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Abstract

I advance and test a theoretical argument of how participation in UN peacekeeping affects the likelihood of coup
attempts in troop-contributing countries (T'CCs). The argument highlights the interplay between the economic
incentives of militaries in poor TCCs and the UN’s preference for contributors with stable civil-military relations.
Fearing the loss of UN reimbursement funds, militaries for which such funds are important will avoid visible acts of
military insubordination, such as coup attempts, that would place their future participation in UN peacekeeping at
risk. I test this proposition against time-series cross-sectional data on 157 countries in the 1991-2013 period using
panel regression and matching. The data show that countries where the armed forces are more dependent on
peacekeeping revenues experience fewer coup attempts than comparable peers, even when taking coup-proofing
measures and other alternative explanations into account. I also find that the coup-restraining effect is only observed
in periods where member states contribute enough troops to award the UN a real choice over alternative contribu-
tors. The study introduces a novel theoretic logic, presents empirical results at odds with the existing literature, and
suggests important policy implications with regard to UN vetting and standards for troop-contributing countries.
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Whereas the typical peacekeeper of the past came from a
wealthy country with solid democratic institutions, the
typical peacekeeper of today comes from a poor and
democratizing country. In the last 20 years, the sourcing
of troops for United Nations (UN) peacekeeping has
shifted to low- and middle-income countries, which
today supply the vast majority of the more than
100,000 ‘blue helmets’ stationed around the world.'
Compensation received for their service channels billions
of US dollars to militaries in countries with unstable
civil-military relations and a higher propensity for coups.

To what extent, and how, does UN peacekeeping
influence the incentives and behavior of participating
militaries? What are the consequences for the political
stability of contributing states? Oddly neglected in con-
ventional peacekeeping research, these questions are at

' As per World Bank definitions, low-income countries have a GDP/
capita below $1,025; middle-income countries between $1,026 and
$12,475; and high-income countries above $12,476.

the center of an emergent literature on participation
effects (Sotomayor, 2013; Levin et al., 2016; Savage &
Caverley, 2014; Zaman & Biswas, 2014; Dwyer, 2015).
In this literature, there is consensus that peacekeeping
service abroad affects civil-military relations at home,
but the nature and direction of the effect remains in
dispute: claims that participation reduces military insu-
bordination stand against claims that it contributes to
instability or illiberal entrenchment. Resolving this
empirical inconsistency requires both empirical expan-
sion, via the integration of systematic, large-N data, and
theoretical elaboration, via the integration of previously
overlooked theoretical pathways, such as the role of eco-
nomic incentives and the strategic interplay between the
UN and contributing militaries. The ambition of this
article is to provide both.
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I investigate the effect of participation in UN peace-
keeping on military coups in troop-contributing states
(TCCs). I develop a theoretical argument that highlights
the interplay between the economic incentives of TCC
militaries, the UN’s discretion in selecting troop suppli-
ers, and the UN’s preference for democracy and stable
civil-military relations. The key implication is a disci-
plining effect; fearing the loss of UN reimbursement
funds, militaries highly dependent on such funds will
avoid acts of military insubordination, such as attempted
coups, that would risk their future participation. Because
it is driven by economic incentives, the coup-restraining
effect is likely to be stronger in poorer countries with
smaller militaries, and as it is conditioned on the UN’s
ability to substitute misbehaving TCCs, it is likely to
be weaker in periods with an insufficient global supply
of peacekeepers.

I test these implications using data on 157 countries
in the 1991-2013 period. Statistical evidence shows that
countries where the armed forces are more dependent on
peacekeeping revenues experience fewer coup attempts,
even when taking regime type, development level, and
coup-proofing measures into account. The association is
strongest in poor countries with small militaries and low
expenditure per soldier, suggesting that economic incen-
tives represent a plausible mechanism. I also find that the
constraining effect is most clearly observed in the late
1990s and early 2000s, a period when the UN had
significant bargaining power vis-a-vis TCCs, but not in
more recent years, when the UN, strapped for peace-
keepers, had little real opportunity to deny participation.
Matching evidence further suggests that TCCs may reap
democratization benefits not observed among compara-
ble non-contributing peers.

The contribution of the study is three-fold. First, the
study presents new empirical findings that throw into
doubt claims that participation in UN peacekeeping has
destabilizing effects or facilitates illiberal governance
(Levin et al., 2016; Savage & Caverley, 2014). While
my data suggest that the effect varies across countries,
and especially with the size of economic incentives, there
is no evidence of a systematic and destabilizing effect, nor
of authoritarian entrenchment. Rather, participation in
UN peacekeeping appears to reduce coup propensity and
firm up democratic governance.

Second, the study develops a novel strategic logic
linking peacekeeping participation to the coup propen-
sity of TCCs. While previous research has emphasized
socialization or resource pathways, I argue that a
mechanism centered on the economic incentives of
troop-contributors provides a complementary account.

Case study evidence demonstrates that financial motiva-
tions are central to TCCs and that the UN’s ability to
allow or deny participation is a considerable source
of leverage.

Third, the findings suggest some important policy
implications with regard to standards and vetting proce-
dures for UN peacekeepers. The results indicate that the
bindingness of participation conditionalities depends on a
collective action problem: they will not be fully effective
until member states contribute enough troops to award
the UN a real choice over alternative TCCs. From this
perspective, the withdrawal of wealthier countries from
UN peacekeeping over the last two decades may have had
the unfortunate side effect of undercutting the political
stability that some TCCs gain from participation.

The effect of peacekeeping participation on
troop-contributing countries

Previous research has invested considerable effort in try-
ing to disentangle the effects of UN peacekeeping on
conflict countries (e.g. Doyle & Sambanis, 2000; Fortna,
2008) but much less in trying to understand its effect on
the countries that contribute troops. Does participation
in UN peacekeeping affect troop-contributing states and,
if so, in what ways? Building on the literature on civil-
military relations (e.g. Feaver, 1999; Cook, 2007), an
emergent literature focusing on these questions suggests
that peacekeeping does indeed influence civil-military
relations, although so far there is no consensus regarding
the direction and nature of the effect.

