQV�

H[SRUWLQJ�QDWLRQV�EHFDPH�PRUH�FRPPHUFLDOL]HG�DIWHU� WKH�HQG�RI� WKH�&ROG�:DU�� �)ROORZLQJ�WKH�PRVW�

likely case logic, this study will look at data on arms sales during the years after the end of the Cold 

War. As discussed above, observing statements from politicians regarding the arms industry is arguably 

WKH�PRVW� DFFXUDWH�ZD\�RI�GHWHUPLQLQJ� WKH� OHYHO� RI� LQÀXHQFH� WKH� DUPV� LQGXVWU\�KDV�RYHU�SROLWLFLDQV��

Observing data following the end of the Cold War conforms to the most likely case logic because the 

literature suggests that commercial interests became the primary determinant of the global arms trade 

DURXQG�WKLV�WLPH�SHULRG���)XUWKHUPRUH��LI�WKHUH�LV�HYLGHQFH�LQ�VXSSRUW�RI�WKH�K\SRWKHVLV��WKLV�VWXG\¶V�

argument would only be applicable to the post Cold War era. Given the available resources, this study 

has only uncovered one such statement of this type. Because there are very few instances of this sort, 

WKLV�VWXG\�ZLOO�EH�ORRNLQJ�SULPDULO\�DW�WKH�$UPV�LQGXVWU\¶V�FDPSDLJQ�FRQWULEXWLRQV��

Methodology
7KLV�VWXG\�ZLOO�EH�XVLQJ�TXDOLWDWLYH�PHWKRGV��0RUH�VSHFL¿FDOO\��WKLV�SDSHU�WDNHV�D�FDVH�VWXG\�

approach to analyzing the research question.  The design for this study will be based around observing 

campaign contributions from the arms industry and examining the level of exports in given years.  

Using the congruence method, this study will observe the presence or absence of a correlation between 

the variables.  Given the lack of information on the temporal sequencing between the variables, this 

study will not be using process tracing to analyze the hypothesis.

3RVVLEOH�3UHVHQFH�RI�6XSSRUW�IRU�WKH�+\SRWKHVLV
,Q�RUGHU�WR�¿QG�VXSSRUW�IRU�WKH�K\SRWKHVLV��ZH�VKRXOG�VHH�D�SDWWHUQ�RI�FRQJUXHQFH�EHWZHHQ�WKH�

YDOXHV�SUHVHQW�LQ�WKH�LQGHSHQGHQW�YDULDEOH�DQG�WKH�GHSHQGHQW�YDULDEOH���)RU�H[DPSOH��DQ�REVHUYDWLRQ�

WKDW�ZRXOG�SURYLGH�VXSSRUW�IRU�WKH�K\SRWKHVLV�PLJKW�EH�RQH�LQ�ZKLFK�SROLWLFDO� LQÀXHQFH�RI�WKH�DUPV�

industry was high while arms exports were also high.  Regarding the control variable, if democracy 

7DEHU
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LV� WKH�8�6�¶V� VSHFL¿HG� IRUHLJQ�SROLF\�SULRULW\�ZKLOH�DUPV�H[SRUWV� WR�DXWRFUDWLF� UHJLPHV�DUH�KLJK�� WKLV�

ZRXOG� OHQG� VXSSRUW� IRU� WKH� K\SRWKHVLV� EHFDXVH� LW� VXJJHVWV� WKDW� WKH� GLVFUHSDQF\� EHWZHHQ� WKH�8�6�¶V�

strategic goals and exporting behavior can be accounted for by the pressure of the arms industry on the 

political system.  If, on the other hand, our foreign policy strategy emphasizes counterterrorism, the 

implications this would have on the hypothesis are less clear.  However, if counterterrorism concerns 

are high, we would arguably expect to see a high level of arms exports to autocratic regimes in order to 

GHWHU�FRQÀLFW�DQG�FRPEDW�WHUURULVP��)XUWKHUPRUH��LI�FRXQWHUWHUURULVP�LV�WKH�8�6�¶V�SULPDU\�SULRULW\�LQ�

its foreign policy strategy, we can not make any inferences about the validity of the hypothesis.

