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PREFACE

This report is based on the findings of a World Bank mission which
visited Argentina in November/December 1986. The mission was comprised of:

Kutlay Ebiri (Mission Leader)

Mzrio Artaza (Deputy Mission Leader)
Robert Buckley (Housing)

Robert S. Drysdale (Education)
Claudia Franco (Housing)

Robert McMeekin (Education)

Jean Pillet (Health)

Hector Dieguez (Consultant)

Atilio Elizagaray (Consultant)

Ana Jaramillo (Consultant)

The mission summarized its preliminary findings in an Aide
Memoire, and discussed them with the authorities before leaving the field.
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GLOSSAKY OF ACRONYMS

Banco Hipotecaria Nacional (National Mortgage Bank)
Consejo Federal de Salud (Federal Health Council)

Fondo de Asistencia en Medicamentos (Drug Assistance
Fund)

Fondo Nacional de Vivienda (National Housing Fund)

Fondo Provincial de Vivienda (Provincial Housing Fund),
Buenos Aires

Instituto Nacional de Estadistica y Censo (National
Institute of Statistics and Census)

Instituto Nacional de Obras Sociales (National Institute
of Social Insurance Funds)

Instituto Provincial de Vivienda (Provincial Housing
Institute)

Maternal and child health

Ministerio de Educacion y Justicia (Ministry of
Education and Justice)

Ministerio de Salud y Accion Social (Ministry of Health
and Social Action)

Obra Social (Social Insurance Fund)

Programa de Alimentacion Nacional  (National Food
Program)

Programa de Asistencia para Salud (Health Assistance
Program

Primary health care

Programa Provincial de Erradicacion de Villas Inestables
(Provincial Program for Slum Eradication), Mendoza.
Programa de Recuperacion y Desarrollo Urbano de la Boca
(Program for the Recuperation and Urban Development of
Boca)

Programa de Vivienda Popular (Popular Housing Program),
Salta

Secretaria de Estadistica de Obras Sociales (Secretariat
of Statistics for Social Insurance Funds)

Secretaria de Vivienda y Ordeno Ambiental (Secretariat
of Housing and Environment)
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Since mid-1970s, the economic crisis and instability have reduced
the living standards of an increasing section of the Argentine population.
To mitigate the hardship experienced by the poor, the Government, since
taking office in 1983, has been introducing sociai emergency programs and
trying to improve the efficiency and targeting of social services.

The present Treport identifies critical problems in the
organization and targeting of social services--education, health and public
housing--as well as serious weaknesses in the cap=city to mobilize and
maintain the funds needed for their provision. Powerful groups with strong
vested interests in the status quo, the scarcity of reliable and systematic
information and the lack of specialized economic analysis units impede
social sector reform efforts. This report offers ways in which the
efficiency of social sectors can be improved while reducing the hardship
experienced by the lower income groups.

Popular support is a prerequisite of any social reform effort.
The challenge facing the Govermment in this area is to prepare the reforms
with adequate attention to their distributive impact and incorporate the
organized efforts of the potential beneficiaries. Strengthening the
budgetary process th.ough the establishment of specialized economic units
in the ministries in charge of education, health and housing, and
furthering the decentralization of these responsibilities to provinces,
with appropriate redistributive mechanisms could be taken as the starting
points of the reorganization effort.

A critical step should be to reduce the financial dependence of
social sectors on general public reve ues through the introduction of user
charges, especially when these funds (an be utilized to allow the access of
the needy population to these services.

Specific measures to serve the Government's efficiency and equity
objectives in each of these sectors ar. suggestad in the following matriz.
The order in which issues and instruments are listed in each matrix does
not reflect suggestions for priority of action (numbers in parentheses
indicatie the paragraphs in which the issues are analyzed).




School attendance and
equal access to education
system (2.2, 2.8, 2.9,
2.20, 2.28, 2.29)

Quality of education
(2.4, 2.5, 2.7, 2.23,
2.24)

Skilled manpower
requiremen;s (2.17, 2.35,
3.16, 3.17)

—ceeeceTeswscccnccsccccacacaee

RESOURCE MOBILIZATION AND
DISTRIBUTIVE TRANSFERS
Adequate funding of
school-lunch programs for
needy children (2.10)

Financial assistance to
low income parents to buy
books and materials
(2.10)

Tuition fee increases for
private secondary schools
(2.20)

Stipends for selected
talented and needy
secondary school students
(2.20)

Introduction of student
loans for university
students (2.30)
Introduction of tuition
charges in higher
education (2.30) and
budgetary resource shift
in favor of primary and
secondary schooling (2.3)

Incieased private sector
participation in short-
term vocational training
(2.17)

Differentiation of
university tuition fees

to reflect differential
cogts of careers. (2.22)
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EFFICIENCY OF RESOURCE
USE

Information campaign
directed specifically to
lower income families on
the long-term benefits of
schooling (2.10)

Narrower focus for and
tighter supervision of
expenditures on school-
lunch programs (2.10)

Strengthening of the
long-term planning and
budgeting capacity of the
Ministry and provincial
education authorities
(2.12)

Teacher training, salary
restructuring, reduction
of piecemeal and part-
time assignments (2.7)

Introduction of an
educational assessment
system (2.13)

Establishment of an
independent university
council (2.34)

Provision of adequate
incentives for work in
less developed areas for
concentrated surplus
manpower (2.35)

Public sector pay scale
review to reflect
relative scarcities
(2.35)




SECTOR: HEALTH

Heiti 2 care strategy:
pret ntive vs. curative,
primary vs. hospital care
(3.5, 3.6, 3.7, 3.8)

Hospital capacity and
management (3.9, 3.10)

Health manpower

Health care £inancing
(3.21, 3.22, 3.23)

Supervision, regulation
and special programs

(3.25, 3.28, 3.29, 3.32,
3.33, 3.34, 3.35, 3.38)

RESOURSE MOBILIZATION AND
RESOURCE TRANSFERS
Budgetary resource chift
from curative/hospital
care to public health"
ceitsss, maternal and
child health, family
planning, Immunizations
(3.7)

Charging of user fees
from social insurance
funds (0S) with providing
hospital retaining a
major part of the
proceeds (3.12)

Matching funds from
communities and
municipalities for
main. :nance and
modernization (3.12)

Assistance to the 0Ss’
and private groups’
efforts to introduce
prepayment and health
maintenance programs
(3.18)

Strengthening of INOS’
supervisory and
distributive functions
(3.28)

Modernization and
consolidation of public
laboratories for food and
drug controls (3.33)

Narrowing the target
group and extending the
benefits provided by PAN
(3.36, 3.37)
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Adequate incentives for
health manpower to work
in health posts in small
towns and rural areas
(3.18)

Information campaigns for
immunization and family
plannirg (3.8)

Managerial autonomy for
public hospitals (3.12)
with professional
hospital administrators
(3.18)

Regional specialization
and integration (3.1l)

Reduction and
consolidation of hospital
bed capacity (3.11)
Introduction of high
tuition fees for medical
education (3.17) and/or
compulsory service in
less developed areas
(3.18)

Improvement of career
ladders, including
training of physicians in
hospital administration
(3.18)

Introduction of pricing
systems to build
competitive pressures and
the simplification of
payment systems (3.24)

Modification of the
contracting between the
0Ss and providers,
tighter supervision
(3.24)

Establishment of an
information base and
norms and regulations
(3.30)

Introduction of nutrition
status indicators for PAN
target group (3.37)

Coordination of PAN’s
efforts with other
poverty alleviation
programs (3.37)




SECTOR: HOUSING
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Administration of the
National Housing Fund
(FONAVI) (4.8, 4.9, 4.12)

FONAVI construction costs
(4.10)

Cost recovery and housing
subsidies (4.6, 4.11,
4.12)

Housing deficit (4.1,
4.3, 4.19)

RESOURCE MOBILIZATION AND
DISTRIBUTIVE TRANSFERS
Intyroduction of cross-
checks between the firms’
tax returns, output
levels, fiscal benafit
applications and FONAVI
collections to reduce
evasion (4.14)

Shifting a major part of
FONAVI resouzces to
smaller and simpler
housing solutions (4.22)

Full, simultaneous
adjustment of repayments
to the changes in
beneficiaries® income
(4.14)
Promotion/construction of
rental housing (4.2)
Conduct a study to
examine legislation that
would free up rental
market (4.2).

Technical/financial
asgistance to low cost
housing solutions of
nongovernmental
organizations to mobilize
beneficiaries’ physical
and financial
contributions (4.20)
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Reduction of staff
turnover in the
Secretariat of Housing
(4.8)

Decentralization of
FONAVI management and
resource allocation to
provinces (1.16, 4.8)

Cooperation with
community organizations
to improve tergeting
(4.22) -
Drawing of contracts with
construction firms in an
unambiguous form (4.14)

Tighter supervision of
contractors’ work (4.14)

Elimination of procedural
deleys in the
authorization of
expenditures (4.14)




CHAPTER ONE

SQCIAL SECTORS IN CRISIS

A. Background

1.1 In the m:d-1970s, the Argentine economy began eroding and falling
incomes and shifting wealth distribution hurt a large section of the
population. Between 1974 and 1985, average household income declined by
about 20 percent in real terms (see Annex Table 2.12). Income distribution
became more skewed: in Greater Buenos Aires, the richest 10 percent
increased its income share from 33 percent to 37 percent, while the share
of the poorest 40 percent declined from 16 percent to 14 percent.

1.2 Wage earners experienced a major setback: some 30 percent of
workers in large industrial enterprises lost their jobs, real wages dropped
37 percent between 1974 and 1985. The share of wages in GDP fell from 51
percent (1970-1975 average) to 36 percent (1976-1982 average), reflecting
the drop in average real wages, an estimated 3 percent reduction in the
participation of working age group to 1labor force, and a shift from wage-
to self-employment, whose numbers have increased by 35 percent since 1976.

1.3 Even before Argentina*s recent economic crisis began, a
significant part of the population, especially in the poorer northern
provinces and in the slum belt of Greater Buenos Aires, lived with little
access to public education, health, water and sewerage, and under grievous
housing conditions. Since the wmid-1970s, the population in need of these
services has increased, while the public and private resources for
education, health and housing have declined. Between 1976 and 1981, the
military government spent 17 percent less than the 1973-1975 average on
social services, despite a 17 percent increase in total public expenditure,
caused in large part by a significant rise in defense and security
spending. (see Appendix Tables 5.5 to 5.9).

1.4 Inefficiencies have plagued the system: inadequate recurrent cost
and maintenance budgeting and the 1lack of coordination between public and
private sectors have reduced service 1levels, while expensive equipment sat
idle and bureaucratic inertia delayed well-intentioned reform efforts.
User charges have been almost totally absent. When applied, they have had
little relation to service costs. Evasion of employer contributions for
housing have reached, in some cases, 50 percent, and those collected have
been badly administered (para 4.4).

1.5 Some services such as higher education and housing have
predominantly benefited middle and higher income groups, while public
hospitals, primary and secondary schools sorved lower income groups more
than the middle and higher income groups. There has been no mechanism to
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assist the talented poor students to go beyond the levels of education
their parents could afford. Public honsing pregram has been designed to
help the lower income groups, but it has so far operated in such a way
that about 80 percent of the households in dire need of housing has not
qualified to get -2 house.

1.6 Witk the gap between the demand for and the supply of public
social servaces growing, their ineffectiveness and shortcomings bave become
more visible. The deterioration of those services that predominantly

benefit lower income groups--primary education, public hospitals,
preventive health care, slum improvement programs--has been more severe
than those that served the middle and higher income groups.

B. Social Policy: New Priorities, Planning and Budgeting

1.7 Since taking office in 1983, the Government has given priority to:

(i) alleviating the hardship experienced by an increasing part
of the population;

(ii) restoring universal and free access to social services.

These priorities have been translated into the following sectoral
objectives:

(i) in the area of education, restoration of an old tradition-
-universal and free access to all levels of education;

(ii) in the area of health care, priority to primary care, the
coczdination of financing agencies to maximize coverage,
equity and quality of care, the coordination of providers
into a pluralistic network of health services; and to the
decentralization of management; introduction of an
emergency food support program (PAN) for needy families;

(iii) in housing, reduction of the housing deficit of lower
income families.

Building Support for Reforms

1.8 Achievement of these objectives would require substantial resource
mobilization and major budgetary and institutional reforms to improve
allocative and administrative efficiency and targeting. Without these, the
quality of services would deteriorate further and major bottlenecks would
emerge. However, the political support needed for resource mobilization
and reforms has not yet materialized. Thus, the Government’s efforts to go
beyond emergency measures and introduce substantial reforms in the social
sectors have encountered difficulties. On the one hand, with larger
demands on fewer resources, the efficiency and distribution of social
expenditures became more promineat in the political spotlight,
strengthening the case for reforms. On the other hand, interest groups
who benefit from the present subsidies tend to oppose reform efforts.
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Interference with private school subsidies, for instance, meets the
opposition of those who operate private schools; attempts to cut waste in
health care through better supervision antagonize physicians and trade
unions at the same time; initiatives to reform public housing programs are
opposed by construction companies. By contrast, those who would benefit
most from the efficient provision and allocation of social services are not
adequately organized to voice their opinions and complaints.

