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Abstrakt 

Táto diplomová práca sa zaoberá kupovaním hlasov vo Valnom zhromaždení OSN. 

Objektom analýzy sú výsledky hlasovania vo Valnom zhromaždení OSN a miera zhody 

v hlasovaní USA a ostaných členských štátov OSN. Práca predpokladá, že výsledky 

hlasovania Valného zhromaždenia neodrážajú skutočné záujmy všetkých členských 

štátov, ale sú ovplyvnené záujmami USA. Cieľom práce je preskúmať vzťah medzi 

zhodou v hlasovaní štátov s USA a výhodami, ktoré týmto štátom USA poskytuje. Práca 

aplikuje viacnásobnú regresnú analýzu a sústredí sa na rezolúcie Valného zhromaždenia 

prijaté väčšinovým hlasovaním v období 1990-2014. Analýza zahrňuje výhody 

finančného aj nefinančného charakteru. Jej cieľom je odhaliť možnú prítomnosť 

kupovania hlasov zo strany USA a identifikovať konkrétny typ poskytovaných výhod. 
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Abstract 

This master thesis deals with vote-buying in the United Nations General Assembly. The 

analysis focuses on the General Assembly voting outcomes and the degree of voting 

coincidence of the UN member states with the USA. The thesis assumes that the 

General Assembly voting outcomes do not reflect the real interests of all member states, 

but they are influenced by the US preferences. The goal of the thesis is to examine the 

relationship between the states' voting coincidence with the USA and the side payments 

provided by the USA. The thesis applies a multiple regression analysis focusing on the 

General Assembly resolutions adopted by majority voting in the time period 1990-2014. 

The analysis includes financial and non-financial side payments. It aims to reveal the 

presence of US vote-buying behaviour and to identify the type of side payments 

provided by the USA.  
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Introduction 

The United Nations General Assembly, the main international forum 

representing almost every sovereign state, was established in 1945 with the purpose to 

create a representative body reflecting the interests of its members. This master thesis 

assumes that the General Assembly voting outcomes do not reflect sincere voting of all 

member states, but they are to some extent controlled by the United Nations largest 

powers. We argue that the most powerful states use their power to influence the voting 

behaviour of less powerful or developing states by buying their votes and providing 

them with various benefits.  

Since the establishment of the United Nations (UN) in 1945, its membership has 

raised to 193 states. Every member state has the right to vote on all issues discussed by 

the General Assembly. Moreover, every member state has the same voting power and 

the same chance to influence the outcomes of the General Assembly decision-making 

process. Equality of votes is supposed to assure equal representation of all states 

regardless of their population, economic or military power, or any other indicator 

reflecting their actual position within the international system. Therefore, the General 

Assembly is expected to reflect the preferences of all UN member states. However, this 

thesis assumes that the General Assembly voting outcomes are influenced by the 

interests of its most powerful member state – the Unites States. The United States 

(USA) has been considered the global hegemon since the end of the Cold War and the 

dissolution of the Soviet Union. It holds one of the leading positions in most strategic 

domains of power, such as economy, military, or diplomacy. This thesis aims to 

examine the United States' ability to exert its influence over the General Assembly and 

affect its voting outcomes.  

The main goal of this thesis is to discover whether the General Assembly voting 

outcomes are influenced by the USA through vote-buying. It means, the USA is 

expected to buy votes of other UN member states within the General Assembly voting 

process in order to advance its own interests. This assumption is expressed in the main 

hypothesis adopted by this thesis: The United Nations General Assembly voting 

outcomes are influenced by side payments used by the powerful members in order to 

affect the weaker members' voting behaviour.  

The General Assembly voting outcomes offer an extensive data source of 

information about the voting behaviour of almost every sovereign state in the world. Its 
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voting patterns have become the subject of numerous studies concerning states' voting 

preferences and factors influencing their voting behaviour. Previous research has 

demonstrated that the powerful states are likely to exploit their position in an 

international organization to gain influence over another, when their interests are 

intense. Most of the previous research focused on the impact of financial factors. 

Scholars have mostly examined the effects of advantageous grants and loans on 

recipient states' voting behaviour within the General Assembly. This thesis aims to 

broaden the existing research by introducing non-financial variables based on the 

United States' diplomatic status and examining its impact on the UN member states' 

voting. 

In order to support these assumptions, the UN member states' voting coincidence 

with the USA will be analysed. Concretely, this thesis will perform a multiple 

regression analysis in order to determine a relationship between the UN member states' 

voting coincidence with the USA and the following independent variables: US foreign 

economic assistance, US foreign military assistance, state visits of the US president, and 

US diplomatic relations. The analysis will cover 194 different countries and their 

General Assembly voting records from the time period 1990-2014. Voting records prior 

to 1990 will not be included into the analysis due to their strong affection by the two 

competing blocs during the Cold War era. Results of the analysis will provide us with 

the answer to the research question of this thesis: Are the United Nations General 

Assembly voting outcomes affected by side payments of the United States to the less 

powerful member states? What benefits are offered to these states in order to buy their 

votes?  

To be able to reach accurate conclusions, the thesis will proceed in three basic 

parts. The first chapter will deal with the explanation of the basic theoretical concepts 

concerning states' acting within international institutions and their ability to influence 

their outcomes. This chapter will discuss realist and neoliberal approach to international 

institutions and concrete models and concepts dealing with states' acting within them – 

model of informal governance, vote-buying phenomenon, institutional design, and 

voting rules. Moreover, the existing research concerning the vote-buying in 

international institutions will be discussed as well. The second chapter will explain the 

methodology of the thesis. First, it will present the main principles of the multiple 

regression analysis. Second, the selection of the USA as the target country and the 

1990-2014 as the examined time period will be justified. Third, the chapter will discuss 
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the relevance of individual dependent, independent, and control variables included in 

the analysis. Concretely, the analysis will include two different types of dependent 

variable (voting coincidence on all UN General Assembly resolutions, and voting 

coincidence on issues defined as important by the United States), four independent 

variables (US foreign economic and military assistance, state visits of the US president, 

and US diplomatic relations), and five control variables (US import and export from/to 

UN member states, US trade agreements, level of democracy of UN member states, and 

their GDP per capita). Finally, the third main chapter will summarize the results of the 

analysis. 

The analysis' results suggested that the UN General Assembly voting outcomes 

are affected by the number of state visits of the US president and by the depth of the US 

diplomatic relations. Therefore, these two factors may be considered as side payments 

used by the USA to influence other states' voting within the General Assembly in 

accordance with the US preferences. It means, the hypothesis of this thesis was 

confirmed. The General Assembly voting patterns are influenced by the US preferences. 

In addition, the analysis' results supported the relevance of non-financial variables, as 

the independent variables based on the US diplomatic status resulted as more significant 

than the financial variables included in the analysis.  
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1. Theoretical Background 

This thesis is concerned with the international institution representing almost 

every sovereign state in the world - the United Nations system, concretely the General 

Assembly as one of the UN principal organs. The UN General Assembly has become 

the subject of several researches and every aspect of its functioning has been questioned 

so far. Its practices and functioning have been largely criticised for its failure to 

represent the interests of all its members and several reform proposal have been raised 

by many international relations scholars (Manno, 1966; Carlsson, 1995; Schwartzberg, 

2004; Luck, 2005; Weiss, Dawes, 2008 pp. 656-659). 

The purpose of this thesis is to examine voting outcomes of the UN General 

Assembly and its member states' behaviour. Concretely, the thesis focuses on one 

concrete aspect of states' behaviour within this body – vote-buying. It aims to discover 

whether the UN General Assembly voting outcomes are influenced by its most powerful 

members through vote-buying. 

In order to understand and further examine such behaviour of states within the 

UN General Assembly, it is important to consider some theoretical explanations of 

states' behaviour within international institutions and the role of international 

institutions in the international system in general. International institutions have become 

an essential part of the international politics research after the end of the World War II 

(Martin and Simmons 1998, p. 729). Their expansion and diversity of their functions 

resulted in different ways in which international institutions have been conceptualized 

(Duffield 2007, p. 1). Most of the international relations scholars agree on the 

predominance of three main theoretical approaches to international institutions - 

realism, neoliberalism, and constructivism (Martin, Simmons, 2002; Hasenclever, 

Mayer, Rittberger, 1997 pp. 1-7). Individual theoretical approaches differ mainly in 

their understanding of origin and impact of international institutions. Realism explains 

both origin and impact of international institutions as depending on states' power and 

interests, with only a limited regulative role of international institutions. On the 

contrary, neoliberalism and constructivism consider the international institutions to have 

a significant influence over states' behaviour and the nature of international system 

(Karlas 2007 pp. 69-75). 
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1.1 Realism and neoliberal institutionalism  

In case of this thesis, realist and partially neoliberal approaches will serve as the 

main theoretical background explaining states' acting within international institutions. 

Following the realist theory of international relations, international politics is 

characterized as a struggle for power, and it is affected by the distribution of power 

within the anarchical international system absent of any sovereign authority. National 

states are defined as independent political units and the key actors of international 

politics. Their actions are motivated by their national interests defined in terms of 

power, as well (Morgenthau 1948, p. 13; Mearsheimer 1994, pp. 9-11). Despite the 

conflict nature of international politics and competitive relations among states, the 

realist theory does not completely reject the possibility of cooperation among states and 

the existence of international institutions. However, anarchy dominating the 

international system constraints such cooperation and supports the conflict nature of 

interstate relations (Grieco 1988, p. 485). For this reason, international cooperation in 

the realist view of international politics is limited and more difficult to achieve and 

sustain, but still not impossible.  

One of the factors contributing to the difficulty to cooperate are states' concerns 

about “relative achievements of gains” (Grieco 1988, p. 487). Grieco explains this 

problem by introducing the concepts of relative and absolute gains. According to the 

realist understanding of interstate cooperation, states focus on both absolute and relative 

gains resulting from cooperation. Despite the states' effort to maximize their absolute 

gains, they need to consider the distribution of gains within the system as well. Given 

the anarchic nature of international system, states are constantly concerned about their 

survival and the permanent possibility of a conflict, when an actual partner may become 

a future adversary. Therefore, states are concerned with the relative gains impeding the 

others to gain more (Grieco 1988, p. 487).  

In spite of the limited cooperation and the relative-gains problem raised by 

realists, the substantial increase in interstate cooperation through international 

institutions since the second half of the 20
th

 century cannot be neglected. Even realists 

are concerned with the rise of international institutions and their role in international 

politics. However, the realist view of international institutions is rather critical. They 

consider institutions as components of international politics created and controlled by 

the most powerful states with the purpose of reaching their own objectives and 
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maintaining or increasing their power (Mearsheimer 1994, p. 13; Stein 2008, p. 206). In 

other words, states tend to establish institutions only in case they would help them reach 

their goals, thus, they act as mere tools of statecraft (Jervis 1999, p. 42, 54). According 

to the realist approach, the origin and impact of international institutions depend 

exclusively on states' (especially the most powerful states') power and interests. 

Therefore, it is the distribution of power among individual states that defines 

international politics, and not the international institutions as assumed by many other 

theoretical approaches. Realism does not treat international institutions as a factor 

having a strong influence on the nature of international politics. In contrast with the 

neoliberal and constructivist approaches which consider international institutions to play 

an important role in shaping states' behaviour and even constituting states' main 

interests, from the realist perspective, the function of international institutions consists 

just in a limited regulation of states' behaviour without having any impact on 

constituting their interests (Martin, Simmons, 2002 p. 344).  

Despite the realist sceptical view of institutions' impact on states' behaviour, 

institutions have been present in the core of the realist research since the 1940s. E. H. 

Carr in his analysis of the League of Nations applies the main realist principles and he 

argues that the real purpose of the organization consisted in the aim of the winning 

powers to keep the status quo. It means, their actions were motivated by their interests 

and their effort to keep their power positions in the international system (Carr, 1939). 

Another realist incorporating institutions into his research is J. M. Grieco who analysed 

the changes and new mechanisms established within the European Community after the 

Maastricht Treaty in 1993 (Grieco, 1995). 

The major theoretical challenge to realism and its critical conception of 

international institutions, neoliberal institutionalism, expanded especially in the 1980s 

(Grieco 1988, p. 486). It is important to mention that both of these theoretical 

approaches are based on a number of common assumptions and neoliberal 

institutionalism accepts several realist propositions about the international system 

(Grieco 1988, p 486). Both realism and neoliberal institutionalism accept the anarchical 

nature of the international system limiting and constraining the interstate cooperation 

(Jervis 1999, p. 43). Moreover, they both consider states as rational and the most 

important actors within the international system acting in order to accomplish their own 

interests (Keohane 1984, pp. 25-26). The main difference between the neoliberal and 

realist theory is the neoliberal positive approach to the role of international institutions 
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within the international system and their beneficial effects on interstate relations. 

Neoliberals grant institutions greater importance and ability to affect states' behaviour 

and the nature of international politics. Even neoliberals see international institutions as 

reflecting the preferences and interests of the most powerful states of the international 

system. However, they do not reduce institutions to mere instruments of states' will, but 

they assign them a meaningful role in international politics as partially autonomous 

actors. Unlike realists, they consider institutions as independent actors in international 

politics, able to modify states' preferences and to foster interstate cooperation (Jackson 

and Sørensen 2010, p. 43, 106; Mearsheimer 1994, p. 7; Stein 2008, p. 212). The reason 

why cooperation is more likely in an institutionalized world is the ability of institutions 

to reduce the problem dominating the anarchical international system – “the lack of trust 

between states” (Jackson and Sørensen 2010, p. 108). Institutions provide their member 

states with a flow of information and lower the transaction costs of international 

cooperation. They act as forums for negotiations among member states and enhance the 

opportunity to negotiate (Jackson and Sørensen 2010, p. 108; Keohane 1989, p. 2). As a 

consequence, achieving and sustaining of cooperation is more likely in the neoliberal 

perspective. Moreover, interstate cooperation and its beneficial effects can be even 

increased by establishing institutions and creating rules constraining states (Jervis 1999, 

p. 54; Mearsheimer 1994, p. 15). 

A theory referring to the neoliberal conception of international institutions as 

autonomous actors in international politics is the delegation theory or principal-agent 

approach. This approach based on the rational choice theory deals with the autonomous 

actions of institutions and their responsiveness to the demands of their member states 

(Nielson and Tierney 2003, p. 242). The autonomy of international institutions is 

explained by the ability of states to delegate powers to international institutions and to 

provide them with real decision-making authority in order to lower the transaction costs 

of policy-making (Nielson and Tierney 2003, p. 242; Pollack 2007, p. 3). Member states 

of an international institution acting like “principals” may decide to empower this 

institution as their “agent” to perform particular functions and pursue established goals 

with limited interference of member states (Nielson and Tierney 2003, p. 244). 
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1.2 Theoretical concepts 

The previous part of this chapter presented two dominant theoretical approaches 

concerned with the role of international institutions in international politics and the role 

of states within these institutions. Both realist and neoliberal approaches provide a basic 

theoretical background for understanding states' behaviour in international institutions 

and their ability to influence their outcomes. However, the general principles of realism 

and neoliberal institutionalism do not offer sufficient explanation of one specific 

practice examined by this thesis – the vote-buying. The analysis of vote-buying 

behaviour within the UN General Assembly will be based on the following hypothesis: 

The United Nations General Assembly voting outcomes voting outcomes are influenced 

by side payments used by the powerful members in order to affect the weaker members 

voting behaviour.  

In order to formulate such hypothesis, few concrete theoretical concepts need to 

be explained. At first, model of informal governance and vote-buying phenomenon will 

be presented. Both of these concepts are concerned with the states' ability to influence 

and control an institution's outcomes in order to advance their own interests. 

Afterwards, model of institutional design and voting rules will explain the possible 

effects of an institution's voting arrangements on the voting behaviour of its member 

states.   

