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2 3% &y BHoE Mu|AE wolgton, o Mujxg A
5 BAFEFEe] £ O MURATEY Ayl viE) A9 FAR
o B3 Ad 4047 Fuke] 9F ARE FAH L pEeASE, 53 F
g ol wrtEd wus] @A wdrh stARt @3S 23
Ml #AEe BHslel d5stole BFetm, g 4033 Fupe AA
AAE AAFHAUJLE o] =B A 4097 Fope] AR 43
AXNAA BAAolel #AE BEAME D, AAEHelEd Fuke) A4 A
ole] Be=m g Mdwstant vk
o] =#o TAL ¥ Pk A2FA, wHHozA A
Fo 94 ARES 7k nAgch oy, A3GAAE Fake
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<E 1> Fdvl R opAo} F7te) HE (19894)

Economy 2505 J%E | FuSug HFF ggus s’
Latin America and the
Caribbean
Argentina 9" 71° 41°
Brazil 34 39 11
Chile 39 5 19
Colombia 69 52 14
Costa Rica 86 41 27
Mexico 100 53 15
Average 87 55 21
Cuba® 92 89 21
Asia
Hong Kong 100 73 na.
Japan® 100 9% 30
Korea, Rep. of 100 36 33
Singapore 100 69 n.a
Average 100 81 X
Source: World Bank, World Development Report 1991-1992, World Development
Indicators 1998

a 3 |8 AddA 9 v & b. 1987 c. 1988 d. 1990

| A3EE ol QY A5 F& TR 79
o} ] At A5 7P F8% 24
LAE F A g RAET oA, Mincerean 25 WAAE "}%‘5}
o, & 117‘}(2000)‘:* 7“5‘9] X 01—3— A F= YEUE =T A
= of AHAAA} A&FE a‘ld‘f\‘i‘:}‘. “QLE-‘% 3
7} ﬂ%"] 7%77}/“] %5 d5¢€ 7MY Yot wfe] ARVt =&
T2 A9 A7) dsle g da9 ¥yt o @t (Psacharopoulos
1993). ®3}k Psacharopoulos$®t Fiszbein(1991)2 Jl—mr«] A=7t g A0

ol WEFoz BRIE VI olate] 4FS WA B FES AF3he



Fote] ol A2HHn ZMME 25

Fule] We wde Y5 718, £84, F L AHoleks BHAA
olgith. LEREA Ao wae Ggs
o] AAEHARE 2000904 <

wRY| J|3: Ao RE Fuie) HI} A olFe AT 2T
FReolM AA FHEEL 19800 97% S 1998
100%e°l 28k ol & Fdv I7tENAN 2Fus HEE 94%9
gt FAd 242 19919 AS 26% AUA S AFE o
19989 BB 2 2t L Aol n§H JHE roAFTy ok F9
ul Z7hEe] A9 ool AgslE 1980d FAE AS 55%ATHELD.
19599 3HolF, Fule 4% w{H AFE E"\C} 1959»401\“ i
A5 ofFo] A3 f:m
=]

7f TR
]

rl

a3l @vjo] oigt
o2y A HogY B
#t}. (Psacharopoulos 1993; Selowsk 1969) Psacharopoulos®} Ng
(1992)« 1470 AHll & 1170 AtelolA 25049 ALS|A ol&-go] T
T Ao AFA ol &e 2AdTE AL B 1870 AlElE 1374
Al M, RFa&e A AMY HA gl SIS Hls) EA e

C}z;
SE D

W oA FANE BT, Be gw 2hEe v age )
5G] FAE ATsign, 1A FRulok @zuvet, A 2
MPRE, ojolE], &Rl Uskehiol 0 wlSdne) 25ug A%E



26 o|df 2oto 2|7t H11E

& 19983 2aF 90% e Woju] Rk olgh da, Fopro}
o) AAREATME BF 25aS HTEo] A 100% H7to] &
g

