28T
otFoi, &%

olEJEUYE AAY A BE drF7lel o M FFHoE RAHE
BAAAEY Z9L FIHFAFYo|th AHAH | FAAR T2 JFH
Ae ‘B FY93 A (overcentralization) AL Hu|F71e] 713 28H &
Aoz &FY F gk 204716 o REFo], FAFY, AFF9, AFF9,
AR § BE MTREY AXARIL ErldA AR ez Axsa Abg
Ae FIEALE AoAKAR FHAEF BF FASA Hdolde FAAEH
AL gslE Aol ofUrh Velizzh A3 AFa% Fuld o] 743 %
HE o|dADL tdFold FIARAANAL.(Veliz,1974,188) & I=2 59
AFE VBAXY 28YPo 449 FU-FAAT/AE T, AENAFE,
9, G oz R FUYs AFE DY 7 MY qAE
A& AAsS st

olg| g 7| EA BAA & ugor B =Fo] uua s 4L &
Zoh AA =, {259 FvldA Jeiun Qe AXNAEH AGEAY ouje
A%Al HME + Yo EF oluFd FHE FHolew JEI? & duld 3
o] 1980t °1F9 AFAANA HARE= AX P AgF ioz
ety ARAAE 34 A7 =904 BAdAe A42dd od dA43
A7 Ae71? A, o9 o]fZ Eo(FY FIA otz e ol E AH
FEAFOl LAY ALHAGEIN? AHAAAZRE S 3} 9AH 4
HEA7L obdd Evj7} "Ete gl ARG Aty B4 wEA}? ol
W E e A98E ) 38 F YeER
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ol g AL WF AT =9t FFo Yo} vlF uu FFo] AR 3
o Ao HAgHN YA B |9 Gug Aol JAARAE §
< 477 F2 ZABAY FEY ANH =90 FEHI Sl FE-ATH
AE AANZE dul9 FaA #F A7 AY AR Az HFAo] ofY
B AT =79 FEE YT £FEL ZA HolUA BRI} AEFH &L
AAYL viE GEED gt a7t d2 2L wolex BE FX) YRF F
FAARAT) AT FT_AEE ANFsE Aoz B 47 =79 532 49
& 248 Aol

o] RAME A5 L N9 APE AL doje] F4-AwAA o
HEAE ngog olzdElye F$E =¥ Aol WA HWAE AM3AA,
FAE GvlAdgta] FAA =odH 1 gl ALEAY gu|E FAUF-I7HAA 9
AE-B =99 tulsie) AP olof) RFHE AT FHE A EY o9
A AFeke O g AGEAe] YEHE A 9 3regionalization)$ 1HA ¥
A %4 (indirect administration) & veluEs PFAE /AL Fdhof &
HE,

o2 el o] Aol gl FY-AWAAL HA q e AFELE Y
o] AgEth AA, 1947] 24 SHA 0 AP FI-AEL 2FY A=H
EHQA dwrFole] A9 AAAA dgojy et 4, FE-ALTRA
o MAA Al AR Fejye] 2 AH S A EL npAtez FEF
Bojl 71A u|2d #RE FUso AN AGEAo] AAE Ul
Av g,

1. dvle] 34-A8eA A
1L AYEAd ov)s} d735F
slzde g AN dole dIE(EEEY WA=, nebd R WS

o] FF AR Y7t ARF o) (Federalism)! AAZ FEH ujd slof &
oo REL ASEA 7jxd JAotnE T F Ak 2 G AFHE



wojo] Feh-X|YHA: ol2dE|Lle ATE SH2R 3

upg} o] A4A FFAFALL P43 ouig AREAR AT AXE 7L
Aen glonz AUEAY Mg glo] EFol dojyz Qi

otz e, Batd, Wz, vvsdete] 47) QEFe] St Qo 713
2do] H1 e AW HE vF9 Zdd 723 o Utk F FRF TS
o] AYAR Alolof] AYH oz WA A% WiEBAI FYEH A FY
57 dAATE 2A UnA] FFL FAR TV Aotk