 

1.2.1 Informal governance 

 With the development of theoretical approaches regarding the role of 

institutions in the international system, the empirical research spread to new areas 

bringing conclusions about the consequences of states' exercise of power within 

international institutions. One of such conclusions relevant for this thesis is the 

revelation of powerful sates buying off the cooperation of smaller and weaker states in 

international institutions. Such acting of states is a sign of their aim to use international 

institutions to achieve their own objectives (Martin and Simmons, 2002, p. 330). This 

logic of abusing states' power in order to control institutions' outcomes will be crucial 

for further examination of states' behaviour in the General Assembly elaborated in this 
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thesis. Such behaviour may be explained by R. W. Stone's model of informal 

governance being one of the basic theoretical concepts used by this thesis.  

The model of informal governance aims to explain the powerful states' ability to 

influence global governance and to control international institutions and their outcomes. 

International institutions are considered to be important actors of international politics, 

but at the same time they act as “potent power resources for influential states” (Stone 

2011, p. 1). Stone based his model on the rational choice theory and the realist and 

neoliberal assumption that international institutions reflect the preferences and interests 

of their most powerful members. International institutions encompass a wide range of 

states with differing power resources resulting from the unequal distribution of power in 

the international system. Accordingly, some states have greater outside options than 

others. States with greater outside options are less likely to commit to formal rules of 

the institution when their interests on a particular issue are strong. In such situations 

they tend to employ practices falling beyond the institution's formal rules, allowing 

them to enforce their interests over the weak states' ones. In other words, when formal 

rules of an institution become disadvantageous for its leading members, these members 

tend to adopt informal practices which allow them to control the institution's outcomes 

when their interests are intense (Stone 2011, pp. 11-16). 

In order to explain the role of these practices within international institutions, 

Stone defines two parallel sets of rules that allow institutions to balance the interests of 

its powerful and weak members – formal and informal rules. Formal rules comprise 

voting rules and other legitimate procedures (Stone 2011, p. 13). They “represent the 

broad interests of the membership, and reflect the preferences of weak states out of 

proportion to their resources” (Stone 2011, p. 31). On the contrary, informal rules allow 

powerful states to control particular outcomes and protect their vital interests (Stone 

2011, p. 13). The informal rules of Stone's model are especially important for the 

purpose of this thesis as they provide a theoretical explanation of the US vote-buying 

behaviour within the General Assembly and the US ability to affect the weak states' 

voting behaviour and the General Assembly voting outcomes. Following the logic of the 

model of informal governance, the USA would be able to exert its informal power over 

the General Assembly and affect its voting outcomes through vote-buying in cases, 

when its interest on a particular issue are intense. 
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1.2.2 Vote-buying 

The model of informal governance and the adoption of informal rules by 

powerful states in international institutions may serve as a theoretical explanation of the 

vote-buying behaviour, which is the central issue of this thesis. The vote-buying 

phenomenon has become a common issue present in domestic and international politics, 

affecting the voting outcomes and policy-making. Such “strategic” or “manipulative” 

form of voting is often criticised for undermining the democratic political process and 

spreading corruption and unjust influence of wealthy states over the poor ones (Eldar 

2008, p. 4; Miller 1977, p. 51). Despite being illegal and commonly referred to as 

bribery and fraud in the domestic policy, vote-buying is a legal and frequent behaviour 

on the international level (Lockwood 2013, p. 97). Vote-buying on the international 

level consists in deals among an international institution's members, when wealthy 

states offer material benefits to other (weaker) states in exchange for their votes for a 

particular outcome (Lockwood 2013, p. 97). There is broad statistical evidence proving 

the existence vote-buying in international institutions and several concrete cases will be 

presented in the next part of this chapter. 

Various factors may act as incentives contributing to the vote-buying behaviour. 

This thesis is concerned with the differences among states' power resources and their 

ability to exert influence over an institution. This kind of deals is likely to happen 

between wealthy and poor states being members of an international institution. As the 

benefits received from wealthy countries trying to influence the voting outcomes may 

be more attractive to poor states than the outcome of an actually discussed issue, poor 

states may have greater incentives to sell their votes in exchange for these benefits. On 

one hand, poor states may be willing to sell their votes in order to gain benefits the 

wealthy states can offer them. On the other hand, wealthy states enjoy greater outside 

options and ample resources enabling them to buy votes. Resources used for buying 

votes in international institutions usually include foreign aid allocations, or securing 

loans from International Monetary Fund or World Bank (Eldar 2008, p. 4). 

Another factor resulting from the relationship between poor and wealthy states 

and contributing to vote-buying are the voting rules of an institution. Most current 

formal institutions operate on the basis of sovereign equality of states. According to O. 

Eldar, current voting rules based on the equality of states provide small and weak 

countries with extensive voting powers on matters that these states re not interested in  
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(Eldar 2008, p. 4). As a consequence, minor states gain an excessive formal power 

regardless of their actual capacity to influence international politics (Lockwood 2013, p. 

136). Their votes have the capacity to influence the voting outcomes in a significant 

way and are thus perceived as attractive for powerful states. The effect of voting rules 

on states voting behaviour will be further discussed below.  

 

1.2.3 Institutional design 

Functioning of international institutions and the way they are organized is the 

core of the institutional design model elaborated by B. Koremenos, Ch. Lipson and D. 

Snidal. Their model is based on the rational-choice theoretical framework and they use 

the realist/neoliberal proposition that “states use international institutions to further their 

own goals, and they design institutions accordingly” as fundamental premise of their 

model (Koremenos, Lipson and Snidal 2001, p. 762). International institutions are 

considered as powerful tools responding to the problems actors face in the international 

system, affecting the international order, and supporting the cooperative arrangements 

among states with the purpose of future gains (Koremenos, Lipson and Snidal 2001, pp. 

768, 781). For this reason, the institutional design is carefully negotiated among state or 

non-state international actors. The model of rational design of international institutions 

by Koremenos, Lipson and Snidal defines the key design features within which 

institutions may vary: membership rules, scope of issues covered, centralization of 

tasks, rules for controlling the institutions, and flexibility of arrangements (Koremenos, 

Lipson and Snidal 2001, p. 763). The control dimension will be crucial for the purpose 

of this thesis, as it explains the way collective decisions are made within an institution. 

Voting arrangements form an important aspect of the control dimension. They include 

(among others) rules modifying the share of votes (equal votes for all members in the 

case of UN General Assembly) and rules specifying the type of required majority 

(simple majority, super-majority, or unanimity) (Koremenos, Lipson and Snidal 2001, 

p. 763, 772). The way an institution designs its voting arrangements may have a 

considerable impact on its voting outcomes and the voting behaviour of its member 

states. For that reason, design of the General Assembly voting procedure will be an 

important factor affecting states' behaviour within the body and encouraging the US 

vote-buying behaviour.  
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1.2.4 Voting rules 

As mentioned above, the voting arrangements form an important part of an 

institutions' design and affect its outcomes and the behaviour of its members. An 

international institution needs to design an optimal and effective voting system that 

would represent the interests of its members and enable them to make efficient 

collective decisions at the same time (Posner and Sykes 2014, p. 1). Voting systems 

adopted by international institutions may differ in a variety of aspects - from unanimity 

to majority rule, from equality of votes to weighted voting, adoption of veto power, 

restricting the bindingness of decisions etc. The voting procedure adopted by the UN 

General Assembly is characterized by the equality of votes of all member states and the 

majority rule. In general, the majority rule is supposed to lead to an easy and effective 

voting process lowering the decision costs. It dominates also the General Assembly 

voting process and its specific form (simple majority or qualified majority) depends on 

the character of the discussed issue. The Article 18 of the UN Charter concerned with 

the General Assembly voting procedure differentiates between two types of issues. The 

important questions (including recommendations regarding international peace and 

security, elections of non-permanent members of the Security Council and other UN 

councils, admission and expulsion of members, and budgetary questions) should be 

decided upon by the approval of “a two-thirds majority of the members present and 

voting” (UN Charter, Art. 18). Other questions require only simple majority of the 

members present and voting (UN Charter, Art. 18). Even though the majority rule 

secures an easy and fast decision-making process, it may lead to some negative 

consequences. Majority rule may result inappropriate in cases affected by the problem 

of heterogeneity of interests (Posner and Sykes 2014, p. 4). It means, majority rule 

enables a majority of states to adopt controversial resolutions or resolutions strongly 

opposed by the minority of states (Posner and Sykes 2014, p. 7). In order to strengthen 

the legitimacy of the General Assembly decisions, there has been an increasing effort to 

adopt resolutions by consensus, rather than formal voting procedure. Despite the fact 

that in recent years the majority of resolutions was adopted by consensus, the majority 

rule remains the formal voting procedure of the General Assembly decision-making 

process. An overview of the number of resolutions adopted by consensus and by formal 

voting in the period of 1990-2015 is presented in the table below.  
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Table 1: UN General Assembly resolutions adopted by consensus or formal voting in 1990-2015 

 Number of resolutions % of resolutions 

Adopted by consensus 6514 77, 25% 

Adopted by formal voting 

(simple/qualified majority) 

1918 22, 75% 

Total 8432 100% 

Source: General Assembly resolutions (http://www.un.org/en/sections/documents/general-assembly-
resolutions/index.html) 

 

The other specific aspect of the General Assembly voting procedure, the one-

state one-vote rule, provides each member state with one vote and represents the 

principle of sovereign equality of states embodied in the UN Charter. This rule was 

initially intended as the most democratic way of states representation in the UN General 

Assembly. However, the equal treatment of all member states represented by giving 

each one of them one vote, regardless of their population, economic or military power, 

or any other indicator reflecting their actual position within the international system, is 

considered to be inappropriate by many of the UN researchers, as it does not reflect the 

real distribution of power in the international system (Newcombe, 1971 p. 452; Dixon, 

1983 p. 295). Moreover, equal division of votes among all member states disregards 

significant disparities in member states' populations. These disparities have been present 

since the establishment of the United Nations in 1945 and became even larger after the 

admission of several small states in the 1970s with the population of only a few 

thousands. Such distribution of votes results in the excessive power of these tiny and in 

fact weak states, and significantly limited power of large and more powerful states. 

Since the 1970s there has been empirical evidence of small and developing states 

forming blocks in order to outvote the most powerful countries in the UN (Ball 1951, 

Goodwin 1960, Holloway 1990, Harbert 1976, Newcombe 1970). The most extreme 

disparities among the UN member states' populations, economic power and their 

contributions to the UN budget in years 1990 and 2015 are presented in the following 

tables. 
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Table 2: Comparison of the UN Member States with the Highest and Lowest Population 

Population 1990 2015 

China 1 135 185 000 1 371 220 000 

Tuvalu 9 000 9 920 

Source: World Bank (http://data.worldbank.org/data-catalog/world-development-indicators) 

 

Table 3: Comparison of the UN Member States with the Highest and Lowest Economic Power 

GDP (US$) 1990 2015 

USA 5 979 589 000 000 18 036 648 000 000 

Tuvalu 8 824 447,74 32 673 277,74 

Source: World Bank (http://data.worldbank.org/data-catalog/world-development-indicators) 

 

Table 4: Comparison of the Highest and Lowest Assessments of Member States' Contributions 

to the United Nations Regular Budget 

UN Budget Assessments (US$ / %) 1995* 2015 

USA 315 027 985 / 25% 654 778 938 / 22% 

States with minimal contributions 126 011 / 0,01% (93 states) 29 763 / 0,001% (35 states) 

Total UN budget 1 260 111 940 / 100% 2 976 267 900 / 100% 

*UN budget assessments for year 1990 are not available 
Source: Regular Budget and Working Capital Fund 
(http://www.un.org/en/ga/contributions/budget.shtml) 

 

This thesis considers the equality of votes in the General Assembly as s factor 

having a considerable impact on states behaviour in the decision-making process. The 

egalitarianism prevailing in the United Nations voting system provides even the 

smallest countries with strong voting power. We assume that the excessive power of 

small states serves as a strong incentive to sell their votes in exchange for benefits 

offered by the leading members, especially on matters they care little about. From the 

powerful states' perspective, weak states' votes may be attractive to them when trying to 

change the voting outcomes on a particular matter affecting their vital interests. Buying 

votes of a certain number of poor states might considerably change the voting outcomes 

and help wealthy states to secure their preferable outcomes. For this reason, we assume 

http://www.un.org/en/ga/contributions/budget.shtml
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that wealthy states may prefer to buy poor states' votes in order to secure their 

preferable voting outcomes. 

These assumptions imply that the one-state one-vote rule makes vote-buying 

more attractive (Dippel 2015, p. 11). Therefore, we suppose that equality of votes may 

serve as a factor encouraging states to adopt vote-buying behaviour within the General 

Assembly decision-making process. Concretely, we suppose that the one-state one-vote 

rule encourages the USA in buying votes of weaker UN member states in order to 

secure particular voting outcomes. Following this logic, the General Assembly voting 

outcomes would not reflect sincere voting of all its member states, as they would be 

manipulated by the interests of its most powerful members, or more precisely by the 

USA. 

 

This chapter provided main theoretical background explaining international 

institutions' role and states' behaviour within the international system. Resulting from 

the realist approach to international institutions it can be concluded that institutions 

reflect the distribution of power in the international system and the interests of its most 

powerful members. Even neoliberal institutionalism considers international institutions 

as reflecting the preferences of the powerful and influential members. Such states' 

behaviour within international institutions has been explained above by Stone's model 

of informal governance dealing with the ability of powerful states to exert their power 

over international institutions and control their outcomes. One of the practical 

implications of states' ability to control an institution's outcomes is vote-buying. Based 

on these assumptions, the following hypothesis can be formulated: The United Nations 

General Assembly voting outcomes are influenced by side payments used by the 

powerful members in order to affect the weaker members' voting behaviour.  

Furthermore, the model of institutional design explained above deals with the 

impact of the design of institutional rules on the institution's outcomes, including its 

voting arrangements. The model implies that voting arrangements are negotiated 

purposefully and may have a considerable impact on the institution's decisions. A 

specific voting arrangement adopted by the UN General Assembly is the one-state one-

vote rule providing each member state with one vote. This thesis considers such voting 

rule an incentive for small states to sell their votes and a factor encouraging powerful 

states to take advantage of weak states and buy their votes. Following these arguments, 
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design of the General Assembly voting arrangements and the equality of votes might act 

as factors contributing to the vote-buying behaviour.  

The next part of this chapter will be concerned with the existing research 

regarding concrete cases of exerting control over international institutions by powerful 

states and its consequences. 

 

1.3 Existing Research 

The ability to affect decision-making process in favour of a particular group of 

states and the unrepresentativeness of the General Assembly has become the objective 

of numerous publications concerning the General Assembly procedures and their 

practical consequences. In order to understand this issue, next part of this chapter will 

present the conclusions made by scholars researching the states' behaviour within 

different international institutions and their ability to control the institutions' outcomes. 

R. W. Stone explains the acting of powerful states in international institutions by 

developing a model of informal governance introduced in the previous part of this 

chapter. International institutions are understood as instruments through which states 

exert their informal power (Stone, 2011 p. 47). Stone presents his model on the case of 

the IMF. He analyses the US influence over the organization and its ability to use 

informal mechanisms in order to control the outcomes when US vital interests are being 

affected. Moreover, case studies on the WTO and the EU are included as comparative 

cases. 