884 : AN o5 B @F Fo) Yolx, T nF A

£ e Sae) 5842 AU Atk 2FuEIPAA FIUS 1980
9 % A%Ee 57%0 zwfxl Askem, I FHELE 19979 31%%
PAAHED), AE dFEe }FEES Ve 53 vhrol
shed, 2UA ob5ES H e YS AT & Yx FiH5Y
% 93 e AR BET 54 AN $EL 59 89 H74

Q a3
~— =]
2 Q& 9n Axrt 2ge wge ni 44988 Ao
(Psacharopoulos 1993). ¥toll Fojrle} AR FFFoNM Y FEE
1.1%°] AuA] &=t

A ;1919 %0 450 $A 02 ALEATER vaHe § 7
dhe] WeH AThs AolHolth Ful o @& HATE ojfHeR W
& 4o 2age] weslol Itk 1997 Fuie) A BUEE 4%o
AUA @skth ATl Feke g BE Pol Re BUEe B aaoua
5% 718, 284 2 RAAE QA7 VA gtch A 19504
@ oldol= Aol Bugo] 43%0] 2How, ol —Hg% éJ o
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4 Aol o EJXAHPNUD 1997). the dn] 27)e] 4% 42 ¥
Wge Tuhiot EAG, AW Ak Yok

Hldd 29 E
s AuA F % 1541014 A4F %
SagHEAF FASAFHGAF

1980 1998 1980 1998 1980 1998
Latin America
Argentina n.a. 53 n.a. n.a. 6 3
Brazil 20.2 184 73 10.8 27 16
Chile n.a. 54 n.a. 4.3 9 5
Colombia 13.2 7.2 n.a. na. 17
Costa Rica 79 10.1 7.5 9.6 9 5
Mexico 9.8 6.9 n.a. 2.1 22 11
Average 12.8 89 74 6.7 15 82
Cuba 5.7 31 n.a. n.a. 3
East Asia
Hong Kong 3.6 1.1 6.5 39 24 11
Japan na. na. na. n.a. n.a. n.a.
Korea na. na. 0.0 na. 11 4
Singapore 6.6 na. n.a. n.a. 26 12
Average 51 11 33 39 203 9.0

Source: UNESCO, SIRI (1998)

93 271e W& Aol G4 e} HARE setsh 147
o AEY Polth B AHHoZ WEY AL AL & b AL %
BES] JAE AF Avoldh <Y 1> ko] 3803 AT Aol
HAE NP 9ol thE grlavtel SAERT 4T e AL w
AZch Fol 4Se] AHe EE AR 2wl of Bk T
ot g% 9 49 19 BT 3o] B BE dul HAS 49 4R
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a9 1. 23R 3N AAPAE FS
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61% oA 1995 91%=Z F7latdch AAAAE AHE 7= 19824
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W 48%llA 1997d 9% E F7HR=H
7Hee] Aol AWHE FEE 35’4‘3}{— Aoz, OECD%ﬂ%i} E‘%
TEOITHE 3).

<E 3> HAYgHE AMula 73

P o
uE B HT (2 | A444 A2 aﬂ%’@%zlzanguy L0 4 o 1,0;:)5 3
BT %) e 0 ? %ot 7 %) B gaeon
1982-85 | 1990-96 | 1982-85 | 1990-96 | 1995-98 | 1980 |1990-98) 1980 | 1990-98
Latin America
Argentina 55 65 69 75 98 n.a. 2.7 n.a. 3.3
Brazil 75 72 24 67 99 0.8 1.3 | na 31
Chile 86 85 67 n.a. 92 na 1.1 34 2.1
Colombia n.a. 78 68 83 89 n.a. 1.1 16 15
Costa Rica n.a. 92 95 97 99 n.a. 14 3.3 19
Mexico 82 83 57 66 97 0.9 12 | na 1.2
Average 745 79.2 63.3 776 %7 108 | 15 | 28 2.3
Cuba 82 93 n.a. 38 99 14 53 | na. 53
East Asia
Hong Kong n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. 82 0.8 1.3 9.1 n.a.
Japan 99 9% 9 100 94 14 1.8 | 113 ]| 162
Korea 33 83 100 100 9% 0.6 11 1.7 46
Singapore 100 100 85 100 89 0.9 14 4.2 36
Average 94 93 95 100 90 0.9 14 6.6 8.1

Source: World Bank(2000).