o] oled WEA, FAH Yuje FE-AWBAE A AAME v
$ UE F3ez ey Ut A RE AL FTEAR JFHU LY
AR F2 FERFY WFA Qs AF #A5HY A ZE AW
FTHEE FYo g3t dFEt o] FHol oA FH dFY JdgAE 4
A oujd] loj ZgxA FG-AgAA oS fAlsth(Wiarda & Kline,
1990, 89) €€ HAAHY #RHNA £ 4 AEF TYIE APl dEFHe=
AujHQl 4L ofyArh A3 A A e vie} o] HAA R, of2HEY, B
24 2 wulde 59 S 9] Caudillogt 3= 299 59 dJE
T TYERHY AT ZY3] Pt ok 22yt 1920099 19303 Y
o] guATo] Ae] Ag A7) AFHAN A 2 ARAHA Wef o]
A 9 Ao i@ FAH L XA 3 F3E 7] AjFste 2a1dA o] Foll=
28 F4AFY o ¢FHA

a3 drjol Qlo] A2 dule FAIFTH FAH nle AFEAY A
Ad AL AAdE e Y9 o2 Axd B2 A= ML Azt
o] A Y A 4Ed(decentralization)o] ofyz 71E&9] AMA NN ARL 3}
Rz oz o|%stE AWHEAHdeconcentration)o] Atk X ¥EAte] H3lY A
HEES £ o EXE Adoitt. FFEE Yo AYEAL dA® AWE
FYRF-2RE O e FAF oYty Aoz A AWEANE 23
Ae JAJATE olJe AR L 89 AL Fi3A Aok mey AW
EEL PRF FEAME o]FoA 4 U3 A FH £F R FAH FENA
= P34 d 4 loh(Boisier, 1987, 134)

1980dd] olF BL W FAEA it wosojL drlg AYEEALS F
R AER FEoAe] At 23E 2F PANYY =9 FHHo F
AR olgd AT E FE =99 AFoEZA F7IH= FEELS d=F 37t
A Ax2 JFd F Aot AA, AWF 71 H o= o FAZA djol
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FAARZEE AYARZ o)FHo of =717 EA, AT EHAEER
A 2 HAZAN B)lA Adid &S 7H 3371499 983 75 F
sie171? AA, €38 3Hdebureaucratization) =+ %9 3}H(privatization)Z §
AAYAE FF7149 A2 FE €39 ATH ojd #A7F &7 (Harris,
1983, 183-184)

ol %t 7o g9 AFTAFL 195030 o] F A3AA FAEAE OFE
bl glo] FE APEEZA AlEH0]2 Zuh3E(modemization theory)el tid
AH o2 A AERHJYE HA 2 g FeolE F Utk F AAH 43
of 2uiste] 7|E/IAE FoA(EE oo ¥ vIEx WixE goh) 2di3}
29 9ol 7T FIARY EA: 5T € AALZY 2EA e E
A3t A5-E71E% Aoz QAo Z/AYe AR NFHE ANEd
o] EAE A3F¥ A HA ol F39 45 13 L FIREL
AEH PHV)TE T AALL LS A E U AA AA, A3, BAFHe=
AA2GA AGEAL] AFR2 A = AU 2dY FA e
upe} o] 1970 ) o)l EuloiA A yYso] L AR AAFAY FH(FHE
29734 ZREASG AAA FAA)S U NEH 1R L A7 o)
A== Aot FA ol Qlo] ZUHE] AMAYe FAHE “A =}
=92 A7]5U=%°l(Huntington, 1968) #33ste] Hopoll X = ZHA F
GAF4 2P 2dL 197030 ol AA3] NWEA] TS AXE
A =HA

‘Aozt Adel AF B ohle}t ‘BT F/AE X (D)
g wolgoldA A9 M2 B FYATY AAZAR vt F
W3 AT7EREH FIIFA AAFA ] AR Z AdolA ojgA AP
dErt2 A3 Fopzkth 80 d 9 ol MEE ATFAZo AVE F
23 AFEE F4 AW 4T ALAAE AR 9 WEF
sl AMEALS 58 AWH £E9 FANYY APEAL T8 F A
B 2) T2 HE FAJY. F AANFH FIAFTA BALZAA ABAH 5
Fo AurEAL Ay PAAE AR AT #Ae] FotA HA
A Aolth.(Bryant & White, 1992)

Foggo] yale gule) A7 FAEoA o] ABEAY == B
ol Ao 2RE &WsUTt FEHoEY FRFIH AFo| AYsHA He