Some argue that peacekeeping abroad can improve
civil-military relations at home, primarily via socializa-
tion: by participating in international peacekeeping,
militaries internalize norms that favor subordination to
civilian authorities. For example, Moskos (1975) argues
that participation in UN missions instils a ‘constabulary
ethic’ and military professionalism, long thought to
diminish the risk of coups (Huntington, 1965). Next
to the socialization mechanism, a resource-based argu-
ment holds that peacekeeping is stabilizing because it
keeps a portion of a country’s troops abroad, reducing
their ability to interfere in politics (Findlay, 1996). Oth-
ers, including Worboys (2007) and Sotomayor (2013),
draw attention to how peacekeeping can provide a mis-
sion reorientation for armed forces in democratizing
states. For example, Worboys (2007: 149) relates how
in Argentina in the 1990s peacekeeping facilitated the
creation of ‘an entirely new identity for the armed
forces’, which functioned to ‘direct their attention away
from politics’.
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On the other side of the debate are scholars arguing
that participation may not only fail to improve civil-
military relations, but may actually contribute to politi-
cal instability. For example, Savage & Caverley (2014)
argue that peacekeeping service abroad enhances ‘train-
ing, operational experience, and confidence’, which may
shift the civil-military power balance, increasing the
probability of political instability. A similar logic is laid
out in Levin et al. (2016: 117), who draw on case evi-
dence from Bangladesh and Fiji to support an argument
that external military funding strengthens military inde-
pendence, with destabilizing consequences: “The result
of a newly empowered and emboldened military may be
a coup’. Analyzing the long-term implications of partic-
ipation, Levin et al. (2016: 107) also suggest that ‘auto-
cratic states may take on peacekeeping duties as a way of
maintaining costly security apparatuses for the purposes
of domestic repression’ and that peacekeeping ‘risks
becoming a means to facilitate illiberal domestic govern-
ance in the developing world’.

In between these camps, there are accounts emphasiz-
ing that effects are conditional on interactions with other
factors. In the most extensive study of the topic to date,
Sotomayor (2013) analyzes evidence from a number of
Latin American countries from an organizational theory
perspective. He finds that ‘peacekeeping has its most
salutory effects when soldiers are socialized to perform
tasks that do not resemble the missions they have tradi-
tionally performed at home’, something which requires
active and purposeful intervention by civilian authorities.

While the debate on participation effects remains
inconclusive, it has provided many valuable insights,
pointing forward to the next generation of studies. I see
three areas where improvements are possible. First, the
evidentiary basis can be expanded. As emphasized by
Sotomayor (2013: 2), available studies ‘usually focus
on single, positive cases and on anecdotal experiences’.
A study should be as comprehensive as possible and
sensitive to the divergent outcomes, both negative and
positive. A statistical analysis is thus a suitable way to
expand our understanding of participation effects. Sec-
ond, while previous studies have examined the effect of
troop contributions, they have not adequately captured
heterogeneity in terms of how important contributions
are to TCCs. It is reasonable to expect that countries
more dependent on peacekeeping participation will react
differently compared to countries for which peacekeep-
ing is less central. Examining the role of economic incen-
tives is particularly important, as this sensitive topic is
recurrent in informal negotiations at the UN, but has
until recently (Gaibulloev et al., 2015) been largely

disregarded in scholarly literature. Third, many prior
studies have privileged the socialization pathway, viewing
militaries as non-strategic norm recipients and overlook-
ing their role as actors in a strategic relationship with the
UN. Understanding how peacekeeping affects partici-
pating militaries requires that we examine their incen-
tives, an insight that emerges from agency perspectives
on civil-military relations (e.g. Feaver, 1998) and coups
(Svolik, 2009; Powell, 2012; McMahon & Slantchev,
2015), and investigate how they are shaped by the lever-
age that emanates from UN reimbursements and con-
ditionalities. Here, we can learn from previous IR
research, which has demonstrated that the incentives of
domestic actors are frequently shaped by the constraints
and conditionalities put in place by international orga-
nizations (Pevehouse, 2005; Stokke, 1995).

The logic of peacekeeping dependency

constraints

My theoretical argument, developed as a narrative below
and as a decision-theoretic model in the appendix, posits
that economic incentives and UN selection leverage
combine to produce a disciplining effect on militaries
in poorer (low- and middle-income) TCCs, constraining
their behavior in ways that reduce coup attempts. The
logic builds on agency theories of coups, quantitative
evidence on peacekeeping contributions, and various
sources of qualitative data, including a systematic assess-
ment of economic incentives in 29 low- and middle-
income TCCs, based on as many published case studies.”

From the agency theory perspective, the likelihood of
a coup attempt is a function of the military’s strategic
calculus: under circumstances where the expected bene-
fits, such as expanded political influence and economic
gains, outweigh the costs, including the risk of severe
punishment, militaries are more likely to proceed with
an attempted coup (Acemoglu & Robinson, 2005;
McMahon & Slantchev, 2015; Powell & Chacha,
2016). This calculus is influenced by external factors,
such as economic shocks (Powell, 2012) or security
threats (Desch, 2001), and internal factors, including the
many ways in which civilian governments seek to culti-
vate military loyalty and thwart insubordination. Such
‘coup-proofing’ measures include monitoring, training,
budgetary constraints, and institutional fragmentation
(Feaver, 2003; Sotomayor, 2013; Hunter, 1997; Pilster
& Bohmelt, 2011) and, in poor countries with low

> The Online appendix presents a summary of the qualitative
evidence from these 29 case studies.
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Figure 1. Troop commitments to UN peacekeeping, 1991-2013.
Data: Perry & Smith (2013).

military salaries, the provision of opportunities for
enrichment via corruption, bribes or business operations
(Feaver, 1999).

How can peacekeeping service affect this strategic cal-
culus? At the center of my argument is a causal mechan-
ism built around three interacting factors: the economic
incentives facing militaries in low-income countries, the
leverage that flows from the UN’s discretion in distribut-
ing compensation to troop suppliers, and the UN’s pre-
ference for troops from democratic countries with stable
civil-military relations.

First, while motivations for participating in UN
peacekeeping vary, economic motivations are central to
many developing countries that have become the predo-
minant TCCs (Figure 1). The reimbursements they
receive from the UN typically exceed their costs (Gai-
bulloev et al., 2015).% In a given TCC, the beneficiaries
of economic benefits may include the national govern-
ment, military institutions, individual militaries, and pri-
vate firms (Bellamy & Williams, 2013), but in a typical
case, the military is the main beneficiary (Levin et al.,
2016; Zaman & Biswas, 2014).