43} BAE A F8o Folde Fube] W B FE0) Fol
Aot F7HERTERE 8T, B OECDH7Ee %7 BaSEd% v
etk SAE HAED. B o £ 19983 7649 23
1996 F AT T =3F9 Bl Be OECD=7IE# 28 #%2
13%E AR 199%6-98d Aol E4be] 100%7F A& Jgzle] o3
ojfolfom, AR APFERE 10000089 Aot 6o sy
o Qrob Abdie 1980'd 1,000 ] AlAopd 20W oA Zlo] 1997
A 7TEeRE A% Ea, AT AMokE F Aot F 8% el H
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A &gk AFuG o GAl AA 54 W o}Fe) 8%E LERRTh
F 208e A4 199 15908 gagon, 42 AF 5718 A%
0.4%%el =2 FEtHE 4).
<E 4> K98 AMHlA A
| 9urz
aa g | TRHARR QD AGEN e e awns 2| 20T D ame os
el 1000 | waer |0 e S Ao
a4 £=9 (d) - 1000005 %) 193 Aol o8l &(%) weoe | HAFoit
oHF & (%)
1980 {1998 | 1980 | 19981 1990-98 | 1980 {1998 1982 } 1996-98 [1992-98) 1992-98
Argentina 70 1 731 35 | 19 38a 33 | 26 | na 97 7 2
Brazil 63 | 67 1 70 | 3B 160b 39 1231 98 92 n.a. 6
Chile 69 | 75| 32110 23b 28 | 22| 92 99 7 1
Colombia 66 | 70 | 41 | 23 80a 39 | 27 | na 35 9 3
Costa Rica | 73 | 77 | 19 | 13 29a 36 | 26 | 93 97 7 5
Mexico 67 | 72 | 51 | 30 48b 47 | 28 | na. 68 8 n.a.
Average 68 172314131213 63 37 | 25 (9431 87 76 44
Cuba 74 1 76 | 20 7 27 20 | 15 | na. 100 8 n.a.
East Asia
Hong Kong| 74 | 79 | 11 3 n.a. 20 1111 89 100 5 n.a.
Japan 76 | 81 8 4 8 18 | 1.4 | na. 100 6 n.a.
Korea 67 | 73 | 26 9 20c 26 |16 170 9B 4 n.a.
Singapore 72 | 77 | 12 4 6c 17 | 15| 100 100 n.a. n.a.
Average 72 | 18 | 14 5 11 20 {14 | & 100 5 n.a.

Source: World Bank(2000).
a. official estimate b. estimate based on survey data c. estimate by WHO and Eurostat
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Fufel olN REENT AMHY 3

3. 9% 3

Fokel g Foelz wae ASdA 449 FAY, AHE Asi
140z Phssie otk AL Ee) SEE st AR

[
4

K9
oX

L

H

o 4954 AA 44 ddo], Fulelq el ZAH AP gE
ol woll HA Pdsioigth A, 19599e) 12%0] AU ek
| ool mEaelgol 199699l 41%2 Fxstack 4gl, B4, 2 4k
H

S

9

£
rir

=EAE 44 F 189 50%, 50%, 3 30%E AA@k
2ol 36%, A ©jrte] 51%, YA 87%, 7% ¥ B

oX
flo
o
o oXx

g AZ9 70-80%, HAFY 55% zEla WAL 44% S Ax| g}
(PNUD 1997).