Hojel Ze-x|WaA: of2HE|LIe] ZPH FAU2E 5

W& Fole] RS Al Qlo] AYEAL Fu A PAFH AmARRTE o
23] A FHQ " oA o)HHAk F ALEASY 4L e 82
o dFol o] FAH FF] FAY7IL U FE9] FAAAHZHREAR
e AF3=29 ojdE Fu| I/t JAMY It AR Y st

t BYA =78 Aot} Boisiers de MattosZ NEHE ©)F =9
d Qo] e 71&E AT FLAAFYE 71 A Aoz APEHA
t}.(Boisier 1987: de Mattos, 1988)

Boisierel w2y WA Aqzte] ¥ AL SHAA Erl9 AL
=99 #4E 1 9IE Boisierdll gl 433 A5 F3HF ALEH)
B AA, AR, A12lY BE FFoA F23F ou|E 2= Ao metych(Boisier,
1987, 136-139) AA AAF FEAA AYEAY gris FF7|#E 5 g
2249 A v oz AP B9 FAE T AY
7AAS 843 Zot. & AAAYY AR w2 HFAH aF(7 APEFEA
o] ZHolth. 4, AXNA FEAAY AWEAL FAH A vy EA7}
RPN E NG 459 FEE AP S ¢ g2 FHE 22 AqR 2
g2 23 gzt #Foin BG T4 AWy A v 43 #
ZFolth. AA, AZA FEAAY AREAL I7Me QALY HE
(articulation)oll A A V= A QA3 T4 A (regional social formation)d] &
AZA Age BAd o] FFHoln x3td P& LHY F Ae AFAHY
zA 9 g2 vehdol a8y o]y @ BE £Fo oA AREAL Fojo
A AR 3 FASR Q1E A Al o]Fojd Aoz E AdAHA e
ol oujel glo) Fojo) glo] AT APEA(Z L & FTIHIH)L EF 7
EAAY EA flo NZE Az E FE3E A3 -F(social movement)
o] & ZHojof st AoZ FHHEG

ol¢} FAME @WEtoll A de Mattos® “off 19603 iyt 19703 )7t ofd 19803
of o]z A dnle RGN AEAL =97t A3} Herl?d tg
oA Asld AEFo e FHH BFF LA 2HE 233 lth(de
Mattos, 1989, 26-29) 1o wW22H TAH FF o B4 F AsHE o et
FTUH $E9 A2EFYH EFF AL G0Z7ty HA(E3 BEAFA A
Ao A FEAR ol2A =l du A MA AEF] MAZY AHY
o W2y AEEHY 7jeH FP FAE A% FTAH 5 Y FAE 25
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A€ oZINANA Ha ol YA A AE UL 2AM AYEAY =47} A7)
HAoE Aol & 437 717 AAWAME T2 FEE& AHALE 9}
AAR ABHFEL 777 ‘BRY Yool AZHAGE Aol

2. AgEAL A

Fralol glol AGEAL] WS Frie AR 4L AR} F /A2
7Y & Joh.(Harris, 1983, 186-193) A= 483 PP o) A(indirect
administration) H 224 A¥H AFAIRZ ojge =L YA 5
ARk AL o|UdE P o2 A FX717]U(parastatal enterprise) B
B2 943 24o] Aol drl9 A7}t FAAE & HA =7} o]
oke] AL M FdsA AMzdtn Aok AR =] H ¢ 1007 o] 39 £AE
A (decentralized organization)o] = v} F8F AL ZAHE HA|F FY4H
3 AHPEMEX: Petroleos Mexicanos) ¥ $%43%= 2 % AR PYr7 ¢ =
Yuitte] oje] &g} ¥IANN(PELR)S) S(HE)FIMIPL2AE &9, &
g, AEAAZY F 40099747F gl o) F A Yejo) tjste] 80074 o}3<]
593 A43] g2 $9=HE ARSI FEA BAAALY, wAAF U3,
FRAEFENE2 5 B J937] 7|5ER Ao FHBATA B&E
B o) E 39 EAYEHE FAME Ao Heldd wulgdate] A
= dhadd.

