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Introduction 
 
U.S. export control laws restrict with whom a U.S. person can do business, 
how that business is done, and what may be transferred. These controls 
capture virtually every aspect of international commerce. For example (and 
not by way of limitation), these controls reach financial transactions 
involving anything of value, the provision of services of any sort, dealership 
agreements, distribution arrangements, stock transfers, exports of know-
how, technology transfers, employment of non-U.S. staff, exports of goods 
out of the United States, and mere proposals for certain exports. 
 
As a white collar defense attorney with a practice focused on U.S. export 
control laws, I assist clients in three main areas: (1) interpretation of and 
compliance with the laws, (2) internal investigation of potential violations, 
and (3) defense of investigations and prosecutions. Other defense counsel 
will benefit from a general understanding of these controls to ensure that 
their clients are aware of the potential application of the laws to their 
business conduct and to assist competently if a government investigation or 
prosecution occurs. 
 
When These Laws Apply 
 
The Laws Governing with Whom a U.S. Party Can Do Business 
 
The federal government’s most sweeping export control efforts involve 
restrictions on with whom business can be conducted (absent a license). 
Violations of these laws present the easiest enforcement opportunities, as 
they require only a demonstration that trade took place with a prohibited 
party. But, reflective of the complicated state of affairs in this area of law, 
multiple departments issue different lists of parties with which trade is 
prohibited. Trading with prohibited parties listed by any of these agencies 
can result in criminal and administrative penalties. Depending on 
circumstances, mere proposals or misdirected efforts at compliance can 
result in criminal or administrative charges. Further, construction of 
transactions involving prohibited parties in such a manner to comply with 
these restrictions can be interpreted as attempts at evasion. 
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Treasury Department Controls 
 
The Treasury Department’s Office of Foreign Assets Control interprets and 
implements controls brought under the Trading with the Enemy Act, the 
International Economic Emergency Powers Act, and several other laws 
directed at specific countries.1 The Office of Foreign Assets Control 
prohibits or restricts trade with a list of countries and an ever-growing 
directory of individuals and companies.2 The primary list of concern for 
U.S. companies is the list of embargoed countries and the Treasury 
Department’s Specially Designated National List. 
 
The country embargoes vary depending on the country in question, but 
they generally prohibit any trade with any person or entity in the embargoed 
destination. The rules, however, are ambiguous and contradictory in many 
respects. For example, United Nations persons are prohibited from most 
dealings with Iran. A U.S.-owned subsidiary outside the United States, 
however, can deal directly with Iran or another sanctioned country as long 
as no U.S. person facilitates or approves the transaction. This is true even if 
the foreign subsidiary is directly controlled by the U.S. parent, as long as no 
U.S. person participates in or approves the transaction. 
 
U.S. parties are also prohibited from trading with any party on the Specially 
Designated National List. When the U.S. government determines that a 
party is a buyer for an embargoed country, the U.S. government “specially 
designates” this party as a national of that country. Inclusion on the 
Specially Designated National List can occur at any time, even during the 
pendancy of a transaction with a U.S. company. 
 
Post-September 11th, another Treasury Department list, the Specially 
Designated Global Terrorist List, has grown in importance. As the federal 
government identifies individuals or companies that are “associated with” 
terrorist-supporting entities, these individuals and companies can be put on 
the Specially Designated Global Terrorist List. These individuals or 
companies are subject to change and, therefore, can include international 

                                                 
1 For a general overview of these rules, visit the Office of Foreign Assets Control Web 
site at www.treas.gov/offices/eotffc/ofac/sdn/t11sdn.pdf. See also generally 31 C.F.R. 
§§500–599. 
2 See generally 31 C.F.R. §§500, et seq. 
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trading partners of a client with which trade has been conducted legally for 
years. 
  
Commerce Department Controls 
 
The Commerce Department also prohibits trade with certain parties. The 
Commerce Department aims its prohibitions at parties that have violated 
U.S. export control laws and entities engaged in proliferation activities. The 
latter category would include, for example, government-owned facilities in 
the People’s Republic of China or Pakistan or private entities identified as 
buyers for proliferation projects. 
 