V. AXNZAAE- =

L AN A%

1960-1989: 1960-1989d T<t Ful ZAE A7 4.0%9 434
T8 9 2R 2L U5 43% AFES 71E% PeElolvel)
A, 82%9 ofAlol AARL W& Xk 22y 1980 o]F F
uke] AAE A7 ZA A7l AHEA =0tk 1989@ R 939 A}
ol #&& 5% FAWL, GDPE 35%-48% 7t "ojxch ol2et
4ol 7H FE 2912 19860l Alztd wb-ARAe wA #HAT
19893 o] M7tA] Ful Rl 85% S Dty LA 43 A A
HEAY(CAME)Y aiAlel 283 309 o] A&Eoje njxo] A

A B X7 A3 A7] W7ol
1990378 b ARE AAE A7) 98 odg kA 2A A
Ak 72 A AL WASAY, 2 Ay e Ags] 7H8Ho|mn
H

AT At AFE e @ U0 A55FY] P4 S
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&3 AT, T AdFES AAE FANTIEE =8Pk

1959'd9] ™ o|F Fupo] s WL AEH/ Aujze] Aito] A
FoAl A&HL 4 JFH Add Ads 4] rtafras dadd
NNZ2E F AN FA Aot 19603t @74x] 1A ARtel dist
AR BEAEL wj§ & FAE 7|E5H He, THAA 37%, 4t
PollA 85%, 4 80%, &% 92%, Aul WY 50% ol

1AL LA L Y AA 34 A (import-substitution industri-
alization (ISI) policy)S %3lA AGALRS 7202 & FAE 715
Abgdol zujold AAE ohksiAlgle AL FE2 AUt O 34
AF 2FL FRFALY 26%E AAYPA, 7F FFY 0%E AAH
o, xFH| 20~25%5 55t JAJAHECLA 1997). oh& d of
de2zl ey FAUALEsR AL 19703 d7tAE Sl T2
A 22 28 B 60ddel AES g = olrEgl o
ZHE(9d 55%) 20 4 22 A7 HT 28%F 7ISIHE 5). 1Y
U603 FH) oA BRe FYUAH S AL gl by
webd ARE 13 AAEe] Qi 2HE F FA =58 E31E A4
st di3F 9 AAE ARulsE =gk

TF 7149 ARA S-do AdejEel oA AR AA dejg F
38} Nz2g FA4AYHA Al2=9(Systema de Direccion y
Planificacion de la Economia (SDPE))S Z=dgoz# Fu} Hzle
1970 90) Ayt A F&3HA AZPen 80 dth Fukel] Eolxe ¢
& A 5 Uk o] MR Al2de TR AlETY F7HET
go] 711 wekA Fups 19729 CAME] 7islétAl €t o
7175t Fube A3E fl8) FF FA o F9E 7IeAR A

2

flr o

Wt 4
fol

dl A 885 FUAYIE =F3AS Fub BAls 1970809 AkE
QH A e Azt 10%2e 4FES 7158 HAAT 1984974 &
d 46%9 AFES AN te Fetdlzte] yhest vngs
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o o I/ 70ddelE 49% A%

< ol i) zutdE
A% 712 AA wlolux AFEE Boli
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o,

& 43E

A4 GDP A4RE

1960~70 1970-80 1980-85 1980-91 1990-97
Latin America

Argentina 42 2.2 ~-14 -0.4 b4
Brazil 54 84 13 25 34
Chile 45 2.8 ~1.1 36 7.9a
Colombia 5.1 59 19 3.7 44
Costa Rica 6.5 58 -0.4 31 38
Mexico 7.2 5.2 0.8 12 2.2
Average 55 5.1 0.2 2.3 45
Cuba 238 6.7 57 2.2b -34

East Asia
Japan 109 5.0 38 4.2 15
Korea 86 9.5 7.9 96 7.2
Singapore 3.8 8.5 6.5 6.6 8.5
Hong Kong 10.0 9.3 59 69 5.3
Average 9.6 8.1 6.0 6.8 5.6