TCC militaries can benefit economically both at the
institutional level and individual level. At the institu-
tional level, peacekeeping reimbursements constitute a

% In 2016, the UN standard reimbursement rate was 1,332 USD per
soldier per month; officers and specialists receive higher amounts.
The UN also reimburses TCCs for providing equipment and
support services.

significant income for militaries in many low- and
middle-income countries. Of the 29 case studies exam-
ined here, 22 contained data on the existence of eco-
nomic incentives at the institutional level, and 15
identified them as a significant motivation for participa-
tion. For example, for the Indonesian military, UN reim-
bursements ‘help ease the burden of maintaining military
equipment’; in Malawi, ‘the MDF [Malawian Defense
Force] has looked to peacekeeping as a means to generate
additional resources’; and in Ghana ‘participation in UN
peacekeeping forms part of the military’s internal
rewards system’.*

At the individual level, economic incentives are wide-
spread. Of the 29 TCCs assessed qualitatively, 27 (93%)
list significant individual economic incentives. Since UN
compensation rates are based on global averages, they are
higher — often much higher — than military salaries in
poor countries. The yearly allowance received by a sol-
dier serving abroad as a ‘blue helmet’ may exceed that
received during an entire career in national service,
allowing many returning soldiers to purchase a home
and take the step into a middle-class lifestyle. For exam-
ple, in Senegal, ‘[s]oldiers who return from peacekeeping
missions have a visible living standard higher than their
fellows, being able to keep all of the UN’s reimburse-
ment. Most of them subsequently make economic
investments or display signs of wealth, such as with a
new house and car, paying [sic] tickets for their parents
to accomplish pilgrimage to Mecca, etc.” (Diallo, 2016).

The second component of the logic is the UN’s lever-
age over TCCs. Since the UN selects troop suppliers
(Bellamy & Wiilliams, 2013), it effectively controls the
distribution of economic benefits. The UN may be
likened to a monopsonist in a market with imperfect
competition. As the dominant ‘buyer’ of a good (troops)
provided by many suppliers, it can exert influence over
them: if it prefers to enter into contracts with suppliers
with certain characteristics, then suppliers will want to
adopt (or maintain) these characteristics. Such adapta-
tion pressure is undergirded by the ability of the UN to
deny participation, in part or in whole, to countries that
deviate from its preferred characteristics.

Case evidence suggests that TCC militaries recognize
the UN’s leverage over their room for maneuver. For
example, during a politically unstable period in Bangla-
desh, a general, cited in a leaked US diplomatic cable
from 2004, said that when contemplating their reaction

* Wiharta (2016), Linje et al. (2015), Aubuyn & Aning (2015). See
Online appendix for bibliographic details.
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to the crisis, the armed forces under his command
‘would do nothing to risk its participation in UN peace-
keeping missions’.” The organization was seen as having
‘tremendous leverage over both the Bangladeshi military
and civilian rulers because of the country’s role in UN
peacekeeping missions”.®

The third component is the UN’s preferences regard-
ing TCC characteristics. While the UN’s primary con-
cern is sourcing enough troops to staff its missions,
evidence suggests that it has, ceteris paribus, a preference
for troops from democratic countries with stable civil—
military relations (Lebovic, 2004). The preference
reflects concerns of effectiveness, reputation, and norms.
To begin with, the UN requires troops that can carry out
complex missions, including ‘strengthening the rule of
law and respect for human rights’ and ‘supporting the
emergence of legitimate political institutions and parti-
cipatory processes’ (United Nations, 2008b). Credible
performance of these tasks demands troops sensitive to
democratic governance, who can operate hand-in-hand
with civilian UN branches, such as UNDDP. In addition,
the effectiveness of UN missions is contingent on main-
taining legitimacy, locally and globally, as well as protect-
ing its reputation. As stated in Security Council
Resolution 2272, ‘proper conduct by, and discipline
over, all personnel deployed in United Nations peace
operations are crucial to their effectiveness’. Finally, the
UN attaches value to the norms of democracy and mil-
itary non-interference, in and of themselves, as expressed
in the UN Charter, the ‘Capstone Doctrine’ of UN
peacekeeping (United Nations, 2008b), and statements
from UN officials.

Case evidence indicates that the UN seeks to exert
influence on TCC militaries to comply with this prefer-
ence. For example, when the government of Fiji, a major
contributor given its small population, was threatened by
military takeover in 2006, UN Secretary General Kofi
Annan contacted the general in charge of the armed
forces in Fiji, ‘to say that, if the [military] illegally
removes the government, the UN will withdraw Fiji
troops from all UN peacekeeping operations’.” Similarly,

> US Embassy Dhaka ‘USG rejects request for support for possible
coup’, 24 September 2004 (https://wikileaks.org/plusd/cables/
04DHAKA3164_a.html).

¢ US Embassy Dhaka ‘USG rejects request for support for possible
coup’, 24 September 2004 (https://wikileaks.org/plusd/cables/
04DHAKA3164_a.html). See also Zaman & Biswas (2014).

7 US Embassy Fiji, ‘UN threatens Fiji PKO participation’, 27
November 2006 (https://wikileaks.org/plusd/cables/06SUVA519_
a.html).

as related by Zaman & Biswas (2014), during an
unstable period in Bangladesh in 2007, the UN used its
leverage to influence the strategic space available to the
Bangladeshi military, forcing it to support a process that
aspired to improve democratic governance. Beyond
examples of such direct interventions, it is also likely that
the UN’s leverage is effectuated indirectly, without any
explicit target, via the declaration of general principles in
line with the preferences above (e.g. United Nations,
2008a).

Taken together, the conjecture is that participation in
peacekeeping has a positive effect on the economic wel-
fare of militaries in some low- and middle-income
TCCs. Fearing the loss of these benefits, such militaries
will seek to avoid acts of military insubordination that
may risk their future participation in peacekeeping. In
particular, it is expected that TCC militaries will be
reluctant to attempt coups, the most visible type of mil-
itary interference.

The expectation is that this coup-restraining effect is
conditional on the scope of economic incentives and the
UN’s ability to enforce its preferences. First, the effect in
a given TCC will depend on the amount of UN com-
pensation relative to other sources of income. The effect
will be the strongest in TCCs with small military budgets
and low military salaries, as these have the strongest
institutional and individual economic incentives. In large
but poor countries (e.g. India), economic incentives
would be weaker, because the military is larger and thus
any given soldier’s probability of reaping peacekeeping
benefits is lower. In wealthier countries, where costs
exceed UN reimbursement and military salaries are
higher, there would be no economic incentives and thus
no expectation of a coup-restraining effect.

Hypothesis 1: Greater dependency on peacekeeping
revenues decreases the probability of a military coup
attempt.

Second, because the coup-restraining effect depends
on the ability of the UN to penalize coup-makers, it is
likely conditional on the global supply and demand of
UN peacekeepers. The logic is analogous to that of the
theory of credible threats: given that its primary interest
is staffing its missions, the UN cannot credibly penalize
misbehaving TCCs unless it has access to alternative
troop suppliers that can cover the shortfall resulting from
the exercise of such penalties. The implication is that the
effect of peacekeeping participation on coups is likely to
vary over time, following fluctuations in the supply and
demand of peacekeepers.


https://wikileaks.org/plusd/cables/04DHAKA3164_a.html
https://wikileaks.org/plusd/cables/04DHAKA3164_a.html
https://wikileaks.org/plusd/cables/04DHAKA3164_a.html
https://wikileaks.org/plusd/cables/04DHAKA3164_a.html
https://wikileaks.org/plusd/cables/06SUVA519_a.html
https://wikileaks.org/plusd/cables/06SUVA519_a.html
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Hypothesis 2: The constraining effect of peacekeeping
participation is weaker in periods with fewer alterna-
tive troop suppliers.

