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This appendix accompanies “CIA Interventions, Tariff Changes, and

Trade During the Cold War: A Variation and New Results” by Bruno Corié
(Econ Journal Watch 13(2), May 2016). The Appendix provides new
estimates of the models reported in Berger et al. (2013) using corrected data.

To facilitate comparison all results are reported in the identical form as in
Berger et al. (2013).

Table 1. Replication of Table 1 in Berger et al. (2013)

In normalized In normalized In normalized

imports from exports exports
In normalized imports from the US the world to the US  to the world
1) ) ®) 4) ©) (6)
US influence 0.323**  0.762*** 0.321** 0.011 0.162 0.050
(0.127) (0.145) (0.126) (0.041) (0.117) (0.045)
Control variables
In per capita income  0.259* 0.172** 0.303** 0.157** 1.231%** 0.611***
(0.155) (0.071) (0.153) (0.070) (0.267) (0.107)
Soviet intervention -0.344  -1.084*** -0.334 0.024 -0.324** -0.115
control (0.219) (0.312) (0.218) (0.103) (0.154) (0.070)
Leader turnover -0.004 -0.126** -0.007 -0.023 0.006 -0.007
indicator (0.031) (0.055) (0.031) (0.015) (0.038) (0.019)
Leader tenure 0.005 -0.021** 0.006 -0.000 0.008 -0.002
(0.006) (0.009) (0.006) (0.002) (0.006) (0.003)
Democracy 0.003 0.083 0.028 -0.054 -0.080 -0.064
indicator (0.068) (0.138) (0.068) (0.044) (0.097) (0.042)
Trade cost/B&B MR controls
In Distance -0.415***  -0.229*** -0.128*** -0.137 -0.122%**
(0.098) (0.080) (0.040) (0.091) (0.027)
Contiguous border 1.347*** 0.080 -0.686 1.507 -0.292
indicator (0.457) (0.914) (0.535) (1.240) (0.342)
Common language 0.373 0.841 -0.476** 2.031%** -0.028
indicator (0.285) (0.600) (0.193) (0.749) (0.186)
GATT participation -0.810 -0.978 -0.059 0.043 -0.091*
indicator (0.718) (0.734) (0.041) (0.972) (0.051)
Regional Trade 2.138*** -0.066 -0.203 0.249 -0.139
(0.664) (0.280) (0.157) (0.536) (0.159)
Country fixed Yes No Yes Yes Yes Yes
effects
Year fixed effects Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Observations 3,677 3,677 3,677 3,677 3,462 3,462



http://econjwatch.org/1037
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Table 2. Replication of Table 2 in Berger et al. (2013)

In normalized imports from the US

Country-year level

Country-year-industry level

(1) (2) (4) )
US influence 0.323** 0.062 0.084 0.216** 0.228**
(0.126) (0.190) (0.189) (0.092) (0.091)
US influence x Govt share of GDP 1.432**  1.328**
(0.571) (0.566)
us inﬂuence X |High Govt Purchases 0.155**
(0.075)
US influence x |High Govt Purchases 0.127*
(0.075)
Govt share of GDP No Yes Yes No No
Govt share of GDP x All controls No No Yes No No
Observations 3,638 3,638 3,638 133,574 133,574

Table 3. Replication of Table 3 in Berger et al. (2013)

In normalized imports from the US

World market RCA

Developing country market RCA

2-digit 3-digit 4-digit 2-digit 3-digit 4-digit
industries industries  industries  industries industries industries
1) (2) 3 4 ®) (6)
US influence 0.484*** 0.413***  0.360***  0.494***  (0.431***  (.358***
(0.112) (0.0923) (0.0836) (0.1112) (0.0894) (0.0815)
US influence x US RCA -1.167**  -1.448**  -1.362**  -1571**  -1.373**  -1.149***
(0.514) (0.663) (0.603) (0.653) (0.543) (0.440)
US RCA 2.259%**% A 775%**  4,026%**  2.956***  3.421*%**  2.297***
(0.280) (0.225) (0.183) (0.338) (0.264) (0.311)
Observations 124,527 313,653 527,007 124,527 313,653 527,007




Table 4. Replication of Table 4 in Berger et al. (2013)

In normalized bilateral imports

(1) ) ®) (4) (%)
US influence -0.017 0.272*** -0.028 -0.022 -0.027
(0.025) (0.080) (0.029) (0.032) (0.032)
US influence x 0.380***  0.446***  (0.338**  0.369***  (.358***
US exporter (0.137) (0.138) (0.139) (0.139) (0.139)
US influence x -0.353***
US alignment of exporter, VYS (0.093)
US influence x 0.052
NATO member exporter (0.045)
US influence x 0.016
OECD member exporter (0.045)
US influence x 0.032
Western European exporter (0.045)
Observations 202,751 188,977 202,751 202,751 202,751
Table 5. Replication of Table 5 in Berger et al. (2013)
Military Economic Ex-Im
aid aid  Bank loans In normalized imports from the US
1) ) ®) (4) (®) (6) @) )

US influence 0.849%** 0.915%** 0105 0.321%* 0.273** 0.242**
(0.250)  (0.275) (0.132) (0.126) (0.118) (0.108)