Source: Jaspersen (1997), World Bank(2000) a. 1990-1998 b. 1985-1990

SOLJ_EH ok 53] 1986-899 B¢ wA Y7HEqh Fube i A1F
Aeoggt 2843 ApIgde 532 v 4¥9F9=2 Bolgtt
19899 Fub BAS ELE ALsF9 I7F Uelq 7h AasE a3
S F7Ee AW BxE v 9% A AA(D FEIH
(1989) A& A¥(1991) 228l CMEAQ B3 Fnl AR =¥
A3E " HHMesa-Lago 1998). o] 7|zFE<¢t Fule] AAE A 1.3%
o Az FAEL B 45% F=] AFES BYY 9 Y o}
W27t FEFHE 2 ZAol7t Un, o] 7|35t Bolrotel AAE 76%
e ZESE 44ES By

of
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1960-89419] 7IZHESH ARE ED Aulze] il olA FUA
FAAL S ANABALEY FE WAYUETLE S83tdo, AFF AMu|2
o AatelN Fod A¥e gt oe we AT AAEH v
AR ARe iR T4 AdE A0 JEAHLA 7les AME
o Aozt 2AE A FA Y 53] Fut A HEsHA
419 ALS AgPon AL} AE, nHEZ, A%, 4Y 3F
2 AAY A HAES 3 AFHHECLAC 1997). A7t B
8, ¥ zol 212 QU AR s Wol FAGon 1 4
ABH 08 BEAD £ YATL A7 AL FHY £

=d 5 A

2 Mo

19901LY: 1990M9] Soid Fuke ZAle F4318 =Es) 98
NG AR AANEE 234 ozqu} NEHoz FAstet xAe
AT AR o) AAS A BHR AT B4 49 el
A AmE 4RHeE Asn ZEHAL dEdd 93U A 49
3} BRARIS APIrezA A Tt 199396 1 Fao] A
Az Eophd, A¥E wAPs T A%e AN €n
(Mesa-Lago 1998b). Ful= 8.9 FH9 utet AFdhe A4 A Al
e FAT A FEA HED AIYH A9AS FYtm NS
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o] BAF Bz (the Torricelli Law of 1992 and Helms-Burton
Act of 1996)= MNYAA L AL oJHA HEUHMesa-Lago 1998).

<E 6> Fu} ¥ ECLACSY GDP %74 1985-1997
(in million constant pesos of 1981, index 1985=100)

FE2R-BAA ECLAC

Years |Pesos(mln)| Rate(%) Index |Pesos(mln)| Rate(%) Index
1985 20,369 . 100.0 20,352 . 100.0
1986 18,998 ~6.7 93.3 20,385 0.2 100.2
1987 19,489 ~2.7 920.8 19,934 -22 979
1988 19,351 47 95.0 20,644 36 1014
1939 19,586 1.2 96.2 20,960 15 103.0
1990 19,008 =30 93.3 20,349 -29 100.0
1991 16,976 -10.7 83.3 18,415 -95 905
1992 15,010 -11.6 737 16,591 -99 815
1993 12,777 -14.8 62.7 14,332 ~13.6 70.4
1994 12,868 0.7 63.2 14,421 0.6 70.8
1995 13,185 25 64.7 14,783 25 726
1996 14,218 7.8 69.3 15,908 7.6 781
1997 14,574 25 715 17,117 25 84.1

Source : Messa-Lago 1998a, updated with Ministerio de Economia; ECLAC

1997 and 1998.