Most of the existing research has focused on the IMF, World Bank, UN General 

Assembly, and the UN Security Council as the institutions controlled and used by 

powerful states for pursuing their own interests. The G7 countries, the world economic 

powers with the biggest resources and ability to control these institutions, are mostly 

selected as the centre of the research. The research varies in the selection of dependent 

and independent variables. Most of the publications mentioned in this chapter examine 

the voting patterns in the UN General Assembly and the UN Security Council, or the 

Security Council membership. The independent variables used in these essays have 

mostly financial character (size and conditionality of IMF loans, US foreign aid, World 

Bank programmes) and some of them are connected also to the regime type of the 

recipient countries. 
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One of the prominent scholars researching the influence of states on 

international institutions is A. Dreher. In cooperation with other recognized authors, he 

has conducted the research focused mainly on the IMF and World Bank loans 

disbursements. Together with J. R. Vreeland they have elaborated on the main idea of 

political economy based on trading money for gaining political influence (Dreher, 

Vreeland, 2011). They examine the voting patterns at the UN Security Council and the 

probability to receive IMF loans. Their analysis confirms the case of vote-buying in the 

UN Security Council and reveals the positive relationship between the voting 

compliance with the USA and the probability of receiving IMF loans. Moreover, the 

UN Security Council membership in general appears to lead to greater probability of 

participating in IMF and World Bank programmes, and receiving US bilateral aid and 

finances from the UN Development Programme (Dreher, Vreeland, 2011 p. 21). 

The idea of the UN Security Council membership is further developed by A. 

Dreher, J. Sturm and J. R. Vreeland. Their study describes a positive relationship 

between the Security Council temporary membership and favourable treatment of 

elected members by the Word Bank. The Security Council non-permanent membership 

clearly leads to a higher number of World Bank projects a country receives (Dreher, 

Sturm, Vreeland, 2009). 

The UN Security Council membership has been proved to be a significant factor 

in the case of the IMF programmes as well. Even if the size of loans was not affected, a 

positive relationship between the Security Council temporary membership and the 

participation and lower number of conditions in the IMF programmes has been revealed 

(Dreher, Sturm, Vreeland, 2009). Therefore, the IMF major shareholders tend to use 

their influence over the organization for achieving their international political goals. 

The IMF major shareholders influence is extended also on the UN General 

Assembly voting patterns. Article written by A. Dreher and N. M. Jensen is concerned 

with the relationship between the G7 countries (and especially the USA) allies' voting 

and the conditionality of the IMF programmes. They conclude, that there is an obvious 

relationship between state' voting compliance with the USA in the General Assembly 

and a lower number of conditions on IMF loans they receive (Dreher and Jensen, 2007). 

The conditionality of the World Bank lending programmes has been analysed as 

well. Ch. Kilby focuses on the World Bank loans disbursement in order to examine the 

enforcement mechanisms of the World Bank towards individual states. The UN voting 

outcomes are used as an indicator of states' alignment with the USA. Finally, he 
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discovers that the structural adjustment conditions are being enforced far less in the 

states aligned with the USA, than in other countries (Kilby, 2009). 

 The research of A. Dreher and J. Sturm from the 2012 examines the relationship 

between the IMF and World Bank non-concessional loans and the voting outcomes of 

the UN General Assembly. Concretely, the focus is on the G7 countries and their ability 

to control the IMF and World Bank decisions, and their influence on recipient countries' 

voting behaviour in the General Assembly (Dreher and Sturm, 2012). This research has 

brought two different conclusions. It has revealed the US influence on the World Bank 

loans disbursement and the World Bank's tight relations with the USA due to its 

dependency on US capital markets to finance its operations (Dreher, Sturm, 2012 p. 

387). Moreover, the G7 countries' influence has been demonstrated in both World Bank 

and IMF non-concessional programmes. 

Unlike the previous studies concerning the IMF and World Bank financial 

programs, I. Kuziemko and E. Werker related the UN Security Council temporary 

membership to the allocation of US foreign aid in order to demonstrate strategic 

allocation of US foreign aid and vote-buying within the United Nation. Kuziemko and 

Werker approved their hypothesis by concluding that the elected members of the 

Security Council receive a 59% increase in the US foreign aid and 8% increase from the 

UN agencies UNICEF and UNDP, largely controlled by the USA (Kuziemko and 

Werker, 2006, p. 11). Foreign aid is a frequently used variable and it is usually 

presented as an instrument of political influence enabling states to further national 

interests (Rai 1980, p. 269). An extensive part of the literature concerned with the 

foreign aid allocations and the United Nations employs the presumption that foreign aid 

affects voting behaviour in United Nations, or vice versa (Wittkopf 1973, p. 869). Many 

researchers have focused their studies on the foreign aid allocation patterns and its 

connection to the UN voting outcomes already since the early years of the functioning 

of the United Nations (Black 1968; Carter and Stone 2010; Dreher, Nunnenkamp and 

Thiele 2008; Keohane 1967; Rai 1970; Rai 1972; Rai 1980; Tamura and Kunieda 2014; 

Wang 1999; Wittkopf 1973). 

The relationship between the US and Soviet foreign aid and the UN General 

Assembly votes in the period of 1967-1976 was examined by K. B. Rai. The study 

assumes that foreign aid is used by both superpowers to win votes in the United Nations 

(Rai, 1980). Rai presents two different hypotheses considering foreign aid both as an 

inducement leading to a particular voting behaviour, and as a reward or punishment for 
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a particular voting behaviour. Two different conclusions regarding the two examined 

superpowers are presented. While the US foreign aid was found more effective as an 

inducement, the soviet foreign aid was mostly used as a form of reward or punishment 

for the recipient countries´ voting behaviour (Rai 1980, p. 269, 275). 

An extensive study by E. R. Wittkopf also examines the relationship between the 

foreign aid allocations and the UN General Assembly voting outcomes. Concretely, the 

study aims to discover to which extent foreign aid influences the General Assembly 

outcomes (Wittkopf 1973, p. 868). Wittkopf focuses on the US foreign aid allocations 

in the Cold War period, and the degree of compliance of developing sates´ votes with 

the US preferences. As well as in the previous study, a positive relationship was found 

between the US foreign aid allocations and the recipient countries´ voting behaviour 

within the UN General Assembly. 

A different approach to foreign aid allocations is presented in the study by F. 

Tamura and T. Kunieda. They deviate from the General Assembly analysis and focus on 

the US vote-buying behaviour in the UN Security Council. They consider the Security 

Council seat rotation a predictor of US foreign aid allocations and examine the 

relationship between the US foreign aid distribution and the non-permanent members' 

votes on the US vital issues during the period 1960-2001 (Tamura and Kunieda 2014, 

p.1). Conclusions by Tamura and Kunieda support the assumption that the USA 

distributes its foreign aid in exchange for non-permanent members´ votes in the UN 

Security Council. In addition, they confirm that the higher the importance of a given 

resolution for the USA, the more foreign aid the USA distributes to non-permanent 

members voting according to US preferences (Tamura and Kunieda 2014, p. 3, 18). 

 The UN General Assembly voting outcomes and the USA are also in the centre 

of the research performed by A. Dreher, P. Nunnenkamp and R. Thiele. Their article 

reveals the US pressure on other UN member states to vote a particular way. The US 

financial aid is presented as the factor affecting states' voting behaviour in the General 

Assembly, and as a means of achieving the US foreign policy objectives (Dreher, 

Nunnenkamp and Thiele, 2008). 

 D. B. Carter and R. W. Stone use basically the same logic in their essay. In 

addition, they extend the analysis with the identification of “important votes” defined by 

the US State Department since the 1985. They conclude that the US aid acts like a 

means of furthering foreign policy interests mostly in the cases of “important votes”, it 

means, in the resolutions vital for the US national interests (Carter and Stone, 2010). 
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 Just like Carter and Stone, T. Wang bases his argument on the assumption that 

the USA would exercise its influence over the decision-making process only on the 

issues vital to their national interests in order to prevent wasting their resources on 

issues not important enough (Wang, 1999). Wang has developed a research design 

considering the voting coincidence rates on important issues defined by the US State 

Department, and the allocations of US foreign aid. His analysis proves the abuse of US 

foreign aid programs to induce voting compliance in the UN on issues vital for US 

national interests (Wang, 1999, p. 208). 

 In the cases mentioned above, international organizations' financial programs 

and US development aid were mostly used as the only independent variables affecting 

states' voting in a particular way. However, D. B. Carter and R. W. Stone link the US 

aid allocation to a new variable – regime type of the recipient countries. According to 

their research, democracies are in general more supportive of US positions in the UN 

General Assembly and they tend to vote in line with the USA more often the non-

democratic countries. The frequent flow of the US aid to democratic countries is 

explained by the highest probability of the USA to manipulate its aid disbursements on 

the basis of the countries votes in the General Assembly if the recipient country is a 

democracy (Carter and Stone 2015 p. 33). 

 B. Lai and D. S. Morey, following the same selection of variables, bring the 

opposite conclusions. Their study examines different incentives of democratic and non-

democratic leaders to change their voting behaviour in the UN as a response to 

increased foreign aid (Lai and Morey, 2006, p. 385). Their findings show that the 

dependency of non-democracies on the US military and economic aid leads to the 

change of their voting behaviour to match the US preferences (Lai and Morey, 2006, p. 

402). 

 The existing research has mainly focused on the worlds' most powerful states 

and economic leaders and their ability to exert their power in one organization in order 

to gain influence over another. In case of the USA, the research has been complemented 

by the strategic allocations of the US development aid acting as a means of shaping 

voting patterns in the United Nations in order to match the US preferences. The USA 

results to be the most distinctive country of the research. However, only financial 

factors are being examined when analysing the US ability to affect the UN voting 

outcomes. For this reason, this thesis will apply financial as well as non-financial 
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variables and compare their influence over states' willingness to change their voting 

behaviour in order to match the US preferences.  

Furthermore, another difference between this thesis and the existing research 

consists in the direction of the relationship between the dependent and independent 

variables. The research has mostly focused on the financial favours provided by the 

USA being the dependent variable. The amount of these favours would change 

according to states voting in the UN and the degree of their voting compliance with the 

USA. It means, the research has mostly explored to which degree the US impact on 

various institutions affects the provisions states may obtain when behaving in 

accordance with the US preferences. The previous research has thus examined the 

causal relationship between variables with a given time order (independent variable 

preceding dependent variable). This thesis will adopt the opposite approach using the 

UN General Assembly voting outcomes as the dependent variable being influenced by 

the favours provided by the USA to other UN member states. Therefore, this thesis 

examines to which degree the benefits offered by the USA to other member states affect 

the UN General Assembly voting outcomes. These benefits are not examined in a time-

ordered analysis, as the benefits might be provided before as well as after the voting 

process. The aim of the analysis is to reveal an association between the voting 

coincidence and the benefits provided by the USA, not a unidirectional relationship 

given by a time order. 
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2. Methodology 

The previous chapter defined the main hypothesis of this thesis and presented its 

theoretical explanation by introducing several concepts inspired by realistic and 

neoliberal theory of international relations. In this chapter we present the main goal of 

the thesis, the research question, and the method applied in order to answer it. Based on 

the theoretical assumptions presented above, we consider vote-buying as a practical 

expression of states' ability to control and influence an institution's outcomes. By 

performing a statistical analysis we aim to discover whether the UN General Assembly 

voting outcomes are influenced through vote-buying by its most powerful member - the 

United States. We aim to do so by examining the relationship between the General 

Assembly voting outcomes and the external tools used by the USA to influence states' 

voting within the General Assembly. The analysis will focus on the United States as the 

most powerful member disposing of enough resources to affect the voting outcomes in 

accordance with the US preferences and interests. By performing the analysis, we aim 

to answer the following research question - Are the United Nations General Assembly 

voting outcomes affected by side payments of the United States to the less powerful 

member states? What benefits are offered to these states in order to buy their votes?  

In order to demonstrate whether the General Assembly decision-making process 

is affected by the USA through vote-buying, the thesis will apply the statistical method 

of regression analysis, concretely the multiple regression analysis. Multiple regression 

is a method incorporating more than one independent variable allowing us to estimate 

the impact of various influences upon a single dependent variable (Allison 1999; Meier 

et al. 2012, p. 392). The statisticians differentiate between two major uses of multiple 

regression – prediction and causal analysis – depending on the independent variables' 

function in the analysis (Allison 1999, p. 1; Meier et al. 2012, p. 324). In case of this 

thesis, the multiple regression performs the task of a causal analysis, as the independent 

variables included in the analysis are supposed to represent the causes of the dependent 

variable. Moreover, multiple regression examines independent variables separately. It 

means, it differentiates between the effects of individual independent variables on the 

dependent variable specifying the degree of influence of every single independent 

variable included in the analysis (Allison 1999, p. 3; Sykes 1993, p. 8). By this means, it 

is possible to estimate the concrete independent variable having the largest influence 

over the states' voting within the General Assembly.  
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The analysis performed by this thesis aims to explain the causal relationship 

between one dependent variable – the UN General Assembly voting outcomes, and four 

different independent variables. The dependent variable represents the degree of voting 

coincidence between the UN member states and the USA. Such voting coincidence is 

expressed by dyadic affinity scores using 3 category vote data (yes, abstain, no). The 

four independent variables included in the analysis are the following - the US foreign 

economic aid to UN members, the US foreign military aid to UN members, the US 

diplomatic relations with the UN member states, and the international visits of the US 

presidents to UN member countries. The influence of independent variables will be 

examined in twelve different cross-section analyses corresponding to six different time 

periods. Every analysis will include mean values representing given time period. When 

performing individual analyses, two different types of the dependent variable will be 

applied. First, variable representing the voting similarity covering all adopted 

resolutions coded as “s3un”. Second, variable representing votes on issues identified as 

important by the US State Department coded as “3unimportant” (Voeten 2013). 

Consequently, the results of individual analyses will be compared and the cases 

indicating the presence of vote-buying behaviour will be determined. Out of the twelve 

analyses performed, six individual analyses supporting the hypothesis will be specified 

in the last chapter of this thesis. The following table specifies the time periods and 

variables included in individual cross-section analyses. Single variables will be further 

specified below. 

 

Table 5: Specification of cross-section analyses 

Analysis Time period Dependent variable Independent variables 

Analysis 1 1990 – 2014 votes on all issues 

US economic aid, US 

military aid, US 

diplomatic relations, 

US presidential 

travels, US imports, US 

exports, US trade 

agreements, UN 

members' GDP/c, UN 

members' level of 

democracy 

Analysis 2 1990 – 2014 votes on US important issues 

Analysis 3 1990 – 1994 votes on all issues 

Analysis 4 1990 – 1994 votes on US important issues 

Analysis 5 1995 – 1999 votes on all issues 

Analysis 6 1995 – 1999 votes on US important issues 

Analysis 7 2000 – 2004 votes on all issues 

Analysis 8 2000 – 2004 votes on US important issues 

Analysis 9 2005 – 2009 votes on all issues 

Analysis 10 2005 – 2009 votes on US important issues 

Analysis 11 2010 – 2014 votes on all issues 

Analysis 12 2010 – 2014 votes on US important issues 
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2.1 United States as the world's largest power and the United Nations 

most powerful member 

 As mentioned above, this thesis considers the United States the most influential 

member of the United Nations. The US ability to exercise its power through 

international organizations and to affect the world politics makes it an appropriate target 

country for the purpose of the thesis. Given the US strong position in several strategic 

domains of power (economic, military, diplomatic, ideological, technological, and 

cultural), it disposes of enough resources to control other states' behaviour (Huntington 

1999, p. 36). We suppose that some of these resources are used by the USA to buy the 

votes of other UN member states. 

 In general, a country can be regarded as powerful if it has the ability to affect the 

international politics, its outcomes, and the behaviour of other states in accordance with 

its preferences. A country's power and ability to obtain preferred outcomes is closely 

associated with its outside options and possession of strategic resources such as 

“population, territory, natural resources, economic strength, military force, and political 

stability” (Nye 2002, pp. 4-5). Possession of large amounts of these elements and 

holding a dominant position in the strategic areas of international politics makes a 

country an important and powerful actor of international politics able to influence the 

international system. The current US leadership on the economic and military scale, its 

scientific and technical potential, and stable democratic regime makes it the current 

global superpower.  

The US power has extremely increased after the end of the Cold War. The 

USSR's collapse strengthened the US power position in the international system, as no 

other country appeared to be able to balance its power (Ikenberry 2001, pp. 18-20; 

Kagan 2002, p. 9). The decade of the 1990s is generally referred to by scholars as the 

unipolar moment of the USA, covering the period right after the end of the Cold War 

when the global order became dominated by the USA on every strategic level 

(Krauthammer 1990; Ikenberry 2001, p. 17; Brooks and Wohlforth 2002, p. 20). 