These hypotheses are formulated with regard to mil-
itary coup attempts and do not necessarily constitute
plausible generalizations for other forms of military inter-
ference or insubordination. For example, as discussed
further below, it is possible that peacekeeping revenues
can foment friction among lower ranks of military orga-
nizations, which may actually increase other forms of
instability, such as the threat of mutiny. Furthermore,
because the theoretic focus is on the military’s disposi-
tion to mount a coup, and how this disposition is
affected by peacekeeping participation regulated by the
UN, the logic privileges the interplay between the UN
and TCC militaries over the interplay between TCC
militaries and civilian governments.

Research design

The quantity of interest is the effect of troop contribu-
tions on coup attempts in TCCs. I estimate this effect
using multivariate panel regression and matching tech-
niques. I merged data from several sources to produce a
time-series cross-sectional dataset with annual observa-
tions on 13 variables across 157 countries (excluding
countries with a population lower than 500,000)
between 1991 and 2013. The unit of observation is the
country-year and there are 2,722 observations in total.

Dependent variable

The dependent variable Coup attemprs is the count of
attempted coups in a country in a given year, sourced
from Marshall & Jaggers (2002: data cover 1946-2013),
who define a coup as a ‘forceful seizure of executive
authority and office by a dissident/opposition faction
within the country’s ruling or political elites that results
in a substantial change in the executive leadership and
the policies of the prior regime’. I examined each coup
attempt qualitatively and recoded all non-military cases
as 0. Since the theory emphasizes factors that shape the
expected utility of a coup, ex ante, it makes sense to focus
on coup attempts (cf. Powell & Chacha, 2016), but I
include the alternate variable Coup success in the robust-
ness checks.

Independent variables

The independent variable PKO commitment measures
the number (in 1,000s) of military personnel committed
to UN peacekeeping by a country in the year of

observation, based on UN data aggregated in Perry &
Smith (2013).

The theory predicts that the impact of PKO commit-
ment will vary with the importance of peacekeeping rev-
enues to a country’s military. To capture this dynamic, I
interact PKO commitment with the variable Military bud-
get, the size of military expenditure (in billions of US
dollars) in the year of observation.® As a proxy for indi-
vidual incentives, I include the variable Expenditure/sol-
dier, measured in 1,000s of US dollars (Powell, 2012).

To gauge the sensitivity to temporal variation in the
supply and demand of peacekeepers, I interact PKO
commitment with Aggregate demand, a variable that mea-
sures the total number of peacekeepers in UN missions
in the year of observation, scaled to a maximum of 1.
This variable reflects realized demand rather than actual
demand, but available evidence suggests that the two are
correlated.’

Control variables

To address endogeneity emerging from the possibility
that the UN allocates troop contracts based on the per-
ceived coup risk of presumptive TCCs, I control for
coup determinants that could reasonably be observed
by the UN, including military and regime characteristics.
Effective organizations, representing the number of
ground-combat-capable organizations in a country, cap-
tures the influence of coup-proofing measures, specifi-
cally the fragmentation of the military into parallel
entities with dispersed command structures (Pilster &
Bohmelt, 2011). Regime durability, sourced from Polity
IV data, measures the years since the most recent author-
itarian takeover. Democracy is operationalized as the
Polity score of the Polity IV dataset (Marshall & Jaggers,
2002), ranging from —10 to 10, with a higher score
indicating a more democratic form of government. To
account for the impact of economic growth and decline,
I include the variable Change GDP/capita, operationa-
lized as the year-on-year change percentage in GDP per
capita. GDP per capita (in 1,000s of US dollars) mea-
sures the level of economic development. Conflict is
coded as 1 if political violence killed more than 25 people
in the year prior to observation, coded from UCDP data
(Gleditsch et al., 2002). Ethnic fractionalization, coded

8 Stockholm International Peace Research Institute (SIPRI) (https://
www.sipri.org/databases/milex).

% For example, in 2009-10, a period in which the Aggregate demand
reaches its maximum, UN forces are described as ‘overstretched’. See

Gowan (2009).


https://www.sipri.org/databases/milex
https://www.sipri.org/databases/milex
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from Fearon (2003), measures the degree of ethnic het-
erogeneity in a country, with scores ranging from 0 to 1.

Modeling strategies

Inference based on panel data presents the analyst with
several challenges. First, there is a risk of autocorrelation:
observations within countries cannot be assumed to be
independent as it is likely, for instance, that Coup attempts
for a given country in year # is correlated with the value of
the same variable in year # 4 1. Such temporal correlations
make OLS or logit inappropriate estimators, and an esti-
mator that corrects for temporal endogeneity is preferable.

A second question is whether one can assume para-
meter homogeneity, that is whether identical coefficients
apply across different countries. A pooling test (Croissant
& Millo, 2008) proved insignificant (at the 0.05 signifi-
cance level), suggesting that parameter homogeneity is a
reasonable assumption.

Third, to determine which panel data estimator is the
most suitable, I checked for unobserved country-specific
effects and whether such effects are correlated with other
covariates. A Lagrange multiplier test (Gourieroux, Holly
& Monfort, 1982) indicated that unobserved effects exist,
and since both theoretical reasoning and a Hausman test
(1978) suggested that they are correlated with other cov-
ariates, a fixed-effects estimator is preferable.

I therefore rely on a panel data estimator with country
fixed effects and panel-corrected standard errors.'® The
estimator corrects for unbalanced time-series in the data,
arising from the fact that some countries reached inde-
pendence after the start of the observation period (e.g.
ex-Yugoslavia).

I further address temporal endogeneity concerns by
lagging regime proxies by one year and, in the supple-
mentary analysis below, by including a longitudinal
analysis of matched country pairs.