AW UE Fut BAY AXNBATH BA 2A5E A7)
o} 19894 ol 2 Fute] ALFAAEE BIANAE @
R, HLY T4 B Eg ALAHQ dojEy WHEA Hdio) )
A3 ok SRR BA7HER 1989-931d Alolol| Fuf 7311]{—

2 AEHAG A3 EFH4HGlobal Social Product: GSP
% 45%7F ZAag e GDPEE 48%7F 24ty B \:} &2
AZE 199499 GDP A& 0.7% oli, 53L& 25% olﬁiﬂ}ﬂ
v AEE B8 gt} BlE 19963 7.8%9 HAES nyogy o

_«[)l-
;91
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o] I EAE Hol7le Pdou, 19973 Fup AAE A 25%9 4EE
= HEd. ojg dixdoz 1990dRE 97dztA el 71bEet FokAl
ol FFAVIE AN AT 56%= AR, & 2P opHE s}
YR 47 46% BFEE Uiz A

2. SR E

Fue] AR o]F FuRlES] REFFEL FAsA BojA7] A%
gt F2A 284 9shd 1985-96W1 Bt AT & W 3 GDPY T
v ¥AE 365%eta g 200003 Fub HA 9 vl dEety] 3s
11 oll7lell g8z AitshA A 7 57 &5 1985 11 H3A
7153}, gk AR A Y] Fgol 1935 TR XY &
6 A, Fuke] 1 & A7 & ¥ F GDPE 33U IS Ao,
ol AL ofolely] QT I} Y ° GDPS L FFoltHWorld Bank,
1987). 19969 34 Asd 842 192 #Hav 4 23 AHECLAC,
1997). a2 Aoz Ry JF & B 2 GDP/} 1274 #H AR
ouvg oRAL Wz 66287} H o] FAE AANA w2 A
Q) F FNAELFOIUHWorld Bank, 1996). 18y H[F434 A%

§, A% g Zo] IAWelA AFHE BEY LS
312 & Aola olZle] WEA YFY 50%7F etk T4HLe
BNC, 1996), 9olA F43 19963 <+ 3 ¥ F GDP+
T g 2y 99 8458 o 1y ik 1996

3 3 GDPE 91=9¥ytel <t=lx oA e ofvgfs}
el A 7H e 7i9 @4 =HAE XY tHMesa-Lago 1998b).

195999 89 o]F Fule 4 1§, HaYd 8 2&3 BAiE
A, a8z g e olugFht ofAjole] o] yeteiE FolE
AAY 718 QY =8 FFHolgs FHET W AHE AFUL 19
Y 1990 dthe] AAS7Ie Y-S Age AY AR EAY ZFAE £
WP 43 A5 B7YS =49

o

&

oft a rlo b

oox HUOR oM op
—
X,
3‘«'



ECLACE 2/ Ay rzaEs 21 Je d9 :FAHdesempleo
equivalente) & ZF THPS ) 19933 HAEL 352% ol 19954
ol 315% e 33} (Mesa-Lago 1998b). A3 B o] ¢
U= Aol A s Bsia ECLACE 9T 3 3 Z= 437
198913 9] 2845014 199419] 167022 Zragoin A Frh o] AL A
ABAZITY] HAv|FGdt o 4 ot} B& REAME
Zatw Aagol 1989W89%lA 1997l e 70% 2 A FHI(World
Bank, 2000), th3t 59 A&tg FAE ¢uL A3tk 1990d e
AARN S} HE- AZLS Fulol] A3 A A5 EXHE 23T

AA 4zt 258 1989-96:39) 7IRbEE 45%7 Ao 258 ¢
T AMEY X Rahs AREE e AXE TS AA e JeR B

Ao, M= 4Pt 19939e] AGDS T S EWAR, 1 Foke o7
3 AT wg Sl wetd ABHolYw, Teln BRFY 74

g et 44R, BES AFoR AREL gtk @ B daa
1905 @ 2He A2ER 2% O oo 4 BF F9e 41490
A 82091 Q3 JAT, oA Gkt A AeA, B gt LFE

o] Hh= £le] 228u]ol A 400v) =Rt HhH(Mesa-Lago, 1998).

