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What is the puzzle this article is trying to resolve?
This article is a critique of Model III of Alisson where the unitary character of state policy-making is denied and where state actions are assumed to be the end consequence of rational negotiating between self-interested intrastate actors. It observes the American naval forces which are described as “heavily influenced by the self-interested pulling and hauling of bureaucratic politics”. It examines whether decisions regarding kinds and levels of naval forces are influenced by “the relative power of individuals motivated by the parochial priorities and perceptions associated with their bureaucratic position.”
What is the thesis or the argument being made? Statistical analysis of navy budgets, ship construction programs and changes in fleet composition (resulting from bureaucratic politics) yielded no support to the belief that these politics played an important role in shaping the U.S. Navy in the postwar period. This therefore results in skepticism about any generalized claim that bureaucratic politics are important in influencing state actions.
[bookmark: _GoBack]What are the independent and the dependent variable? The independent variable is the internal bureaucratic politics because we are trying to determine if they affect the different decisions the Navy takes regarding its kinds and levels of naval forces which is the dependant variable. 
What is the significance of the case’s findings? This text tells us that the bureaucratic politics do not affect the Navy’s decisions in a significant way (while the Model III expects that bureaucratic politics played a role in shaping the U.S. Navy). This is significant because the statistical analysis in this work shows that there is no real correlation to support this idea. Therefore, we can consider that bureaucratic politics do not matter in shaping state behavior. 