The Commerce Department’s denied parties list is made up of parties that 
have violated U.S. export control laws. U.S. persons cannot engage in any 
export-related activity with these listed persons. These activities include, by 
way of example, financing, services of any sort, shipping, management 
functions, and so on that could assist with an export transaction.3 The 
Commerce Department also compiles a list of entities engaged in 
proliferation activities. U.S. parties are prohibited from engaging in any 
export-related activity with these entities.4 
  
Trade with any party on these lists, or mere participation in a transaction 
with them, can result in criminal and/or administrative charges. In addition 
to these two lists of prohibited parties, the Commerce Department adds a 
third—a list of recipients of U.S. exports who have (for one reason or 
another) not allowed the United States to verify that they are using the 
technology in the manner reported. These parties constitute the “unverified 
list.” While trade with these parties is not prohibited, trading with them 
absent some demonstrable assurance of non-proliferation leaves the U.S. 
party open to the allegation that it knowingly self-blinded to a proliferation 
risk.5 
 
 
 

 
3 See generally the Export Administration Regulations, 15 C.F.R. §§730–774. The denied 
parties list can be found at www.bis.doc.gov/dpl/Default.shtm. 
4 The entities list can be found at www.bis.doc.gov/Entities/Default.htm. 
5 See www.bis.doc.gov/Enforcement/UnverifiedList/unverified_parties.html. 
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State Department Controls 
 
While the Treasury and Commerce Department prohibitions apply to any 
trade with the denied or prohibited parties, the State Department is more 
limited in its prohibitions. As the regulator of munitions exports, the State 
Department maintains a list of “debarred” parties—that is, those that 
cannot receive exports of U.S.-origin munitions.6 A broad array of 
technologies qualifies as munitions or “defense articles” or “defense 
services.” For example, any technology that has been specifically designed 
or modified for military application (anywhere in the world) may fall under 
the definition of munitions.7 This could include a lightweight carbon 
composite or flight instructional software. Defense services can include 
consulting or operation or design of defense facilities. As with the Treasury 
and Commerce Department list-specific prohibitions, any effort to engage 
in a transaction with a debarred party may result in criminal or 
administrative sanctions. 
 
Laws Governing What Can Be Sold 
 
Commerce Department Controls 
 
By virtue of the Export Administration Act, 50 App. U.S.C. 2401 et seq., 
the Commerce Department’s Bureau of Industry and Security enforces 
dual-use export controls through the Export Administration Regulations.8 
The Export Administration Regulations control most exports, the vast 
majority of which can occur under a general license or “general exception” 
to the controls. High-end technology and related services, however, risk 
falling into a controlled category given their potential military use. 
Technologies controlled by the Export Administration Regulations are 
listed in the Commerce Control List. This list has discrete categories of 
technologies that are controlled. These categories are referred to as export 
control classification numbers.9 The export control classification numbers 

                                                 
6 See www.pmddtc.state.gov/debar059intro.htm. 
7 See, e.g., 22 C.F.R. §121, Category VIII, Aircraft and Associated Equipment, paragraph 
(h), “controlling parts, components, and associated equipment specifically designed or 
modified for articles [controlled by this category].” 
8 15 C.F.R. §§730–774. 
9 See 15 C.F.R. 774, Supplement 1. 
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contain technical parameters that allow an exporter to determine if the 
technology itself is controlled for export.10 Even technologies outside of 
these controls may require a license, however, depending on the end user or 
end use. 
 
State Department Controls 
 
The Arms Export Control Act provides the State Department with 
authority to control the export and some imports of munitions (i.e., defense 
articles or services). The State Department corollary to the Export 
Administration Regulations are the International Traffic in Arms 
Regulations, administered by the Directorate of Defense Trade Controls.11 
Unlike the Export Administration Regulations, the International Traffic in 
Arms Regulations do not contain a discrete list of technology, the export of 
which falls under Directorate of Defense Trade Controls jurisdiction. 
Instead, the International Traffic in Arms Regulations contain the U.S. 
Munitions List, on which are found broad categories (e.g., “forgings, 
castings, and machined bodies”).12 The ambiguous entries allow the State 
Department flexibility to reach out and control a new technology and/or 
any technology specifically designed or modified for military use.13 The 
State Department also has the ability to designate a technology a 
“munitions” if, in its opinion, national security concerns warrant the 
control. There can be overlap between the export jurisdiction of the State 
and Commerce Departments. The Department of Energy can also 
occasionally be involved. The general rule is that the State Department 
trumps the Commerce Department and/or shares jurisdiction with the 
Department of Energy in such cases. Confusion due to overlapping or 
conflicting jurisdictional issues can signal, however, a means of resolving 
the matter to a client’s favor, as it may indicate legitimate confusion by 
industry participants. State Department designation of a technology or 
service as a U.S. Munitions List item is not judicially reviewable.14 