v. 2 &

& o]% Fuh Ao AAHAEL AnHA, A BA gl &
o3k ABES ofE TS A TED AnHAE, UAH BA FolE
o 7128 & AALH AL A3t ARy B Frte FHaLA
A(total factor productivity: TFP)S AAH o7 £& FFoz Holg
Aoty Fgch Ful ARE 1A A e e FAE w2
FF9 QA AR =S @AY AW AP 403 T Fuke] A
ANZAAED Aoe ofF gAY BE FEE EA ZHAKTable 6).
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7149 @ sl d9E 1970-743 7IHEQ olth o] 7]zt Hot
Fube] BALZES FoMlot T7HEY) AFET RHE 10% A=A
t}. o] 7|zte] Fub AA7} CAMES 7FE 713t dAjsioens, =
A FFe] F7F "A o] 2 AFE TIPS Aoz Almdt
1992-1996'd Fetell wl=ol & diFut FHRXE B3] 90dd) Fu}
of Az AAA7IE HAL FEA 299 Aolth 1y 23L& =
T 1992d7kA 9] 300 FtS FY BRI doiRez @ ady)

GBS Uels, 7 1A A vlel el ol g
g BH2A gERlFRT ¥ T vk AEL vehir,

288 o3 ¥AAW Fuke AANRES S8 AL AAe)
M4l gtkn AT FH AAE 14 WEoR 1 SEe
SAE FFHA RUh 1970-7499) B AANNAE A1 FY, 32

[e]
A AHgross material product: GMP) Wj¥] 3 &
3o ;o) e Aol BB

i T

Rz -

Foole FAE

A= gEE 4E
O -
=

A1 1980-88d

o] 31%2 4 AU A 30d ¢ Tl F

Au
3 29 9

o Agoz 98 AXY

w3, oRe 7

o ARe) £ Wl 927 2o gHoR $4 Ao
g g UHE 7). AFY FAYG 86 oA ARl UAL T, A
¥ OExe 2y 0EeHQ Pao WEEeHS Aot
<E 7> ANABAAR
= GMPtin] GMPUH]
717 AT E(%) ERry 2AYZH S TFP(%)
1960-64 19 14 8 1.0
1965-69 36 19 7
1970-74 10.0 17 7 0.8
1975-79 34 28 18
1980-84 5.7 30 33 -1.2
1985-88 13 31 n.a.
ki 4.4 23 15 0.2

Source: Madrid-Aris (1998)



Fufo| oIX XERXM FMLE 39

Z4 AAY REAA AL wF5Hou AR e Ae 49
AAE 71 Hslel FRAMAI(TEP) A3 o) 2% :
Madrid-Aris(1997)& Fute] TFP o] &g #ut ozl A7|3ke)

27 wteEo] AHAA g F4 e v
AFHE ). FAY =% AR FHY o] AdHoz w3 69d
et 70dthol, Fube] TFP 452 Aoidoz Egirh ey 80dd)
o] TFP #d& F Fapeh A Aol st Fa7t Zst=AS o 23

2 xRt 2' T3 1962-83d Fote] Fub AAl Aol gajotd
73 A4 Krugman, 1994)3 W2sitkn dgsch a2e 5 2k A
ol AR FUtRTE 9A Axg fRe du(Holgn & e Ak
9 AE FHOoZ A Bt Zolvh. Fute e v IR
e, oltE #Axg Fxaiel olge FuistE FFI]e AANt BAA
Fe9] B wEl Aoz gk

0

Y
%)
o
oL
k)

<E 8> A (TFP) 343 53

ZAN | SAZHe | FASF| 3453 | $ATEE
4BE) | (%) | $5Aug | AR S| SYvg
3.2(1960); | 2.0(1960); | 15(1962);
6.7(1965) | 3.8(1965) | 23(19700
10.0Q0970); | 6.2(1970);
1971-80 08 59 18.3 26(1975)
10.0(1975) | 3.8(1975)
13.6(1980); | 4.5(1980); | 28(1982);

13.1(1987) | 6.6(1987) | 33(1988)