Data Analysis

,Q�WKLV�VHFWLRQ��ZH�ZLOO�DQDO\]H�WKH�YDULDEOHV¶�YDOXHV�LQ�HDFK�REVHUYDWLRQ�DQG�XVH�WKHVH�YDOXHV�

to test the hypothesis.  In addition to analyzing the values of each variable in terms of high and low, we 

will look at changes in variables from one year to the next, to provide further understanding of the data.

����������
,Q� WKH� ¿UVW� REVHUYDWLRQ�� WKH� LQÀXHQFH� RI� WKH� DUPV� LQGXVWU\� �WKH� LQGHSHQGHQW� YDULDEOH���

DFFRUGLQJ�WR�WKH�RSHUDWLRQDO�GH¿QLWLRQ�VSHFL¿HG�DERYH��ZDV�ORZ���,Q�WKLV�SHULRG��/RFNKHHG�0DUWLQ�VSHQW�

D�PHUH�����86'�RQ�FDPSDLJQ�FRQWULEXWLRQV��%RHLQJ�VSHQW���������86'��1RUWKURS�*UXPPDQ�VSHQW�

���������DQG�*HQHUDO�'\QDPLFV�VSHQW���������� �7KXV�� WKH�IRXU� ODUJHVW�DUPV�PDQXIDFWXUHUV�VSHQW�D�

FRPELQHG�WRWDO�RI�����������86'�RQ�FDPSDLJQ�FRQWULEXWLRQV���*LYHQ�WKDW�WKLV�WRWDO�FDPH�ZHOO�XQGHU���

million USD, this is a low value.

7KH�GHSHQGHQW�YDULDEOH��DUPV�H[SRUWV��IRU�WKLV�REVHUYDWLRQ�ZDV�KLJK��ZLWK�D�WRWDO�RI��������

PLOOLRQ�86'�LQ�VDOHV���7KH�LQGXVWU\¶V�ELJJHVW�QDWLRQDO�FXVWRPHU�LQ������DQG������ZDV�7XUNH\��ZLWK�D�

WRWDO�RI�������PLOOLRQ�86'�LQ�ZHDSRQV�WUDQVIHUV��7KH�8�6��VROG��������PLOOLRQ�86'�ZRUWK�RI�DUPV�WR�

QRQ�DXWRFUDWLF�UHJLPHV���7KHUH�ZHUH�������PLOOLRQ�86'�LQ�ZHDSRQV�VDOHV�WR�DXWRFUDWLF�UHJLPHV��ZKLFK�

ZDV�WKH�KLJKHVW�DPRXQW�DPRQJ�WKH�REVHUYDWLRQV�SUHVHQWHG��$PRQJ�WKH�8�6�¶V�ODUJHVW�FXVWRPHUV�ZLWK�

QRQ�DXWRFUDWLF�UHJLPHV�ZHUH�7XUNH\��-DSDQ�ZLWK�D�WRWDO�RI�������PLOOLRQ�86'��,VUDHO�ZLWK�D�WRWDO�RI�������

PLOOLRQ�86'��6RXWK�.RUHD�ZLWK�D�WRWDO�RI�������PLOOLRQ�86'��DQG�7DLZDQ�ZLWK�D�WRWDO�RI������PLOOLRQ�

86'���$PRQJ�WKH�8�6�¶V�ODUJHVW�FXVWRPHUV�ZLWK�DXWRFUDWLF�UHJLPHV�ZHUH�(J\SW�ZLWK�������PLOOLRQ�86'��

.XZDLW�ZLWK�����PLOOLRQ�86'��DQG�6DXGL�$UDELD�ZLWK�������PLOOLRQ�86'���$GGLWLRQDOO\��WKLV�WLPH�SHULRG�

saw a handful of isolated instances in which certain nations with autocratic regimes received small 

arms transfers.  This is in contrast to Egypt and Saudi Arabia, both of which are autocratic regimes 

receiving large quantities of U.S. arms almost yearly.  The isolated instances of this type that occurred 