 
10 For an explanation of the Export Administration Regulations, see 
www.bis.doc.gov/licensing/exportingbasics.htm. 
11 See 22 C.F.R.C §120–130. 
12 See 22 C.F.R. §121. 
13 For an explanation of the International Traffic in Arms Regulations, see 
www.pmddtc.state.gov/reference.htm. 
14 See 22 U.S.C. 2778(h). 
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Department of Energy Controls 
 
The Department of Energy’s Nuclear Regulatory Commission controls the 
export of technology used in certain aspects of nuclear power generation.15 
The Nuclear Regulatory Commission licenses construction, operation, and 
decommissioning of commercial reactors and fuel cycle facilities; 
possession, use, exporting, and importing of nuclear materials and waste; 
and design, construction, operations, and closure of waste disposal sites. 
  
Penalties 
 
Penalties for violations of U.S. export control laws can be criminal or civil, 
including imprisonment, fines, and, critically, a denial of export privileges. 
Under all of the regulatory regimes, each export or transaction can produce 
multiple violations. The penalties are not per “transaction,” leaving open 
the possibility that one export transaction can produce multiple violations 
and rapidly increase an exporter’s liability. The regulators employ the 
principles of “parsing and stacking” to multiply the number of potential 
violations. The general rule of thumb is that for each shipment, the 
regulators can assert five to six violations. 
  
Defense counsel should understand applicable penalties and the relevant 
mitigating factors, discussed in detail below, to make the best case for a 
lower, non-criminal penalty for a client facing investigation, prosecution, or 
other enforcement action. 
 
Treasury Department Penalties 
 
Willful violations of the Treasury Department regulations can produce fines 
ranging from $50,00016 to $1 million.17 Individuals also may be imprisoned 
for up to ten18 or twenty years.19 Civil penalties may also be imposed for 

                                                 
15 See www.nrc.gov. 
16 See 31 C.F.R. §535.701(a)(1) (Iranian Assets Control Regulations). 
17 See 31 C.F.R. §501.701(a)(1) (violations of the Trading with the Enemy Act). 
18 See id. 
19 31 C.F.R. §535.701(a)(2) (Iranian Assets Control Regulations). 
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violations of most Treasury Department embargoes (e.g., Iranian 
sanctions).20 
  
Commerce Department Penalties 
 
Willful violations of the Commerce Department regulations can lead to 
criminal penalties of up to ten years in prison and/or fines of five times the 
value of the export or $1 million (for a corporation) and $250,000 (for an 
individual).21 Export violations under the Commerce Department rules can 
result in civil penalties up to $100,000. Export privileges may also be lost.22 
 
State Department Penalties 
 
Willful violations of the State Department regulations can lead to fines of 
$1 million or ten years of imprisonment.23 Civil violations can result in 
penalties up to $500,000.24 In addition, the State Department can “debar” a 
violator, making the person or entity ineligible to receive export of State 
Department licensed technology or participate in contracts involving such 
technology.25 Such debarment can cripple clients whose businesses rely 
upon exports or government contracts. 
 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission Penalties 
 
Criminal penalties under the Nuclear Regulatory Commission export rules 
can result in criminal fines ranging to up to twenty years of imprisonment 
and $20,000 per violation for willful violations.26 Violations of the Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission export rules also can result in civil penalties.27 
 
 
 

 
20 See 31 C.F.R. §535.701. 
21 See 15 C.F.R. §764.3(b)(2). 
22 See id §764.3(a)(2). 
23 See 22 C.F.R. §127.3 (citing 22 U.S.C. §2778). 
24 See 22 C.F.R. §127.10 (citing 22 U.S.C. §2780). 
25 See 22 C.F.R. 127.10. 
26 See 10 C.F.R. §110.67; 42 U.S.C. § 2273. 
27 See 10 C.F.R. §110.64. 
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The U.S. Sentencing Guidelines 
 
Section 2M5.128 of the U.S. Sentencing Guidelines provides the following 
for evasions of export controls and financial transactions with countries 
supporting international terrorism: 
 

(a)  Base offense level (apply the greater): 
 
(1) 26, if (A) national security controls or controls 
related to the proliferation of nuclear, biological, or 
chemical weapons or materials were evaded; or (B) the 
offense involved a financial transaction with a country 
supporting international terrorism; or 
 
(2) 14, otherwise. 