1.8 Reforms in social sectors affect households directly. They should
be introduced only after the social and distributive impact and political
cost of each measure is determined. Lack of adequate understanding of the
expected social benefits of these reforms may jeopardize the outcome. Past
well-intentioned reform attempts failed to mobilize the support of the
large groups who would benefit from the improved efficiency and targeting
of social programs, which were thwarted by the powerful opposition. The
Government should therefore consider incorporating the representatives of
the potential ben=ficiaries of social reforms in the process of preparation
and launching an information campaign on the inequitable functioning of the
present system and the objectives of social reforms.

1.10 Social and economic gains that can be achieved in raising
efficiency and increasing the progressive distributional impact of social
services could be emphasized. The unpopularity of the measures such as

cost recovery in higher education (para 2.22), introduction of contractual
payments by social insurance funds to public hospitals (para 3.19) could be
counterbalanced by the redistributive features that should be integrated by
these measures. The task of overhauling the public housing system to
reduce costs and to identify the needy families (para 4.20) could be made
easier by incorporating grassroots and community organizations in these
efforts. Reforms with strong positive distributive impact, if introduced
early on, may serve to build popular confidence for future improvements.

Resource Allocation Processes: 3udgeting and Planning

1.11 Another reason for delays in the preparation of reforms is the
weakness of federal and provincial ministries’ capacity to plan and budget
programs and monitor the performance of sector agencies. Public managers
are operating under extremely difficult circumstances, warranting praise
for those units that still function effectively despite limited financial
resources and conditions of remuneration that have resulted in loss of many
of the most competent officers. However, even with the dedication of the
senior staff, most public agencies’ hands, especially in the social
sectors, are tied by the scarcity of reliable and systematic information,
the lack of specialized economic analysis units, the weakness of
intermediate and support staff, and the inappropriate budgetary procedures,

1.12 Despite such difficulties, the Government has recently begun
improving budgetary procedures to =allow for a rationalization of resource
allocation. Normally, the negotiations between the executing ministries
and the Secretariat of Treasury concentrate on the amounts allocated with
little reference to the economic rationale of expenditures. Until
recently, neither the executing ministries nor the Secretariat had been
equipped with teams to assess the relative importance of expenditure
categories in terms of the priorities of social policy. During the last
year, the Secretariat began to strengthen its staff to be able to negotiate
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the substance of budget allocations. Specific sectoral guidelines are
still missing, but once the ministries set up their respective economic
analysis units, they may be able tc filter the agencies’ requests for
budget funds according to a set of sectoral priorities.

1.13 In order to translate the priorities of the Government’s social
policy into effective action, the Finance Secretariat’s mandate to allocate
fiscal resources among competing social programs need to be strengthened
further. To achieve this, the following modifications may be needed:

(i) establishing economic analysis units in social ministries
and dependent organizationy;

(ii) incorporating the policy priorities (e.g. protection of
recurrent cost requirements, redistributive emphasis, user
charge applications) explicitly invo budget preparation
process, and screening executing agency proposals in terms
of these priorities;

(iii) having federal and ©provincial budgetary authorities
negotiate budget transfers on sector-specific rather than
overall quantitative targets.

Extra Resources for Social Sectors Should Accompany Reforms

1.14 For the moment, it would not be advisable to raise the' budgetary
share of social service budgets unless the requests for larger resources
are based on solid reform programs. The present spending pattern, whose
results are not assessed, is leading to a wasteful use of resources.
Improved efficiency, introduction of user charges and accurate targeting
can provide far better quality, much more service, and more effective help
for those who are in real need with only minor increases in budgetary
resources. Additional resources to be spent on these services should come
from their users. Much of public social expenditures benefit those who can
afford to pay the full cost of these services. Resource shifts from the
services that benefit higher income groups to well-targeted anti-poverty
programs (paras 2.10, 3.8, 4.23), better collection and financial
management of earmarked revenues (paras 3.11, 4.14), improvements in
administrative efficiency snd financial management (paras 3.24, 4.12) and
the introduction of cost recovery from those who can afford to pay (paras
2.20, 3.12) would go & long way in expanding the services and improving
their quality.

1.15 Regulation of private sector activity is ineffective and, at
times, counter the priorities of the Government’s social policy. Subsidies
for private schools replace a 1large part of the fees the higher income
groups can afford to pay (paras 2.18). Even the basic information
gathering and monitoring of hedlth insurance funds and private health care
providers are inadequate {para 3.29). Contracts with private biilders and
supervisory regulations applied in housing programs create so many
conflicts that the total number of houses that are actually completed is
less than 6 percent of those "being processed" in any given year (para
4.8).




Further Decentralization

1.16 Benefits and costs of further decentralization need tc be studied
carefully in order not tu repeat the past mistakes. The most likely
candidates for decentralization teo provinces are secondary education.
Effectiveness of public housing prog.ams could also be greatly enhanced by
full decentralization. But the provinces cannot be expected to bear =z
greater financial burden than at present unless they also have the power to
generate additional revenue. Also, management of education at the
provincial and municipal levels requires managerial capacity that may be in
short supply. The required fiscal and administrative restructuring, with a
view to providing provincial authorities with regular and reliable
financial resources to perform their new tasks, should be carried to the
full, unlike in the previous decentralization, A redistributive fund
should be established to ameliorate the hardship of the poorer provinces.
The Ministries should undertake in-depth reviews to adjust to a more
decentralized set of responsibilities. In the meantime, staffing
limitations of public administration, both federal and provincial, should
be addressed through a massive training or retraining effort for which
Argentina is well endowed. Federal ministries should work with the
provinces to prepare them for the decentralization, until better staff
training improves their capacity.




CHAPTER TWO

EDUCATION

A. Introduction

2.1 Argentina spends a somewhat smaller share of GDP on education than
most other Latin American countries, which typically spend 6-8 percent.
Total public expenditure amounts .to 3.7 percent of GDP, and private
expenditures (in both public and private schools) 1.7 percent (Annex Table
7.5). Over 20 percent of public resources for education is allocated as
subsidies to private education, mainly primary and secondary schools.
Provincial governments’ expenditures comprise a growing share of total
public education spending (55 percent in 1985 as compared to 35 percent in
1976). This results from the provinces® assumption in 1978 of
responsibility for primary education as well as greater secondary education
tasks.

2.2 Between 1960 and 1980 enrollment rates at all levels rose
considerably. University enrollment doubled in the period, accelerating
further subsequently. However, secondary school enrollment in 1985 (1.7
million) constituted only 65 percent of the corresponding age group,
indicating great potential demand (Annex Tables 7.1 and 7.2). Also, there
is a serious problem of dropouts at the higher grades of primary education,
which appears to be associated more with tne decline in household incomes.

2.3 Private and social rates of return to  education, estimated on
survey data for Greater Buenos Aires are strongly positive at all levels,
indicating a robust link between educational attainment and income levels.
A crude estimate has yielded a 21 percent private return on primary
education. Private rates of return were 24 percent and 10 percent on
secondary and higher education, respectively (Annex Table 7.6). Returns to
higher education are especially positive for those students who work during
the school year (26 percent). Because direct costs of education are paid
almost entirely from general public revenues, social rates of return are
much lower. Such high private returns point to the likelihood of strong
increases in demand for secondary and higher education. Although lower
than private, social rates of return are positive, and indicate, especially
in the case of university students whe are employed during their study (15
percent), the value of continued publi. funding. However, it would be
difficult to justify any additional funding of higher education unless this
was financed by users®’ contributions.




B. Primary and Secqndary Education

Physical infrastructure and current inputs

2.4 The rapid growth of enrollments and declining résource
availability are stretching the limits of physical infrastructure, teaching
materials and teachers in primary and secondary education, fueling
widespread concern about possible lower quality. The physical
infrastructure is deteriorating in the absence of sufficient investment,
combined with a growing backlog on unmet repair, maintenance or replacement
requirements. Details on the current status of physical facilities and
installations are unavailable, but as far back as 1973, 61 percent of all
primary schools were in averige or poor condition, with this proportion
ranging from 76 to 95 percent in some provinces. Although new provincial
investment may have improved t¢his picture, there are numerous schools on
multiple shifts with much shorter school days, hurting the quality of
education. In 1981, over 12 p2rcent of the schools in Greater Buenos Aires
were on a reduced daily schedule to accommodate three shifts; in poorer
districts, this share reached up to 26 percent.

2.5 As early as 1979, 24 percent of secondary school facilities were
judged inadequate. Another 20 percent of buildings had damaged roofs or
floors, and 15 percent were without sufficient sanitary facilities or were
in otherwise poor condition. The Government 1is preparing to carry out a
much needed evaluation of the status of facilities for secondary education
and to design a system to maintain this information current. It has also
asked the provinces to survey regularly the cerJditicns and needs of the
primary schools under their jurisdiction.

2.6 Recurrent costs account for about 90 percent of total public
expenditure on education. The rest are for construction and equipment. A
major problem is insufficiert  financing of non-personnel recurrent
expenditure -- textbooks, educational materials and supplies -~ which have
suffered severe budget cuts, leading to shortages of up-to-date texts and
materials. Voluntary contributlone of parents’ associations have been used
increasingly to cover these items, s&ave for echcoals in low income
districts.

2.7 Adequate supply of trained and motivated teachers is becoming a
major problem. 1In the past, the supply of teachers was sufficient to meet
growing demand and even to pernit slight decreases in student-teacher
ratios. However, during the 1980s, %teachers’ real incomes have declined
significantly (Annex Table 7.4). The decrease in teachers’ real earnings
appears to have adversely affected morale and commitment. Teacher
absenteeism is especially severe at the secondary 1level. Because most
secondary teachers are compensated on an hcirly basis, they accept more
school commitments than they can deliver and also hold other jobs.
Training, salary restructuring and reductiod of part-time .ssignments are
likely to improve the morale and attendance of teachers, and hence the
quality of education.

oD
oo
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School Attendance

2.8 Although the average rate of student retention in school has
gradually improved, schools in low-income areas have high rates of
desertion and grade repetition. Information that would permit a definitive
analysis of desertion and repetition is not currently available, although a

specific diagnosis of these problems is forthcoming. On the basis of
available data, it appears that less than 20 percent of students complete
the primary cycle on schedule. Children with parents of below average
educational attainment or income perform below the norm in language,
mathematics, science and social studies. This tendency grows with each
grade.

2.9 Economic conditions among the poorest segments of the population

worsen the problem, limiting their capacity to take advantage of primary
education. Among the poorest, the diet children obtain at home is
deficient and impedes learning by lowering school attendance, and raising
repetition and desertion. Some households cannot cover the indirect costs
of maintaining children in school--purchase of books, materiais, supplies,
clothing, and food. Also, many children--aged 12 to 14, who should be in
the final years of primary school--work in whatever jobs they may find in
order to supplement family incomes.

2.10 Primary schooling is one of the most efficient means to provide
the poor with income-earning assets. Serving the objectives of both equity
and efficiency, it deserves high priority. Therefore, efforts to inform
parents of the long-term benefits of schooling for children should be
intensified. The school lunch and school-based dietary supplement programs
of the national and provincial governments, and of voluntary agencies, have
proven to be very effective in attracting the children from low-income
families to school. In many cases, however, funds allocated for these
programs have been eroded under jinflation when the timing of expenditures
was not in line with the transfer of funds. A more selective focus and
adequate funding for these programs should receive priority. Some
financial assistance may be provided to low-income families to purchase
requi.ed books and materials. They can also be exempted from contributing
to public school parents® cooperative funds.

2.11 The initiative to develop and extend such programs could best be
taken by the provincial governments and municipalities, who have the
responsibility to provide primary education and a better knowledge of local
factors that determine school attendance. Cost-sharing arrangements may be
established with the central government and financed by transfers from
nutrition programs such as PAN which are not adequately focussed on poorest
groups.

Decision-making, information and educational assessment

2.12 Until very recently, decision-making in education was largely
oriented toward crisis management. The resources and organizational
capacity devoted to policy 4issues, strategic planning and promoting
educational effectiveness were 1limited. Decisions were reactive rather
than made on the basis of strategies for the sector or criteria for
expenditure. The Ministry has recently initiated a comprehensive effort to
define a medium-term education strategy based on a rational assessment of

- 23
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the country’s needs. However, the information to guide and inform both

short- and long-term decisicn making s lacking. There are long reporting -
delays in all kinds of informatiorn,, and serious gaps in the data on

expenditures and finance that could be matched with data on enrollments.

Therefore, the assessment of the costs of different programs in different

regions is practically impossible.