LQ������DQG������LQFOXGH�$QJROD�ZLWK���PLOOLRQ��&KLQD�ZLWK����PLOOLRQ��,QGRQHVLD�ZLWK���PLOOLRQ��DQG�

2PDQ�ZLWK����PLOOLRQ�

Regarding the control variable, there was a strong emphasis on democracy in the United 

6WDWHV¶�QDWLRQDO�VHFXULW\�VWUDWHJ\���%HFDXVH�DUPV�H[SRUWV�ZHUH�KLJK��WKH�UHODWLRQVKLS�EHWZHHQ�WKH�FRQWURO�

variable and the dependent variable suggests some support for the argument in this observation.

The data for this observation does not support the hypothesis, because the value of the 

independent variable was low while the dependent variable was high.  In order for this observation 

to have shown support for the hypothesis the dependent variable would have had to have been low 
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as well.  While there is no conclusive support for the hypothesis, the level of arms sales to autocratic 

UHJLPHV� ZDV� FRPSDUDWLYHO\� KLJK�� ZKLFK� FRXOG� SRWHQWLDOO\� VXJJHVW� LQGXVWU\� LQÀXHQFH� JLYHQ� WKDW� WKH�

VXSSRUW�RI�DXWRFUDWLF�UHJLPHV�LV�RIWHQ�FRQVLGHUHG�WR�EH�QRW�LQ�RXU�QDWLRQ¶V�LQWHUHVW��:KLOH�WKH�SURPRWLRQ�

of democratic values and human rights is frequently cited by foreign policy makers as a priority, the 

8�6��PD\�DOVR�WUDQVIHU�DUPV�WR�DXWRFUDWLF�UHJLPHV�IRU�VWUDWHJLF�SXUSRVHV�WKDW�DUH�SDUWLFXODU�WR�VSHFL¿F�

regions and instances.  This study does not analyze at these micro-dynamics in the international arms 

trade. Therefore, no strong causal inferences can be made.

����������
$V�REVHUYHG�LQ�WKLV�SHULRG��WKH�SROLWLFDO�LQÀXHQFH�RI�WKH�DUPV�LQGXVWU\�ZDV�DW�D�PHGLXP�OHYHO��

ZLWK�D�WRWDO�RI�����������86'�LQ�FDPSDLJQ�FRQWULEXWLRQV�IURP�WKH���ODUJHVW�DUPV�SURGXFHUV��'XH�WR�WKH�

IDFW�WKDW�WKLV�WRWDO�LV�EHWZHHQ���DQG���PLOOLRQ�86'��LW�LV�FRQVLGHUHG�E\�WKLV�VWXG\�WR�EH�D�PHGLXP�YDOXH���

This value represents an enormous increase from the previous year.  Lockheed Martin spent 1,955,799 

RQ�FDPSDLJQ�FRQWULEXWLRQV��%RHLQJ�VSHQW�����������86'��1RUWKURS�*UXPPDQ�VSHQW�����������86'��

DQG�*HQHUDO�'\QDPLFV�VSHQW���������86'��(DFK�LQGXVWU\�OHDGHU�VSHQW�VLJQL¿FDQWO\�PRUH�WKDQ�LQ�WKH�

SUHYLRXV�REVHUYDWLRQ��ZLWK�%RHLQJ�DQG�1RUWKURS�*UXPPDQ�ERWK�VSHQGLQJ�XSZDUGV�RI����SHUFHQW�PRUH�

than in the previous observation.