0.315%* 0.235%*
(0.123)  (0.105)

In (1+US military aid) 0.064** 0.002
(0.028) (0.026)

In (1+US economic aid) 0.093*** 0.092***
(0.025) (0.023)

In (1+Ex-Im Bank loans)

Observations 3,677 3,677 3,677 3,677 3,677 3,677

0.037*** 0.038%**
(0.013)  (0.013)

3,677 3,677




Table 6. Replication of Table Al in Berger et al. (2013)

In normalized imports from the US

1) O] ®) 4)

US influence

0.252%%  0.358***  0.257***  (.312%*
(0.117)  (0.133)  (0.084)  (0.128)

Five year pre-trend of dependent variable 0.256***
(0.033)
Five year pre-onset fixed effects 0.184
(0.168)
Sanction -0.358**
(0.145)
Alliance with USA 0.392
(0.260)
Threat of force -1.562***
(0.472)
Show of force -0.317
(0.279)
Use of force -0.256
(0.194)
Exchange rate 0.000
(0.000)
Inflation -0.014
(0.156)
Country fixed effects Yes Yes Yes Yes
Observations 2,925 3,677 3,677 3,561
Table 7. Replication of Table A2 in Berger et al. (2013)
In normalized imports from the US
Poisson Alternative
Maximum LDV, Bruno  influence
Likelihood noFE LDV,FE (2005) variables
1) ) ®) (4) (®)
US influence 0.329***  0.095*** (0.134** (0.121***
(0.078) (0.026) (0.059) (0.034)
US influence (install and support) 0.379*
(0.200)
US influence (support only) 0.257**
(0.109)
Lagged dependent variable 0.886*** 0.638***
(0.017) (0.029)
Country fixed effects Yes No Yes Yes Yes
Observations 4,149 3,536 3,636 3,536 3,677




Table 8. Replication of Table A3 in Berger et al. (2013)

In normalized imports from the US

Baseline estimates

Post:intervention only; Pre:non-intervention

only
10-year  8-year  6-year  4-year 10-year  8-year 6-year  4-year
window window window window window window window window
1) (2 3) 4 ®) (6) ) (8)

US influence (install and support):
Pre onset: Period t - 5 0.163* 0.326***

(0.099) (0.117)
Pre onset: Period t - 4 0.113 0.042 0.176 0.177

(0.108) (0.113) (0.155)  (0.146)
Pre onset: Period t — 3 0.054  0.068 0.038 0.048 0.069 0.093

(0.137) (0.127) (0.115) (0.185) (0.167) (0.154)
Pre onset: Period t - 2 0.044  0.047 0.052 0.012 0.039 0.045 0.052  0.075

(0.126) (0.121) (0.115) (0.109) (0.139) (0.134) (0.127) (0.122)
Pre onset: Period t - 1 -0.134 -0.139 -0.125 -0.123 -0.172 -0.175 -0.158  -0.150

(0.238) (0.237) (0.238) (0.236) (0.263) (0.262)  (0.264) (0.261)
Onset year: Period t -0.035 -0.030 -0.025 -0.016 -0.033  -0.028 -0.024 -0.014

(0.133) (0.129) (0.125) (0.122) (0.135) (0.131) (0.127) (0.123)
Post onset: Periodt+1  0.198 0.212 0.223 0.223 0.202 0.215 0.224 0.224

(0.158) (0.159) (0.162) (0.166) (0.161) (0.161) (0.163) (0.167)
Post onset: Periodt+2  0.241 0.248 0.291* 0.246 0.251 0.292*

(0.174) (0.172) (0.173) (0.176)  (0.173)  (0.174)
Post onset: Periodt+3  0.106 0.245 0.123 0.248

(0.141)  (0.169) (0.145)  (0.170)
Post onset: Periodt+4  0.187 0.204

(0.145) (0.153)
Other post onset 0.410* 0.397* 0.393* 0.391* 0.418* 0.402*  0.394* 0.392*
intervention period (0.238) (0.227) (0.217) (0.211) (0.244) (0.232) (0.220) (0.212)
US influence 0.185** 0.195** 0.219** 0.234** 0.192** 0.198** 0.219** 0.233**
(support only) (0.083) (0.088) (0.095) (0.098) (0.086) (0.090) (0.096) (0.099)
Observations 2,765 2,978 3,184 3,353 2,765 2,978 3,184 3,353




Table 9. Replication of Table A4 in Berger et al. (2013)

FDI policy Channel

Tariff policy channel

Number of Foreign  Foreign In
foreign  affiliate  affiliate  imports
affiliates  sales smployment US

In normalized
Tariff  imports from
change the US

1) ) ®) (4) (®) (6)
US influence -0.200 -0.055 0.096 0.328** 0.008 0.196
(0.192) (0.367)  (0.125)  (0.146) (0.025) (0.121)
In(1+Number of foreign affiliates) -0.002
(0.047)
In(1+Foreign affiliate sales) 0.007
(0.023)
In(1+Foreign affiliate employment) 0.037
(0.037)
US influence x Post tariff change 0.155**
(0.076)
Observations 2,670 2,670 2,670 2,573 2,793 3,454
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