AA Yo €34IE FAAA Ao FYAR FTHARAY AZ/HH
AL HF2 4718 AUt FiA Yl A 3} regionalization)4] A
WEASE F2 AAANE ANAGY ALE AT AGNLH Fo] A3}
o & EAAGY ALL FF TYMNLY EXE G4 A3 FIAY,
FAR ANARZLY YAA T2 BE2 FYARY dAAHRE EFAYS
P77 Y3t P E FHale Aoz A FIFHE AR v A=H
ALBAEAE YNV E Qo G 9437 F e dEst B oF
AHQ Y3} AGZAAHE AT 9E v TIHRY AP 4L ¥
# ‘AR R AP (fundaciones municipales)® Al Z{ZF ¥k T ‘FdH 3
3(concentracion participativa) A8 ¢ 4Y Fol F& dojtt. A B4
AAH ARG BSRAGH opnlE R ARE st T TVANE

4 -y



Holol Zeb-x|UaA: of2HE|ILI2 2R FHU2E 7

AJT FAE O EF A9 AYe] AFE AGAEITAS 3R
AEE o]0 507 98 9) FF PABIE ATk ol=2HMEIUY e F
&3t vie} Zo] v FURE WHoBA FAIAREAA B AR EAR
ofe] AR E EY LK, 98, TFAHY 5)& AWARE o]g3= ‘Fad
A ¥& A’ (forced decentralization)®] %4& =3 $ith

Y olHE AEAY Al £ R EAEL WIS Qe Aol
Aol FROE WA AHE 5 e A A7 vpp2-E Ak P9
#uzx3e 723 ¥3(structural differentiation)”} IFHLE 2 #R
Axe FFAFTH 3H8E€ F/HA71 Ave Aol Sloane] # A4 3tx
A%ol(Sloan,1984,47) NE-£o A 23 FYAFLZEEY AT 0| Y9
A= JAY FolA Aol 2H o YR7tA AFH YrtA 3z gtk &
@ ol Feje] £dA AL AXNH AYEJ HEHo2 A5des 5 A
YAREE 952 AYd o] golA 7|&Y 233 vjag o AY FEE
WA B3l o] gz HoHog AAHE ‘T2 A ABI 3 (structural
overbureaucratization) ¢t ‘3 €] 3 ] # & 3} (behavioral underbureaucratization)
@ /3(Sloan, 1984; 136)& <F7|A71x th

0. ot=dEpte] FG-AaA
1 AR 3} A7

ol2HEIY glo] ZEF FTIFIALE EJXYA L FE-AWHAY 3
ol 19417] 249 2¥JQe2REHY AXH FYS UFHoZ S4FAIE 3
AollA gold = QU vIFAYY AAFARNAN HAR) = vie} o] ¢ #
AFE WA Z5o] 194171 291 o2 JAEUE A ujstdch 2oz E e 5
HEAAIZI 2 FARIUND EF ¥l dEA R (crecle) S JJTFAE
Aoy A3de 34 FRFE ALEHAYL 284 EAE old @
Feo FHAR= ] AR AEAH F 3139 AHfederales) HYAH
7t8 F 879 A (unitarios)Atel o) 25 FAY WA FE2R LAY
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BReoIAr}. olgE ARLYHE SR BFL Laswello] op7]5Hs “¥7) B9
€ J9A d=?"(Who gets what and how?)9] A¥ A AXNAAA &S
o2 BAs HEoe APFAR Y} GUF o7} Abojo] UFolE AurF ez}
Atoldl wig- ERdn FHF dPgez JAso] Uztth(Corradi, 1985, 2%
Scobie, 1971, 47%)

HA ZEe 4T ddAF Y E ol ofojg2g F4O
2 ¥ AE9ALE2REH Ustth S8F 2HAL gAstg F=H JE 2K
& (3o g T3 AYAZH AAE) o] AF YolA Fo8 AL
288 AR AA o] FUANZE TYstE Aol T BANULG S 1
i ofo]H2E FF o2 AN YA F L FYAFAAE B89 @
AA 71 Aol ¥l A B9 YFo] Y& QL Fox ojo]HAE
FTHLEZE T HAA Y JAFZHEH AAF A J&A L Fwsy] 9
@ FAH uioA e dWFolE Mgl a2y ol F AdFH A
AAo] g AZEE B2 ofo]H2E A3ty 2F T AL oY
0. Z2 QWFE AZHANE BRG] FR2E FEZ Aol /e
E FEF(AEEY Folx ofoldx NEN L d=3 oAF F)E AR
WEA G =g ATl vste 3 AAYE 74 B F7F F3Fo)
" 54Tl Z3tE Heeo duFog M3