 
There are forty-three base offense levels in the U.S. Sentencing 
Guidelines.29 A base offense level of twenty-six provides for a minimum 
prison sentence of sixty-three to seventy-eight months.30 Section 2M5.1 is 
not listed under §8C2.1, which governs penalties for organizations. 
Therefore, organizational penalties would be determined per 18 U.S.C. 
§§3553 and 3572. In practice, a prosecutor would likely pursue a penalty 
against an organization that would be proportionately equivalent to 
§2M5.1’s impact on an individual. 
  
The harshness of §2M5.1 demonstrates the U.S. government’s strong belief 
that violations of export control laws are, per se, violations of national 
security measures for which harsh penalties ought to be given to punish the 
violator and deter future violations by the perpetrator and others. 
 
Mitigation Factors 
 
Defense counsel should aim to have violations resolved by the federal 
agency with jurisdiction over the alleged unlawful transaction. Even when 
the Justice Department is involved, however, there are several express 
                                                 
28 U.S. Sentencing Commission, Guidelines Manual, §2M5.1 (November 2005). 
29 U.S. Sentencing Guidelines sentence table (November 2005). 
30 Id. 
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mitigation factors defense counsel should develop to avoid criminal 
prosecution and/or lower penalties. 
 
Commerce Department Factors 
 
The Commerce Department provides guidance on how it determines which 
sanctions are appropriate in an administrative settlement.31 Mitigating 
factors considered include: 
 

• Voluntary self-disclosure 
• Existence of an effective export compliance program and export 

compliance efforts 
• Whether the violation was an isolated occurrence or the result of a 

good faith misinterpretation 
• The likelihood that a license would have been granted if requested 
• Limited prior export-related problems in the past 
• Cooperation to an exceptional degree 
• Substantial assistance to the Commerce Department in connection 

with another investigation 
• Violation was not likely to involve harm of the nature that the 

control was intended to protect against 
• The party had little or no previous export experience and was not 

familiar with export requirements 
 
State Department Factors 
 
The International Traffic in Arms Regulations’ guidance on voluntary self-
disclosures provides the following factors that should be considered by 
defense counsel whenever a potential violation of the State Department’s 
export control laws is at issue: 
 

• Did the client voluntarily disclose the violation, and did the person 
making the disclosure do so with the full knowledge and 
authorization of company senior management? 

 
31 15 C.F.R. Part 766, Supplement Number 1, Section 3. 
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• Would the transaction have been authorized by the State 
Department if a proper license application had been submitted? 

• Did the client cooperate with the government investigation? 
• Did the client institute or improve a compliance program to reduce 

the likelihood of future violations? 
• What is the explanation for how and why the violation occurred?32 

 
McNulty Memo Factors 
 
As with other white collar investigations and prosecutions, prosecutors are 
likely to consider the principles discussed in Paul J. McNulty’s 
“Memorandum Regarding Principles of Federal Prosecution of Business 
Organizations,” including the following mitigating principles: 
 

• The timely and voluntary disclosure of wrongdoing 
• Existence and adequacy of a pre-existing compliance program 
• Remedial actions taken by the corporation, including efforts to 

implement or improve a compliance program, to replace 
responsible management, to terminate wrongdoers, to pay 
restitution, and to cooperate with the government 

 
Potential Errors in Export Control Investigations and Prosecutions 
 
Export control work is fraught with complicated statutes and regulations, 
overlapping jurisdiction of numerous federal agencies, and the potential for 
confusion and misinterpretation regarding both the applicable laws and 
factual details. Therefore, this is an area of law where mistakes are bound to 
happen, by both the companies attempting to comply and the federal 
agencies attempting to enforce. Defense counsel should be aware of these 
complications to attempt to ensure that their clients are properly complying, 
but also to help mitigate errors by their clients, which may well be explained 
(though not excused) by the complicated nature of the law. 
  
Further, in some areas of federal law enforcement, such as securities 
violations, bank fraud, and other more frequently charged white collar 
offenses, defense counsel can anticipate reasonably that the assistant U.S. 
                                                 
32 See 22 C.F.R. §127.12(b)(3). 
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attorney reviewing an agent’s work will bring to that review some 
experience in the area and/or be able to rely on others in the U.S. attorney’s 
office for that expertise. It is my experience that—outside of particular 
jurisdictions—the level of prosecutorial experience with these controls 
varies considerably. This means that as the new export control initiatives 
roll forward and more charges are threatened under these laws, defense 
counsel will have to deal with possibly newly trained agents who are subject 
to oversight of assistant U.S. attorneys who may have limited experience 
themselves. The net result is that clients are likely to face an investigation or 
prosecution brought under complex federal laws that are interpreted by 
newly trained agents under the supervision of assistant U.S. attorneys who 
have never brought a prosecution under these laws. 
  