Empirical analysis

As a precursor to multivariate analysis, the bar chart in
Figure 2 plots the annual number of coup attempts for
countries that made a non-trivial peacekeeping contribu-
tion (more than 100 troops in a given year) and those
that did not, 1991-2013. It is observed that non-
contributing countries experience a higher number of

10 The specification is y; = oo+ Bx; + Y + 1 + € where i
represents the index for country 7, ¢ is the year; y; is coup
incidence in country i in year # [ is a vector of explanatory
coefficients; 1; are country fixed effects; and €, is an error term
(clustered two-ways on country and year).
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Figure 2. Coup attempts and democracy in low- and middle-
income TCCs and non-TCCs, 1991-2013

Data: Marshall & Jaggers, 2002 (data updated through 2013); Polity
IV (2014).

coup attempts than contributing peers. Figure 2 also
demonstrates that both types enjoy improving democ-
racy scores, but that TCCs rank higher than non-TCCs
throughout. These descriptive patterns are consistent
with theoretical expectations, confirming that further
analysis is warranted.

Table I summarizes the main results of the multivari-
ate analysis.'" All models present panel regression models
to analyze whether increasing dependency on peacekeep-
ing revenues is associated with a lower probability of
coup attempts. Model 1 is a parsimonious model esti-
mated without any interactions; Models 2 and 3 include
interactions to represent economic incentives; Models 4
and 5 do the same, but are estimated based on data on
low- and middle-income countries; Model 6 includes an
interaction to test Hypothesis 2.

In line with Hypothesis 1, the coefficients for PKO
commitment are negative and statistically significant
across all specifications. The negative coefficient suggests
that, holding a range of factors constant, countries that
contribute more troops to UN peacekeeping (and hence
collect higher amounts of remuneration) tend to have

"I took several steps to ensure the results are not sensitive to
peculiarities of model specification. Besides the robustness checks
reported here, the Online appendix reports models based on
alternative coup data (Table A.IV), successful coups (Table A.IV),
binary estimators (Table A.IV), data excluding the Americas (A.V),
and a negative binomial estimator (A.VI).
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Table I. Determinants of military coup attempts, 1991-2013, fixed-effects panel regression
Dependent variable:
Count of military coup attempts
All All All Developing Developing Developing
countries countries countries countries countries countries
(1) 2) 3) 4) (5) (6)
PKO commitment —0.01* —-0.01* —0.01* —-0.01* —0.01** —0.03**
(0.003) (0.003) (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) (0.003)
Military budget —0.15* —0.12 —0.12f —0.70"* —0.441 —0.31
(0.07) (0.08) (0.07) (0.27) (0.25) (0.23)
Democracy (1) 0.002 0.002 0.002 0.002 0.002 0.002
(0.003) (0.003) (0.003) (0.004) (0.004) (0.004)
Conflict (1) 0.07* 0.07* 0.07* 0.09** 0.09** 0.08**
(0.03) (0.03) (0.03) (0.03) (0.03) (0.03)
Regime durability (~1) 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.0021 0.0021 0.0021
(0.001) (0.001) (0.001) (0.001) (0.001) (0.001)
Effective org. 0.0002 0.0002 0.001 0.004 0.01 0.005
(0.01) (0.01) (0.01) (0.02) (0.02) (0.02)
Expenditure/soldier 0.04 0.04 0.04 —0.23 —0.30 —0.19
(0.04) (0.04) (0.04) (0.31) (0.33) (0.32)
Chg. GDP/cap —0.12* —0.12* —0.12* —0.19" —0.19* —0.19*
(0.06) (0.06) (0.06) (0.09) (0.09) (0.09)
PKO com. x Mil. budg,. 0.05 0.161
(0.03) (0.09)
PKO com. x Exp./soldier 0.09* 0.26
(0.04) (0.14)
Aggregate demand —0.02
(0.02)
PKO com. x Agg. demand 0.02**
(0.01)
Fixed country effects Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Observations 2,722 2,722 2,722 1,863 1,863 1,863
F Statistic 4.32%* 3.86™* 3.89** 4.54** 4.54** 4.19**

fp <0.1;* p <0.05; ** p <0.01. Errors clustered two-ways on countries and years. Calculations in R version 3.4.1.

fewer coups than comparable countries that contribute
fewer troops. As is evident from the positive coefficient
for the interaction term (PKO commitment x Military
budget), the association diminishes with increasing mili-
tary budgets, implying that the effect of PKO commit-
ment is largest in countries with smaller military budgets.
Model 3 suggests that the association is strongest in
countries with lower Expenditure/soldier, also as theo-
rized. Comparing Models 2 and 3, which use the full
data, to Models 4 and 5, estimated on developing coun-
tries, suggests that interactions are stronger in the latter
group, congruent with the expectation that the proposed
logic fits better with developing countries.

Table A.IV in the Online appendix shows that the key
results are robust to employing alternative data on coup
attempts (Powell & Thyne, 2011) and to formulating
the dependent variable in binary terms. If only successful

coups are included, the coefficient for PKO commit-
ment remains positive but, on account of fewer obser-
vations, fails to reach standard levels of significance
(p-value 0.14).

To illustrate the association in substantive terms, Fig-
ure 3 displays predicted probabilities of coup attempts as
a function of increasing troop commitments. Three pat-
terns stand out. First, becoming a TCC is associated with
a considerable reduction in coup probability, particularly
among countries with small militaries or low military
salaries, as evidenced by the dark lines in panels (a) and
(b), respectively. For example, in countries with small
militaries, increasing commitments from nothing to
1,000 troops reduces the annual coup attempt risk from
4% to below 1%. Second, as illustrated by the steeper
slope of the dark lines, the reduction in predicted prob-
ability is largest in countries with small militaries and low
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Figure 3. Probability of coup attempt as a function of troop commitments conditional on (a) military budget and (b) expenditure

per soldier

Calculations of predicted probabilities are based on logistic regression models with the same covariates as Models 4 and 5. Military
budget and Expenditure/soldier are set at first quartile (black line) or third quartile (grey line). All other variables are held constant at

their means.

salaries. Third, as witnessed by the flattening out of the
curves, the effect of participation diminishes as troop
commitments increase, suggesting that taking the step
into TCC status has a larger impact than increasing the
contribution once that status is attained.

To ascertain that these regression results are not driven
by modeling choices, I perform a matching analysis.
Matching seeks to attain balanced samples of treatment
and comparison cases, before measuring the difference in
outcome between the two groups (Rubin, 2006). Using
nearest-neighbor (Ho et al., 2007) and genetic (Diamond
& Sekhon, 2013) matching algorithms, I seek to maximize
the similarity of covariate distributions across a group of
TCC country-years (‘treatment’) and a group of non-TCC
country-years (‘control’).'* Depending on the threshold
used to classify a country as a TCC (number of troops
contributed in the year of observation), the procedure
yielded between 409 and 713 matched country-year pairs.
As can be seen in Figure 4 and Table II, regardless of which
treatment threshold is employed, TCCs are less likely to
experience a coup attempt.

Hypothesis 2 proposed that the effect of participation
should be lower in periods of high peacekeeper demand.
In a ‘seller’s market’, the UN must prioritize the staffing
of missions over selecting the most qualified troops. If

12 . . . . .