olg|g 2T YL 1816 HFHAMAo2RE AFFHo FZo) MM E 1829
dol| 7hxof Reicr ofo]# 2T FXAZL B RIFFH ZAAR] ZALA
(Rosas)®l &jsto} siAHUA) Folx2 ojo]P2Fo] B3¢9 0] R
e ZALEE R olola, AElH @ mE EulF T FEHE Fo &
A3 94 E AU USAYY AAF A ALEdT ARG 4
AEE A #85E FAH P AT & A o|FA A &
3] olot7|EE “ga F2FolA" HARYZ} AHHUAD ol 2047 £
Ax FE3] dAFH] Yzttt 2AL29] JAAL FA 98 AFe2EH AA
£ oy v Adoz e T d¥siL FUAF ol2HEY I}
AEE St YHEE 2 AR oY Y9 FIHAFTE 243}
A ¥E F g}

19471 24 ¥A4E 2YF F FA AWAAY FE-AdAA= 19304
O AAZA AN F2A ¢7]33%0] 37| 71A] olZAE|VYI FFH o2



Holel Soh-x|WEA: of2dE|Lle] A9E SHE 9

AAALZF AA N AeFoz Adte A&E 4+ UAT AFFIH AAF
Ao A3 Y v 3 FE, 131 FHLZREHY og 53 =F5HAT
T EE 2] A% gy FEFolx 9 A 72T ZA2Y AWF9
TEE FZHEUE 2047 12E FER I7tA FAR 2718 EE7A &
¥t 28y 19309 W o]F FAdAS A3t A old ARE AF
Fo A9 AL FAAEY o] AAAEH TAEFAZTLE ojHHE
A & AL ol AHBAY W= FYFIAY A3 A &
Hog BEHUY & AP F FAY AGAANN TR ARA s
t %o2 §9 #¥o] o]FdAd Aojth

g d2A ol2HEUY WFFe Aol AYF ‘ol2IEY FHAFF
AP(IAPA: Instituto Argentino de Promocion del Intercambio) A H o=z
FAAES A AR FFE FZE7] 4T HelAth(Corradi,
1985, 64-65) BHH 53L& 77t dANA LR FAEE Fulsd(REE F
AA Ao} RulX & 71H 0 2) FAE 71F 9 FAANA ¥F B=2& B &
A28 FFHFTE 3989 A2 AA o] 7177 P& &L FA AL
FUHAA Y FAEARNA A7]E ol&S FuUl APAE AT Fo2H
FYAA 2} A3t 7)kE vl S E Aol tSo] WFF oA A
43t Ho] A2 dHolH UEAFTH(ES FEA)E AFE & Rolg Y
3 Ao AAAE UL o Yo &Y 5 v UUL(FH T, 1992)

ol F4-Azkel A AA FAE 1970 2u7R ALHo 24t
1970 o) Fuk 9 1980 d ) 27t A) o] FHRAAA 7] 0|27 B WIE B
oA At 53] 1980dd olF FHAA A= ‘Fag AWE-A (forced
decentralization) @42 W& FX A A $17]3%0] F4-Ad@Ad
e JEAAE ISP =dllF ok F 1980d D) 9 olZFE Y
FEAARATE 2 AWAFAA B3 F2 EJROHYR, 1S, FF
Ad F)8 A 99 H S AR A= ARA R o] Y34 th.(Harris,
1983, 193-194)

ol E Y ZAR AN ¥ ‘Faod AYEA AL EE V&Y A=
FLAFTAAN FHAHE BEFAY AL AASS FIAAZE o7 9
@ AEE AW 2RvE g9 27HAR AYE F Uk AA, AXF ¢7]
o B&AF FARHC] AR A4 E F3ld AXNA AFA 59 A



10

719 7IA R g8dEe A=Y & EA :F5AEL 9FE @ HEFY
AES Ao AW FEAAL AW £F9) FAH FLL& 58 A9H
AY7Ity F2 AT YA Aot EA, FAH 71=RE vigEe
AT EXRGE FALZ o|Ygoz N AR AR oo
FE €93zl Axolth g HoA =o€ uie} o] 1970t Xt o]
22A T3 A4t AR o] APAR sdld] o Bo] A$HAI] A
A3kl 1980t ERAE 7IEY AT} gE =7 o2t} oy ¥ F 7}
A dEE oju] Y3 " & YAT ARFFe] EA3 oA AEH u 3]
S99 Thacherism¥ 132} Reganomics) 28 % F4AAY AZ 3}
YD ot=2FEVZAME 2olLR FE-AWaA e o FA A@A Ro|nt
a2y olF =9 g} Zo] ol FY-ALHAY FHAPL 1 g
Ao FLARY ARTAY FUZ A3 JAZE 238 FIYFF L IS
A 7E qadE xASHHG