2.13 The decision making process in the Ministry suffers also from lack
of an educational assessment system. No direct information on the quality
of "outputs" of education is available. This deficiency could be overcome
by standardized tests on student achievement at various educational levels.
The Government could establish an assessment system based on such
systematic data ‘) signal to educators and analysts from the school,
district, or proviacial levels to the policy level in the ministry, how
well the different componen*s of the education system is performing, the
areas of weakness, how achievement of educational objectives has changed
over time, etc. These assessments should not be applied to limit
enrollment or exclude students from access to school, but should be used to
guide policies on how to overccme qualitative problems,

2.14 Trends in enrollment, demographic data and the rates of return on
education indicate that the demand for secondary education should increase
rapidly in the 1990s (Annex Table 7.3). In case of economic reactivation,

demand for secondary school places may rise even more sharply: more
families will be able to afford to keep children in school at secondary
level, and a growing economy will offer more job opportunities for
~condary graduates.

2.15 & number of strategic decisions on secondary education are
therefore becoming increasingly urgent: location of future schools; repair,
maintenance and refurbishing of existing schools; reduction of teacher
absenteeism; allocation of further responsibilities between federal and
provincial governments; balance between the dual functions of preparing
students for higher education or for entry to employment; and the
appropriate size and length of technical/vocational traiwning programs.

Vocational training

2.16 The definition of an adequate strategy, with special emphasis on
the relative weights of general and vocational education in the future, and
a comprehensive study that would prepare the groundwork for an investment
program are becoming urgent tasks for the Government. In the more
immediate future, cost-effectivs utilization of the available facilities
would be necessary to allow enough resources to be devoted to teacher
training and educational macerials in order to avoid deterioration of
quality.

2.17 A critical aspect of the medium-term strategy for secondary
education is vocational training. At the moment, training of technical
manpower is being done through comprehensive and structured technical
schools of long duration. Experience elsewhere shows, however, short-term,
intensive vocational training is usually more cost-effective in the
preparation of skilled and technical personnel for employment. A critical
issue is the respective responsibilities of the school system and the
prospective employers of trained labor in such training. Since costs as
“~z
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compared to external benefits are always much higher for vecational
traliing than Jor general education, full dependence on public funding is
not desirable. Also, during times of fiscal austerity, publicly financed
training programs are usually curtailed severely, although simultaneously
the need for adjustmeuni training may be increasing. Additional resources
for such programs may be raised by providing incentives for private sector
participation, or by imposing charges on firms, or on trainees.

Private school subsidies

2.18 About 20 percent of primary students and 29 percent of secondary
students are enrolled in private schools, whose operations result in lower
public expenditure per student, increased coverage and higher average
quality. For over three decades privare schools have been significantly
subsidized with public funds. More than 20 percent of the national
education budget is allocated to meet teaching costs in private schools,
mainly at secondzcy level (Annex Table 7.5).

2.19 The subsidy affects over 90 percent of private schools of which
about 80 percent have all o. tleir teachers financed by the Government. It
covers about 50 percent of total costs in the subsidized schools. Unit
costs in subsidized private primary schools are approximately 20 percent
above those in public schools, and in private secondary schools 20 percent
below those of public secondary schools (Annex Table 7.8). These
differences are related to inclusion of additional courses in the private
primary curriculum and the concentration of private secondary schools in
academic programs rather than the more costly technical ficuds.

2.20 From the perspective of resource mobilization and efficiency,
especially in view of fiscal constraints, the economic case for private
engagement in education is strong, which may argue for continued subsidy
for private schools. However, subsidies to private schools form a large
part of total public expenditure in education (20 percent) and more than 80
percent of the subsidy benefits the families who can afford to -2 tuition
fees. To serve the objectives of social equity, these sdbsidies can be
modified. One way is to help children in low-income families financially
to enrcll in private schools, especially where corditions in the public
schools are not satisfactory. The subsidy could aiso be geared to provide
incentives for private school operators to open schools in areas that would
more directly serve the poor. Another option may be to obligate subsidized
private schools to provide scholarships to children of low-income
households, to be financed out of general increases in tuition fees.
Alternatively, the subsidies could be gradually reduced and the savings
then applied to schosls in areas of greatest need--those serving the low-
income families. Such options would have to be considered carefully not
only in economic and administrative terms, but also in their sccial and 1
political contexts.




- 11 -

C. Higher Education

2.21 Higher education faces difficult issues of management and finance
that are compounded by sharply rising demand. Total enrollment in higher
education has passed the level of 800,000, with 650,000 in universities.
These students are accommodated in 49 institutions, including 22 private
universities with about 15 percent of total university enrollment {down
from 20 percent in 1980).

Effects of Open Admissions and Free Tuition

2.22 The restoration of the open admissions policy of the public
universities in recent years had a clear purpose under the democratic
objectives of the present Government, as has the absence of fees. Both
traditions date back to the reform movement of 1918. Under the present
circumstances, these policies released great pent-up demand for higher
education and placed 8 mzjor burden on the institutions in a period of
extremely tight budgets. Another undesirable consequence is over-crowding
into certain prestigious or highly remune-ative fields of study. For
example, the number of medical students in Argentinu increased from about
5,500 in 1977 to 31,000 in 1983, over half of them in the University of
Buenos Aires alone. This imbalance will eventually crimp job prospects,
but that adjustment is inefficient, slow, and socially costly.

2.23 Another consequence of expansion forced by open admissions is the
lowering of quality. With the increased enrollment in scientific and
technical fields, fewer students can carry out experiments and laboratory
work, and in other ficlds, the lack of new investment in library facilities
and reference holdings is a major barrier. Universities have not been able
to modernize essentizl computer facilities and service. They cannot recruit
and retain enough qualified faculty because of low salary levels.

2.24 There is no simple relation between crowding of university
facilities, faculty overload, and the gquality of education. Alt) ough
public universitieg enjoy a strong tradition of quality, for many yeax.,
they have been confronting severe difficulties. Some faculties have been
able to maintain high standards despite sgevere overcrowding and the
admission of many students who would previously have been rejected. At the
end of 1970s, 37 percent of public universities® buildings needed major
repair or renmovation; and 18 percent needed rtplacement. The problems of
outdated equipment and inadequate installations were most acute in
sciences, engineering and medicine.

2.25 At present, these difficulties are compounded by severe financial
and economic constraints that affect not only the universities and their
capacity to provide services, but also the capacity of students and their
families to finance university studies. It is estimated that currently
only one in ten students in major public universities ever graduata.
Fourteen percent of the 1979 University of Buenos Aires students did not
pass more than two courses in that year, out o0f an average six under normal
circumstances. In another national university the average length of studies
for those who eventually graduate exceeds the minimum number of years by 50
percent,
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2.26 The ratio between higher and primary education unit costs has
always been lower in Argentina than most other countries in the region
(around 3 as compared to the regional average of 10). Recently,

generalized salary adjustments, large numbers of non-attending students in
higher education, and the relatively larger new investments undertaken by
the provinces in primary education have brought unit costs in higher and
primary unit costs even closer (Annex Tables 7.4 and 7.7).

2.27 Potential additional university demand is very high. During the
period 1980-1985, university enrollment grew on average 10.8 percent per
annum. Much of this growth was the result of pent-up demand, and the
future rate of growth may be lower. However, university enrollment has
already surpassed the capacity of most institutions. If open admission and
free tuition continue, present conditions of overcrowding will certa.nly
worsen.

Distribution of the Benefits of Higher Education

2.28 Despite a considerable broadening of the social background of
students, university education still 1largely favors the more privileged
groups. The upper 20 percent in income receive as much as 40 percent of
the direct public expenditure on higher education; the lowest 20 percent
receive less than 10 percent of the public resources devoted to higher
education. Although as many as two thirds of all university students work
part-time, their social origin and the prospects for economic well-being
after graduation cast them among the more privileged in society (Annex
Table 7.9).

2.29 The total cost for a university student has three components: the
opportunity cost of not working; the direct cost of fees and charges; and
the indirect cost of subsistence, transportation, materials, supplies, etc.
Of the three, direct costs are typically the least. 1In public universities
tuition fees are generally zero. In private institutions, the average fee
now applied is 1less than the cost of the student's subsistence. In
arguments for maintaining a no-fee public system, it is seldom recognized
that a charge for services of the university would represent only a
fraction of the total costs students face, even though the possible
additicnal revenue could make & significant difference in the quality of
the education the universities could provide. For the average student, the
most important immediate costs are living expenses duriug studies and the
cost of materials for study. For the low income student, it is these costs
that are a major barrier to attendance and that help justify the creation
of systems of educational credit and targeted subsidies to low income
families that are now common in many countries.

2.30 If quality is not to deteriorate further, higher education needs
extra resources. These should nct, however, drain scarce funds from cther
priority areas like primary and secondary education, which have progressive
welfare effects. Resource mobilization for higher education needs to be
designed so as toc facilitate access of 1lower income groups to higher
education. Wnile any effort to achieve greater equity through cost
recovery for higher education would be highly sensitive politically, the
Government might find that there 1is less opposition than expected to a
well-designed and carefully presented program to improve equity. An
acceptable program might be based upon recovering tuition costs from those

or
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who can afford to pay and using a large part of the proceeds to provide
credit or scholarships for poorer students. If such a program yielded
adequate resources, loans and targeted fellowships could be extended to
finance poorer students’ secondary education, which many of them have
difficulties completing.

Private Universities

2.31 Private universities are of relatively recent origin. Unlike
private primary and secondary schools, they receive no direct public
subsidy. (Publicly-funded research grants and related contracts represent
a minor source of revenue for private universities). The private
uiniversities can control admissions better, balance student numbers with
supply of places, and practice more efficient management. However, for the
most part, they have been unable to make salary adjustments in 1985 and
1986. They cannot adjust fees, which have been frozen along with other
prices in the economy. And in the absence of a system for education
credit, even with an increase in fees, private universities would continue
to face problems since students are encountering difficulty in financing
their educational costs.

Polytechnics

2.32 In the face of growing demand for higher education, one of the
Government’s proposals is to develop a system of polytechnics, o=
institutions offering two or three year programs in sub-professional
fields. This could theoretically reduce the inefficiencies of the over-
developed university system and prepare technical personnel at less :han
full professional qualifications. However, open admissions and free
tuition in public universities militate against the successful
establishment of a separate polytechnic system, as individuals are likely
to prefer the option, and greater prestige, of a full university degree.
Folytechnics are more attractive when the diploma or credential offered is
recognized by the universities as credit towards a full degree, thus
opening up the possibility of further part-time study after graduation. It
would also be desirable that courses in polytechnics cover new fields that
are not offered at the university 1level, and when employers can identify
skills among their graduates that meet job requirements and that are not
generally found among university graduates. To approach polytechnics
primarily as a means to channel excess demand for higher education into a
more socially “"rewarding® setting, without recognition of the external
factors that condition the effectiveness of such a system, is highly risky.
A more appropriate response would be a more flexible university system with
wider options in curricula and length of study.

Management of Higher Education

2.33 The management of the wuniversity system lacks stable and
independent institutional arrangements for policy development, planning and
system management, for which the Ministry of Education is not equipped or
suited. There is a voluntary council of rectors of public institutions and
an association of rectors of private universities that play a limited role
of this kind. But unlike other countries, Argentina has not developed a

QO
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representative and governing body for university system planning and
monitoring, and endowed it with the legal authority and technical capacity )
to perform these functions. This causes basic decisions to be taken
frequently without serious consideration to their medium-term consequences.

2.34 Higher education planning could be facilitated by the
establishment of a separate, representative body,. authorized by law, such
as a university council, to provide guidelines on policy and standards.
Alternatively, the existing coordinating councils could be given the
necessary powers. Such a representative body could develop improved
criteria and procedures for student selection that would help raise both
internal efficiency in student progress and entry in the labor market, as
well as the preparation of effective investment plans. Although any
government initiative in the area of higher education management would be
highly sensitive, it would be desirable to explore with the institutions
themselves and their existing councils ways of improving upon the present
system of governance.

Human Resources Policy

2.35 In the long-run, the most efficient use of education resources can
be achieved when the education system <zesponds to the signals of a well-
functioning labor market, reducing the production of those skills and
professions of which relative remuneration is declining, and vice versa.
At present, distortions in the labor market, lack of tuition fees, and non-
market considerations such as social prestige step the demand for higher
education unduly, yielding enormous surpluses and geographical
concentrations of some professions such as those of high level medical
manpower. In the medium-term, introduction of tuition fees in higher
education, although fraught with political difficulty, would be one of the
most effective instruments to achieve a balance between the demands of the
labor market and the supply of skills. In the short-term, some use can be
made of these professional surpluses by providing adequate incentives for
those willing to work in less developed regions. The Government could also
review the pay scales with a view to reflect the relative scarcities of
different levels of manpower, e.g: physicians and nurses. To enhance its
effectiveness and acceptability, the institutional framework required to
coordinate the human resources policy needs to involve all interested
parties in the decisions.
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CHAPTER THREE

HEALTH CARE

A. Introduction

3.1 Despite relatively high expenditures, health care services in
Argentina leave much to be desired. The fragmented organization of the
sector and its weak coordination and supervision create severe problems of
quality and efficiency. The services available to population not covered
by insurance are seriously deficient and rapidly deteriorating.