7KH� OHYHO� RI� DUPV� VDOHV�ZDV�PHGLXP�DQG�KDG�D� WRWDO� RI��������PLOOLRQ�86'��7KHUH�ZDV�D�

WRWDO�RI��������PLOOLRQ�86'�VROG�WR�QDWLRQV�ZLWK�QRQ�DXWRFUDWLF�UHJLPHV�DQG�������PLOOLRQ�86'�VROG�WR�

nations with autocratic regimes.  Considering the fact that this period saw a medium amount of foreign 

arms sales overall, the amount of transfers to autocratic regimes was noticeably high and close to the 

same amount as the previous year.  Sales to the more regular autocratic customers, including Egypt, 

Kuwait, Saudi Arabia, and the United Arab Emirates, were also present.  There were also smaller sales 

to Bahrain, China, Morocco, Oman, and Venezuela.

,Q�WKLV�REVHUYDWLRQ��WKHUH�ZDV�D�JUHDWHU�HPSKDVLV�RQ�FRXQWHUWHUURULVP�LQ�WKH�8�6�¶V�IRUHLJQ�

policy strategy.  With a high level of arms exports to autocratic regimes, the relationship present 

between the control variable and the independent variable suggests support for the argument.

The data in this observation does support the hypothesis because the independent and 

dependent variables are congruent with one another, both being at medium levels.  In this way, we 

PLJKW� LQIHU� WKDW� D�PHGLXP�DPRXQW�RI�SROLWLFDO� LQÀXHQFH�RI� WKH�DUPV� LQGXVWU\�KDV� OHG� WR�D�PHGLXP�

amount of arms sales. 

�����������
7KH� SROLWLFDO� LQÀXHQFH� RI� WKH� DUPV� LQGXVWU\� REVHUYHG� LQ� WKLV� WLPH� SHULRG� ZDV� PHGLXP���

&DPSDLJQ� FRQWULEXWLRQV� IURP� WKH� WRS� IRXU� DUPV� SURGXFHUV� WRWDOHG� ���������� 86'�� � 7KRXJK� VWLOO�

FRQVLGHUHG�DW�D�PHGLXP�OHYHO�EHFDXVH�LW�LV�XQGHU���PLOOLRQ�LQ�YDOXH��WKLV�LV�D�VLJQL¿FDQW�LQFUHDVH�IURP�WKH�

SUHYLRXV�\HDU��/RFNKHHG�0DUWLQ�VSHQW�D�WRWDO�RI�����������86'�UHSUHVHQWLQJ�D�VOLJKW�GHFUHDVH���%RHLQJ�

VSHQW�D�WRWDO�RI�����������86'��UHSUHVHQWLQJ�D�YHU\�VLJQL¿FDQW�LQFUHDVH��1RUWKURS�*UXPPDQ�VSHQW�D�

WRWDO�RI���������86'��UHSUHVHQWLQJ�D�VLJQL¿FDQW�GHFUHDVH�RI�PRUH�WKDQ���������86'��)LQDOO\��*HQHUDO�

'\QDPLFV�VSHQW�D�WRWDO�RI���������86'��VKRZLQJ�D�PRGHUDWH�LQFUHDVH�

7KH�DPRXQW�RI�DUPV�H[SRUWV�GXULQJ�WKLV�SHULRG�ZDV�KLJK��ZLWK�D�WRWDO�RI��������PLOOLRQ�86'��

WKH�KLJKHVW�DPRQJ�DOO�RI�WKH�\HDUV�REVHUYHG��7KHUH�ZDV�D�WRWDO�RI��������PLOOLRQ�86'�LQ�DUPV�VROG�WR�
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non-autocratic regimes, representing a 57 percent increase from the previous observation.  Arms sales 

WR�DXWKRULWDULDQ�UHJLPHV�DPRXQWHG�WR�������PLOOLRQ�86'��VKRZLQJ�D�VOLJKW�GHFUHDVH�IURP�WKH�SUHYLRXV�

observation.  Among some of the more unique instances of arms sales to autocratic regimes were those 

WR�0DXULWDQLD��UHFHLYLQJ���PLOOLRQ�LQ�DUPV�WUDQVIHUV��DQG�4DWDU��ZKLFK�UHFHLYHG���PLOOLRQ��$V�GHWDLOHG�

in previous observations, these instances are unique in the sense that they are isolated occurrences 

in contrast to another autocratic regime like Saudi Arabia which receives arms from the U.S. almost 

yearly, likely because Saudi Arabia is regarded as a strategic ally..