Huntington refers to the global structure of power after the Cold War as a “uni-polar 

system with one superpower and several major powers” (Huntington 1999, p. 36). This 

term refers to the US dominant position in the international system and the presence of 

other major powers dominating different regions, but unable to extend their power on 

global level. The US power in economic and military areas, trade, science, and 
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technology has persisted until today (Nye 2002, p.1). Moreover, the US position of 

global hegemon is strengthened by its ability to maintain its dominant position in 

several areas simultaneously (Brooks and Wohlforth 2002, p. 23). As to the US 

economic strength, it has been the country with the largest share of the world GDP since 

the 1990s. According to the 2015 data elaborated by the World Bank, the US share of 

the world GDP was more than 24%. It equals to the share of the next three countries 

combined (China with 14,8%, Japan with 5,9%, and Germany with 4,5% share of the 

world GDP). Regarding the military area, the USA is the leading power in the military 

expenditures as well. According to the Stockholm International Peace Research Institute 

Database, the USA spent 595,472 million USD on military issues in 2015. This amount 

equals to the next seven countries' expenditures combined (China, Russia, Saudi Arabia, 

France, United Kingdom, India, and Germany). Moreover, the USA acts like the 

number one world exporter and importer according to the World Bank data for the year 

2015. These and other indicators of US dominance in the current international system 

are described in the table below. 

 

Table 6: Indicators of US dominance in the global order 

Indicator 1990 2014 
Average 

(1990-2014) 

Position 

(in 2015) 

Population 249,623,000 318,907,401 286,382,086 3. 

Territory 9,629,090 9,831,510 9,686,708 3. 

GDP (mil. USD) 9,251,560 16,511,495 13,094,800 1. 

Export (mil. USD) 672,469 2,208,570 1,363,270 1. 

Import (mil. USD) 763,374 2,691,534 1,794,570 1. 

Military expenditures 554,742 609,914 549,240 1. 

Armed forces personnel 2,180,000 1,381,250 1,602,585 3.1 

Source: World Bank's World Development Indicators (http://data.worldbank.org/data-catalog/world-
development-indicators), SIPRI Military Expenditure Database (https://www.sipri.org/databases/milex)  

 

 

                                                           
1
 The US position in “Armed forces personnel” refers to the situation from 2014. Data from 2015 are not 

available. 

http://data.worldbank.org/data-catalog/world-development-indicators
http://data.worldbank.org/data-catalog/world-development-indicators
https://www.sipri.org/databases/milex
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Ample resources and wide outside options of the USA can be translated into its 

influence within the UN General Assembly. The USA has played an important role in 

the UN since its establishment in 1945 and has remained one of its most significant 

members during the whole existence of the organization. The US power and ability to 

advance its own interests is usually associated with its acing in the UN Security 

Council. Being one of the five permanent members disposing of the veto power, the 

USA has the ability to control the resolutions adopted by the Security Council and 

prevent it from adopting resolutions harming the US interests. The US strength is 

visible even in the contributions to the United Nations regular budget. According to the 

latest Assessment of Member States' contributions to the United Nations regular budget 

for the year 2017, the USA acts like the leading country contributing by 610,836,578 

USD which equals to 22% of the UN regular budget. The second largest contributor, 

Japan, contributes to the UN budget with 268,768,094 USD equal to 9, 68% of the total 

UN budget.  

This thesis assumes that the USA extends its power in the UN even through the 

General Assembly and its decision-making process. Notwithstanding the US position as 

global hegemon and its influential position within the UN, the USA does not have the 

possibility to change the General Assembly outcomes without the cooperation of other 

states. Due to the equal voting power of all UN member states, the actual US voting 

power is extremely low with respect to its global power position. For this reason, the 

USA needs to exert its informal power over the UN General Assembly using its outside 

options in order to buy other states' compliance. Therefore, we assume the USA uses the 

General Assembly voting process as an instrument for advancing the US vital interests 

and affecting the world politics.  

As R. Keohane states, a state is “influential in the General Assembly insofar as it 

is able to affect the decisions of the General Assembly so that they accord with its 

wishes” (Keohane 1967, p. 222). Such statement provides the exact definition of the US 

position within the General Assembly applied by this thesis. We consider the USA to be 

influential and powerful enough to be able to affect the General Assembly decisions in 

order to make them correspond with the US interests. To conclude, this thesis assumes 

that the US dominant position in every strategic area of international politics makes it 

able to exert its influence within the UN General Assembly. Therefore, we suppose that 

the US wide outside options make the country able to exert its influence over other, less 
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powerful UN member states and affect their voting behaviour within the General 

Assembly by providing them with various benefits, in other words, vote-buying. 

 

2.2 Dependent variable 

The dependent variable of this analysis represents the UN General Assembly 

voting outcomes, it means, roll-call votes of the UN member states on resolutions 

adopted by the General Assembly. The UN General Assembly is the main global forum 

including almost every sovereign state giving each one of them the same voting power 

and possibility to intervene into the decision-making process. Voting records on 

resolutions adopted by the General Assembly represent a rich data source of states' 

voting preferences, indicating various patterns of foreign policy behaviour (Holloway 

1990, Voeten 2013). For this reason, roll-call voting in General Assembly is frequently 

used by scholars studying the formation of voting blocs and the evolution of voting 

preferences of UN members since the establishment of the UN (Alker and Russet 1965; 

Ball 1951; Holloway 1990). 

Formation of voting blocs was in the centre of the research especially during the 

Cold War period. Voting blocs refer to a group of countries constantly voting as unit on 

special kinds of issues (Ball 1951, p. 3). Form of the blocs present in the General 

Assembly has changed over the decades. Since the first General Assembly session in 

1946, the voting process was dominated by the East-West division of the member states 

into two voting blocs led by the two opposing superpowers (USA and USSR). 

Consequently, the wide expansion of the UN membership in the 1960s led to the 

formation of a new voting bloc, the “Third World” bloc including former colonies 

(Holloway 1990, pp. 279-280).  More recently, especially since the end of the Cold 

War, roll-call voting data have been mostly used to determine common interests of 

member states and to examine their voting preferences. Dissolution of the Soviet bloc 

and the end of bipolar division within the UN caused the change of voting preferences 

of former soviet allies which have become free to choose their position within the 

international system (Meyer 2012, p. 3). 

Due to the loosening of voting patterns within the General Assembly after the 

Cold War, we consider the post-1990 period to be relevant for the purpose of this thesis, 

as it demonstrates the voting outcomes unaffected by the bipolar East-West division. 
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We suppose the voting records falling into the period 1946–1989 would be largely 

influenced by states' adherence to the opposing voting blocs, therefore, the influence of 

US side payments on states' voting behaviour would be distorted by the influence of the 

existing voting blocs. For this reason, sessions preceding the 1990 will not be included 

in the analysis. Figure 1 demonstrates the evolution of voting in the General Assembly 

since its establishment until today. The figure includes votes of the five Security 

Council permanent members as the initial largest powers in the UN. It demonstrates the 

voting gap related to the East-West division during the Cold War period. Loosening of 

the voting patterns is visible after the 1990 following the end of the Cold War. Voting 

trends are expressed in the ideal points developed by E. Voeten in his complex UN 

General Assembly voting dataset. 

 

Figure 1: Ideological position of the five UN Security Council permanent members based on 

their voting behaviour in the UN General Assembly since the 1946 

 

Source: Graph based in data assembled by Erik Voeten (https://erikvoeten.shinyapps.io/IdealPointsUN) 

 

According to the hypothesis introduced in the previous chapter, we suppose the 

General Assembly voting outcomes do not represent the real interests of all UN member 

states. We believe the analysis of the General Assembly voting outcomes may reveal 

different factors affecting states voting behaviour. Concretely, we focus on the side 

payments and various benefits offered by the USA as the most powerful and influential 

UN member to other member states with the purpose of influencing their voting 
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behaviour in accordance with the US preferences. To do so, the analysis will focus on 

the US votes within the General Assembly and the countries most frequently voting in 

line with the USA. In order to determine the degree of voting coincidence between the 

USA and individual UN member states, the dyadic affinity scores expressing the degree 

of voting coincidence with the USA will be applied (Voeten 2013). 

The dependent variable values are based on the data assembled by E. Voeten, M. 

Bailey and A. Strezhnev in 2012, and consequently completed in 2015. It is the most 

recent and complete dataset containing roll-call data on UN General Assembly 

resolutions adopted by simple or qualified majority covering the time period from 1946 

to 2014 (Voeten 2013). For the purpose of this thesis, only data covering the time period 

from 1990 to 2014 will be used. Data from the period preceding the 1990 are considered 

irrelevant, as the voting behaviour of the UN member states was affected by colonial 

issues and by the two competing blocks during the Cold War period. Introduction of 

voting outcomes affected by these factors would distort the results of the analysis. Such 

results would not determine the cases of vote-buying.  

The dataset used by this thesis consists of the total of 4559 observations 

referring to the voting records of 194 states during the 25 year time period. The number 

of states included in the analysis consists of 192 current UN member states (excluding 

the USA) and two former UN member states which dissolved into new states without 

any single successor state (The Socialist Federal Republic of Yugoslavia and 

Czechoslovakia). As already mentioned, the analysis covers time period from 1990 to 

2014 including 25 regular sessions (sessions 45-69) and 18 emergency special sessions 

of the UN General Assembly. The analysis will focus exclusively on the non-unanimous 

plenary votes, as the resolutions adopted by consensus do not provide any relevant 

information about states voting behaviour within the General Assembly. It means, only 

resolutions adopted by simple or qualified majority will be relevant for the analysis. As 

to the individual states' votes, three types of votes will be considered – “yes”, 

“abstain”, and “no”. These votes are determined as ordinal data. “Yes” (coded as “1”) 

refers to absolute approval for the resolution, “abstain” (coded as “2”) refers to a 

weaker form of disapproval for the resolution, and “no” (coded as “3”) refers to a 

stronger form of disapproval for the resolution. Possible imperfections of the dataset 

might be related to the unequal time presence of individual countries in the UN. Such 

imperfections are caused mainly by the dissolution of states and the formation of new 

ones, admission of new UN member states, and missing data associated with the states' 
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absence on the voting process. These shortcomings will be minimalized by providing 

cross-section analyses and calculating mean values for individual countries in every 

time period corresponding to individual cross-section analyses. Consequently, the 

comparison of outcomes obtained from the cross-section analyses will indicate the 

evolution of the states' voting coincidence with the USA and the progress of the US 

vote-buying behaviour. 

As stated above, inclusiveness of the dataset is given by the following factors – 

date of admission of a given country as a UN member, dissolution of a country and the 

cessation of its membership as a UN member, and finally, countries' absence on the UN 

sessions. Totally, 36 countries were admitted as new members of the UN during the 

period 1990–2014. Moreover, two member states dissolved in 1992 (Czechoslovakia, 

The Socialist Federal Republic of Yugoslavia) and led to the formation of new 

countries. In fact, totally four countries dissolved in the time period 1990 – 2014. 

However, the Soviet membership in the UN was continued by its successor state Russia 

after the dissolution of the USSR. Accordingly, Sudan continued its UN membership 

even after the separation of South Sudan in 2011. Therefore, the membership of these 

countries is considered as continuous. An overview of the admission of new members to 

the UN and dissolution of its former member states is summarized in the following 

table.  

 

Table 7: Admission of new UN member states and dissolution of member states in 1990 - 2014 

Country Time period 

Admission as a member of 

the UN / Dissolution of 

the country 

Andorra 1990 – 1992 Admission in 1993 

Armenia 1990 Admission in 1992 

Azerbaijan 1990 Admission in 1992 

Bosnia and Herzegovina 1990 Admission in 1992 

Croatia 1990 – 1991 Admission in 1992 

Czech Republic 1990 – 1992 Admission in 1993 

Czechoslovakia 1993 – 2014 Dissolution in 1992 

Democratic People's Republic of Korea 1990 Admission in 1991 

Eritrea 1990 – 1992 Admission in 1993 

Estonia 1990 Admission in 1991 

Federated States of Micronesia 1990 Admission in 1991 

Georgia 1990 – 1992 Admission in 1992 
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Kazakhstan 1990 – 1991 Admission in 1992 

Kiribati 1990 – 1998 Admission in 1999 

Kyrgyzstan 1990 – 1991 Admission in 1992 

Latvia 1990 Admission in 1991 

Lithuania 1990 Admission in 1991 

Marshall Islands 1990 Admission in 1991 

Monaco 1990 – 1992 Admission in 1993 

Montenegro 1990 – 2005 Admission in 2006 

Nauru 1990 – 1999 Admission in 1999 

Palau 1990 – 1993 Admission in 1994 

Republic of Korea 1990 Admission in 1991 

Republic of Moldova 1990 – 1991 Admission in 1992 

San Marino 1990 Admission in 1992 

Republic of Serbia2 1990 – 1999 Admission in 2000 

Slovakia 1990 – 1992 Admission in 1993 

Slovenia 1990 – 1991 Admission in 1992 

South Sudan 1990 – 2010 Admission in 2011 

Switzerland 1990 – 2001 Admission in 2002 

Tajikistan 1990 – 1991 Admission in 1992 

The former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia 1990 – 1992 Admission in 1993 

The Socialist Federal Republic of Yugoslavia 1993 – 2014 Dissolution in 1992 

Timor-Leste 1990 – 2001 Admission in 2002 

Tonga 1990 – 1998 Admission in 1999 

Turkmenistan 1990 – 1991 Admission in 1992 

Tuvalu 1990 – 2000 Admission in 2000 

Uzbekistan 1990 – 1992 Admission in 1992 

Source: Growth in United Nations membership (http://www.un.org/en/sections/member-
states/growth-united-nations-membership-1945-present/index.html) 
 

 

It is important to note that the dataset assembled by E. Voeten differentiates 

between “abstentions” and “absences”. The reason is the different motive of the two 

options. While the abstentions are considered a weaker form of expressing a disapproval 

for a given resolution, absences on the whole session are usually caused by factors such 

as government turnovers leading to a temporary absence of a given state's UN 

delegation from the voting process. There are several cases of states' absences on voting 

process in the time period 1990-2014. These cases are summarized in the table below. 

                                                           
2
 Serbia was admitted as a member of the UN in 2000 as The Federal Republic of Yugoslavia. In 2003, the 

official name of the country was changed to Serbia and Montenegro. After the Montenegro's 
declaration of independence in 2006, the UN membership of Serbia and Montenegro was continued by 
the Republic of Serbia.  

http://www.un.org/en/sections/member-states/growth-united-nations-membership-1945-present/index.html
http://www.un.org/en/sections/member-states/growth-united-nations-membership-1945-present/index.html
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Table 8: UN member states absence on the UN sessions in time period 1990 - 2014 

Country Years 

Bosnia and Herzegovina 1997, 1998 

Burundi 1999 

Cambodia 1990, 1992, 1997, 1998 

Central African Republic 1995, 1996, 1997, 1999, 2000, 2001, 2002 

Dominican Republic 1994, 1995 

Equatorial Guinea 1990, 1991, 1992, 1993, 1994 

Federated States of Micronesia 1994 

Guinea-Bissau 1994, 2000, 2001 

Chad 1994 

Iraq 1995, 1996, 1997, 1998, 1999, 2000, 2001, 2002, 2003 

Kiribati 1999 

Kyrgyzstan 1999, 2001 

Liberia 1990, 1993, 1994, 1998, 1999, 2000, 2001, 2002, 2003 

Mauritania 1999 

Niger 1999, 2001, 2002 

Palau 1994, 1997, 1998, 1999 

San Marino 1994 

Sao Tome and Principe 1990, 1993, 1994, 1995, 1996, 1997, 1998, 1999, 2001 

Seychelles 1997, 2000 

Somalia 1992, 1993, 1994, 1995, 1996, 1997, 1998, 1999, 2000, 2001 

South Africa 1990, 1991, 1992 

Tajikistan 2001 

Uzbekistan 1993, 2001 

Vanuatu 1999 

Source: United Nations General Assembly Voting Data, E. Voeten 
(https://dataverse.harvard.edu/dataset.xhtml?persistentId=hdl:1902.1/12379) 

 

2.3 Independent variables 

As mentioned in the first chapter, the most frequent variables used by the 

previous research referred to the US economic strength and its ability to provide other 

countries with financial benefits. We suppose that inclusion of independent variables 

covering different sectors of international politics and inter-state relations (economy, 

military, and diplomacy) allows us to examine broader scale of causal relationships and 

reach more inclusive conclusions. By applying the following variables covering wider 

scale of international politics, we aim to broaden the research by adding new factors 

possibly acting as instruments used by the USA to advance their interests:  
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 US foreign economic assistance, 

 US foreign military assistance, 

 US diplomatic relations with the UN members states, 

 International visits of the US presidents to the UN member states. 