Practice Pointers for Defense Counsel 
 
Prohibited Parties 
 
Transactions involving sanctioned countries, listed entities, or prohibited, 
denied, or debarred parties are often preferred as prosecution vehicles due 
to the simpler elements of proof. Even if a party to a client’s transaction 
appears listed, with an eye to defeating a claim of a knowing or willful 
violation, it is important to perform the following: 
 

• Work with the agents to resolve the investigation at the agency 
level. 

• Determine the particular national security imperative driving the 
matter. Note that this changes according to the reason for a party 
being included on a prohibited list. 

• Posture the client to showcase its extant compliance efforts or 
assist in putting in place compliance controls meeting and 
exceeding agency expectations. 

• Ensure that compliance controls incorporate recommendations of 
the agency involved (which can be found on each agency’s Web 
site) and refer to industry standards of compliance performance 
found in the Nunn-Wolfowitz best practices study and related 
recommendations for internal controls set by the U.S. Federal 
Sentencing Commission. 
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• Determine the date the entity or person was listed. 
• Determine if the entity used an artifice to defraud the U.S. party, 

such as a false name, false address, and so on. 
• Compare the date of listing with the origin of the transaction at 

question to argue, perhaps, that the relationship predated the 
listing. 

• Remember that listings can occur at any time, and with some lists, 
such as the Commerce Department’s denied party list, entities can 
be de-listed at irregular intervals. 

• If an artifice was used by the listed party, compare that against the 
information available to the client to demonstrate that reasonable 
efforts would not have prevented the violative transaction. 

• Examine in detail the regulations under which the entity was listed 
to confirm that the client behavior violated the regulations. For 
example, transactions with parties resident in sanctioned countries, 
such as Iran, the Sudan, and Cuba, may be legal given certain 
conditions. Do not assume that residency in a sanctioned country 
or listing renders an automatic violation, as the regulations provide 
numerous exceptions and conditions that might apply. 

• Examine the organic law underpinning the regulations at question 
to ensure that the agency is not acting ultra vires. In the case of the 
Office of Foreign Assets Control sanctions, the organic law is 
normally the International Emergency Economic Powers Act, as 
implemented by an executive order. Examination of the relevant 
executive order will assist in interpretation of the Office of Foreign 
Assets Control regulations. 

• Consider an independent analysis of the denied party to assess the 
national security issue posed by the violation. 

• Remember that all of these prosecutions are driven by a national 
security imperative. If an independent review indicates that the 
denied or prohibited party does not pose the risk alleged, the client 
may be able to argue more effectively for lenient treatment. On the 
other hand, if the party is a threat to national security, an 
independent review may assist the client in presenting that 
information as a means of becoming part of the solution for the 
government. 
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Unlicensed Exports 
 
It is important for defense counsel to have a clear understanding of what 
the export consisted of, including all transactions leading up to (and 
happening after) the export. This information can assist counsel in 
analyzing the export to decide which agency’s laws governed the export, 
whether a license was required, and what national security concerns were 
implicated by an unlicensed export. Counsel should also focus on the 
client’s compliance systems and efforts and work to ensure that compliance 
efforts will satisfy a review by the federal agency. To analyze the export and 
defend the client, counsel should: 
  

• Examine in detail compliance efforts of the client. If there are 
none, construct a comprehensive system of controls immediately, 
even during the pendency of an investigation. Such a system will 
address a key prosecution imperative, that is, to make sure only 
trustworthy exporters are involved in international trade. 

• Assess the technology at issue and evaluate its history of control 
under the Commerce Department and/or State Department 
regimes. 

• Determine if any multilateral export control accords address the 
technology to see if the United States is consistent in its treatment 
of the technology in such agreements and the threatened 
prosecution. For example, the Wassenar Agreement on Export 
Controls of Conventional Arms and Dual-Use Technologies 
reflects how the United States has agreed to control certain 
technology exports in cooperation with numerous allies. Similarly, 
the Australia Group Accords on the Export of Chemicals reflect 
the United States’ position with respect to specific export 
requirements. If a disparity in treatment is discovered, it may be 
possible to assert that the regulation is ultra vires, or the product of 
mistake. 