3.2 Per capita health expenditure in Argentina is far lower than in
industrial countries, but the share of health expenditures in GDP (over 7
percent) is comparable. The higher average age of the population pushes
health costs up. Direct public spending for health has a clear
redistributive effect in favor of the poor (half of total public health
expenditures go to the poorest quintile of families), but it represents
less than one-third of total health expenditures (Annex Tables 7.5 and
7.9). The deficiencies in the overall structure of the sector lead to a
deterioration of the quality of care provided, a wasteful use of resources
and striking inequalities between the services enjoyed by the rich and the
poor.

3.3 Over the last 20 years, the quality of health care has declined
markedly. Since 1970, when membership in social insurance funds (0S) became
compulsory, consumers have been unable to choose their insurer and are
limited in their selection of a provider. The necessity to go through
uncoordinated and time-consuming procedures has led to inefficiencies,
lower quality service and serious delays.

3.4 The population covered by 0S is estimated to be around 63 percent.
Of the remaining 37 percent not covered by social insurance, less than a
toird can afford to buy effective financial coverage. Those without
financial coverage who must depend on public hospitals may therefore reach
27 percent of the population.

B. Health Care Delivery

Choices: Preventive vs. Curative, Primary vs. Hospital Care

3.5 Heavy reliance on curative medicine and 1little concern for
Preventive care raise costs unnecessarily. Health promotion and disease
prevention have still not been recognized as cost-effective complements to
a disease and treatment oriented approach. The 0Ss offer insurance against
disease rather than providing real health plans and most benefits are
related to curative rather than preventive care, with the exception of
recent changes in some 0Ss behavior towards maternal and child health (MCH)
and care of the elderly.
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3.6 Most primary health care (PHC) is delivered by private physicians
and the outpatient departments of public and private hospitals. Only in
remote rural areas and in some peri-urban areas is PHC delivered by nurses
or health workers. Several additional factors affect the effectiveness of
PHC. The PHC program design receives 1little support from scientific
authorities. Although PHC has proven to be cost-effective, its programs
still lack resources and adequate attention and therefore cannot respond
properly to the country’s medical needs (human reproduction, treatment of
hypertension, diabetes and cardiovascular diseases).

3.7 The financial incentives and government budgets favor expensive
curative medicine and discriminate against PHC. Nor do the 0Ss promote PHC
actively. Although tne public hospitals, health centers and health posts
should be the major providers of PHC for the people not covered by the 0Ss,
provincial and municipal budgets provide insufficient funds. There is
little incentive to expand PHC, especially outreach activities. Funding
for public health programs, which should be the main vehicles of PHC,
especially if targeted to the poor and the 2.7 million rural and nomadic
population, has been transferred from the federal government to the
provinces under the Health Assistance Programs (PAS), covering the MCH,
nutrition, immunizations, tuberculosis, and Chagas disease programs.
Provincial use of PAS funds is uneven at best, and the federal MSAS does
not measure their effectiveness. Thus PAS has become an automatic funds
transfer, losing its original potential to foster PHC. In order not to
face major public health risks and to lower overall health costs, the
Government should give a very high priority to preventive and primary care.

3.8 While upper and middle income groups have easy access to family
planning advice through private physicians, lower income groups, which are
at higher risk of maternal and infant mortality, have virtually none.
Maternal mortality remains relatively high, mainly as a result of
complications of abortions, which are conservatively estimated at some
350,000 a year.

Hospital capacity and management

3.9 With 5 beds per thousand .population the present hospital capacity
would be more than sufficient, but the hospitals are obsolete, poorly
maintained and have outdated equipment. The public hospital infrastructure
is rapidly becoming unusable: 25 percent of the registered short-term
capacity is dilapidated beyond repair and another 25 percent requires
extensive upgrading. Long-term hospitals are even older and 50 percent of
their capacity is totally obsolete. Outdated equipment and poor management
contribute to the underutilization of capacity.

3.10 Public hospitals are poorly run with 1little attention to
expenditure control and efficiency. They customarily back up the rest of
the system, providing a range of services free of charge. They also
receive terminal patients nobody else finds profitable to attend.
Hospitals have little control over their expenditures: salaries, supplies,
food, drugs, service procurement and maintenance -- all are decided
centrally. They do not have any income of their own. For the population
without insurance coverage, the services are provided free. Hospitals are
authorized to charge 0Ss for the services rendered to their members, but
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since the monies recovered are in most cases returned to the Treasury,
there is no incentive for hospitals to go through the cumbersome process of
identifying patients, accounting and billing the 0Ss. As a result, about
10 percent of hospital costs are recovered from third-party payers.

3.11 Nationwide rationalization and coordination of all hospital
systems (including social insurance and private, as well as federal,
provincial and municipal hoapitals) and investment planning for public
hospitals rank as the highest priority items of a health sector reform. To
reduce costs and improve the access to and the quality of hospital care,
special attention may be given to the reduction of the number of beds and
the utilization of the remaining beds more effectively, while shifting the
emphasis from hospital to ambulatory care. Specialization and integration
at the regional level (with fully equipped and staffed departments) would
raise the number of patients that can be attended locally, thereby reducing
the need to be referred to the institutions in the Federal Capital,

3.12 Simultaneously, the effort to give managerial and financial
autonomy to public hospitals needs to be strengthened. In this context,
public hospitals may be assigned a basic budget and be required to identify
and recover costs by billing 0Ss and other third-party payers for services
rendered to their members. This, together with matching funds from
communities and municipalities for maintenance and modernization, could
increase the finances of public hospitals by 35-40 percent.

C. Health Manpower

3.13 There is an abundance of health professionals, particularly
Physicians, and a shortage of nursing personnel. 0f the 250,000 health
sector staff, active physicians number some 69,000, equivalent to one for
425 people, reflecting a very high investment in manpower, surpassed only
by Italy -one to 340- and Israel -one to 370- among market economies. The
ratio is likely to rise further: even if school enrollment were reduced by
40 percent over the next three years and graduation limited to 5,000 per
year, there would still be 80,000 doctors by 1990 and 95,000 by 1995. 1In
any case, the sector will have to absorb 25,000 new graduates over the next
nine years. At the same time, unemployment among physicians is almost
nonexistent and workloads, especially for the younger physicians, are
generally heavy (more than half of the physicians who have less than 4
years of experience work 60 hours or more per week).

3.14 The service provided by this huge number of physicians, many
working extra hours, is notoriously low in public institutions. Low
efficiency is attributed to piecemeal duties, part-time jobs, long
commuting times, insufficient support staff, outdated equipment, in
addition to low salaries and morale. Public sector physicians earn much
less than their counterparts in the O0S system and private sector and
perform many nurses’ functions.

3.15 Because of the strong corporate nature of the market, the
abundance of physicians does not exercise downward pressure on professional
fees in the private sector which are negotiated between 0Ss, professional
associations and private providers. The worst cost in the private gector
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is the so called "supplier-induced demand." To raise their incomes,
professionals encourage patients’ visits and use expensive X-rays or
laboratory tests and high-tech procedures in dubious cases. In the absence
of suitable standards and monitoring, abuses have reached large
proportions, raising repeated medical association concerns.

3.16 To work efficiertly, a physician requires the input of about three
nurses. As compared to the 207,000 nurses implied by this commonly
accepted ratio, Argentina has only 16,000 nurses, i.e. more than four
physicians per nurse. Even counting 25,000 positions for auxiliary nurses,
the nurse/physician ratio remains far from being acceptable for the
efficient utilization of physicians. Nurses’ training has been relatively
neglected. Their low social status and salaries constrain recruitment and
raising standards. Providers and nursing associations agree on the need to
correct the shortage of nurses as well as improving their training even if,
in the short run, their absorption into the sector is severely limited
becatise of the physicians’ substitution/competition.
3 T o
3.17 There is an active search for remedial measures, including
proposals to limit medical education, especially residency programs leading
to specialization, to license general practitioners and specialists to
improve the geographic distribution of doctors as well as their
distribution between specialties; and to  dimprove the training and
utilization of medium-level professionals. However, these worthwhile
efforts have so far not brought concrete action. Professional
organizations, 0Ss and the universities are reluctant to acknowledge
manpower problems. MSAS has no authority over universities and medical
schocls, and there is no government coordination of human resources
policies. Hence, the deterioration of the quality of medical education
continues, with declining laboratory practice and internship facilities and
minimized basic sciences instruction.

3.18 Even with drastic changes in the health care delivery system,
effective utilization of current 69,000 physicians and the absorption of
the additional 25,000 to graduate during the next decade seem difficult.
In the short-term, adjustments to correct workload distortions, including
compulscry service in 1less developed areas, improve career ladders
(including the training of physicians in hospital administration) and
create incentives to steer physicians towards public or private practice in
priority areas such as primary care, research and underserved provinces
would go a long way. However, in the longer term, reduced admission to
medical schools seems to be the only way to cut the wastage of valuable
financial and human resources.

D. Health Care Financing -

3.19 Tax revenues finance two-thirds of health care: the federal and
provincial *ealth systems by general taxes, and 0Ss by an earmarked tax on
wages, The latter pays for services delivered by private providers (about
85 percent) and occasionally by O0S owned facilities (about 15 percent).
0Ss’ contribution to public. hospital costs 4is almost nil, although they
account for about 40 percent of 2all patient/days. Sixty-five percent of
all health spending goes to the private sector.

3.3.
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3.20 The social insurance tax on wages of 7.5 percent (to which workers:

and employers con{ribute, 3.0 points and 4.5 points, respectively) is
levied at the source, and paid to the employee's 0S. Employees who have
overage dependents pay an additional one percent or more. A further one
percent is deducted to finance retirement health care. About two-thirds of
receipts are used for the current health care of workers and their
dependents; the rest goes for health services of retirees and pensioners.
The Government contributes with an earmarked subsidy for retirees,
equivalent to 5 percent of total financing. Widespread tax evasion reduces
the revenues of many O0Ss considerably, but since 1981 O0S system has
generally had balanced revenues and expenditures.

3.21 Unlike most other social insurance systems, the 0S system does not
merge the funds it collects so there is a wide gap between the benefits
from 0Ss serving low-wage industries and those serving such groups as
business executives. The inequity of the system is exemplified by per
capita health expenditures which are 9 times higher in the most affluent
0Ss than in the poorest ones. Each 0S is required by law to transfer 10
percent of its ordinary income, and 60 percent of income from specified
sources (interest, bank commissions, and insurance premiums) to the
Redistribution Fund, which was created to assist the poorer 0Ss. However,
0Ss have consistently delayed these payme~ts until inflation had greatly
reduced their real value; and the 1little money collected in the fund has
been used tc balance their end-of-the-year deficits, and not necessarily
those of the poorer 0Ss.

3.22 The 0Ss’ health care is often unduly expensive. Group interests
and insufficient technical capacity to design a suitable package of
benefits and control the quality of care frequently interfere in the
contracting between 0Ss and providers. In the absence of safeguards and
the freedom to choose one’s attending physician, lax management and
supervision as well as fiaancial and medical mishandling can occur.
Tendency to perform more costly services and operations (e.g. monthly
health expenditure per beneficiary can be 6 times as high in one group of
0S than another, annual number of visits per beneficiary range between 1.9
and 8.4, Cesarean operations per 100 births range between 24 and 45,
depending on the management of the 0S) and to overprescribe (monthly
expenditure on drugs per beneficiary can be up to 13 times as high in one
group of 0S as another).

3.23 Fregmentation of health care financing has also led to a
proliferatien of facilities. Normally, this could result in improved
access and adaptation to diverse needs. In this case, however, it resulted
in duplication of facilities, overlap of services in more profitable areas
(X-ray and laboratory testing, sophisticated care such as renal dialysis,
scintigraphy, echography, and CAT scanning) and severe gaps in less
profitable areas (care of the elderly, MCH, rehabilitation and PHC). It
also confuses consumers who a 2 generally ill-informed of their
entitlements, and unclear about payments, deductibles, etc.

3.24 To improve both equity and efficiency, the reform of health care
financing system need to concentrate on:
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(1) introduction of pricing systems to build competitive
pressures, and the simplification of the several payment
systems;

(ii) modification of the contracting between the O0Ss and
providers to protect the consumer and induce cost-
containment with special emphasis on the encouragement of
capitation schemes, where the providers are paid per
covered population, under careful monitoring and self-
policing arrangements;

(iii} conducting of utilization reviews based on well-established
standards of medical care to control the volume and pattern
of medical care (to assure that the lower prices negotiated
or decreed do not lead to pressing additional services on
the consumer); and,

(iv) assistance to the 0Ss and private groups to move to
prepayment and health maintenance programs which support
preventive care and reduce expensive hospital treatment.

These reforms will require lengthy negotiationms, given the
compartmentalized structure of health sector and the objections the
financially powerful trade unions have against the measures which may
reduce their members’ relative benefits.