19839 Z5-F Aol A7 Ao A2 EdF HAE F3d
A3 GEA Y FAANAF(UCR: Union Civica Radical)-& T4 @3}l A 9}
€ U "ol (gAY AL AxddAT ¢EA FAsY AGER A
EE gAZ 271K 9eoA oj3d 4 Joh.(Penalav, Pirez, Rofman, 1989,
118-121) AWUA =g G GEA A9 XY F=4A 52 A4 A
23 g&(political discourse)®] o2 A ] AJFolt}, 4EAN FHo| A7
T A=F PR srold AL 1 FL dojtt. A2 AXF X
AGE A&7 93t A2F 34 (Segunda Republica)e] 7|1 & W@ A
MAE AEdHeY £3 FE o]dE 534 AXAYY £ g 0 F
FH 3d HEFYAEY AF UE JANHE FY& A =FHE Ao
o FHAE duidAQd AAAEAE 71 FFo2RE EEFHE ol24E
U] Fx7HsA g oA FE8E F AT F AAH 4717 43
1 ole mtze FXFH AFs Hrle V&Y 43T BEARY 54
A2 HAsH7] oJdotes MFAFH 97171 SED AR AREd
g Zx3A ddch ANF FANA FAHUNE =& A EY7Ie A
28 AP AF 5 AP TP LEA AFL old A= A
oz F7F Y BAH AGAFX Y qUSE A4 5 v AU
a#y FARgE G4EAN AEY o) F B AL FEAA Adge 23



Hole] F-XYHA: o2 HE|Le FTE FH2E 11

ded 2A3 2 9gsle 242 A2E A 2832 (neo-liberalism)2] 4 3
ol A @ & vl ALY FAFEY EAI7LY AAGE R AU
Liepietz7t 243 AR “A=e Ay dYozAe =7k FAH
FE g ARA £F9 § Aol AteA HE #7170 AAE A=A
t}.(Liepietz, 1987, 75: de Mattos, 1989, 2814 #AA-L)

2. ARALY W

AR E vl 2ol ARA A Qe AREAL FYuAE Yotk T
§ Aot} o= AEY e APFAS IHEE AAAAL] FF-ALT v
ol ¥ 7kA F8 SAol Yehdd e FEF FAE FEFA A JE3
E Y& ARY F99 SHoln BEOE se FEEF ARAE W
B glol FE3 Adolr), 2y o] HEH AL FHFHoR oA I
We Felod WsEo gtk ol2dE U gl FEAFY AL YT
A g&sa stok wtde] WZA HFE AdFoz oyt 188999
AS 237 99 76.7%7F AR 2R AEHA o 19004 2H7HA
E F7HY 9 50-60%7) si)A ol f&aqict. 198599 S FYAFTH
o YZA JEEE 21.6%00 Bl

18803 tlell Eo] =¥ FIAFY AYARUZY FAFAEE 19303 th
o] F28 §4718tolA FE-AEE AL d¥E & s A ¥
t}.(Penalav, Pirez, Rofman, 1989, 122-123) &, 19343 %8 19843744 wbA]
71 B¢ AHgH L FY-ALL ALY LA ‘AEITFIHAA
%’(sistema de coparticipacion federal)ol $1t}. o] AlxE FAF) AYAHR
7t AEY As L ALY wjie] FTERASTE A2 FRFYG AW
Zrol “F " (ley-convenio)ol 7123t o o] ML Aulolde] FAE uE
AL v YAME F GAE AXe v WA A AAFAF TR
o} A Y- 7hol] vl &3} al(distribucion primaria)t ¥ Z+ FAHRY F okl
oj&te] FAHE 7ro) AEwu)= E(distribucion secundaria) A2 o] At}

a2g-1914 BE upe} o] 19359 % o] ofzhe] Wizt AT FAR
AR Fol F7hAA AThrl 197030 ERAA FRARS AR H
E@AZ A=A
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s N A 4
¥

|17

0 .