Foreign economic and military aid allocations represent direct financial grants 

and loans to recipient countries. By including the US diplomatic relations and 

international visits of US presidents we aim to broaden the scope of the analysis by 

introducing both financial and non-financial variables. The US diplomatic relations and 

states visits of the US presidents represent the depth of the US bilateral relations with 

the UN member states. We consider deep diplomatic relations and frequent visits of the 

US president to be an expression of a favourable relationship between the USA and the 

given country. All data representing the independent variables included in the analysis 

were assembled by the author of the thesis and their values were adjusted according to 

the analysis' requirements. The following parts of this chapter will specify the 

independent variables separately and explain their relevancy for the analysis. 

 

2.3.1 US foreign assistance 

Foreign aid has formed an important part of the US foreign policy since the end 

of the World War II. The Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 defines the US foreign aid as 

assistance provided by the US government to foreign countries and international 

organizations by means of “gift, loan, sale, credit, or guaranty” (Foreign Assistance 

Act, Section 634, b2). Foreign assistance may be provided by means of ”training, 

service, technical advice, any item of real, personal, or mixed property, any agricultural 

commodity, United States dollars, and any currencies of any foreign country which are 

owned by the United States Government“ (Foreign Assistance Act, Section 634, b1). 

The foreign assistance defined in this manner includes a large scale of US activities and 

different types of grants and loans provided to developing countries and countries of 

strategic importance to the US interests. Foreign assistance provided by the US 

government includes economic foreign assistance and military foreign assistance, each 

of them covering a variety of specific programmes. The dataset used to describe the US 

foreign aid allocations comes from the US Agency for International Development 
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(USAID)
3
 covering both economic and military assistance programmes. Despite the 

frequent use of the Official Development Assistance (ODA) data defined by the OECD, 

this thesis considers the USAID data to be more appropriate for the purpose of this 

analysis. The main reason is the complexity of the dataset and the inclusion of both 

economic and military foreign assistance data. Another important reason is the 

introduction of a wide range of recipient countries covering the whole list of countries 

analysed in this thesis. Due to the amount of data available, the US obligations will be 

used, not disbursements. The reason is better availability of the obligations data 

covering the whole time period needed for the analysis. Both obligations (referring to 

binding agreements resulting in outlays) and de-obligations (representing cancellations 

or adjustments of previous obligations) will be included in the analysis. The data 

representing the obligations and de-obligations are recorded in constant 2014 US dollars 

referring to inflation-adjusted values. Such values are appropriate for comparison of the 

amount of granted foreign assistance in different time periods.  

 

US foreign economic assistance 

Allocation of foreign economic aid is a commonly used variable by scholars 

examining the US ability to influence other states' behaviour. Despite the original 

purpose of foreign assistance as a means of promoting growth in developing countries 

and countries recovering from war, the previous research demonstrates only a limited 

success of foreign aid programmes at reducing poverty and fostering economic 

development. One of the reasons of the limited success of foreign aid programmes are 

wrongly adjusted patterns of aid allocation (Alesina and Dollar 2000, p. 55). There are 

two general views explaining the patterns of foreign aid allocations. The first one 

explains the allocation of foreign assistance in terms of humanitarian development, 

responding to the basic needs of recipient countries. It means, foreign aid is supposed to 

promote growth and economic development in developing countries and reduce poverty 

(McKinley and Little 1977, p. 58). The other, currently dominant view, explains the 

allocation of foreign assistance in terms of donors' foreign policy interests (McKinley 

and Little 1977, p. 58). Following the two views, the patterns of foreign aid allocations 

are designed as much by the humanitarian and economic needs of developing countries, 

                                                           
3
 The complete USAID dataset is available at https://explorer.usaid.gov/data.html 
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as by strategic and foreign policy interests of donors (Alesina and Dollar 2000, p. 33). 

However, the evidence demonstrates that the foreign economic aid allocations have 

become motivated more by foreign policy interests of donor countries than by 

recipients' needs. It means, economic assistance is mostly used by the donor countries as 

a foreign policy tool and an instrument to advance their own interests (McKinley and 

Little 1977, p. 61). 

The conception of foreign economic aid as an instrument for advancing donor 

states' interests is applied also by this thesis. We suppose the USA designs its foreign 

aid allocations in order to buy votes of other, less powerful, UN member states within 

the General Assembly. Therefore, the US foreign aid allocations would not be 

motivated by the needs of the recipient countries, but they would follow the US 

strategic interests and the willingness of recipient states to vote in line with the USA in 

exchange for the US aid inflows.  

 

US foreign military assistance 

 Besides the economic assistance, this thesis considers the foreign military aid as 

an important US foreign policy tool as well. As reported by the US State Department´s 

Report to Congress: Section 1206(f) of the 2006 National Defense Authorization Act, 

granting of US military assistance to different recipient countries is expected to increase 

these states' cooperation with US objectives. Providing sufficient funding, training and 

other kinds of military assistance through different military accounts is supposed to 

foster security cooperation, promote international security, and advance US interests. 

Therefore, the US foreign military assistance is regarded as another US foreign policy 

tool used to advance their vital interests by affecting recipient states' voting behaviour in 

the UN General Assembly. The US military aid allocations are considered to be 

motivated primarily by the recipient countries' willingness to exchange their votes in the 

UN General Assembly for extra military aid inflows from the USA.  

Considering the values obtained from the analysis, the military aid variable 

needed to be omitted from the analysis. Therefore, only the US foreign economic aid 

was used as the variable representing US foreign aid to other UN member states. 

Specific reasons of the military aid omission will be further discussed in the last chapter 

of the thesis. 
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2.3.2 US diplomatic relations 

 Based on the US hegemonic position in the current international system and its 

dominance in several strategic sectors of world politics, it is considered an attractive 

partner not only in the economic sphere, but also on the diplomatic level. This thesis 

considers favourable and close relationships with the USA as an advantage for countries 

enabling them to develop a closer cooperation with the USA and possibly obtain 

different kinds of benefits. 

The independent variable expressing the intensity of US diplomatic relations 

with other UN member states corresponds to seven different stages of bilateral relations 

between states. The analysis uses the data collected from the US Department of State 

records
4
 which describe the evolution of US diplomatic relations with every sovereign 

state. In order to perform the analysis, these data were converted into ordinal variable 

expressing the intensity of the bilateral relations between the USA and given UN 

member. Individual stages used to determine the depth of diplomatic relations are the 

following: 

 a country's recognition by the US, 

 establishment of diplomatic relations,  

 establishment of a US liaison office, 

 establishment of a US legation,  

 establishment of a US diplomatic mission, 

 elevation of a US legation to embassy status/establishment of a US embassy, 

 establishment of a US consulate. 

In case the diplomatic relations between the USA and a given country have 

reached any of these stages, value of the variable expressing their diplomatic relations is 

raised by 1 in the particular year, when the given stage was reached. In case of any 

reversion in diplomatic relations (including closure of a US consulate/embassy/legation, 

or interruption of diplomatic relations), the value of the variable is decreased by 1 for 

every single revers step. Values corresponding to the year 1990 express the overall 

depth of diplomatic relations reached throughout the pre-1990 period, including the 

1990. Values of the variable corresponding to years 1991 – 2014 represent the evolution 

of US diplomatic relations and determine all the changes occurred in individual years. 

                                                           
4 Complete description of the US diplomatic relations is available at 

https://history.state.gov/countries/all 
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By this means, the values of the diplomatic relations variable vary from 0 (case of 

Bhutan and the Democratic People's Republic of Korea - countries not recognized by 

the USA) to 11 (case of Canada - country with the highest number of US consulates). 

By including this independent variable in the analysis we aim to discover, whether the 

USA uses its diplomatic status to buy the votes of other states within the UN General 

Assembly. We suppose that deepening of diplomatic relations with the USA by opening 

of US embassies and establishment of US consulates may be perceived by other states 

as an advantage in exchange for their votes in the General Assembly. 

 

2.3.3 International travels of the US president 

 The previous independent variable expressing the advantageous character of 

deep diplomatic relations with the USA is associated with the last independent variable 

included in the analysis – the international visits of the US presidents to other UN 

member states. The US president being the head of the world's largest power acts as one 

of the most powerful international political figures. Besides the president's extensive 

powers related to the US domestic politics, president is an important actor affecting the 

foreign policy of the USA, and consequently affecting the international politics as well. 

Briefly, the president's powers and duties include decisions about the recognition of new 

states, appointment of new ambassadors, and negotiating of treaties with other 

countries. Such competencies make the US president an important actor influencing the 

US foreign relations with other states. For this reason, the activities of the US president 

affecting the other UN member states may be considered relevant for the purpose of this 

thesis. 

 Concretely, this thesis deals with the international state visits of the US 

presidents covering the time period 1990-2014. We consider state visits of the US 

president as the expression of a favourable treatment of the given country by the USA. 

Given the prestigious international position of the US president, his visit to another less 

powerful country might represent a public support of the country and raise, at least 

temporarily, the awareness about its current domestic issues. Values of this variable 

were elaborated on the basis of the US State Department's list of all US presidential 
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travels
5
. In order to obtain the most accurate results covering exclusively the 

presidential state visits, the presidents' attendance on multilateral conferences and 

summits are excluded from the analysis. The selection of the destination country in case 

of summits and conferences organized by international organizations is not controlled 

by the US government, therefore, such observations are irrelevant for the purpose of this 

analysis. Values of the variable vary from 0 (in case of no presidential visit to a given 

country in a given year) to 2 (which is the highest number of presidential visits to one 

country in the same year). Value of the variable related to a country in a specific year 

raised by 1 represents one state visit of the US president in this country in a specific 

year. 

 

2.4 Control variables 

By performing the multiple regression analysis including the four independent 

variables explained above, we aim to determine whether these variables explain the 

variation in the dependent variable, and to what extent do individual variables affect the 

dependent variable. When performing multiple regression, the choice of independent 

variables is an important step of the analysis. Omission of a significant variable having 

considerable effect on the dependent variable might cause the “omitted variable bias” 

(Sykes 1993, p. 25). As a consequence, the estimates related to the independent 

variables included in the analysis would not correspond to the real effect of given 

variables. They would reflect also the effect of the omitted variable and make the final 

conclusions highly distorted.  

In order to obtain accurate results and avoid biased conclusions, it is important 

to include control variables in the analysis. Including the control variables allows us to 

differentiate between the real causal relationships among the variables and to determine 

the existence of vote-buying behaviour more accurately. In case of omitting any 

important variable, the included independent variables might be charged with excessive 

explanatory power, even if the voting coincidence would be actually caused by the 

natural alignment of states and their common preferences. For this reason, it is 

important to consider that some states do naturally vote in line with the USA more 

                                                           
5
 List of all international travels of the US president is available at 

https://history.state.gov/departmenthistory/travels/president 
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frequently than others. Therefore, in some cases higher voting coincidence does not 

necessarily indicate the presence of vote-buying behaviour. In order to differentiate 

between the natural US allies and the states being affected by vote-buying, the factors 

indicating a natural alignment between the USA and its partners with common interests 

need to be identified. As a consequence, the analysis will estimate the real effects of 

included independent variables on the dependent variable while controlling for other 

relevant underlying factors affecting the dependent variable. By this means the 

independent variables included in the analysis remain statistically significant and the 

analysis will provide us with accurate estimates of their effects upon the dependent 

variable (Meier et al. 2012, pp. 392-394). 

In order to avoid biased results, the following control variables will be included 

in the analysis – US export to UN member states, US import from UN member states, 

US trade agreements with the UN member states, GDP per capita of UN member states, 

and the level of democracy in UN member states. As well as in the case of independent 

variables, all data were assembled by the author of the thesis and their values were 

recoded according to the analysis' requirements. 

 

2.4.1 US export and import of goods 

 Variable defining the US export and import of goods is supposed to 

reflect the natural economic partners of the USA. Countries importing to or exporting 

from the USA more frequently are considered as naturally more aligned with the USA 

than other states. Therefore, such countries are expected to vote in line with the USA in 

the General Assembly more frequently than states with lower US export and import 

rates. Regarding the time period 1990-2014, the USA has been exporting and importing 

goods to/from every UN member state. The leading US exporting and importing 

partners are especially Canada, Mexico, China and Japan. Therefore, these countries are 

expected to vote in line with the USA more frequently than Tuvalu, Bhutan or 

Comoros, which are countries with the lowest US export and import rates. Both 

variables are considered separately, expressing the total amount of exported and 

imported goods to/from a given country in a specific year. Data referring to the US 



44 
 

exports and imports were collected from the US Census Bureau database.
6
 Considering 

the values obtained from the analysis, the US import variable was omitted from the 

analysis. Only the US exports were used in order to express the economic 

interdependence of states. Concrete reasons of the imports omission will be further 

discussed in the last chapter of the thesis. 

 

2.4.2 US trade agreements 

 The US dominancy in the international economy is associated also to its position 

as a powerful and attractive trading partner for other economies. Besides the US exports 

and imports to/from UN member states, trade agreements are considered another way of 

expressing commercial ties between two countries. Concretely, this variable determines 

three different types of trade agreements signed by the USA and another UN member 

state – bilateral investment treaties, free trade agreements, and trade promotion 

agreements. Signing of any of these treaties tightens the bilateral relations between the 

USA and the given country and increases the level of their cooperation. Currently, the 

USA has 47 bilateral investment treaties, 17 free trade agreements, and 3 trade 

promotion agreements with 60 different countries.
7
 Seven of them have two different 

trade agreements with the USA simultaneously (Bahrain, Honduras, Jordan, Morocco, 

Nicaragua, Panama, El Salvador). We suppose the trade agreements regulating these 

countries' relations and cooperation with the USA might affect their common 

preferences in certain kinds of issues and lead to a higher voting coincidence in the 

General Assembly. The concrete values of the variable vary as following: value of the 

variable for a specific country is increased by 1 in the year, when the trade agreement 

was signed. In case the agreement was signed before the 1990, values responding to this 

country are equal to 1 for the whole time period examined in the analysis (1990-2014). 

The values range from 0 (in case of countries with no trade agreement signed with the 

USA) to 2 (in case of the seven countries enjoying two different trade agreements with 

the USA). 

                                                           
6
 The complete database of the US exports and import to all countries from 1985 until present is 

available at https://www.census.gov/foreign-trade/statistics/country/index.html 
7
 Complete list of the US trade agreements signed with other countries used by this analysis is available 

at https://ustr.gov/trade-agreements 
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2.4.3 GDP per capita of UN member states 

 By the introduction of the GDP/c variable we aim to define the economic 

strength of individual countries being examined in the analysis. The economic strength 

of a country influences its foreign policy preferences. As a consequence, it affects its 

voting preferences in the UN General Assembly as well. It means, the economic power 

and level of development of a country is associated to the kind of resolutions the 

country tends to adopt in the UN General Assembly. Based on these assumptions, we 

consider the economic power of a country to be an explanatory factor indicating 

countries' voting coincidence on certain issues. We suppose, states with higher GDP/c 

will naturally have more common interests with the USA on certain kinds of issues than 

countries with lower GDP/c. This implies that more developed countries are more likely 

to vote in line with the USA than developing countries. Therefore, the voting 

coincidence between the USA and other developed countries would not necessarily 

indicate vote-buying, but it might be related to the level of their economic development 

causing their mutual interests in specific areas. Data representing the countries' GDP/c 

values in years 1990-2014 were collected from the World Bank database.
8
 These data 

are reported in constant 2010 USD. 