E. Health Budgeting, Programming and Regulation

3.25 The weaknesses of health sector management include: (i) MSAS’
inability to 1lead and exercise authority; (ii) the 1lack of a master
investment plan and failure to coordinate expenditures; (iii) overstaffing,
underpayment, and promotion by seniority; (iv) inadequate managerial
skills; and (v) the 1lack of a unified data base and standardized
information on use, cost and volume of services.

3.26 Government  regulation and supervision are not performed
adequately. The decentralization of health facilities and programs from
federal to provincial government left many managerial issues unsolved.
The transfer of authority has not been accompanied by a strengthening of
the federal government’s capacity to plan, coordinate, regulate and control
the sector. Nor has MSAS’ staffing -- number of employees, mix of
professions, and training -- changed to reflect its new role. The
authority of the Federal Health Council (COFESA), which has been given the
task to coordinate provincial health administration is advisory and
therefore remains limited. Most provinces restrict their functions to the
management of their own health facilities, with limited attention to the
activities of the 0Ss and the private sector.

3.27 Public health sector officials encounter 1limited stability and
continuity in leadership owing to frequent turnover in key positions. 1Its
lack of information on total sector human resources, overstaffing, low
salaries, promotion by seniority rather than performance, and lack of
management training continue to haunt MSAS.
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3.28 The National Institute of Social Insurance (INOS), set up to
coordinate the social insurance system, has not execrted its legal authority
over the 306 0Ss in the country. Organization and management vary widely
among the 0S, with big differences in legal structures and in latitude for
independent management., The 1larger, stable 0Ss are more capable of
managing comprehensive programs and making important contributions to the
reorganization of the sector than many of the smaller 0Ss. INOS® legal
authority over 0Ss’ extends to approval of their investments, salary
scales, organization, chief executive officers, and operations. However,
this authority was rarely exercised in the past. Since 1984, INOS has
shown more initiative, and the 0Ss are gradually coming to accept its new
role in the monitoring and evaluation of heaith care. These efforts
deserve full support and priority. Some large 0Ss and medical societies
have also installed effective internal supervision.

3.29 A critical deficiency is the absence of a central data bank. The
provinces and the private sector do not supply data to the federal level.
The exceptions are data on the physical infrastructure, e.g., number of
hospitals, beds, and staff positions. The missing crucial information
consists of statistics on utilization, use and volume of services, unit
costs, population served, and epidemiological profiles. Some of these data
are collected by individual institutions, but they are not aggregated. In
1985, the Government established a data bank in INOS to produce twelve
indicators of the performance of social funds. This centralized data
system has recently begun collecting the required information from 0Ss.

3.30 MSAS needs to strengthen urgently its budgeting and programming
capacities. At the technical 1level, norms, regulations, procedures,
evaluation criteria, control mechanisms need to be prepared in a variety of
fields. The Ministry’'s progcramming and planning units need to be
restructured with a view to better scrutinizing proposed projects and
investment plans in terms of costs and benefits, and ccordination of
sectoral investment plans. They should also be encouraged to screen
expenditures with a view to applying the Government’s basic strategic
choice} in the area of health care delivery--e.g. priority to preventive
care, MCH programs, PHC expansion, improved utilization of hospital
capacity.

Regulation of Drugs and Food Products

3.31 Since the 1late 1970s, the Government has relinquished its
responsibility for the control c¢f laboratory standards, charmaceutical and
food products, with costly results. Professional organizations and the

pharmaceutical industry believa that the poor quality control of
pharmaceutical products is leading to a point where public health may be
threatened. Also, while unit prices for pharmaceuticals are generally in
line with international prices, expenditure on drugs ir significantly
higher than in many industrialized countries, raising concern over possible
overprescription. ’

3.32 A similar situation prevails in the control of food products, an
area particularly important with the consumption of local foods giving way
to the consumption of mass produced and nationally distributed products.
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In the absence o: quality controls, errors and fraud go undetected. The
absence of government testing and control also handicaps producers and
exporters in the same way as in the pharmaceutical industry.

3.33 The Government plans to reestablish control of the quality of food
and drugs deserve priority. Although the upgrading of central reference
laboratories and the strengthening of provincial institutes, university
departments and research centers may require a substantial amount of
resources, the return on these expenditures is 1likely to be high both in
terms of the improvements in public health and possible reductions in
expenditures on pharmaceuticals.

F. Special Distributive Programs

The National Food Program (PAN)

3.34 In 1984, the Government established a food supplement program for
the benefit of 1.4 million needy families (20 percent of the total). 5,000
field agents distribute monthly packages of basic foods, claimed to cover
about 30 percent of the needs of an average family of four. 1In 1986, the
program’s explicit budget was approximately US$15C million, of which 92
percent went to buy food and 8 percent for personnel, storage and
transportation costs. Such efficiency is due, in part, to the strong
Government support that elicits nationwide collaboration from public and
private agencies and thus provides <cheap or free storage anu
transportation, food purchasing under competitive bidding, and rapid
payments that have contributed to keeping costs 40 percent lower than
retail prices.

3.35 PAN was introduced as an emergency measure, but it is being
reshaped into an ongoing anti-poverty instrument. PAN has recently moved
into community procurement of food and clothes, diversification of food
packages, nutrition education, eand community sanitation initiatives. 1In
the process, PAN may strongly influence the development of PHC.

3.36 PAN’'s effectiveness and targeting have not yet been formally
evaluated. The Government believes that the program has produced positive
results among poverty groups, based on observations of work absenteeism,
school drop-out rate, Jiteracy, immunizations, and MCH. Also, as a
consequence of partial industrial recovery, 200,000 families have graduated
from the progiam. Because of its initial success and efficiency, PAN is on
the way to becoming a permanent we.fare program. However, PAN’s activities
have not been coordinated with other programs directed to lower income
groups. Also, it is possible that, without a clear focus, the program’s
thinly spread henefits (less than US$0.08 per person per day) may not be
making a significant impact on the real needy.

3.37 As an emergency program, PAN has functioned well to mobilize the
administrative and financial resources to ameliorate the hardship
experienced by a large number of households affected by the economic
czisis. It also has helped to identify some pockets of poverty and their
critical non-nutritional needs, thereby providing guidance to other
government social welfare programs. The time has come, however, for PAN’s
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coordination and eventual integration with other social and health
programs, particularly with school lunch program, would be necessary to
eliminate duplication and improve targeting. In the meantime, nutrition
status indicators should be introduced and the disclosure of information on
the target group could be required as a major element in the formal
evaluation when the program comes up for renewal.

The Drug Assistance Fund (FAM)

3.38 Since 1984, a 2 percent tax on pharmaceuticals and tobacco is
earmarked to provide free drugs for the needy. The list includes 300
essential drugs with a core of 79 "basic drugs". MSAS procures the drugs
requested by the provinces through competitive bidding. The manufacturer
then delivers the drugs to the provinces for dispensing under a double
label with the brand and generjic names. Although FAM has been conceived as
an emergency measure, it is likely to be transformed into a permanent
program. The future effectiveness of FAM will depend on the provinces’
ability to identify the real needy and its coordination with other poverty-
alleviation programs.
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CHAPTER FOUR

HOUSING

A. Introduction

4.1 Argentina’s housing sector has been at a virtual standstill since
1980. 1In 1980, there were 880,000 households (12 percent of total) living
in unsafe buildings and under overcrowding (defined as 3 or more persons
per room). An additional 1.6 million households were living in unsafe
buildings or under overcrowding. At the same time, only 7.1 million of
the total 8.2 million units of housing stock were occupied. Some of the
unoccupied dwellings were secondary residences (210,000), but the
compartmentalization of markets and fears of a rent freeze were also
keeping many houses unoccupied (709,000). In 1980, 13 percent of occupants
were in illegal tenancy, and 9 percent were doubling up, most of them lower
income famil’es. Doubling up is estimated to have reached 15-18 percent by
1985,

4,2 The rental housing market has been shrinking for three decades,
because of rent controls, the strong savings incentives associated with
home ownership and the increased availability of cheaper credit for owner-
occupied housing. 1In 1980, only 15 percent of occupants were rentors (as
compared to 62 percent in 1947). 1In 1985, the number of apartments offered
for rent was only 7C percent of those available in 1979, following very
sharp drops in 1982 and 1983. During those years, two out of every three
housing units added to the housing stock in the entire country were offset
by a reduction in the units available for rent (between 1960 and 1980 the
proportion of unoccupied housing units in the country increased from 6
percent to 14 percent. For Greater Buenos Aires these figures were 5
percent and 11 percent, respectively). Althcugh since introduction of Plan
Austral rental availability in Greater Buenos Aires has increased, the
average real rent has also risen to double its 1980 level. Measures to
restore long-term confidence in the rental market would go a long way to
increase the availability of rental housing .As a first step, a study
examining legislation to free up rental markets could be conducted. In
addition, a part of public housing funds could be directed to the
construction of rental units.

4.3 About 100,000 units are built annually--well below the additional
annual requirement of 215,000 units (formation of 125,000 new households
and the depreciation of 90,000 units). Sustained reductions in income,
high real interest rates and the disappearance of long-term credit have
long since destroyed private housing finance. The public sector,
meanvhile, has financed some 50,000 units per year.

Qv
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B. Publiic Housing Programs

4.4 Two entities participate in government housing construction and
finance: the Housing Secretariat (SVOA) of the Ministry of Health and
Social Action and the National Mortgage BRBank (BHN). SVOA is responsible
for defining and executing the national housing policy. It decides on the
technical aspects of construction, ~criteria for the selection of
beneficiaries, and allocates National Housing Fund (FONAVI) resources among
the provincial housing institutes (IPV). FONAVI is fed by a 5 percent levy
on workers*® salaries and 1/5 of the social security contributions of the
self-employed. The availsbility of FONAVI funds suffers from widespread
evasion of contributions by employers--probably reaching 50 percent of the
revenue due. In addition, the payments made are typically late as late
penalties are lcw. Nonetheless, FONAVI represents 60 percent of the funds
mobilized for public housing and about 1 percent of GDP.

4.5 BHN is almost insolvent bezause nf the lagged indexation which
wiped out almost all its portfc .io under high inflation. Most of BHN’s
funds are provided by redissounts of the Central Pank, and more recently
through access to overdraft facilities. In addition to its regular mortgage
operations, which serve middle and higher income groups, BHN has recently
initiated special programs directed at the poorer groups of the population
(Shelter Program and the Centenary Plan) (see Annex TIII for the
characteristics of housing programs, including those of the BHN’s).

FONAVI Operations

4.6 Between 1973 and 1985, FONAVI spent US$4.5 billion to build
211,000 houses, at an average cost of US$21,000 at 1985 prices. Yet
repayments made to FONAVI in 1985 was less than 0.07 percent of the
cumulative cost of houses built over the past 13 years (Annex Table 7.17).

4.7 Currently, FONAVI is collecting around US$500 million per year.
With this sum, it 1s possible to produce 80,000 houses at costs achieved
by other housing institutions in Argentina. FONAVI, however, builds only
about 20,000 as a result of administrative weaknesses, unrealistic
standards and deficient financial management.

4.8 Administrative weaknesses have nearly paralyzed FONAVI: at the
current rate of annual production it needs 18 years to process and finance
the backlog of housing projects submitted to it, FOPAVI is highly
centralized in its management and allocation of resources and decentralized
in terms of the information on the utilization of these resources. Project
approval and management entail delays and wunnecessary steps, because of
highly compartmentalized responsibilities. Its organizational weaknesses
are compounded by high staff turnover. Moreover, FONAVI regulations are
often not properly coordinated with other relevant agencies.

4.9 The way FONAVI deals with construction firms adds to the losses
from the system. Construction firms enter negotiations with the full
backing of their chambers and unions. Although construction contracts are
negotiated between the IPVs and individual £firms operating in provinces,
SVOA, under strong pressure by central 1lobbying groups, influence the
outcome significantly. SVOA’s own bargaining power is seriously reduced by
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the discontinuity of its management and the lack of qualified staff to
assess the technical and financial capacity of the firms. Thus, despite
the severe contraction in the sector, the builders usually determine the
contract terms. The firms’ hand is strengthened also by the contracts’
failure to define the final product clearly, which encourages the common
practice of claiming incremental costs.

4.10 FONAVI contracts are awarded as large housing projects. The
stated rationale for this kind of contracting is to exploit the
technological returns to scale of building many units at once. Kowever,
these gains have not been realized, and FONAVI houses are apparently of
lower quality than privately-produced housing. In addition, with endemic
cost over-runs, FONAVI units cost as much as the BHN houses purchased by
higher income households who can select their own units.

Housing Subsidies

4.11 The development and financing of low-cost housing are severely
hampered by the bad targeting of subsidies. Of the total population which
has a shelter deficit in the country, 80 percent do not earn the necessary
income to cover the financial costs of housing in real terms under any of
the current alternatives offered by the private or public sector. Since
public housing policy totally ignores the rental housing solution and
excludes the groups that are most in need of shelter, it fails to meet its
principal objective, namely, to provide 1low-cost housing to the needy.
Only exceptions are the few initiatives of the MSAS® slum eradication
programs (less than 2 percent uvf the MSAS budget), and the pilot programs
of BHN.