5HJDUGLQJ� WKH� FRQWURO� YDULDEOH� IRU� WKH� \HDUV� ����� WR� ������ WKHUH� ZDV� DQ� HPSKDVLV� RQ�

GHPRFUDF\��%HFDXVH�DUPV�VDOHV� WR�DXWRFUDWLF� UHJLPHV�ZHUH�PHGLXP��ZH�GR�QRW�¿QG�VXSSRUW� IRU� WKH�

argument in the relationship between these variables.

,Q�RUGHU�WR�¿QG�VXSSRUW�IRU�WKH�K\SRWKHVLV��ZH�ZRXOG�QHHG�WR�¿QG�D�PHGLXP�OHYHO�RI�DUPV�

H[SRUWV��JLYHQ�WKDW�WKH�LQÀXHQFH�RI�WKH�DUPV�LQGXVWU\�LWVHOI�LV�DW�D�PHGLXP�OHYHO���7KHUHIRUH��ZH�GR�QRW�

¿QG�VXSSRUW�IRU�WKH�K\SRWKHVLV�LQ�WKLV�REVHUYDWLRQ�EHFDXVH�WKHUH�ZDV�D�KLJK�OHYHO�RI�DUPV�H[SRUWV�

�����������
,Q� WKLV� WLPH� SHULRG�� WKH� SROLWLFDO� LQÀXHQFH� RI� WKH� DUPV� LQGXVWU\�ZDV� KLJK��ZLWK� D� WRWDO� RI�

����������86'� LQ� FDPSDLJQ� FRQWULEXWLRQV� IURP� WKH� DUPV� LQGXVWU\¶V� WRS� IRXU� SURGXFHUV�� � /RFNKHHG�

0DUWLQ�VSHQW�D�WRWDO�RI�����������86'�LQ�FDPSDLJQ�FRQWULEXWLRQV��UHSUHVHQWLQJ�D�YHU\�ODUJH�LQFUHDVH�

IURP� WKH�SUHYLRXV�REVHUYDWLRQ�� �%RHLQJ� VSHQW� D� WRWDO� RI� ����������� VKRZLQJ�D� ODUJH� LQFUHDVH�RQ� WKH�

same order of magnitude as Lockheed Martin.  Contributions from Northrop Grumman saw a slight 

LQFUHDVH�LQ�FDPSDLJQ�FRQWULEXWLRQV��VSHQGLQJ�D�WRWDO�RI���������86'���*HQHUDO�'\QDPLFV�VSHQW�D�WRWDO�

RI������������UHSUHVHQWLQJ�D�VLJQL¿FDQW�LQFUHDVH�

$UPV�VDOHV�LQ�WKLV�\HDU�ZHUH�DW�D�PHGLXP�OHYHO��ZLWK�D�WRWDO�RI��������PLOOLRQ�86'�LQ�DUPV�

WUDQVIHUV�� �7KHUH�ZDV�D�WRWDO�RI��������PLOOLRQ�86'�VROG�WR�QRQ�DXWKRULWDULDQ�UHJLPHV�DQG�D�WRWDO�RI�

������VROG�WR�DXWKRULWDULDQ�UHJLPHV��ERWK�RI�ZKLFK�ZHUH�VLJQL¿FDQWO\�GRZQ�IURP�WKH�SUHYLRXV�\HDU�

,Q�WKLV�REVHUYDWLRQ��WKHUH�ZDV�DQ�HPSKDVLV�RQ�GHPRFUDF\�LQ�WKH�8�6�¶V�IRUHLJQ�SROLF\�VWUDWHJ\���

%HFDXVH�WRWDO�DUPV�H[SRUWV�WR�DXWRFUDWLF�UHJLPHV�ZHUH�ORZ��ZH�GR�QRW�¿QG�VXSSRUW�IRU�WKH�DUJXPHQW�LQ�

the relationship between the control variable and the dependent variable.