Covariates included in the matching are as in Model 1 plus
covariates for population, ethno-linguistic fractionalization, and
continent.
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Figure 4. Coup attempts in matched samples of TCCs and
non-TCCs at two different TCC thresholds

Table II. Coup attempts in matched samples of TCC and non-
TCC country-years, 1991-2013

Mean Mean
Matching  TCC  Matched — coups coups T-test
algorithm  threshold — pairs TCCs  non-TCCs  p-value
Nearest 100 713 0.0084 0.027 0.019
200 622 0.0048 0.021 0.0058
500 409  0.0024  0.037  0.0027
Genetic 100 713 0.0084 0.028 0.092
200 622  0.0048 0.035 0.0076
500 409 0.0024 0.024 0.032
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Figure 5. Average marginal effect of PKO commitment on
coup attempts conditional on aggregate UN demand

the conjecture is correct, we would expect to see that
coups, when interacted with aggregate demand, have less
of an impact. The data support this conjecture. The
coefficient for the interaction in Model 6 is positive,
implying that the impact of PKO commitment diminishes
as Aggregate demand increases. Figure 5 shows that the
coefficient for PKO commitment is indistinguishable
from zero as UN demand approaches its maximum. In
other words, in times when the UN demand for troops is
high, coup-makers are less likely to suffer negative con-
sequences. While the measure is an imperfect proxy for
the UN’s actual demand and the statistical association is
noisy, the results seem to suggest that the credibility
argument at the heart of Hypothesis 2 has some value.

Interacting PKO commitment with a binary indicator
for the post-2000 period, to capture the reduced force
pool following the withdrawal of wealthier nations, leads
to similar results (Model 15 in the Online appendix).

With the exception of Regime durability, most con-
trols behave as one would expect based on previous
research. Coup attempts are more likely in countries
destabilized by civil conflict or suffering from negative
income shocks.

Taken together, the analysis yields three important
results. First, participation in peacekeeping predicts a
lower incidence of coup attempts. Both regression and
matching analyses showed that TCCs on average expe-
rience fewer coup attempts than comparable, non-
contributing peers. Second, the impact of participation
is conditional on TCC characteristics. Countries with

smaller and underpaid militaries see a greater reduction
in the incidence of coup attempts compared with coun-
tries with larger and well-paid militaries. Third, partici-
pation effects are conditional on the global availability
of troops.

The results tie in with Sotomayor’s (2013) finding
that participation effects are heterogeneous, varying from
one country to the next depending on domestic and
international factors. However, these results suggest that,
on average, the effect is coup-restraining, thereby chal-
lenging the notion that participation leads to illiberal
entrenchment (Levin et al., 2016) or instability (Savage
& Caverley, 2014).

Viewed on its own, the negative association between
participation and coup attempts does not let us distin-
guish between arguments privileging economic incen-
tives, socialization or diversion: all predict that higher
participation leads to lower coup probabilities, only via
different mechanisms. The observation that the associa-
tion depends on the size of the military budget also
appears consistent with socialization logics: smaller mili-
taries may experience socialization pressures more
acutely. Hence, the data do not allow us to reject socia-
lization or diversionary theories, but they suggest that
financial incentives are, at the very least, a complemen-
tary pathway. And in some cases, this logic appears to
provide the best explanation for the observed data. For
example, it is not clear how alternative logics would
explain the observation that the association between par-
ticipation and coup attempts varies with military salaries
or with the overall supply and demand of peacekeepers.

To further examine the validity of the results, I pro-
vide two additional forms of analysis. I first test an addi-
tional implication of the theory and I then examine long-
term participation effects via a longitudinal study of
matched country pairs.

Investigating the penalizing effect

The theoretical logic is premised on the existence of
some form of sanction, via which the participation of
coup-making militaries in UN peacekeeping is wholly
or partially denied. This premise can be empirically
tested. Do we actually observe reduced participation by
militaries that attempt coups? To find out, I change the
causal direction of the basic model, setting PKO commit-
ment as the dependent variable and Coup attempt as the
explanatory variable. I lag all explanatory variables two
years to control for temporal endogeneity. Since we are
only interested in the countries that actually participate
in peacekeeping (non-contributors cannot be penalized),
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Table III. Determinants of peacekeeping participation levels, 1991-2013, fixed-effects panel regression

Dependent variable:
PKO commitment
TCC threshold TCC threshold Only successful Only failed Interaction
100 troops 500 troops coups coups w. demand

(10) (11) (12) (13) (14)
Coup attempt (#-2) —0.69" —1.42* —2.51%

(0.30) (0.29) (0.23)
Successful coup (#2) —1.02f

(0.55)
Failed coup (2) —2.85**
(0.28)

PKO commitment (£-2) 0.55** 0.52* 0.53** 0.52** 0.50**

(0.07) (0.09) (0.09) (0.08) (0.06)
Democracy (+2) —0.03 —0.06 —0.06 —0.05 —0.03

(0.04) (0.05) (0.05) (0.05) (0.04)
Military budget 15.78f 27.33 26.96 27.23 7.70

(8.96) (22.37) (22.18) (22.19) (5.06)
Aggr. demand 1.24**

(0.37)
Coup attempt X Aggr. demand 2.48
(0.68)

Observations 865 495 495 495 865
F Statistic 116.05** 59.91** 58.23** 59.44** 105.34**

tp <0.1;* p <0.05; ** p <0.01. Errors clustered two-ways on countries and years. Calculations in R version 3.4.1.

I subset the data to include country-years with troop
commitments above 100 troops.

Table III reports five models in which I estimate the
change in PKO commitment following a coup event.
The coefficient for Coup attempt in Model 7 is negative
and significant, suggesting that coups are followed by
troop reductions, even when holding previous troop
levels constant. In substantive terms, the model predicts
that countries where militaries attempt coups experi-
ence an average participation reduction of nearly 700
soldiers. Setting the participation threshold higher, at
500 troops, results in an even stronger relationship
(Model 8). Models 9 and 10 show that the relationship
remains robust if the DV is restricted to only successful
coups or failed coups.

The theory suggests that the constraining effect
should correlate with the UN’s selection leverage: in
periods with unmet troop demand, the UN simply can-
not afford to penalize violators. To investigate this impli-
cation, I include an interaction with Aggregate demand in
Model 11. Congruent with expectations, the positive
coefficient for the interaction term indicates that associ-
ation between participation and coup attempts is dimin-
ished in periods of high UN demand. Indeed, in periods

when aggregate demand is at its maximum value of 1,

coups have no substantive impact on a country’s future
participation in UN peacekeeping,.