 

2.4.4 Level of democracy of UN member states 

 Another control variable introduced in the analysis is the level of democracy in 

the UN member states. We assume that democratic countries naturally have common 

interests on certain kinds of issues, therefore, they are expected to vote in line with the 

USA more frequently than autocratic states. For this reason, the polity scores elaborated 

by M. G. Marshall will be used in order to describe the political regime in individual 

countries and their evolution throughout the 1990-2014 period
9
. The “Polity IV Project” 

was designed to code the authority characteristics of sovereign states describing their 

evolution since 1800 until today, and using “polity” as the unit of the analysis (Marshall 

2016). The concrete variable used by this analysis is the “polity” variable combining the 

                                                           
8 GDP per capita values used by this thesis were collected from the World Bank database including all 

world development indicators available at http://data.worldbank.org/data-catalog/world-development-
indicators 
9
 The complete Polity IV Project by M. G. Marshall is available at 

http://www.systemicpeace.org/inscrdata.html 
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democratic and autocratic score of individual countries resulting into one variable 

ranging from +10 (for strongly democratic countries) to -10 (for strongly autocratic 

countries). The USA results to be a strongly democratic country with constant polity 

values throughout the whole period 1990-2014. We expect the countries with the 

highest polity scores and the most stable democracies to vote in line with the USA more 

frequently. Their voting coincidence will not necessary represent the US vote-buying 

behaviour, but it might be partially caused by their common preferences associated to 

their regime type. 
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3. Empirical analysis and interpretation of results 

 This thesis' aim was to examine the relationship between the UN General 

Assembly voting outcomes and the preferential treatment of UN member states by the 

USA expressed in terms of excess foreign economic and military aid, deep diplomatic 

relations, and frequent state visits of the US president. Evidence of an association 

between the UN member states voting coincidence with the USA and the independent 

variables would indicate the existence of the US vote-buying behaviour within the UN 

General Assembly. We suppose that the USA uses the selected independent variables as 

tools for advancing its interests through affecting other sates' voting behaviour in the 

UN General Assembly in accordance with the US preferences. 

 In order to reveal the presence of a relationship, twelve different multiple 

regression analyses covering different time periods were performed. As explained in the 

previous chapter, individual analyses included two different types of dependent variable 

(voting coincidence covering all resolutions adopted by the General Assembly, and 

voting coincidence on issues defined as important by the US State Department), four 

independent variables (US foreign economic assistance, US foreign military assistance, 

US diplomatic relations, and state visits of the US president), and five control variables 

(level of democracy of UN member states, trade agreements with the USA, US import 

from UN member states, US export to UN member states, and GDP per capita of UN 

member states). In order to obtain accurate and unbiased results reflecting the 

relationship between the dependent and independent variables, two changes in the 

selection of variables needed to be realized. Regarding the independent variables, the 

US foreign military assistance variable was omitted from the analysis. The reason was 

the high correlation between the US foreign military aid and the US foreign economic 

aid leading to biased results. The presence of multicollinearity was determined by the 

variance inflation factors resulting in high values in case of foreign economic and 

military assistance. In order to reach unbiased conclusions, only US foreign economic 

assistance representing bigger amount of grants and loans and containing more relevant 

information was used in the analysis. As to the control variables, the US import and 

export from/to UN member states resulted as associated and the values of variance 

inflation factors revealed high correlation between both variables. For this reason, the 

variable representing the US import from UN member states was left out from the 

analysis. Consequently, only the US export variable was used in order to express the 
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degree of economic interdependence of states. Having adjusted the selection of 

variables, individual regression models were estimated. Results of the Breusch-Pagan 

test controlling for heteroscedasticity resulted in low values indicating incorrect 

standard errors in most of the regression models. In order to adjust the results and avoid 

the heteroscedasticity problem, robust standard errors were applied in all the regression 

models. 

 Regarding the results of individual analyses, control variables including the 

polity scores, trade agreements, US export, and GDP/c, resulted to be the most relevant 

in all cross section analyses. Especially, the polity scores and GDP/c appeared to have 

the largest explanatory power with coefficients significant at 0.1 or one percent level in 

all twelve analyses. It means, the political regime and the GDP/c of UN member states 

can be considered as the most relevant factors explaining states' voting coincidence with 

the USA. Concretely, the results indicate that states' voting coincidence with the USA 

increases according to their level democracy. The USA is identified as a stable 

democracy with the highest polity score values throughout the whole period 1990-2014. 

According to the analyses results, democratic states with high polity score values have 

similar voting preferences as the USA and vote in line with the USA much more 

frequently than autocratic countries. Furthermore, the GDP/c variable indicates, that 

economically stronger countries are more likely to vote in accordance with the US 

preferences than poor countries. That means, the higher the GDP/c of a country, the 

more similar are its voting preferences with those of the USA. These two control 

variables have the same relevance in both variants of the analyses – analyses covering 

all the resolutions adopted by the General Assembly, and also analyses focused on 

issues identified as important by the USA. The following figures provide a graphical 

representation of the association between the UN member states' voting coincidence 

with the USA, their political regime and GDP/c, using the mean values for the period 

1990-2014. 
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Figure 2: The UN member states' voting coincidence with the USA, their political regimes, and 

their GDP/c (covering all the resolutions adopted by the UN General Assembly in 1990-2014) 

Source: Own elaboration based on data collected from Voeten (2012), Marshall (2014), World Bank 

 

Figure 3: The UN member states' voting coincidence with the USA, their political regimes, and 

their GDP/c (covering the US important resolutions adopted in 1990-2014) 

 

Source: Own elaboration based on data collected from Voeten (2012), Marshall (2014), World Bank 

 

The remaining two control variables representing the number of trade 

agreements signed between the USA and the UN member states, and the US exports to 

UN member states result as relatively significant as well. However, the coefficients of 

these variables are significant at lower level and their values vary in individual analyses. 
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In general, trade agreements variable supports the assumption that the economic 

interdependence of states induces the similarity of their voting preferences. Therefore, 

the more trade agreements a country signs with the USA, the higher is the voting 

coincidence between these countries. Surprisingly, the exports' coefficients resulted in 

negative values implying a reverse relationship. It means, the larger the amount of 

exported goods by the USA to a given country, the lower is the voting coincidence 

between these countries in the General Assembly. Therefore, the export variable does 

not explain states' voting coincidence with the USA. The following figures represent the 

association between the UN member states' voting coincidence with the USA, the 

number of trade agreements signed with the USA and the US exports of goods, using 

the mean values for the period 1990-2014. 

 

Figure 4: The UN member states' voting coincidence with the USA, their trade agreements with 

the USA, and the US exports of goods (covering all the resolutions adopted by the UN General 

Assembly in 1990-2014) 

 

Source: Own elaboration based on data collected from Voeten (2012), US State Department, World Bank 
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Figure 5: The UN member states' voting coincidence with the USA, their trade agreements with 

the USA, and the US exports of goods (covering the US important resolutions adopted in 1990-

2014) 

 

Source: Own elaboration based on data collected from Voeten (2012), US State Department, World Bank 

 

 Regarding the three independent variables being the centre of the analysis (US 

foreign economic assistance, US diplomatic relations, and state visits of the US 

president), the results vary depending on individual time periods. The US foreign 

economic assistance is in general one of the most frequently used variable by scholars 

examining the UN General Assembly voting outcomes. Previous research revealed a 

strong association between the General Assembly voting outcomes and the allocation of 

US foreign aid. The amount of foreign aid received from the USA is supposed to be 

affected by states' voting behaviour in the General Assembly (Alesina and Dollar 2000; 

Alesina and Weder 2002; Dippel 2015; Dreher, Nunnenkamp and Thiele 2006; 

McKinley and Little 1977; Rai 1980; Tamura and Kunieda 2014; Wittkopf 1973). 

However, results of the twelve analyses performed by this thesis do not indicate any 

association between the states' voting coincidence with the USA and the amount of 

received foreign economic aid. Therefore, the existence of a reverse relationship (when 

the General Assembly voting outcomes are supposed to be affected by the amount of 

foreign aid received from the USA) was not confirmed. Concerning the US diplomatic 

relations and states visits of the US president, six cross-section analyses covering the 

time periods 1990-2014, 1995-1999, and 2010-2014, support the hypothesis of this 

thesis.  
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Table 9: Results of the Analyses 1 and 2, time period 1990-2014 

                                                                                           Dependent variable:     

                                                                          s3un                                                s3unimportant 

Foreign economic assistance (log)            0.013                                                       -0.012            
                                                                       (0.026)                                                      (0.026)           

Diplomatic relations                                    0.008                                                         0.013            
                                                                       (0.019)                                                      (0.017)                                                          

President's visits                                          0.590**                                                    0.501*           
                                                                       (0.211)                                                      (0.207)                                                         

Polity scores                                                  0.016***                                                  0.028***           
                                                                       (0.002)                                                      (0.002)                                                            

Trade agreements                                       0.070*                                                       0.112**           
                                                                       (0.032)                                                      (0.035)                                                          

Export (log)                                                  -0.096***                                                 -0.101***          
                                                                       (0.024)                                                      (0.027)                                                           

GDP/c  (log)                                                   0.229***                                                  0.199***           
                                                                       (0.044)                                                      (0.046)                                                          

Constant                                                      -1.102***                                                  -0.617*          
                                                                       (0.293)                                                       (0.292)                                                           

Observations                                                  160                                                             160 
R2                                                                   0.597                                                          0.671            
Adjusted R2                                                  0.579                                                          0.656            
Residual Std. Error                              0.159 (df = 152)                                        0.172 (df = 152)       
F Statistic                                        32.196*** (df = 7; 152)                          44.329*** (df = 7; 152)   

Note:                                                          '.' p<0.1; '*' p<0.05; '**' p<0.01; '***' p<0.001 
Model includes robust standard errors values 

 

The Table 9 presented above provides the results of the cross-section analyses 

covering the time period 1990-2014, including both types of the dependent variable 

representing the voting coincidence on all resolutions adopted by the General Assembly 

(“s3un”) and voting coincidence on US important issues (“s3unimportant”). The results 

reveal an association between the states' voting coincidence with the USA and the 

number of states visits made by the US president to the UN member states. In case of all 

resolutions adopted, the president visits' coefficient is significant at the one percent 

level. In case of US important votes, president visits are significant at five percent level. 

The president visits variable can be considered as a significant factor influencing states' 

voting behaviour within the UN General Assembly. That means, a higher number of 

states visits by the US president to a given country leads to a higher voting coincidence 

between this country and the USA. Therefore, it can be assumed that the USA uses the 

president's state visits as a means of buying votes of other UN member states in order to 
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advance its own interests. Moreover, the president visits' coefficient results to be more 

significant in the examination of all resolutions adopted in the period 1990-2014. 

Very similar conclusions may be drawn from the analyses 5 and 6 covering the 

time period 1995-1999. As well as in the previous case, the president's visits results to 

be the most relevant independent variable affecting the General Assembly voting 

outcomes, and the president visits' coefficient is more significant in case of all 

resolutions adopted in the period 1995-1999. Concrete values are presented in the table 

below. 

 

Table 10: Results of the Analyses 5 and 6, time period 1995-1999 

                                                                                           Dependent variable:     

                                                                          s3un                                                s3unimportant 

Foreign economic assistance (log)            0.016                                                         0.019            
                                                                       (0.019)                                                      (0.018)           

Diplomatic relations                                   -0.006                                                       -0.008            
                                                                       (0.022)                                                      (0.019)                                                          

President's visits                                          0.553**                                                    0.345*           
                                                                       (0.207)                                                      (0.170)                                                         

Polity scores                                                  0.008**                                                   0.015***           
                                                                       (0.003)                                                      (0.003)                                                            

Trade agreements                                       0.109**                                                    0.170***           
                                                                       (0.040)                                                      (0.046)                                                          

Export (log)                                                  -0.050*                                                     -0.033          
                                                                       (0.025)                                                      (0.026)                                                           

GDP/c  (log)                                                   0.171***                                                  0.200***           
                                                                       (0.042)                                                      (0.041)                                                          

Constant                                                      -0.828***                                                  -0.801***          
                                                                       (0.216)                                                       (0.221)                                                           

Observations                                                  140                                                             140 
R2                                                                   0.453                                                          0.557            
Adjusted R2                                                  0.424                                                          0.534            
Residual Std. Error                              0.173 (df = 132)                                        0.184 (df = 132)       
F Statistic                                        15.587*** (df = 7; 132)                          23.752*** (df = 7; 132)   

Note:                                                          '.' p<0.1; '*' p<0.05; '**' p<0.01; '***' p<0.001 
Model includes robust standard errors values 

 

 The last set of analyses indicating results relevant for the purpose of this thesis 

are the analyses 11 ad 12 covering the time period 2010-2014. These two analyses lead 

to different conclusions, as the US diplomatic relations turn out as the most significant 

independent variable affecting the General Assembly voting outcomes. In both 
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analyses, focusing on all resolutions and US important resolutions, diplomatic relations' 

coefficients are significant at ten percent level. It means, the results indicate an 

association between the states' voting coincidence with the USA and the depth of their 

diplomatic relations with the USA. However, there is no substantial difference between 

the examinations of all General Assembly resolutions adopted in 2010-2014 and the 

most important resolutions for the US interests. Concerning this time period, the US 

diplomatic relations can be considered as the most frequently used means of influencing 

the UN General Assembly voting outcomes. The results support the assumption that the 

USA uses its diplomatic status to affect states' voting behaviour in accordance with the 

US preferences. Therefore, the deeper are the US diplomatic relations with a given 

country, the higher is the voting coincidence between the USA and this country. 

Concrete results of both analyses are presented in the Table 11. 

 

Table 11: Results of the Analyses 11 and 12, time period 2010-2014 

                                                                                           Dependent variable:     

                                                                           s3un                                                s3unimportant 

Foreign economic assistance (log)              0.023                                                        0.023            
                                                                         (0.037)                                                      (0.037)                                                          

Diplomatic relations                                     0.035 .                                                      0.035 .         
                                                                         (0.021)                                                      (0.021)                                                         

President's visits                                            0.072                                                         0.072          
                                                                         (0.129)                                                      (0.129)                                                           

Polity scores                                                   0.019***                                                   0.019***           
                                                                         (0.002)                                                      (0.002)                                                            

Trade agreements                                         0.029                                                          0.029           
                                                                         (0.028)                                                       (0.028)                                                          

Export (log)                                                    -0.090**                                                    -0.090**          
                                                                         (0.027)                                                       (0.027)                                                           

GDP/c (log)                                                      0.284***                                                   0.284***           
                                                                         (0.064)                                                       (0.064)                                                           

Constant                                                         -1.425**                                                    -1.425**          
                                                                         (0.443)                                                       (0.256)                                    

Observations                                                    158                                                             158 
R2                                                                     0.537                                                          0.537            
Adjusted R2                                                    0.516                                                          0.516            
Residual Std. Error                                0.193 (df = 150)                                        0.193 (df = 150)       
F Statistic                                          24.894*** (df = 7; 150)                          24.894*** (df = 7; 150)   

Note:                                                             '.' p<0.1; '*' p<0.05; '**' p<0.01; '***' p<0.001 
Model includes robust standard errors values 
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To summarize, results of the overall analysis covering the whole examined time 

period 1990-2014 provide us with the statistical evidence of an association between the 

UN member states' voting coincidence with the USA and the side payments offered by 

the USA to these UN member states. Having performed twelve different cross-section 

analyses including the overall time period 1990-2014 and five different five-year time 

periods, the following models confirmed the hypothesis of this thesis: 

 Analysis 1: 1990-2014, votes on all issues 

 Analysis 2: 1990-2014, votes on US important issues 

 Analysis 5: 1995-1999, votes on all issues 

 Analysis 6: 1995-1999, votes on US important issues 

 Analysis 11: 2010-2014, votes on all issues 

 Analysis 12: 2010-2014, votes on US important issues 

 In general, the control variables (especially the political regime and GDP/c) 

appear to have the most explanatory power in explaining the variance in the UN General 

Assembly voting outcomes. Moreover, two independent variables resulted as significant 

factors as well (state visits of the US president and US diplomatic relations). The 

relevance of these variables was expressive even while controlling for other underlying 

factors explaining states' voting coincidence with the USA. Therefore, state visits of the 

US president and deep diplomatic relations are considered as the US foreign policy 

tools used to affect other states' voting behaviour within the UN General Assembly and 

to advance its interests. Surprisingly, the independent variable representing the amount 

of US foreign economic assistance did not turn out as a significant factor explaining the 

variance in the General Assembly voting outcomes. Regarding the two differed types of 

dependent variable (votes on all resolutions adopted by the General Assembly and votes 

identified as important by the US State Department), no substantial difference has been 

revealed. Therefore, the USA is likely to exert its power over the UN General Assembly 

and affect its voting outcomes through vote-buying in case of all resolutions adopted by 

majority voting, not only in case of issues identified as especially important to the US 

interests. 