The observation does not show support for the hypothesis because the independent variable 

has a high value while the dependent variable has a medium value.

����������
� ,Q� WKLV� REVHUYDWLRQ�� WKH� LQGHSHQGHQW� YDULDEOH� ZDV� KLJK�� ZLWK� D� WRWDO� RI� ���������� 86'�

LQ� FDPSDLJQ� FRQWULEXWLRQV� IURP� WKH� LQGXVWU\¶V� WRS� IRXU� OHDGHUV�� � /RFNKHHG�0DUWLQ� VSHQW� D� WRWDO� RI�

����������86'��VKRZLQJ�D�VOLJKW�GHFUHDVH�IURP�WKH�SUHYLRXV�REVHUYDWLRQ���%RHLQJ�VSHQW�����������86'��

DOVR�VKRZLQJ�D�VOLJKW�GHFUHDVH�IURP�WKH�SUHYLRXV�\HDU���1RUWKURS�*UXPPDQ�VSHQW�D�WRWDO�RI�����������

86'��VKRZLQJ�D�YHU\�VKDUS�LQFUHDVH�IURP�WKH�SUHYLRXV�REVHUYDWLRQ��)LQDOO\��*HQHUDO�'\QDPLFV�VSHQW�

����������86'��VKRZLQJ�D�PLQRU�LQFUHDVH�LQ�FDPSDLJQ�FRQWULEXWLRQV�IURP�WKH�SUHYLRXV�\HDU�

)RU�WKH�GHSHQGHQW�YDULDEOH��WKH�YDOXH�RI�DUPV�VDOHV�ZDV�ORZ�ZLWK�D�WRWDO�RI��������PLOOLRQ�

USD.  This is the most dramatic marginal decrease among all of the observations observed.  Arms to 

QRQ�DXWRFUDWLF�JRYHUQPHQWV�WRWDOHG�������PLOOLRQ�86'�ZKLOH�VDOHV�WR�DXWRFUDWLF�JRYHUQPHQWV�WRWDOHG�

������PLOOLRQ�86'�ERWK�RI�ZKLFK�DUH�GUDPDWLF�GHFUHDVHV�IURP�WKH�SUHYLRXV�\HDU�
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This observation does not show support for the hypothesis because the level political 

LQÀXHQFH�ZDV�KLJK�ZKLOH�WKH�YDOXH�IRU�DUPV�H[SRUWV�ZDV�ORZ���$GGLWLRQDOO\��FRXQWHUWHUURULVP�ZDV�WKH�

predominant priority in our foreign policy strategy and the relationship between the control variable 

and the independent variable shows no support for the argument.

����������
,Q�WKLV�SHULRG��WKH�LQGHSHQGHQW�YDULDEOH�ZDV�KLJK�ZLWK�D�WRWDO�YDOXH�RI�����������LQ�FDPSDLJQ�

FRQWULEXWLRQV�IURP�WKH�LQGXVWU\¶V�WRS�SURGXFLQJ�OHDGHUV��UHSUHVHQWLQJ�D�VLJQL¿FDQW�LQFUHDVH�IURP�WKH�

SUHYLRXV�\HDU���,Q�WKLV�REVHUYDWLRQ��/RFNKHHG�0DUWLQ�VSHQW�����������86'�LQ�FDPSDLJQ�FRQWULEXWLRQV��

%RHLQJ�VSHQW�����������86'��1RUWKURS�*UXPPDQ�VSHQW�����������86'��DQG�*HQHUDO�'\QDPLFV�VSHQW�

����������86'�

)RU�WKH�GHSHQGHQW�YDULDEOH��WKH�YDOXH�RI�DUPV�H[SRUWV�ZDV�ORZ��ZLWK�D�WRWDO�RI��������PLOOLRQ�

USD, showing a small increase from the previous observation.  Sales to non-autocratic regimes were 