It cannot be excluded that post-coup troop reduc-
tions are explained by alternative mechanisms. For
example, it is imaginable that the observed effect is not
so much a result of involuntary reduction in contribu-
tions as an effect of inability to contribute. Countries
that experience coup attempts may suffer temporary
incapacitation that reduces their ability to play a role
in international field missions. This is a likely explana-
tion for some cases, but given that very poor and in
many ways dysfunctional states manage to contribute to
UN peacekeeping at other times, it does not provide a
fully convincing general account. Furthermore, such a
capacity mechanism would not fit well with the obser-
vation that troop reductions are lower in periods when
the UN needs more troops.

Longitudinal analysis on matched country pairs:
Implications for democratization

If participation in UN peacekeeping reduces the prob-
ability of military coups at home, does it also make
TCCs more democratic? Since coups are destabilizing
events that slow down, or even retard, democratic
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Figure 6. First panel: Governance trajectories for matched TCCs and non-TCCs, before and after TCC status is attained
(‘treatment’) for the first group. Second panel: Democratic difference between TCCs and non-TCCs in the same time period

development (Acemoglu & Robinson, 2005), the expec-
tation is that fewer coups would lead to an overall heal-
thier democratization trajectory, and vice versa. On the
other hand, coups may occasionally sweep aside author-
itarian regimes and pave the way for more democratic
forms of governance (Marinov & Goemans, 2014).

What patterns emerge in the data at hand? I combine
case matching (Rubin, 2006) with differences-in-
differences analysis (Angrist & Pischke, 2008) to com-
pare the governance trajectories of two groups of
comparable TCCs and non-TCC:s. In the data, there are
20 countries that changed status from non-TCC to
TCC, defined as having at least three consecutive years
of UN troop commitments above 100 troops.'> For
each of the ‘treatment’ cases (new TCCs), I paired up
a ‘control’ case with similar characteristics that remained
non-TCC throughout. The aspiration is to simulate the
conditions of a natural experiment: if, across pairs of
comparable countries, one is selected into ‘treatment’
(TCCs) and one is not (non-T'CCs) and the difference
in outcomes after a certain time is measured, it is possible
to identify the impact of peacekeeping participation on
coup attempts and regime characteristics. This approach
allows me to eliminate bias arising from selection on
observables (matching) and from non-observed secular
trends affecting all countries (DD).

I generated the matched dataset using a nearest neigh-

bor matching algorithm (Ho et al., 2007), balancing on a

'3 This subsample excludes countries that remained TCCs for the
entire 1991-2013 period, including most major TCCs.

vector of pre-treatment characteristics including democ-
racy, income level, ethnic fractionalization, military
expenditure, conflict history, region, population and
coup-proofing. Table IV in the appendix lists countries
in the TCC (‘treatment’) and non-TCC (‘control’)
groups. For each of these pairs, I extracted time-series data
on democratic quality (Polity score), covering four years
before the country became a TCC, the year it became a
TCC, and four years afterwards, for a total of nine years.
Each country in the ‘control’ group is observed over the
nine years corresponding to its matched country.

Figure 6 displays the result of this longitudinal analy-
sis with matched pairs. It is revealing in several ways.
First, the similarity across the two groups in the pre-
treatment stage suggests that the matching worked rea-
sonably well: while the trends are different, the two
groups have comparable democracy scores. Ex ante bal-
ance is also suggested by a statistical comparison of the
two groups (Table A.IIl in the Online appendix). Sec-
ond, the governance trajectories of the two groups appear
to diverge in the first part of the treatment phase, with
countries that became TCCs displaying an increase in
average democratic quality, whereas those countries that
did not become TCCs experience a stagnant trend. The
second panel of Figure 6 shows a marked net difference
in Polity scores once one group of countries starts con-
tributing troops to the UN.

There is also a clear difference in the frequency of
coup attempts. Of those countries that became TCCs,
only three experienced coups in the five years following
the shift in TCC status, whereas their non-TCC peers
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experienced a total of 14 coups (see Table IV in the
appendix).

These results must be interpreted with caution. First,
while the gap between the two groups expands during
the treatment period, the downward turn in Polity scores
observed in the control group starts one year before
treatment. Second, tests of the mean difference between
the two groups, while apparent in a diagram, do not
reach standard levels of statistical significance. In other
words, it is possible the observed differences are due to
uncontrolled dissimilarities between groups or that dif-
ferences in outcomes would not be observed were scho-
lars able to extend the number of observed countries.
However, at the very least, they suggest that existing
claims (Levin et al., 2016) about the illiberal conse-
quences of participation in UN peacekeeping do not
generalize. The data presented here, representing a far
larger evidentiary basis than the two cases examined by
Levin et al. (2016), clearly do not exhibit a trend towards
authoritarianism.

Conclusion

Does participation in UN peacekeeping reduce coups at
home? Cross-national evidence from the 1991-2013
period suggests that it does. Countries highly dependent
on peacekeeping revenues are less likely to experience
attempted military seizures of government. I argue that
the logic of peacekeeping dependency constraints devel-
oped in this article provides a convincing explanation for
the observed statistical pattern. The theory emphasizes
the role of economic incentives, largely overlooked in
previous studies of participation effects, and it captures
a strategic dynamic that is missing from accounts based
on socialization and other mechanisms.

The main empirical finding challenges prior claims
that peacekeeping has destabilizing effects or reinforces
illiberal governance (Savage & Caverley, 2014; Levin
et al., 2016). Rather, the evidence suggests that partici-
pation in UN peacekeeping reduces coups, the most
overt type of military interference, and that it may have
positive effects for longer-term democratization.

The predicted effect of peacekeeping participation is
heterogeneous and varies according to domestic and
international factors. This resonates with Sotomayor’s
(2013) findings, but whereas Sotomayor explained diver-
gence with reference to choices made by civilian author-
ities, my account highlights how divergence emerges,
first, from variation in economic incentives facing
troop-contributing militaries, and, second, from varia-
tion in the global supply and demand of peacekeepers.

The observed statistical patterns are consistent with
several theoretic mechanisms, including socialization,
resource shifts and external diversion. However, taken
as a whole, the data fit better with the logic of peace-
keeping dependency constraints presented here. For
example, the finding that participation effects vary with
military salaries would not be expected under socializa-
tion logics. Similarly, socialization or resource-based the-
ories would be hard-pressed to explain why participation
effects vary with the global supply of peacekeepers.
Furthermore, the observation of a penalty effect, in
which participation is reduced following coups, is not
immediately congruent with alternative accounts. Over-
all, the evidence does not allow us to rule out any par-
ticular explanation, but it provides credible evidence that
peacekeeping dependency constraints represent a plausi-
ble mechanism, especially in the subset of poorer coun-
tries with cash-strapped militaries.