4,12 FONAVI targeting is blurred, first during.the allocation of FONAVI
resources to provinces, then in the selection of beneficiaries. There are
three problems with FONAVI's subsidy targeting:

(1) the subsidy does not go to the areas of greatest increase
in demand for housing;

(ii) it does not always go to the most needy; and

(iii) it substitutes for, rather than induces, household resource
mobilization so that fewer units are produced,

4.13 The principal challenge of housing policy reform is to transform
FONAVI from a quasi-current expenditure item in the budget into a
sustainable investment fund. Any subsidies that may be found appropriate
should be made by transparent, and the subsidies should be distributed in
such a way to mobilize the efforts of well-targeted beneficiaries and to
expand the total housing construction.

4.14 To reduce the administrative inefficiency and financial leakages
from FONAVI system a three-pronged program may be put in action:

(i) introduce cross-checks between the firms’' tax returns,
output and employment levels, applications for £iscal
benefit schemes, and FONAVI contributions, raise late fees
sufficiently to cut evasion;
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(ii) draw contracts in an unambiguous form and 1language,
supervise the work done by the builder, and minimize
procedural delays in the authorization of expenditures to
lessen builders' demands for cost adjustments;

(iii) maximize the financial contributions of beneficiaries,
allowing for a more adequate cost recovery so that the
resources can be recycled to create a growing pool of
capital; one way to achieve this is to adjust repayments
from the beneficiaries in order to prevent inflationary
erosion (presently, adjustments are being done only every
six months). | -

C. Alternative Housing Programs

4,15 As a reaction to FONAVI's failure to deliver houses, some
provincial governments and grassroots organizations have initiated
alternative solutions. These initiatives differ markedly from FONAVI
housing: they concentrate on slums, and although some programs offer higher
standards, they reject FONAVI's high cost, fully finished and inflexible
design. Unlike FONAVI, they assign a very strong participatory role to
communities in solving their own housing problems. This role includes
physical participation, as well as the preparation of house plans.

4.16 The various types of programs being carried out can be grouped
into four broad categories on the basis of executing agencies: federal
(Shelter Program, 005 Program, Incremental Housing Program); provincial
(PROVIPO in Salta, FOPROVI in Buenos Aires, PPEVI in Mendoza); municipal
(PRECUB in Boca, Land Regularization Plan in Florencia Varela); and non-
governmental (Community Foundation in Buenos Aires).

4,17 One of the most interesting is PROVIPO, sponsored by the
Government of Salta. This program utilizes the potential of community
organizations (municipalities, neighborhood organizations, professional and
labor unions) in planning, technical training and construction stages.
Another feature of PROVIPO is its flexibility: it offers 10 different
assistance projects and payments schemes for the different needs and
possibilities of various urban and rural groups (see Annex II for details).

4,18 Taking their 1lead from such initiatives, some IPVs have also
recently moved towards more flexible designs and construction technology.
In Chubut, for example, house kits that can be put together by the
households themselves with minimum technical assistance are being financed
by FONAVI funds. Units can be adapted to the environment, and the assembly
takes only 500 mahhours. The cost of a two bedroom house, including
assembly, is US$6,000 at February 1986 prices. '

4.19 Direct support for the grassroots programs is inadequate. BHN's
"Roof Program", initiated in 1986, and the MSAS®' "Shared Effort
Program/005" are the only wvisible instruments of the official financial
support.
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4.20 A radical solution to housing deficit requires a major overhaul of
the public housing system. FONAVI’s collections can be used much more
productivelv and equitably, if the system stimulates beneficiaries’ self-
help and communal construction. A large proportion of the resources
currently allocated to the construction of complete housing units can be
concentrated in improving the infrastructure in slum areas or preparing new
building sites. Depending on the ¢ iution adopted, the beneficiaries can
then contribute by their own labor to improve the existing dwellings (if
they are sound structurally), or to complete ("core buildings") and expand
{"incremental housing®) the new units.

4.21 With only half of annual FONAVI collections, it is possible to
improve the condition of about 200,000 slum houses, equivalent to number of
households living in the slums of Buenos Aires and Cordeba, the two
largest. The households in some Buenos Aires slums have already
demonstrated that with a minimum encouragement from the Government (e.g.
building a two-feet wide pavement and a six-inches wide open channel for
sewage) they can upgrade 1living and environmental conditions significantly
through their own labor.

4,22 Provincial and other grassroots initiatives could point the way to
reform FONAVI’s operations into a series of programs which could provide
flexibility in house plans, construction technology, financing forms,
repayment schedules and the forms of participation by beneficiaries.
Community organizations ensure a diversity of initiatives, monetary
contributions, labor efforts and physical resourcés. ~ They also foster
self-management capacity and participation. The critical steps here would
be the correct identification of the target groups and their housing needs,
together with assurance of the adequate participation of community
organizations. Such initiatives could help bring a quick and less costly
solution to housing problem in Argentina.

%Y
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ANNEX T
HEALTH CARE FINANCING AND DELIVERY SYSTEMS

Health Care Financing
1. The central and provincial governments, municipalities, trade
unions, the armed forces, private hospitals and independent physicians
provide health care services. Financing schemes also vary: the trade
union-managed social insurance funds (0S) obtain the services for their
members through contracts with private providers. The households

contribute directly or indirectly through mutual funds, insurance companies
and private foundations. Such a diversity of health care and financial
agencies would normally stimulate competition beneficial to consumers, but
in the absence of coordination it results in serious overlapping,
duplication, inequity and inefficiency.

2. Each trade union pays the h-alth care costs of its members through
its 0S. Membership in 0S is compulsory, and the member’s family is
covered. The 306 0Ss reportedly cover 22.4 million people, including those
who belong to more than one O0S. 0Ss are funded by payroll deductions.
There are wide differences in the scope of coverage and quality of care
paid by 0Ss, dependifig on the salary levels of their members. The 12
largest 0Ss account for more than half the covered population and the 50
larger account for 93.1 percent. The remaining 6.9 percent of the covered
population is divided among the 254 smaller 0Ss. The three brafiches of the
armed forces and the security forces have their own 0Ss, covering one
million people under exclusive benefit programs. The armed forces
Hospitals provide the bulk of medical care in this group.

3. In 1270, the Government established a National Inatitute of Social
Insurance (INOS) under the Ministry of Labor, to regulate the financial and
medical managemeit 9f 0Ss. Anxious to avoid conflict with powerful unionms,
INOS refrained from asserting its authority over the 0Ss until 1984, when
it was transferred to the Health Secretariat and adopted a more active role
in the management of the 0S system.

4, Private financial intermediaries offer a variety of health
maintenance and prepaid hospital plans. Private physicians and private
hospitals account for close to a third of total health care visits and 43.6
percent of all hospital admissions in the country, as they attend the
members of social funds and prepaid health organizations. The rapid growth
of the private s. “*or parallels the growth of the social funds. Private
hospitals expand and buy more equipment, especially advanced technology, as
they enter into contracts with the 0Ss which give them a stable market and
a guaranteed source of income. At the same time, the free use of public
hospitals by 0Ss deprive the hdspitals of a substantial part of their
income, leading to & further deterioration of publicly provided health care
services. In turn, growing dissatisfaction with the public health services
encourages the growth of tie private sector.
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Health Care Delivery

5. Argentina has a vast network of hospitals, health centers and
clinics. The extensive but' decaying physical infrastructure constitutes a
rigid constraint to improve the efficiency of the sector.

6. Ambulatory care is mainly provided by private physicians,
following US and European patterns. Overall the present infrastructure for
ambulatory care provides a good basis to expand primary care. There are
about 30,000 medical offices for single and group practice, distributed all
over the country. In additicn, there are over 6,400 dispemsaries and
health centers for ambulatory care. Such an extensive ambulatory care
system has the advantage of easy access, generally good quality, and the
ability to provide extended treatments without hospitalization. Other
types of ambulatory care, such as day care centers, home care programs,

home care for chronic diseases and aging patients are still ilimited to a

few experiences.

7. The Hospital System. There are 3,186 hospitals in the country,
with 150,000 beds, that is an average of 5 beds per thousand population.
The public sector and social insurance operate two thirds of the beds and
the private sector operates the remaining third. Over the last two
decades, the Federal Government has transferred some 200 hospitals to the
provinces and only retains 20 specialized hospitals. Provincial hospitals
constitute the backbone of the public system and carry the main load of in-
patient care, they account for 32.7 percent of admissions. 1In addition,
the main municipalities operzte their own hospitals which account for an

additional 9.7 percerz of admissions. Several of the most powerful 0Ss
operate their own facilities and provide another 5.3 percent of all
admissions in the country. Finally, the armed forces (army, navy, air

force and police) .ilitary hospitals provide services exclusively to one
million people including active personnel, families, pensione~s and
retirees,

8. Private hospitals account for 44 percent of admissions. The
private hospital sector is an aggregate of institutions and facilities such
as non-profit hospitsls operated by communities; small for-profit hospitals
owned by physicians and large for-profit hospitals which are run as
commercial enterprises. All of them have widely contracted with 0Ss and
other third-party payers. High technology equipment represents an
important share of private investments. In the late 1970s favorable
exchange rates for importing medical equipment resulted in an unplanned
proliferation of highly-sophisticated technology in the private sector of
the metropolitan area.

9. PAMI, the 0S for Retirees and Pensioners, has over three million
beneficiaries and finances health care for all retirees who contributed to
social insurance during their working years. PAMI alone accounts for 30

percent of the total revenues of the more than 300 0Ss. About 19 percent
of PAMI's resources come from federal payments; 22 percent from 2 1 percent
tax on employee wages; 40 percent from special sources such as taxes on
alcohol, bank commissions, etc.; and 19 percent from contributions by PAMI
members.

_ 45
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ANNEX TII
PROVIPO: POPULAR HOUSING IN SALTA

1. In 1984, the government of the province of Salta established an
independent institute to prepare and execute a "Program for Popular
Housing" (PROVIPO). PROVIPO’s objective is to provide housing for lower
income sectors not covered by FONAVI. It also aims to reactivate the
economic activity of the province by stimulating 1local technological
research, diversifying the construction technology to make best use of
locally produced materials and labor. ’

2. PROVIPO emphasizes social participation and mobilization through
housing programs. Municipalities, neighborhood associations, professional
and syndicate orgar zations are the main vehicles for the planning and
execution of projects. Community participation translates into technical
training, labor supply and management of construction, and maintenance of
buildings. Shared responsibility at all 1levels makes PROVIPO a unique
program in the country.

3. PROVIPO offers several plans for self-help housing, mutual aid
housing, or housing through projects executed by municipalities or small
and medium scale private enterprises. There are five different plans for

urban housing: Plan 1 provides extension, improvement, technical assistance
and loan for owiers of 1lots in consolidated urban areas; Plan 2,
rehabilitation of deteriorated urban areas, including the consolidation of
precarious buildings and squatters; Plan 3, housing in new settlements with
different degrees of infrastructure, for households with total income
levels lower than the minimum FONAVI categories; Plan 4, housing for middle
income families through professional and 1lator associations, and
cooperatives; and Plan 5, housing for the retired and elderly.

4, PROVIPO’s plans for rural housing include housing for rural
workers through individual agreements with their employees, self-help
construction with a minimum of technical assistance, housing assistance to
promote regional development centers, and the restoration of houses in
historic areas.

5. Repayment schedules are tailored to the revenue structure of the
targeted population. For instance, in  rural projects, they are
synchronized with the commercialization of the crops, or the payment of
agricultural wages. Barter of raw materials or crafts for construction
materials is also allowed.

6. Despite limited financial resources, PROVIPO has so far been quite
successful. During its first two years, it prepared and executed 13,556
projects (64 percent provision of sites and services, 16 percent mutual aid
self-construction, the rest assisted s2lf-construction, joint
municipality/beneficiary construction and private construction).
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Table 1.1:

ARGENTINA - POPULATION, 1960-1987

Census Hid-year Population Annual Five-year
Population 1/ (In thousands) Srowth Rate Growth Rate
(1) in the Projection
1960 20014 2/ 20616 1,65 [
1945 22283 1,52 1,55
1970 23390 3/ 23962 1.5 1.45
1971 4352 1.63
1972 24764 1.69
1973 25189 1.72
1974 25621 L
1975 26052 1.68 L.&¥
1976 26480 1.6
1977 ' 26912 1.43
1978 27348 1.62
1979 28 1.61
1980 27947 28237 1.61 1.61
1984 28694 1.82
1982 29158 1.62
1983 29627 161
1984 30097 1,59
1985 30364 1.55 1.58
1986 31030 1,92
1967 31497 1.50

Sources INDEC.

1/ 1980 census data. Next census will be held in 1990.