 The hypothesis of this thesis assumed that the UN General Assembly voting 

outcomes are influenced by the most powerful UN member – the United States. Results 

of the multiple regression analysis have confirmed this hypothesis. The main goal of the 

analysis was to answer the following research question: Are the United Nations General 
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Assembly voting outcomes affected by side payments of the powerful members to the 

less powerful member states? What benefits are offered to these states in order to buy 

their votes? According to the results, the US president's state visits and deep diplomatic 

relations may be considered as the most frequently used side payments used by the USA 

in order to affect other states' voting behaviour. Moreover, this thesis aimed to broaden 

the previous research by including non-financial independent variables based on the US 

diplomatic status. In contrast to the previous research focused on the relevance of 

financial grants and loans as means of vote-buying, the analysis performed by this thesis 

confirms the significance of non-financial factors as well. By this means, the aim of this 

thesis to broaden the research by adding another type of variables based on the US 

diplomatic status has been accomplished. 
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Conclusion 

 This thesis aimed to reveal the presence vote-buying within the United Nations 

General Assembly decision-making process. The main hypothesis of this thesis assumed 

that the General Assembly voting outcomes were influenced by the most powerful 

members affecting the voting behaviour of less powerful states. The United States, 

being the world’s largest power able to exercise its power through international 

organizations and to affect the world politics, was selected as the target country of this 

thesis. The analysis of the United States' impact on other UN members covered the time 

period 1990-2014. The Cold War era was excluded from the analysis, as the East-West 

ideological division might have a considerable impact on states' voting in the UN 

General Assembly. Therefore, voting records preceding 1990 were considered irrelevant 

was the purpose of this thesis. 

In order to achieve the established objectives, a multiple regression analysis 

examining the relationship between the UN member states' voting coincidence with the 

United States and the side payments provided by the United States was performed. The 

goal of the analysis was to answer the following research question: Are the United 

Nations General Assembly voting outcomes affected by side payments of the United 

States to the less powerful member states? What benefits are offered to these states in 

order to buy their votes? Individual variables representing possible side payments 

included financial as well as non-financial independent variables. Moreover, different 

control variables were included in the analysis in order to achieve accurate estimation of 

the independent variables impact over the dependent variable.  

In order to prevent the analysis from biased conclusions, two changes were made 

in the selection of variables. Due to high correlation between the foreign economic and 

military assistance, the foreign military assistance variable was excluded from the 

analysis. Accordingly, the export and import variables resulted as highly correlated, 

therefore, the import variable was omitted. Having adjusted the set of variables, six out 

of twelve regression models performed resulted as relevant for the purpose of this 

thesis.  

Results of the individual analyses indicated strong explanatory power of the 

control variables, especially the level of democracy of UN member states and their GDP 

per capita. These two variables are thus considered as the factors best explaining the 

voting coincidence of UN member states with the USA. Regarding the independent 
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variables representing the possible side payments used by the USA to buy other states' 

votes, six analyses covering three different time periods were identified as the most 

significant – 1990-2014, 1995-1999, and 2010-2014. Concretely, the president's state 

visits and diplomatic relations resulted as the most relevant variables. In general, the 

results did not indicate any substantial difference between the analyses covering the 

issues defined as especially important for the US interests. The independent variables 

coefficients were significant at higher level in cases of the analyses covering all the 

resolutions adopted by the General Assembly. The analysis brought one more 

interesting conclusion. The US foreign economic assistance, being one of the dominant 

variables of the previous research, did not result to be a significant factor in any of the 

analyses performed by this thesis.  

The results of the analysis performed by this thesis provide us with statistical 

evidence of the US vote-buying behaviour in the UN General Assembly. The results 

confirm the hypothesis that the UN General Assembly voting outcomes are affected by 

the United States and the side payments it provides to other UN members. State visits of 

the US president and the US diplomatic relations resulted as the side payments most 

frequently used by the USA to buy votes of other UN members. Therefore, the result 

confirmed the relevance of non-financial side payments and variables based on the US 

diplomatic status. It means, the aim to broaden the previous research by introducing 

another type of variables may be considered as successful. In order to cover wider  

To conclude, possible limitations of this research might have been caused by the 

amount of data available. Concerning the US foreign economic aid, results might vary 

in case of including values referring to aid disbursements representing direct payments, 

instead of obligations. However, due to insufficient amount of USAID disbursements 

data available for the time period examined by this thesis, application of obligations and 

de-obligations was more appropriate. Another limitation refers to the polity scores 

variable and the exclusion of countries with population less than 500,000. Therefore, 

data available in the Polity IV Project did not cover all the countries analysed in this 

thesis. As to the future research, we believe that the examination of vote-buying 

phenomenon within the UN General Assembly may still be broadened. Analysis of 

vote-buying behaviour does not necessarily need to focus on financial side payments. 

Inclusion of variables covering diverse areas of inter-state relations such as diplomacy, 

trade, culture, science etc. might lead to interesting conclusions. 
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Annexes 

Annex I: Results of the multiple regression analysis of the time period 1990-2014 using 

all the UN General Assembly resolutions adopted by majority voting (table) 

================================================ 
                         Dependent variable:     
                     --------------------------- 
                                s3un             
------------------------------------------------ 
logusaid_economic               0.013            
                               (0.026)           
                                                 
diplomatic_relations            0.008            
                               (0.019)           
                                                 
president_visit               0.590**           
                               (0.211)           
                                                 
polity_score                  0.016***           
                               (0.002)           
                                                 
trade_agreements               0.070*           
                               (0.032)           
                                                 
logexport                     -0.096***          
                               (0.024)           
                                                 
loggdp_c                      0.229***           
                               (0.044)           
                                                 
Constant                      -1.102***          
                               (0.293)                                                         
------------------------------------------------ 
Observations                     160             
R2                              0.597            
Adjusted R2                     0.579            
Residual Std. Error       0.159 (df = 152)       
F Statistic            32.196*** (df = 7; 152)   
================================================ 
Note: '.'p<0.1;'*'p<0.05;'**'p<0.01;'***'p<0.001 
Model includes robust standard errors values 

 

Annex II: Results of the multiple regression analysis of the time period 1990-2014 

using the UN General Assembly resolutions defined as important by the US State 

Department (table) 

================================================ 
                         Dependent variable:     
                     --------------------------- 
                            s3unimportant        
------------------------------------------------ 
logusaid_economic              -0.012            
                               (0.026)           
                                                 
diplomatic_relations            0.013            
                               (0.017)           
                                                 
president_visit               0.501*           
                               (0.207)           
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polity_score                  0.028***           
                               (0.002)           
                                                 
trade_agreements              0.112**           
                               (0.035)           
                                                 
logexport                     -0.101***          
                               (0.027)           
                                                 
loggdp_c                      0.199***           
                               (0.046)           
                                                 
Constant                      -0.617*          
                               (0.292)                                                           
------------------------------------------------ 
Observations                     160             
R2                              0.671            
Adjusted R2                     0.656            
Residual Std. Error       0.172 (df = 152)       
F Statistic            44.329*** (df = 7; 152)   
================================================ 
Note: '.'p<0.1;'*'p<0.05;'**'p<0.01;'***'p<0.001 
Model includes robust standard errors values 

 

Annex III: Results of the multiple regression analysis of the time period 1990-1994 

using all the UN General Assembly resolutions adopted by majority voting (table) 

================================================ 
                         Dependent variable:     
                     --------------------------- 
                                s3un             
------------------------------------------------ 
logusaid_economic               0.016            
                               (0.025)           
                                                 
diplomatic_relations           0.0003            
                               (0.018)           
                                                 
president_visit                 0.194            
                               (0.161)           
                                                 
polity_score                  0.011***           
                               (0.003)           
                                                 
trade_agreements              0.145*           
                               (0.060)           
                                                 
logexport                      -0.049*           
                               (0.023)           
                                                 
loggdp_c                      0.180**           
                               (0.054)           
                                                 
Constant                      -0.927**          
                               (0.306)                                                           
------------------------------------------------ 
Observations                     128             
R2                              0.386            
Adjusted R2                     0.350            
Residual Std. Error       0.188 (df = 120)       
F Statistic            10.778*** (df = 7; 120)   
================================================ 
Note: '.'p<0.1;'*'p<0.05;'**'p<0.01;'***'p<0.001 
Model includes robust standard errors values 
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Annex IV: Results of the multiple regression analysis of the time period 1990-1994 

using the UN General Assembly resolutions defined as important by the US State 

Department (table) 

================================================ 
                         Dependent variable:     
                     --------------------------- 
                            s3unimportant        
------------------------------------------------ 
logusaid_economic               0.006            
                               (0.022)           
                                                 
diplomatic_relations           0.0005            
                               (0.016)           
                                                 
president_visit                 0.201 .            
                               (0.114)           
                                                 
polity_score                  0.019***           
                               (0.003)           
                                                 
trade_agreements               0.125**           
                               (0.048)           
                                                 
logexport                     -0.051 .           
                               (0.028)           
                                                 
loggdp_c                      0.124*           
                               (0.057)           
                                                 
Constant                       -0.206            
                               (0.279)           
                                                 
------------------------------------------------ 
Observations                     128             
R2                              0.463            
Adjusted R2                     0.431            
Residual Std. Error       0.181 (df = 120)       
F Statistic            14.758*** (df = 7; 120)   
================================================ 
Note: '.'p<0.1;'*'p<0.05;'**'p<0.01;'***'p<0.001 
Model includes robust standard errors values 

 

Annex V: Results of the multiple regression analysis of the time period 1995-1999 

using all the UN General Assembly resolutions adopted by majority voting (table) 

================================================ 
                         Dependent variable:     
                     --------------------------- 
                                s3un             
------------------------------------------------ 
logusaid_economic               0.016            
                               (0.019)           
                                                 
diplomatic_relations           -0.006            
                               (0.022)           
                                                 
president_visit               0.553**           
                               (0.207)           
                                                 
polity_score                  0.008**           
                               (0.003)           
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trade_agreements              0.109**           
                               (0.040)           
                                                 
logexport                     -0.050*           
                               (0.025)           
                                                 
loggdp_c                      0.171***           
                               (0.042)           
                                                 
Constant                      -0.828***          
                               (0.216)           
                                                 
------------------------------------------------ 
Observations                     140             
R2                              0.453            
Adjusted R2                     0.424            
Residual Std. Error       0.173 (df = 132)       
F Statistic            15.587*** (df = 7; 132)   
================================================ 
Note: '.'p<0.1;'*'p<0.05;'**'p<0.01;'***'p<0.001 
Model includes robust standard errors values 

 

Annex VI: Results of the multiple regression analysis of the time period 1995-1999 

using the UN General Assembly resolutions defined as important by the US State 

Department (table) 

================================================ 
                         Dependent variable:     
                     --------------------------- 
                            s3unimportant        
------------------------------------------------ 
logusaid_economic               0.019            
                               (0.018)           
                                                 
diplomatic_relations           -0.008            
                               (0.019)           
                                                 
president_visit                0.345*           
                               (0.170)           
                                                 
polity_score                  0.015***           
                               (0.003)           
                                                 
trade_agreements              0.170***           
                               (0.046)           
                                                 
logexport                      -0.033            
                               (0.026)           
                                                 
loggdp_c                      0.200***           
                               (0.041)           
                                                 
Constant                      -0.801***          
                               (0.221)           
                                                 
------------------------------------------------ 
Observations                     140             
R2                              0.557            
Adjusted R2                     0.534            
Residual Std. Error       0.184 (df = 132)       
F Statistic            23.752*** (df = 7; 132)   
================================================ 
Note: '.'p<0.1;'*'p<0.05;'**'p<0.01;'***'p<0.001 
Model includes robust standard errors values 
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Annex VII: Results of the multiple regression analysis of the time period 2000-2004 

using all the UN General Assembly resolutions adopted by majority voting (table) 

================================================ 
                         Dependent variable:     
                     --------------------------- 
                                s3un             
------------------------------------------------ 
logusaid_economic               0.020            
                               (0.029)           
                                                 
diplomatic_relations            0.013            
                               (0.018)           
                                                 
president_visit                 0.130            
                               (0.190)           
                                                 
polity_score                  0.014***           
                               (0.003)           
                                                 
trade_agreements               0.074*           
                               (0.036)           
                                                 
logexport                     -0.058*           
                               (0.027)           
                                                 
loggdp_c                      0.229***           
                               (0.057)           
                                                 
Constant                      -1.309***          
                               (0.359)           
                                                 
------------------------------------------------ 
Observations                     146             
R2                              0.499            
Adjusted R2                     0.474            
Residual Std. Error       0.177 (df = 138)       
F Statistic            19.645*** (df = 7; 138)   
================================================ 
Note: '.'p<0.1;'*'p<0.05;'**'p<0.01;'***'p<0.001 
Model includes robust standard errors values 

 

Annex VIII: Results of the multiple regression analysis of the time period 2000-2004 

using the UN General Assembly resolutions defined as important by the US State 

Department (table) 

================================================ 
                         Dependent variable:     
                     --------------------------- 
                            s3unimportant        
------------------------------------------------ 
logusaid_economic               0.012            
                               (0.028)           
                                                 
diplomatic_relations            0.022            
                               (0.018)           
                                                 
president_visit                -0.035            
                               (0.201)           
                                                 
polity_score                  0.027***           
                               (0.003)           
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trade_agreements               0.091*           
                               (0.043)           
                                                 
logexport                     -0.064*           
                               (0.031)           
                                                 
loggdp_c                      0.223***           
                               (0.059)           
                                                 
Constant                      -1.134***          
                               (0.352)           
                                                 
------------------------------------------------ 
Observations                     146             
R2                              0.576            
Adjusted R2                     0.555            
Residual Std. Error       0.208 (df = 138)       
F Statistic            26.801*** (df = 7; 138)   
================================================ 
Note: '.'p<0.1;'*'p<0.05;'**'p<0.01;'***'p<0.001 
Model includes robust standard errors values 

 

Annex IX: Results of the multiple regression analysis of the time period 2005-2009 

using all the UN General Assembly resolutions adopted by majority voting (table) 