Further empirical work can be done to confirm and
elaborate the effect of peacekeeping dependency. For
example, while the present study goes a long way to
control for the country characteristics that may confound
a comparative analysis, there remains a possibility that
the UN ‘looks down the road’ to assess the risk of future
coups in a given TCC, adjusting its offers of peacekeep-
ing participation accordingly. Even if that seems
unlikely, given the difficulty of predicting imminent
coups (even sophisticated statistical models perform
poorly) and the absence of clear candidates for predictors
beyond those already controlled for, it cannot be ruled
out based on the present evidence. At the same time, the
confirmation of such pre-selection effects would not
invalidate the logic presented here, but rather suggest
that it operates with a shorter lag time.

Next, the study emphasized one particular aspect of
civil-military relations: military coups. A natural exten-
sion of the present study is to theorize and examine the
impact of participation on other dependent variables,
such as military compliance and intramilitary friction
(cf. Feaver, 1999). Here, it would be useful to develop a
deeper understanding of political dynamics within
TCCs relating to the distribution of peacekeeping rev-
enues. Individual cases, such as the 2004 mutiny in
Guinea-Bissau or the 2009 mutiny in Bangladesh, sug-
gest that military factionalism and perceptions about
unfairness regarding payments and ‘who gets to go’
on UN peacekeeping can produce instability, which,
if generalized, may counteract the positive effects sug-
gested here.

Furthermore, the study did not assess the full nature
and implications of the finding that UN penalties vary
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with aggregate peacekeeping demand. The logic is theo-
retically convincing, empirically plausible and, by taking
credibility into account, a novel way of viewing external
conditionalities. Further research should seek to develop
systematic evidence on the usage of UN leverage (as
indicated by the anecdotal evidence presented here) and
how it is perceived by existing and prospective TCCs.

The policy implications that flow from the present
study are clear. By strengthening the UN’s selection
leverage, for example by establishing stricter governance
standards for contributing states, the observed disciplin-
ing effect can be further optimized. The stricter TCC
vetting standards implemented by the UN in the last few
years are a step in the right direction. However, as the
analysis here shows, vetting can only be effective if the
UN actually has a choice of alternative TCCs, which is
premised on a sufficient global supply of peacekeepers.
Consequently, the key policy implication of this study is
that vetting will not reach its full impact until there is a
high enough supply of peacekeepers to award the UN a
real choice among alternative suppliers. In that light, it is
unfortunate that most developed countries have down-
sized their participation in UN peacekeeping over the
last two decades. In the absence of adequate contribu-
tions, the UN’s depleted stock of peacekeepers will not
only be less capable of having a direct effect on peace, but
will also have a smaller indirect effect on the political
stability of troop-contributing states.

Replication data

The dataset and do-files for the empirical analysis in this
article, along with the Online appendix, can be found at
http://www.prio.org/jpr/datasets. All analyses were con-
ducted using R version 3.4.1.
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Appendix

Decision-theoretic model
To support the narrative logic, the following develops a
decision-theoretic model based on rationalist premises.
The model has one actor facing an optimization prob-
lem, a benefit-maximizing decisionmaker responsible for
military policy in a country, including the degree of
military intervention in domestic politics. The sole deci-
sion in the model is whether to attempt an illegal seizure
of government, that is, a coup, or to continue status quo.
In the status quo situation, the military is enjoying the
benefits flowing from two sources of income: a military
budget, #;, which represents the funds allocated by the
government to the military, and funds received for par-
ticipating in UN peacekeeping, #,. The total benefits of
the military in the starting condition is the sum of these
two flows, i.e. u; + uy.

If a coup is undertaken, the military achieves a
higher level of discretion over the allocation of govern-
ment funds, increasing #; by a factor a € [0, 00] to
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u1(1 + ), which is always greater than #;. However, if
the military engages in a coup, it becomes less attractive
as a participant in UN peacekeeping, resulting in a
reduction of peacekeeping revenues by a factor
B €[0,1], so that total revenues from the UN
become #,(1 — 3). This change may be thought of as
the size of UN conditionalities for participation in
UN peacekeeping. A high (3 translates into a more
restrictive policy: militaries that attempt coups are not
welcome. A small (3 reflects a more lenient policy.

The total benefits of the military in the coup condition
is the sum of these two flows, i.e. 1 (1 4+ @)+ up (1 — f3).

Since the military prefers outcomes that maximize
total revenues, it will instigate a coup if #; +u, <
u1(1 4+ o) + uy(1 — ). Assuming that peacekeeping
revenues, being money, can be written as a linear func-
tion of the military budget, #, = yu;, where v repre-
sents the relative size of peacekeeping revenues to the
regular military budget (for a military that is highly
dependent on peacekeeping, vy is large, and vice versa),
the condition under which a military is incentivized to
engage in a coup becomes u; + yuy < uy(1 + )+
~yu1 (1 — B3), which simplifies to v < a/. That is, the
military decisionmaker will favor a coup if the ratio of
‘coup benefits’ to ‘UN penalties’ exceeds the dependency
on peacekeeping.

Examining comparative statics, it is easy to see that
increasing o facilitates satisfaction of the condition. This
makes sense: greater post-coup revenue boosts should
make militaries more willing to engage in coups. Increas-
ing the UN’s sensitivity to coups, (3, decreases the right-
hand ratio, making a military less willing to instigate a
takeover. This seems reasonable: increasing the indirect

penalties imposed on coup makers should present a dis-
incentive. Increasing the military’s dependency on UN
peacekeeping, v, raises the threshold condition, making
a military less willing to intervene, ceteris paribus. This
reflects the fact that if a large share of a military’s total
revenue flows are channeled from the UN, foregoing
these flows is more painful.

Table IV. Matched country pairs

Coup  Non-TCCs
TCCs (‘treated) — attempts  (‘control) Coup attempts
Guatemala Haiti (1991)
Peru Jamaica
Paraguay Costa Rica
Chile Mexico
Gambia Colombia
Senegal Venezuela (1992), 2002
Niger 2010  Guyana
Guinea Ecuador 2000
Burkina Faso Mali 2012
Sierra Leone Mauritania 2003, 2005, 2008
Togo 2005  Ivory Coast
Tanzania Liberia
Rwanda Chad 1993
Mozambique Congo
Zambia Uganda
Malawi Botswana
Namibia Madagascar 2009, 2010
Morocco Algeria (1992)
Tunisia Sudan
Mongolia Afghanistan
Cambodia Papua New 2012

Guinea

Coup attempts outside of the relevant 4-year period in parenthesis.
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