2/ Censal oaissions are not included.
3/ Resr  .btained from sasple,

Harch 1988
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Table 1.2: ARGENTINA - DISTRIBUTION OF POPULATION BY JURISRICTION, 1980 1/

Population . frea Density

{in thous.) {(in thous. of sq kas)
TOTAL 2/ 297 2780.2 10.1
Capital Federal 2923 0.2 14615.9
Buenos Aires 10865 307 35.4
Catasarca 208 101 2.1
Cordoba 2408 - 189 14,2
Corrientes 662 88 1.5
Chaco 701 9 1.1
Chubut 263 225 1.2
Entre Rios 908 79 1.5
Foraosa 294 72 4.1
Jujuy 410 33 1.2
La Pampa 208 143 1.5
La Rioja 164 20 1.8
Hendoza 1194 149 8.0
Hisiones 589 30 19.4
Neuguen 244 9% 2.6
Rio Kegro 383 203 1.9
Salta 663 155 4.3
San Juan 464 9 5.2
San Luis 214 77 2.8
Santa Cruz 115 244 0.9
Santa Fe 2466 133 18.5
Santiago del Estero 595 135 4.4
Tucusan 973 3 2.3
Tierra del Fueno 27 2 13

* 1/ Census data: Segtenber 1380. Next census will be held in 1390,
2/ Mot including Falkland Islands (Malvinas) and dependencies, South Sandwich Islands,
South Georgia, and Antarctic fArgentina.

Source: INDEC.
July 7, 1987
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Table 1.5: ARGENTINA - POPULATION AGE GROUPS AND SETTLEMENT STRUCTURE, 1980 1/
(In thousands)

Urban Rural

fge Group Total  Yale  Fesale
Total 1 Male Femala  Total 1 Hale  Fenmale

Total 2947 13736 1491 23193 83.0 11215 11978 4754 17,0 2541 213

0-4 a4 1640 1501 2591 79.9 1311 1280 656 20.1 329 32

-9 2184 1407 13n 2213 19.5 117 1096 1) 20.5 290 281
10 - 14 2456 1240 1216 1945 19.2 3. M2 il 20.8 267 1]
15-19 23 1 1168 1918 81.9 %1 g1 24 18.1 233 194
20-24 2224 1100 124 1865 83.9 909 956 359 18.1 191 168
-89 2124 1050 1074 1791 84.3 870 921 333 15.7 180 153
30 - 34 1975 980 995 1672 4.7 815 857 303 15.3 163 138
35 - 39 1725 856 869 1455 84.3 709 746 210 15.7 147 2% -
40 - 4 1549 3 116 1301 84.0 636 665 248 16.0 137 1
-4 1497 748 49 1267 84.6 619 648 230 15.4 129 101
30 - 54 1458 709 9 1283 85.3 389 654 215 14.7 120 95
3% -5 1281 621 660 1098 85.7 518 580 183 14.3 103 80
60 - 54 1002 470 532 854 85.2 387 467 148 14.8 83 b5
65 - 69 874 398 476 751 85.9 329 422 123 14.1 69 61 ]
70 - 74 b34 21 355 49 86.6 232 7 85 13.4 4 38
%-19 426 181 5 310 86.9 151 219 3b 13.4 30 2
80 - B4 224 86 138 1%6 87.5 12 124 28 £2.5 14 14
95 and more 13 4 87 114 87.0 37 71 17 13,0 7 10

1/ Census data: Septesber 1980. Hext census will be held in 1990.
Sources INDEC.
Nay 8, 1987
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Table 1.4: ARGENTINA - SCHODL ENRROLLMENT AXD LITERACY BY AGE GROLP, 1980
{In Thousands)

Population: . Currently Enrolled Not 1 of Attendance
Age and Sex 35 years Total Gradwated 1/  Attended Illaterates 1 of Lateracy
and sore Pre-school  Eleaentary  Secondary Higher Current 2/ Tatal 3/
T01AL 24706 6374 482 4132 1333 1)) 16943 1389 1264 25.8 9.4 W.9
5-9 2784 2378 482 1914 0 0 56 352 0 85.3 7.4 100.0
0-1 054 2265 0 1829 376 0 220 27 a0 89.8 98.9 9.7
15-19 2342 994 0 132 778 84 1309 38 70 2.4 98.3 9i.0
20 -4 22U 338 0 3 83 2 1839 v 72 15.2 97.9 9.8
5-8 A4 145 0 i} 30 8 1919 59 83 6.8 97.2 98.1 :
-3 1975 " 0 29 18 2 1834 8 93 3.7 9.4 93.3 &
-39 1725 51 0 27 12 12 1606 58 94 3.0 95.1 9.7 !
0 -4 1549 40 0 25 9 b 1438 70 81 2.6 95.4 9.4
HB-8 1497 pi:] 0 18 7 3 1393 75 88 1.9 9.9 9.1
50 ard aore 5030 123 ¢ 9% 20 5 5325 585 500 2.0 90.3 90.0
Hales 12118 201 232 2102 46 24 8280 635 589 284 94.8 95.1
Fenales 125%0 73 230 2030 587 228 8663 754 LYH] 25.2 9.0 9%.6
1/ Include those who have not cospleted.
2/ Current enrollsent/age group population.
3/ Current enrollaent plus graduates/age group populatian.
Source:  INDEC.
fpril 23, 1987

56




Table 1.5: ARGENTINA - EBUCATION LEVEL OF POPULATION BY ASE GRDUPS, 1980 !
{As percentage of age group totals)

e ) #BE GROLPS
Eduration  Population
Level Atteading /

Attended School H-19 20 259 30-34 3539 40-M 4549 50-54 5559 60 & aore

Norit 23, 1987

1018 100.0  100.0 100.0 1000 100.0 100.0 100.0  100.0 100.0 100.0  100.0
Elessatary ©OBT W2 B9 S8 S99 650 6.5 709 782 603 8.2
Incosplete 15 2.0 w3 W9 B4 W6 30 03 M2 W2 50.8
Cosplete B2 W2 IS B9 NS /A b 36 30 3 3.4
Secondiry 6 5.5 361 309 288 2.2 Bb 97 M1 159 12.6
Inospl ete 13 %8 208 167 T 135 1.8 %7 4. 1.3 5.9
Cosplete 03 37 153 W3 a1 08 100 9.0 84 5.8
Superior LT &0 30 23 L& L1 11 L0 09 0.7 l
Incosplete 0.7 L1 26 1.0 06 04 03 02 O0f 02 0.1 '
Cowplete L0 00 B4 LY L] 12 09 08 09 08 0.5
University 80 22 B0 I3 %0 7.2 S6 W 36 3.0 2.4
Incosplete 35 022 102 11 40 9 23 11 13 1.0 0.7
Cosplete 25 00 08 42 50 43 33 21 23 2.0 1.7 ‘
Source:  INDEL. 58 1
|
\
|
|




AND DEPENDENCY RATID, 1975-2000

Table 1.6% ARGENTINA — AGE STRUCTURE OF THE POPULATION AND

0-14 15-64 &5 + Dependency
Ratio

29.2 63.2 7.6 SB.2
31.0 60.5 8.5 65.3
28.4 61.9 9.6 61.4

Source: United Nations, 1985.

April 27, 1987
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Table 2.1: ARGENTINA - BROSS DOMESTIC PRODUCT BY SECIORAL ORIGIN, 1970-1%87

(1970 Australes)

1970 19 1912 193 19 1975 1978 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 1995 1985 1987 1/

GDP AT FARKET PRICES s 2135 29 9%42 10483 10103 10102 10747 10400 % 13w 10542 1018 10311 103439 10102 10648 -10452
¥ET INDIRECT TALES 1000 1038 1041 110 1 $152 1152 1225 1185 1288 1288 1201 1142 175 1204 1152 121 1214
60P AT FACIDR COST m 2047 8233 8542 %004 8951 8930 9522 214 9881 10012 9341 BE7S N3 9381 8930 N 138
Mriculture 1023 1039 1059 i 1208 172 1221 1297 1292 1329 1236 1280 1369 139 1439 1420 1381 1290
Mining 178 171 197 1174 19¢ 123 198 A5 a9 A3} 213 Ll "9 250 M8 1Y 40 A}
Manufacturing 039 20 Pl 09 255 85 10 59 2325 2858 U85 018 1970 un 733 2020 1280 269
Construction 503 534 74 [1Y] 504 i 806 480 1Y 11} 852 557 37 380 304 04 Jo9 30
Electricity, 6as and Nater 181 173 o7 pal] Lt %3 m 285 295 I LN | ki) 358 397 L1V u8 (1} 449
Coseerce, Restaurants and Hotels 183 122 1202 m 18 1342 129 1401 1314 1491 1819 1484 1262 1333 13n 1260 11 1401
Transpart and Cossunication 291 875 124 2 §67 939 953 1004 982 1054 1066 1019 992 1033 1079 1047 1083 1080
Janking 592 598 585 811 892 [%{} 407 892 738 12 855 847 750 898 107 898 1] m
Public 8 Private Servites 2/ 1135 1183 1193 22 129 138 1380 1390 1463 1431 1452 1491 1450 1508 1545 1361 1513 1581

1/ Up to 3rd quarter of 1987.

U 1370-1915 figures for public and private services are estisates.

‘Source: Central Bunk.

March 1983
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iable 2.2: ARGENTINA - 6ROSS DGHESTIC PRODUCT 8Y SECTORAL ORIGIH. 1970-1987
{Percentage Growth Rates)

1970 197 1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 1970 1979 1580 1981 1982 1963 1964 19835 1986 1967 1/

GDP AT MARKET PRICES 3.8 2.1 3.7 3.4 -0.6 0.0 8.4 -1.2 1.0 1.3 -6.7 5.0 2.9 2.9 -4.4 5.4 0.0
NET [EDIRECT TAXES 3.7 2.2 3.8 5.4 0.7 0.0 b.4 3.3 1.0 1.5 -6.8 -4.9 2.9 2.5 -4.3 5.4 0.0
60P AT #ALTOR €OST 3.8 2.1 3.8 5.4 =0.6 0.0 b.4 -3.2 1.0 1.5 6.7 -5.0 2.9 2.5 -4 5.4 0.0 !
Agricul ture 1.6 1.9 10.7 2.7 -2.7 4.7 YR 2.8 2.9 5.3 1.9 6.9 1.9 3.2 -1.3 -2.8 -b.6
Nining 7.8 2.9 -2.8 2.4 -1.5 2.4 8.5 1.9 8.3 5.8 0.6 0.5 0.2 -0.6 2.0 -0.7 -1.8 a
Hanufac turing 6.1 4.0 4.0 5.9 -2.6 -3.0 1.8 -10.5 10.0 =36 -15.8 -5.1 10.2 38 -10.3 12.9 -0.5
Construction 6.3 1.0 -11.7 1.9 [ 14.9 12.2 -4.8 -0.5 1.1 -13.0  -229 -13.1  -2.0 -b.b 8.9 10.0 !
Electricity, Gas and Water 9.3 2.9 1.5 5.9 6.1 3.7 b 3.3 10.7 7.8 -1.1 38 8.0 8.5 1.4 7.4 4.5
Cosserce, Restaurants and Hotels 3.2 1.7 2.5 8.9 -0.3 -3.4 8.0 -6.2 13.5 8.6 -9.5  -13.8 4.2 4.5 -8.3 8.9 2.1
Transport and Coasunication 1.8 -0.2 .3 2.7 T-0.8 -0.7 5.4 -2.2 1.3 1.1 -4.4 -2.7 4.2 4.4 -2.9 34 -0.3
Banking 1.1 2.2 L 132 -8.4 -4.2 13.8 8.7 8.0 12.3 =53 -1 -1.0 1.2 -1.2 6.8 3.8
Public an¢ Private Services 2/ 2.4 2.6 [} 4.1 6.4 9.3 0.8 0.9 2.0 2.2 2.0 =0.1 1.2 2.5 1.0 0.9 0.4
i/ Up tc 3rd quarter of 1787, .
2/ 1920-1975 fagures for public and private services are estisates.
Sources Table 2,1
March 1988
ﬁ ]
Y
~
0
€<
Q




Tadle 2.3; RGENTINA - GROSS DOMESTIC PRODUCT BY SECTORAL CRIGIN, 1970-1987
(Percentage of 6DP at Factor Cost; 1970 Prices)

1980

1970 19 1972 9 1975 1926 19m 1978 1979 1962 1983 1984 1955 1987 1/

60P AT MARKET po3CES 12,9 1129 1129 N2.9 49 1129 M9 M9 1.9 19 1129 129 1129 112.%
MET INDIRECT TAIES 12.9 12.9 12.9 12.9 120 12.9 12.9 12.9 12.9 12.9 12.9 12.9 12.9 12.9 12.9
60 AT FACTOR COST 100.0  100.0  100.0 100.0 1000 1000 100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0 100.0  100,0  100.0 100.0
13.2 12.9 12.9 13.4 13.1 13.7 13.2 14.0 13.5 12.5 13.7 15.4 15.3 15.4 13.7
2.3 2.4 2.4 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.3 2.4 24 2.5 2.1 2.8 2.7 2.1 2.3
2.0 0.4 28.4 2.3 2].8 2.9 0.3 25.2 5.9 .8 2.2 2.2 2.8 u.1 4.0
8.5 8. [X] 5.5 5.9 8.8 1.1 1.0 8.5 8.5 8.1 49 4.2 3.2 3.6
Electricity, 6as and Water 2.3 2.5 2.8 2.8 2.9 3.0 3.0 3.2 3.3 3.5 32 4.0 4.2 LN ) 5.0
Caseerce, Restairaats asd Hotels 15.2 15.1 15.1 15.0 15.0 14.5 14.7 1.3 15.1 18.2 15.7 15.2 104 14.7 1"ua
Transport aad Cosaunication 11.3 11.1 10.8 10.7 10.7 10.6 10.5 10.7 10.7 10.6 10.9 11.2 1.3 11.5 11.4
1.8 1.4 1.1 1.1 1.t 5.8 .3 8.0 8.1 8.9 9.1 8.4 1.6 1.5 8.2

Public and Privale Services 2/ 1.6 14.4 1.5 14.4 15.4 15.4 1.4 15.2 14.3 14.8 16.0 16.8 18,3 18.5 18.7

1/ Up to 3rd quarter of 1967,
A 1930-1915 tigures for pudlic and private services are estisates.