================================================ 
                         Dependent variable:     
                     --------------------------- 
                                s3un             
------------------------------------------------ 
logusaid_economic               0.012            
                               (0.028)           
                                                 
diplomatic_relations            0.014            
                               (0.023)           
                                                 
president_visit                0.239           
                               (0.162)           
                                                 
polity_score                  0.018***           
                               (0.002)           
                                                 
trade_agreements                0.018            
                               (0.027)           
                                                 
logexport                     -0.072**          
                               (0.026)           
                                                 
loggdp_c                      0.240***           
                               (0.048)           
                                                 
Constant                      -1.395***          
                               (0.319)           
                                                 
------------------------------------------------ 
Observations                     155             
R2                              0.570            
Adjusted R2                     0.550            
Residual Std. Error       0.175 (df = 147)       
F Statistic            27.875*** (df = 7; 147)   
================================================ 
Note: '.'p<0.1;'*'p<0.05;'**'p<0.01;'***'p<0.001 
Model includes robust standard errors values 
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Annex X: Results of the multiple regression analysis of the time period 2005-2009 

using the UN General Assembly resolutions defined as important by the US State 

Department (table) 

================================================ 
                         Dependent variable:     
                     --------------------------- 
                            s3unimportant        
------------------------------------------------ 
logusaid_economic              -0.018            
                               (0.033)           
                                                 
diplomatic_relations            0.027            
                               (0.026)           
                                                 
president_visit                0.285            
                               (0.209)           
                                                 
polity_score                  0.036***           
                               (0.003)           
                                                 
trade_agreements               0.067 .            
                               (0.038)           
                                                 
logexport                     -0.106**          
                               (0.039)           
                                                 
loggdp_c                      0.258***           
                               (0.059)           
                                                 
Constant                      -1.078**          
                               (0.379)           
                                                 
------------------------------------------------ 
Observations                     155             
R2                              0.618            
Adjusted R2                     0.600            
Residual Std. Error       0.250 (df = 147)       
F Statistic            34.013*** (df = 7; 147)   
================================================ 
Note: '.'p<0.1;'*'p<0.05;'**'p<0.01;'***'p<0.001 
Model includes robust standard errors values 

 

Annex XI: Results of the multiple regression analysis of the time period 2010-2014 

using all the UN General Assembly resolutions adopted by majority voting (table) 

================================================ 
                         Dependent variable:     
                     --------------------------- 
                                s3un             
------------------------------------------------ 
logusaid_economic               0.023            
                               (0.037)           
                                                 
diplomatic_relations            0.035 .           
                               (0.021)           
                                                 
president_visit                 0.072            
                               (0.129)           
                                                 
polity_score                  0.019***           
                               (0.002)           
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trade_agreements                0.029            
                               (0.028)           
                                                 
logexport                     -0.090**          
                               (0.027)           
                                                 
loggdp_c                      0.284***           
                               (0.064)           
                                                 
Constant                      -1.425**          
                               (0.443)           
                                                 
------------------------------------------------ 
Observations                     158             
R2                              0.537            
Adjusted R2                     0.516            
Residual Std. Error       0.193 (df = 150)       
F Statistic            24.894*** (df = 7; 150)   
================================================ 
Note: '.'p<0.1;'*'p<0.05;'**'p<0.01;'***'p<0.001 
Model includes robust standard errors values 

 

Annex XII: Results of the multiple regression analysis of the time period 2010-2014 

using the UN General Assembly resolutions defined as important by the US State 

Department (table) 

================================================ 
                         Dependent variable:     
                     --------------------------- 
                                s3un             
------------------------------------------------ 
logusaid_economic               0.023            
                               (0.037)           
                                                 
diplomatic_relations            0.035 .           
                               (0.021)           
                                                 
president_visit                 0.072            
                               (0.129)           
                                                 
polity_score                  0.019***           
                               (0.002)           
                                                 
trade_agreements                0.029            
                               (0.028)           
                                                 
logexport                     -0.090**          
                               (0.027)           
                                                 
loggdp_c                      0.284***           
                               (0.064)           
                                                 
Constant                      -1.425**          
                               (0.443)           
                                                 
------------------------------------------------ 
Observations                     158             
R2                              0.537            
Adjusted R2                     0.516            
Residual Std. Error       0.193 (df = 150)       
F Statistic            24.894*** (df = 7; 150)   
================================================ 
Note: '.'p<0.1;'*'p<0.05;'**'p<0.01;'***'p<0.001 
Model includes robust standard errors values 
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Annex XIII: Dataset (table) 

Complete dataset named “complete_dataset.csv” with 4559 observations and 12 

variables is available on the CD attached. 
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Introduction to the topic 

 This master thesis aims to discover whether there is a connection between the 

coincidence of particular states' votes in the United Nations General Assembly and 

providing the states voting in line with the powerful ones with some benefits. In other 

words, the purpose is to demonstrate a possible manipulation of the UN General 

Assembly voting outcomes by its most powerful members through vote-buying. 

 The United Nations General Assembly was established in 1945 with the purpose 

to create a democratic and representative body, acting as a forum for multilateral 

discussions, and representing the real interests of its members. However, we suppose 

that the UN General Assembly voting outcomes do not reflect the real interests and 

preferences of all UN member states and they are to some extent controlled by the UN 

largest powers. We argue that the most powerful states use their power to influence the 

voting behaviour of less powerful or developing states by buying their votes and 

providing them with various benefits.  

Moreover, we suppose that such acting of the powerful members may be 

encouraged and indirectly influenced by the UN General Assembly voting procedure. 

Concretely, the 'one state on vote' rule providing each member state with the same 

voting power was initially intended as the most democratic way of states representation 

in the UN General assembly. However, in accordance with this rule even the less 

dominant states have relatively high voting power and opportunity to change the voting 

outcomes. As a consequence, dominant members may feel motivated to take advantage 

of these states in order to control the voting outcomes and advance their own interests 

by providing them with side payments. 

 We will therefore aim to find the evidence of vote-buying in the UN General 

Assembly. It means, voting outcomes would not reflect the real preferences of all 

member states, and the voting process would be controlled by powerful members 

furthering their own interests and affecting the weak states' voting behaviour. 

 

 

Institute of Political Studies 

Master Thesis Proposal 
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Existing research 

 Previous research has demonstrated that the powerful states are likely to exploit 

their position in an international organization to gain influence over another, when their 

interests are intense. 

 An example of spreading of states' influence across various international 

institutions is A. Drehers' and J. E. Sturms' study examining the influence of the IMF 

and the World Bank on the voting patterns in the UN General Assembly (Dreher, 

Sturm, 2010). Their research concludes that the countries receiving larger non-

concessional loans from the IMF and the World Bank vote more frequently in line with 

the G-7 countries. Moreover, their findings differ in the case of the United States 

focusing mostly on the World Bank loans, while other G-7 countries use both the World 

Bank and the IMF non-concessional programmes. Such outcome is explained by the 

World Bank's intense relations with the USA and its dependency on the US capital 

markets to finance the World Bank operations, while the other IMF major shareholders 

may counterbalance the US position within the IMF. (Dreher, Sturm, 2010, p. 387) 

 The USA and the World Bank loans disbursement are the key factors of Ch. 

Kilby's analysis as well. Author employs the political economy of conditionality 

enforcement and examines the World Bank disbursements of structural adjustment 

loans using the UN voting as an indicator of states' alignment with the USA. The results 

show that there is a significant degree of enforcement of the structural adjustment 

conditions in countries not aligned with the USA in voting on important UN issues. 

(Kilby, 2009, p. 18) 

Another study concerning the US influence over the UN General Assembly 

voting outcomes analyses the US foreign aid disbursements and the behaviour of 

recipient countries in the voting process on important UN General Assembly issues. 

(Carter, Stone, 2010, p. 27) The analysis distinguishes between democratic and 

autocratic states and their votes in the UN General Assembly and concludes that 

relatively democratic states tend to vote strategically in expectation of US aid 

disbursements. 

Not only UN General Assembly voting indicates states' alignments and further 

consequences. A. Dreher and J. H. Vreeland focused on the relation between adopted 

and failed resolutions of the UN Security Council and the IMF lending activities. In 

general, they confirm the practicing of vote-buying in the UN Security Council, and 
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conclude that the UN Security Council membership leads to a greater probability of 

participating in IMF programs, obtaining World Bank loans, finances from UNDP, and 

US bilateral aid. (Dreher, Vreeland, 2011, p. 21) Moreover, according to the UN 

Security Council voting outcomes, states voting in line with the USA are more likely 

receive IMF loans, than the states voting against the USA. 

Finally, I. Kuziemko's research regards the UN Security Council membership as 

well. In this case the UN Security Council non-permanent membership is considered to 

be a factor leading to the increase in the amount of foreign aid received by UN Security 

Council non-permanent members. The results show that the non-permanent members 

receive extra foreign aid from the USA (59% increase) and from the UN (8% increase). 

The previous research focused on different kinds of variables, including mostly 

financial payments from the IMF and the World Bank, or bilateral foreign aid. We argue 

that the financial aid is not the only factor intervening in the case of vote-buying in the 

UN General Assembly, and therefore we will include non-financial variables as well. 

 

Basic theoretical concepts 

The main theoretical concept of this thesis describing the powerful states' 

behaviour in the voting process is vote-buying defined by O. Eldar as a specific form of 

vote-trading consisting in “any conditioning of value on voting for a particular 

outcome”. (Eldar, 2008. p. 5)  Vote-buying can be adopted in the form of payments 

offered by one state to another to vote in a particular way. It can also take the form of a 

threat to withhold certain benefits or provisions offered to a particular state. 

Such acting of the powerful states can be explained by the Stone's model of 

informal governance, which is another basic theoretical concept of this thesis. The 

model of informal governance deals with the informal power leading states can exert 

through international organizations. When formal rules of an international organization 

become disadvantageous for powerful actors, these actors tend to adopt informal 

governance practices, which allow them to control the organization's outcomes when 

their interests are intense. (Stone, 2011, pp. 1-13) 

 As mentioned above, we consider the 'one state one vote' rule, basis of the UN 

General Assembly voting procedure, to be a feature indirectly contributing to the 

powerful states motivation for vote-buying. Therefore, also voting procedure will be 

one of the key theoretical concepts of this thesis. Voting procedure used by an 
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international organization may affect its voting outcomes. Thus, in the case of the UN 

General Assembly, the majority rule and the equal voting power of member states may 

to some extent affect their acting in the voting process and the voting outcomes of the 

UN General Assembly. 

    

Goals 

 The main goal of this thesis is to discover whether the UN General Assembly 

voting outcomes are influenced by its most powerful members through vote-buying.  

When carrying out the analysis, we will focus the United Nations largest powers, 

especially the United States as the most powerful member disposing of enough sources 

to affect the voting outcomes and advance its own interests. Moreover, another member 

states will be added into the analysis in order to extend the analysis, compare the results 

and identify the country with the most distinctive values. In order to obtain data also 

from the European context, we will analyse the United Kingdom and France as 

powerful European economies, and at same time permanent members of the UN 

Security Council what puts them on a comparable level with the United States. Another 

state broadening the scope of the analysis will be Germany, still representing the group 

of powerful European economies, however, occupying a lower level as to the UN 

Security Council membership. Finally, Russian Federation and China will be analysed 

as non-Western powers comparable to the United States as to their power inside the UN 

Security Council.
10

 By this means we aim to obtain a sufficient amount of data 

representing various types of UN powerful members. 

 

Research question 

Are the United Nations General Assembly voting outcomes affected by side 

payments of the powerful members to the less powerful member states? What benefits 

are offered to these states in order to buy their votes?  

 

 

                                                           
10

 The final set of analysed states may vary due to the accessibility of data and will be specified in the 
master thesis. 
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Hypothesis 

The United Nations General Assembly voting outcomes do not reflect the real 

interests of its member states. The voting outcomes are influenced by side payments 

used by the powerful members in order to affect the weaker members voting behaviour. 

The rule 'one state one vote' acts like a motivation for the powerful members to adopt 

the practice of vote-buying.  

 

Methodology 

 In order to demonstrate whether the UN General Assembly voting outcomes are 

influenced by its most powerful members through vote-buying, we will apply the 

statistical method of regression analysis. Concretely, by using the multiple regression 

we will examine the impact of various influences upon a single dependent variable.  

The multiple regression analysis will include the examination of the dependent 

variable – the UN General Assembly voting outcomes, focusing on the resolutions 

adopted by a simple majority or qualified majority voting. The resolutions adopted by 

consensus will be excluded from the analysis, whereas they are irrelevant for the 

examination of member states' voting behaviour. Only resolutions adopted in the period 

1990-2015 representing the post-Cold War era (UN General Assembly Regular 

Sessions 45-70, Special Sessions 17-29, and Emergency Special Session 10) will be 

analysed. We consider the Cold War era to be irrelevant for the analysis due to the two 

power blocks' influence on the member states' voting behaviour. According to these 

limitations, 1913 resolution (out of total number of 8635 resolution adopted) will 

provide the basic dataset of the analysis. The analysis will focus on voting of the 

specific powerful member states and the countries most frequently voting in line with 

them. The following table describes the nature of adopting the resolutions by the UN 

General Assembly in the period 1990-2015. 

 

Table 1: UN General Assembly resolutions adopted in 1990-2015 
Adoption of resolution Number of adopted resolutions 

By voting 1913 
By consensus 6722 

Totally 8635 
Source: General Assembly resolutions (http://www.un.org/en/sections/documents/general-assembly-
resolutions/index.html) 
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In addition, following independent variables will be examined - international 

visits by the powerful members' presidents and prime ministers, bilateral development 

aid, foreign military aid, and voting in favour of particular states' non-permanent 

membership in the UN Security Council.
11

 So as the voting outcomes, these variables 

will be examined in the period of 1990-2015 as well.  

  By providing the multiple regression analysis of the UN General Assembly 

voting outcomes and the independent variables' analysis, we aim to identify the 

situations of correlation between the states' coincident voting and the frequent providing 

of these states with the advantages in the same time period. By this means we will 

identify individual powerful states buying the votes of other member states. Moreover, 

we will identify what benefits were used in order to influence these states' voting 

behaviour. Finally, we will discover whether the UN General Assembly voting 

outcomes are manipulated by vote-buying or not. 

Based on the research of data carried out so far, following findings concerning 

the United States development aid disbursement, foreign military aid, and presidential 

international visits can be drawn. 

 

Table 2: US Foreign Aid to UN Member States in 1990-2015 – Summary 

Source: U.S. Agency for International Development (USAID) (https://www.usaid.gov/results-and-
data/data-resources) 

 
 
Table 3: US Foreign Military Financing, 2009-2015 

Country Amount (in thousands USD) 

1. Israel 20 537 234 (approx.. 52% of the total) 
2. Egypt 9 031 459 

Total 39 248 207 
Source: Foreign Military Financing Account Summary (http://www.state.gov/t/pm/ppa/sat/c14560.htm) 

                                                           
11

 Independent variables used in the research may vary due to the amount and relevancy of accessible 
data. Final version of independent variables will be specified in the master thesis. 

        Total number of recipient countries (UN members 
including former and succession states)  
  

192 

Total number of transactions 12 175 

Total US foreign aid 1 088 586 456 399 USD 

Average transaction cca 89 411 619 USD 

The biggest transaction 
 
5 major recipients of US foreign aid 

10 786 468 674 USD (Afghanistan, 2011) 
1. Afghanistan, 2. Israel, 3. Iraq, 4. Egypt, 

5. Russia 
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Table 4: US presidential international visits, 1989-2015 

Country Number of visits 

1. France 21 
2. United Kingdom 
3. Italy  
4. Germany 
5. Canada, Russia 

20 
18 
17 
15 

Total 428 
Source: US Department of State, Office of the Historian 
(https://history.state.gov/departmenthistory/travels/president) 
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Proposed outline of the thesis 
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2. Theoretical framework 

    2.1 Vote-buying 

    2.2 Informal governance 

    2.3 Voting procedure 

    2.4 Compulsory power 

3. Methodology 

4. The UN General Assembly voting process 

    4.1 The UN General Assembly voting outcomes 

5. Independent variables' examination 

    5.1 Presidential international visits 
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