1935 1839 1943 1947 1952 1956 1960 1964 1968 1972 1978 1900 1984

DALAR 2R A=A DANRZHAIINMREF
(Provision Social y FONAVI)

<3¥ 1> T ARQuiE FA: 1935-1984

olf g FARZY AYUA ARFuE AYE HFEr] e FAARE
198039 & ‘dju)F A X (sistema de la precoparticipacion)& A48
o o] YRE Axe QAT AAEAH F/APE7IFAE (los sistemas de
provision social y del Fondo Nacional de la Vivienda:FONAVD| vlg] ¢
ATAE I3 Uz F4E 7EY] AN T FFAAT Y et PR}
AUAR o vl Aojth (AY-17ZE) o8 NEL Ax9 I A
A A FYHFoIA 19803 ) FAIZRE dRE3 = o)F
3] PAFAH AGEAZ dEo] AAF v FLIFE AYIAA Aol
et EE-194 B uie) Zo] 19814 o ¥ FHR-9 AR APz
H& 333 72 W FYAE 28 Ay BT FONAVIY &&
B389 1979 50%9] djito] FA R EulE Fo) w3l 1984d9] B¢
3 %E 24%01 % vlXA R3A HJA



ol S-x|YA: of2HEILI H2E FH2E 13

1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984

AR 5050 50.50 50.50 50.50 45.00 25.80 27.50 21.80 23.70
TN 4650 4650 46.50 4650 41.70 26.60 24.60 1940 21.30
7148718 (FONAVD 7.70 3830 35650 43.70 49.40
=34 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300

TOTAL 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00

<ER 1> F%-A AAuE: 1976-1984

ol FAIFAY M2E FE-AW ALHE Fes ¢4 AAHE us
Zol ¢EA FAs M E Ak ¥iss} glrkr) 1987d ¢EAY FHAY A
Fo] B2 AYARY FAE Tl 92 AL Y Z(P): Partido Justicialista)
d AAAA HHAAN XA3 AFALY AR PFo2 APH Y]
AZ3IRAT. & 19873 olF FY-AzE AAMELS ZARAY FEselA
A=SHAUD A2 p g 2 F7hE7]F AR A YA 1980 o] AF
A F4-AL7 RBAE JBo= 3H 99 2L Fol ¥Wed g F
AR S A B@EAAS ZFA o] B BEXAA F719 QA
AL ‘AFHOR’ 42.34%7t TAAHFN 54.66%7F FAF I 2%
ERHoz AAH 4715 ARAYeE SFHn vpx% 1% A AT
o] Ao &34 Fo Ar}h.(Penalav, Pirez and Rofman, 1989, 128-131)
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Central-Local Relations in Latin America: The Case of
Argentina

Myung-Goo, Kang

Throughout its history, one of the most enduring features of Latin
American politic-social life has been centralizing tendencies. Over-
centralizing bureaucratic systems sustained by patron-client relations in
Argentina upon the background of Latin American experiences. Second
one is to introduce the political-economy interpretation of recent
decentralizing tendencies in Latin America in general, and in Argentina in
particular.

From historical point of view, tradition of centralism in Latin America
has experienced many ups and downs as illustrated by the presence of
strong Caudillos in many parts of Latin America. But with the
introduction of industrialization process during the 1920s and 1930s,
central government control over local power began to increase only to
bear the fruit of so-called "over-centralization” after the Second World
War. With the ills of overcentralization serious, Latin American
government adopted two kinds of policy options to cure the disease:
indirect administrating and regionalization. Hundreds of parastatal
enterprises and decentralized organizations were introduced and central
government delegated authorities to regional levels of local elites with the
successful story of TVA in the United States in mind. This process of
decentralization began to gain momentum with the on-going
democratization process in the eighties, albeit in a very precarious way
due to the phenomena of structural over-bureaucrazation and behavioral
under-bureaucratization.

With regard to the initiation of decentralizing policy in the eighties,



Holol Fet-x|WaA: of2E|Lle ZFLE FH2Z 17

mainstream scholars(such as Rondinelli) interpret this based on the
revised version of modernization theory while factors based on the
changing relationship between the state and civil society. In case of
Argentina, political and structural nature of decentralizing policy option by
the military regime as well as by Alfonsin government is introduced. As
is revealed by the changing patterns of central-local fiscal resources
distribution, “forced decentralization” by the military government and the
several policy initiations(such as transfer of the Capital and the revision of
the Constitution) by Alfonsin government can be interpreted as politically-
minded strategic choice under the economic constraints imposed by the
sweeping forces of neo-liberalism in the eighties in Latin America.