�������0LOOLRQ�86'� LQ� WRWDO��DOVR�VKRZLQJ�DQ� LQFUHDVH�� �+RZHYHU�� VDOHV� WR�DXWRFUDWLF� UHJLPHV� WRWDOHG�

������0LOOLRQ�86'��VKRZLQJ�D����SHUFHQW�GHFUHDVH�

,Q� WKLV� REVHUYDWLRQ�� ZH� GR� QRW� ¿QG� VXSSRUW� IRU� WKH� K\SRWKHVLV� EHFDXVH� WKH� LQGHSHQGHQW�

YDULDEOH�ZDV�KLJK�ZKLOH� WKH�GHSHQGHQW�YDULDEOH�ZDV� ORZ�� �5HJDUGLQJ� WKH�FRQWURO�YDULDEOH�� WKH�8�6�¶V�

foreign policy emphasized counterterrorism.  As, previously stated in the research design, we can make 

no inferences about the validity of the argument when counterterrorism is the primary focus of the 

8�6�¶V�IRUHLJQ�SROLF\�VWUDWHJ\�

����������
� ,Q� WKLV�REVHUYDWLRQ�� WKH�SROLWLFDO� LQÀXHQFH�RI� WKH�DUPV� LQGXVWU\�ZDV�KLJK��ZLWK�FDPSDLJQ�

FRQWULEXWLRQV� WRWDOLQJ� ����������86'�� VKRZLQJ� D�PRGHVW� LQFUHDVH� IURP� WKH� \HDU� EHIRUH�� � /RFNKHHG�

0DUWLQ�VSHQW�����������PLOOLRQ�86'��%RHLQJ�VSHQW�����������PLOOLRQ�86'��1RUWKURS�*UXPPDQ�VSHQW�

����������PLOOLRQ�86'��DQG�*HQHUDO�'\QDPLFV�VSHQW�����������PLOOLRQ�86'�

7KH� YDOXH� RI� WKH� GHSHQGHQW� YDULDEOH�ZDV�PHGLXP��ZLWK� D� WRWDO� RI� �������PLOOLRQ�86'� LQ�

IRUHLJQ�DUPV�VDOHV���6DOHV�WR�QRQ�DXWRFUDWLF�UHJLPHV�ZHUH��������PLOOLRQ�86'�ZKLOH�VDOHV�WR�DXWRFUDWLF�

UHJLPHV�ZHUH�������PLOOLRQ�86'�

,Q�WKLV�REVHUYDWLRQ��ZH�GR�QRW�¿QG�VXSSRUW�IRU�WKH�K\SRWKHVLV�EHFDXVH�WKH�LQGHSHQGHQW�YDULDEOH�

was high while the dependent variable was medium.  Additionally, counterterrorism was strongly 

emphasized in our foreign policy strategy and, thus, we can make no inferences about the argument in 

the relationship between the control variable and the dependent variable in this observation.

$QDO\VLV�RI�WKH�$UJXPHQW
�)URP�WKH�DQDO\VLV�RI�WKH�YDULDEOHV��ZH�GR�QRW�¿QG�VXSSRUW�IRU�WKH�DUJXPHQW���1R�FRUUHODWLRQ�

KDV�EHHQ�IRXQG�EHWZHHQ�WKH�SROLWLFDO�LQÀXHQFH�RI�WKH�DUPV�LQGXVWU\�DQG�WKH�OHYHO�RI�DUPV�H[SRUWV�

Conclusion
7KH�JRDO�RI�WKLV�SDSHU�LV�WR�DVVHVV�WKH�H[WHQW�WR�ZKLFK�WKH�8QLWHG�6WDWHV¶�IRUHLJQ�WUDGH�LQ�DUPV�

is driven by commercial interests.  The scholarly literature on the international arms trade has yet to 

provide an explanation for the role of commercial interests in the arms-exporting behavior of states.

7DEHU
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This study argued that commercial interests are the primary driving forces behind the U.S. 