713k TFP(%)

1963-70 1.0 44 32

1981-838 -12 38 49

B 0.2 45 9.3
Source: Madrid-Aris (1993)

ARAA, WA FAYFEL Tok A APl HEH gd
aRe Fuk BA ARFe) AA| Bl
2 A3 9 @) MBI, AnHH UAH AARTES o A
Ae] WA BAYE
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Holg mde 7 =5 ol4A FFo| 159 BFL Aust
a3 v £937tE AGeR F ol Aol T
Al Sotg Aclghs UE An A9 AARE FPHe2 T4t
g BoE A 1EAA HAZ D Yok T} FEeAY a7 2
2 272 9o Auserlude B5an 9 4342 AdY o
gozA Aol e Fase] gtk x5S ARF AFAAN AR

o A8 BAS 4] A8 FHeE olgdEs R £ Py
Agolgor, HetA o7lole ZAol Y-S £ olge) At 2L
Ade WA JeuR A8 AR A s WHE AAH
A eigtos], wWebA 44 Akaszel AEng Age wad
93, AUA EFHE A9 et @A S ol

AR, AXHAE o] HgE F A FAGZl €L FAFH0l
g 849 ¥ AALHE F&E ool Frhe Aol Fupeh 2ol

e ZAE APED ARE P9 AAE PohEolx wE ¥, A
ARG olgaA olo)e Wk YE Zelth A AR DRI

¢

E A 7oL AFH Mu2g viA”d FE 2490 2 Hojth
EA, v ANZAA &9 437t vlvisig sieete, 93 AR

Full AR ol AFHer 248 F5 Yo Aot BF

FARE Aol glolrM UF AZe] FH fAeHE = F
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[Resumen]

La acumulaci6n del capital humano y su rendimiento

macroeconémico en Cuba

Lee Kye Woo

Este informe analiza la relacién entre la acumulaciéon del capital
humano en Cuba y su rendimiento macroeconémico en las altimas
cuatro décadas y procura explicar la inconsistencia existente entre
la teoria de desarrollo y la realidad cubana.

Por largo tiempo, los economistas han argumentado que la
acumulacién del capital humano constituye uno de los pilares
fundamentales para las estrategias de desarrollo. En los Gltimos
afios, esta idea ha reanudado popularidad gracias al desarrollo del
modelo de crecimiento endbgeno el cual incorpora la posibilidad de
altos retornos de escala y externalidades positivas. La teoria
sostiene que una vez que la educacién alcanza a un cierto punto,
las externalidades a lo ancho de la economia incrementan el grado
de crecimiento productivo y, por lo tanto, el rendimiento econémico
en su totalidad.

La nueva teoria de crecimiento y la teoria neo—clasica de capital
humano, sin embargo, son desconcertantes cuando se observa
dentro del rendimiento econémico de Cuba en las cuatro dltimas
décadas. Desde la Revolucidn de 1959, la poblacion de Cuba ha
gozado de una calidad relativamente alta de servicios de salud y

educacién, las cuales no han sido disponibles en otros numerosos
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paises de América Latina y el Caribe a niveles similares o incluso
a en los altos niveles de ingresos. Casi todas las personas,
irrespectivamente de su raza, edad, sexo, y nivel salarial, ha tenido
acceso a una basica educacién ptblica v de servicios de salud, las
cuales la calidad de dichos servicios eran lo mismo o mas altos
que aquellos disponibles en otros paises industrializados de alto
ingresos. La acumulacién del capital humano en Cuba en las
ultimas cuatro décadas ha sido prominente entre los paises en
desarrollo, particularmente entre sus paises vecinos en América
Latina y el Caribe. Consecuentemente, el rendimiento
macroeconémico de Cuba tendria que haber sido espléndido
también. No obstante, a pesar de la provisidon universal e
igualitario de servicios, el rendimiento macroeconémico de Cuba en

las altimas tres décadas fue poco prometedor.