• Consider filing a classification request with either the State or 
Commerce Department designed to elicit a ruling that the 
technology is not classified as alleged by the agents. Under the 
Commerce Department rules, a classification request can take as 
little as ten days. The State Department rules consider such filings a 
“commodity jurisdiction request,” which can take anywhere from 
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weeks to months to process, depending on the complexity of the 
request. Counsel inexperienced in these matters should consult 
with a specialist prior to filing such a request. There are arguments 
that can be made that might prove persuasive in obtaining a 
favorable ruling. For example, demonstrating a commercial 
equivalent of a technology alleged to be a U.S. Munitions List item 
may defeat State Department jurisdictional claims. 

• Work closely with the agents, not just the assistant U.S. attorney. In 
most jurisdictions, the assistant U.S. attorney will rely on the 
Homeland Security agents for guidance on the export rules. If the 
agent agrees that the matter is not worth pursuing, through a 
showing of past or current compliance efforts and a challenge to 
the claim of illegality, the investigation may resolve itself. Often, 
assistant U.S. attorneys, aware of their limited knowledge in this 
area, will allow counsel to deal directly with the subject matter 
expert agents. 

• An assurance of future compliance is key to addressing an agent’s 
concerns. Unlike other areas of white collar defense, export 
controls are driven by national security and foreign policy 
concerns. This means assurances with respect to compliant 
conduct and assistance with resolving concerns over an illegal 
export can assist significantly in case resolution. 

• Get the technology back (if authorized by the Commerce or State 
Department) or at least find out where it is and what it is used for. 
Recall that the national security imperative is driving the 
investigation. Therefore, locating, isolating, or perhaps returning 
the allegedly illegally exported technology removes from the 
government’s concerns the risk that the technology is being put to 
a proliferation purpose. 

• If the technology cannot be recovered, plan on providing the 
government with detailed information concerning the recipient and 
to address proliferation and diversion concerns. 

• Whether facing prosecution under Office of Foreign Assets 
Control, State Department, or Commerce Department rules, the 
investigation may lead to expensive administrative penalties. The 
primary goal of the initial defense effort is to quash the criminal 
investigation and have the matter considered by the administrative 
agency. Secondarily, the initial defense efforts should lay the 
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groundwork for favorable administrative consideration. At the level 
of administration consideration, compliance efforts and resources 
spent to remedy the situation may be considered mitigating factors 
when negotiating a penalty. Accordingly, the client has to be 
convinced to both allocate resources for the traditional criminal 
defense and to make changes required to show efforts toward 
remediation and compliance at the agency level. 

 
Conclusion 
 
Defense of a matter brought under the U.S. export controls requires an 
understanding of the applicable laws, as well as the policy driving the laws and 
any given investigation. Successful analysis and defense often requires input 
from an attorney specializing in this area. Whether or not specialty counsel is 
involved, defense counsel should have a basic understanding of the types of 
controls in place and the key issues to address in the event of an investigation. 
 
In contrast to other areas of criminal defense, counsel is less likely to find 
experienced assistant U.S. attorneys supervising these matters. This means 
defense counsel should take extra measures that sometimes include duplicating 
agency-level analyses to assist in properly directing the investigation. A key to 
resolution is compliance, whether prior to or after the alleged incident. 
 
As non-tariff barriers decrease and international trade increases, 
enforcement of U.S. export control laws will continue to increase. 
Companies that did not need to understand these laws five years ago will 
now require counsel and compliance systems to navigate this area of law. 
Therefore, defense counsel should also be aware of U.S. export control laws 
and their potential impact on clients. 
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unknown authors and analysts. Aspatore Books is committed to 
publishing an innovative line of business and legal books, those which 
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opposed to nice-to-read books – for all business professionals. 
 

Inside the Minds 
The critically acclaimed Inside the Minds series provides readers of all 
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CFO, CTO, CMO, Partner) from the world's most respected companies. 
Each chapter is comparable to a white paper or essay and is a future-
oriented look at where an industry/profession/topic is heading and the 
most important issues for future success. Each author has been carefully 
chosen through an exhaustive selection process by the Inside the Minds 
editorial board to write a chapter for this book. Inside the Minds was 
conceived in order to give readers actual insights into the leading minds 
of business executives worldwide. Because so few books or other 
publications are actually written by executives in industry, Inside the 
Minds presents an unprecedented look at various industries and 
professions never before available.  
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