DUPV�WUDGH�DQG�K\SRWKHVL]HG�WKDW�DQ�LQFUHDVH�LQ�WKH�SROLWLFDO�LQÀXHQFH�RI�WKH�DUPV�LQGXVWU\�OHDGV�WR�

an increase in foreign arms transfers from the U.S. to other nations.  This study used the congruence 

PHWKRG�WR�DVVHVV�WKH�UHODWLRQVKLS�EHWZHHQ�WKH�UHVHDUFK�YDULDEOHV�DQG�REVHUYHG�WKH�\HDUV�����������

Overall, this study found no support for the hypothesis, as congruence between the variables 

ZDV�UDUHO\�SUHVHQW��7KHVH�UHVXOWV�DUH� OLNHO\�EHFDXVH�WKH�LQGHSHQGHQW�YDULDEOH��WKH�SROLWLFDO� LQÀXHQFH�

of the U.S. arms industry) was operationalized by looking at campaign contributions in each given 

\HDU��7KH�SUREOHP�ZLWK�WKLV�RSHUDWLRQDO�GH¿QLWLRQ�LV�WKDW��DUJXDEO\��LW�GRHV�QRW�VKRZ�WKH�WUXH�SROLWLFDO�

LQÀXHQFH�RI�WKH�LQGXVWU\��EXW�UDWKHU�FDQ�SURYLGH�LQVLJKW�RQ�WKH�H[WHQW�WR�ZKLFK�WKH�LQGXVWU\�LQWHQGV�WR�

LQÀXHQFH�WKH�SROLWLFDO�VSKHUH�

'XH�WR�WKLV�OLPLWDWLRQ�RI�WKH�RSHUDWLRQDO�GH¿QLWLRQ�IRU�WKH�LQGHSHQGHQW�YDULDEOH��,�UHFRPPHQG�

WKDW�LQ�IXWXUH�VWXGLHV��VFKRODUV�IRFXV�RQ�¿QGLQJ�GDWD�WKDW�PRUH�DFFXUDWHO\�H[SODLQV�WKH�SROLWLFDO�LQÀXHQFH�

of the arms industry.  While data on arms industry- government relations is extremely limited, it would 

be useful for future scholars to interview various political actors and arms industry leaders as a way of 

operationalizing this variable.

Policy Implications

,Q� OLJKW�RI�UHFHQW�HYHQWV�FRQFHUQLQJ�WKH�SROLWLFDO�GLVFRXUVH�VXUURXQGLQJ�WKH�8QLWHG�6WDWHV¶�

¿VFDO� SROLF\�� WKLV� TXHVWLRQ� SRVHG� E\� WKLV� SDSHU� LV� RI� LQFUHDVLQJ� UHOHYDQFH� WR� FRQWHPSRUDU\� SROLF\�

PDNHUV���7KH�FXUUHQW�GHEDWH�VXUURXQGLQJ�WKH�ORRPLQJ�¿VFDO�FOLII�KDV�UHVXOWHG�LQ�SROLF\�PDNHUV�GHEDWLQJ�

substantial cuts in defense spending.  If Department of Defense procurement levels plummet as a result 

of cuts in defense spending, the arms industry will clearly suffer greatly as domestic demand for defense 

goods would decrease accordingly.  In order to survive in this monopsonistic market structure, defense 

corporations will likely seek revenue sources beyond the government.  The defense industry has few 

RSWLRQV� RWKHU� WKDQ� WR� WU\� WR� LQFUHDVH� IRUHLJQ� DUPV� VDOHV�� � 3ROLWLFLDQ¶V� KDYH� JRRG� UHDVRQ� WR� SURPRWH�

the health of the arms industry (they wish to be reelected and promote the strength of the domestic 

economy).  In this way, we see how the argument posed by this study can play out in the dynamics 

within the military-industrial complex and remains relevant to the most recent of events occurring in 

WKH�HYHU�FKDQJLQJ�SROLWLFDO�VSKHUH��Ɉ
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