Sosrces  Ceatra) Bask.




Table 2.4: ARGEHTINA - GROSS VOWESTIC PROMCT BY SECTORAL ORIGIN, 1970-1985

£1970=100)
w9 92 93 9 195 s 1917 1978 199 1980 1991 1982 1983 1984  C 198 198
6 AT MARKET PRICES 100.0  103.8 1059 109.9 115.8 1151 5.1 1225 8.5 1%6.8  128.8 120t 1.6 1172.8 §20.8  115.3  1ZL.9
MET INDIRECT TAIES 100.0  103.7 1051 1099 5.9 1S4 M5 1225 W8S 126.8  128.8  120.1 a6 12,8 1208 1153 121.9
58P AT FACTOR COST 100.0  103.8 1059 103.9 1158 H15.1  4S.1 1225  118.5 1287 1%, 0.0 1.6 1178 1208 HS.3 1219
Mriculture 100.6 10L& 1035 f.8 M7 HIAS 1099 1228 1263 1299 1227 L 5.0 137 136.3  ML1 138.7 1374
Bining 100.0 107.8  11L0  107.8 1104 1087 L4 1209 1282 I3LO i38.5 1394 140.2  140.5 1396 135.9  135.2
Manufacturing 100.0 1061 1104 4.8 1205 MB4 148 1238 1108 1221 (7.4 987 940 106.2  108.4 9.0  %09.4
Construction 100.0 1663 1053  93.0 100.3 1049  120.6 1353 1288 128.2 1.7 2.9 810 5.6 40.5  Se.4 813
Electricity, Bas and Nater 100.0  169.3  120.1 129.2 1359 M50 150.5  ISLS 127 180.2 ‘941 {919 197.8 a7 216 230.7  248.1
Coaserce, Restayronts.and Hotels 10.0  103.2  105.0 107.6 1140 1134 109.6 1184 §H1.0  126.9 1.8 1236 109.2  HLS 1165 10,2 1183
Transport and Coseunication 100.0 1016 10L.4 1069 1097 1089 108.2 1139 MLS M. (210 5.7 Has 43 125 HA 1L
Sanking 100.0 foLl 989 1033 7.0 107.2  102.7 1169 1.8 1347 15L3 1433 126.8  118.0  119.6  117.9  125.2
Public and Private Services 100.0 1024 f05.1 1094 39 1212 I2L5 1225 12n6 126.0  120.8 1313 13,2 1328 1361 1316 139.7
of which:
Social Services 100.0 1057 168.8  $17.3  f10.4  109.4  129.0  132.2 1352 3.9 WS 151 HB.6 1527 156.3  1sh.b
Educaticn 100.0  103.2 1059 1089 4.6 122 M0 N1 HO.Y 1200 1251 125.4 132 1359 2.2 149
Public 100.0 1022 105.0 108.1 M35 1M.8 1187 1.9 WMLS  mB.2 1204 12.8 129.4 1341 HO.3  143.0
Private 100.0 1045 108.9 MLT 1.5 1250 1204 1283 1265 126.2  1%5.9  134.0 1368 M1  HE.4  151.2
Yealth 100.0 100.7 HLS 1269 1007 103.8 1385 4.2 W97 ISNY 185.0 1788 1.8 148.6 142 178.1
Public 100.0 1007 HLS 1269 1017 1038 1305 MA.2 M7 15RO 145.0 176.3 1668 188,56 1742  178.1
Private 100.0 1007 1ILS 1269 1007 1038 130.5 146.2  149.7  I53.9 165.0  176.3  164.8 1886 1742 17B.1
L2 using 100.0  102.2 1052 93.8 1009 105.6 9.9 122.5 1258 1284 13L.0 1334 135.5 134 130.4 1407
water Sepply 100.0  100.0 100.0 100.0 106.0 100.0  95.0  95.0  90.0  %0.0  90.0 90.0  90.0  95.0 160.0  105.0
Other Services 100.0 1014 1040 1070 HA9 1246 M4 L% 1202 122.5  126.0 1253 126.2 12,1 129.7  130.4

Source: Table 2.1.

June 18, 1987
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Table 2.5:

ARGENTINA - GROSS DOMESTIC PRODUCT BY SECTORAL ORIGIN, 1970-1987—

(Thousands of Australes)

1/

1970 19 1972 1973 19 1975 1976 1 1978 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 1985 198 1587 2/
6ROSS DOMESTIC PRODUCT 8,775 12,318 20.690 35.485 48.847  143.0  758.7 2093.4 5234 14251 28336 54752 147613 682852 5281000 39592600 74309000 143302400
Agriculture 1.068  1.797 3,070 5.k10  &6.504 12,7 23.3 2293 531 1504 U3 4939 17383 88377 56B2I4 $010894 9404274 18133824
Nining 0.176  0.245 0.348 0.721 1.028 2.8 14.8 25.8 101 343 869 1590 4514 26955 208857 1343842 2938836  S667445
Manufacturing 2,641 3781 &.349 10.119  13.929 WA 505 850.1 1513 3351 7082 13147 41918 210154 1525994 12190368 22879379 44122110
Construction 0.507  0.749  1.183 1. 7M 2,743 11.2 8 1.6 3 991 2% 3306 7206 42344 327210 2453152 4804176 8878997
Electricity 0.204  0.286 0429 0.743 1,035 2.5 £5.1 55.3 145 304 118 1632 2513 17216 133050 997499 1872147 3414372
Cosaaerce LAB 2,002 3474 5.299  T.M0 2.4 1320 351.5 684 2522 3106 9716 20499 112520 870239 AS24341 12245148 23814355
Transport 0.840  1.084 1.733 2.783  3.808 11.2 60,0 175.3 W3 1143 am 444 9234 3BsA1 299362 2244373 4212331 8123338
Banking 0.706  0.990 1.570 3.492 4.589 118 8.5 2.1 562 1559 3883 7583 24383 43522 336493 2522745 47791 9130884
Governsent 1,189 1.823 2494 4.9 7.511 24 85.7 244 614 1835 4270 8426 18952 104903 811450 6083585 11417920 22019074

1/ 6DP disaggregates for 1984-1987 are estimates.

H Up to 3rd quarter of 1987,
Sources C(entral Bank.

March 1968
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Table 2,6: GROSS DOMESTIC PRODUCT, BY SECTORAL ORIGIN, 1970'-1987-]4/
(s percentage of total)

1570 1911 1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 1978 1919 1786 1981 1982 1983 1984 est 1985 est 1985 est 1987 ast.2

6ROSS DOMESTIC PRODUCT  100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0  109.0 100.0  100.0  100.0 100.0 100.0  100.0 100.0  100.0  100.0 100.0
Agriculture 122 14 18 158  13.5 8.9 1L0 110 101 10.% 8.6 2.0 1B 27 127 121 127 12.7
Mining 2.0 2.0 1.8 2.0 2.1 2.0 2.0 1.2 1.9 2.4 2.4 2.9 3.1 3.9 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
Manufacturing .1 302 307 8.5 8 324 [0 M1 B9 207 25,0 240 187 3.8 308 30.8 308 30.8
Construction 5.8 6.0 5.7 5.1 4 1.8 1.2 1.0 1.3 1.0 1.1 6.0 41 8.2 2 8.2 8.2 8.2
Electricity 2.3 2.1 2.1 2.3 .1 1.8 2.5 2.6 2.8 2.1 2.5 3.0 1.7 2.5 2.5 2.5 2.5 2.5 1
Cosaszrce 167 160 168 W9 153 157 134 168 169 177 18.0 17.7 166 165 165 185 145 18.5
Transport 9.6 8.5 . 7.8 1.8 1.8 1.9 8.4 8.5 8.0 1.1 a.1 8.3 5.7 5.7 5.7 5.7 3.7 o
Banking 8.0 1.9 1.1 9.8 9.4 8.2 L1 12 107 A 137 138 145 5.0 8.4 8.4 8.4 8.4 vl
Governzent 33 180 a2l 139 154 88 13 107 1209 129 15.0 IS4 128 154 iS4 154 15.4 15.4 .
Scurces Table 2.4,
1/ 6P dislspregms for 1984-1986 are sission estisates,
- 21 Up to 3rd quirter of 1987,
March 1988
7i
Q
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Table 2,7:

(1970 Australes)

GROSS DOMESTIC PRODUCT BY EXPENDITURE, 1970-1987

L))

1970 11 1m 1913 1m 1973 1M mm 1M 1% 191 192 193 1984 1983 % 1wy
Sross Doaastic Product 8775 9109 9294 9502 Y0163  £0103 10102  IOT4T 10400 11130 1500 10342 10018 0311 10385 10102 10443 10852
Teras of Trade Effect 0 107 13 302 138 -2 -118 2 -84 8 258 3 33 n It -1 -7 -26b
Gross Sosestic Incose 8775 9212 9428 994 10301 10077 9984 1074% 103156 11183 11558 10870 10051 16333 10710  100%1 133l 10385
Isports of Goods and ¥S 2/ 789 833 1[4 829 ) 890 103 984 i 143 048 1849 1077 1028 1089 932 101 1207
Exports of Goods and .¥5 2/ 810 19 m 848 850 m 1014 1291 1408 131 1281 1362 1410 1519 1508 1698 1560 1881
Exports Adjusted by Teras of Trade 810 836 813 1130 988 11} 854 1293 132 1419 1549 1899 1143 154 1833 1487 143 1395
Resource Sap 3/ ~21 L] -38 -321 -1 §49 -193 -3 -408 - 319 119 144 =315 =34 -15% =382 -188
Total Expenditures 814 9239 9399 9823 10187 10222 9791 10420 9908 11182 12017 U0 9489 $918 10146 9338 10189 1048
Consusption 6813 119% 1308 1836 an 81 7605 ms 74835 8733 9403 3000 gost 348 8939 8291 ) =14}
Pudlic 908 M 117} 2 1069 1070 1119 1187 1208 n 128 1303 wed 1248 1214 1252 1318 1408 5/
Privite 3939 24 8313 111 nmo no A48s 6609 5481 1462 8115 1492 4828 1100 1585 7030 W% na S/
Gross Josestic Investaent 1860 2083 2085 1587 2009 045 2186 y11] 223 050 215 2049 1645 1470 1306 1046 1239 1349
Chasges in laventories -1 31 50 10 L] 1} 1 18 -8 t 9 -13 107 12 -20 =128 -8 -3
Bross Sosestic Faxed Investaent 1881 20 2035 1887 1983 1987 Un 2828 280 245 o1 22 1938 1458 1326 m 1283 1801
Pedlic 708 780 193 131 [3:1} 178 ¥89 1219 1048 o0 1010 907 - M2 871 491 410 315 135 5/
Private 1153 120 1200 1226 1219 116% 1183 1407 nn 1428 1588 1215 828 187 835 162 L] 64 5
Gross bosestie Sangis L/ 1882 2016 223 2308 223 1900 2318 1% 231 4% 2% 1870 01 1985 1870 1801 1 1557
e == e FiEor Tacose Paysents -9 -39 -120 -149 -1 -124 -121 -183 -1 - -38 -520 ~16 i34 -857 12 SN -A18
Wet Transfers -1 -1 -1 3 0 | ] 1 10 b ] -3 ] 2 o . 0 | -1
Bross Wational Savings 1784 1926 2002 288 2006 178 2% 8% AL a8 1851 124 128 133 1013 1089 1008 1138
Gross Wational Product 8n 9089 9113 9500 10048 9980 §977 10811 10238 10927 10%%% !ie 92% "9 9163 IR 10N 10233
Bross Mational Incose BA78 9112 9307 9802  loled @54 9BAl 1013 JOIS2 10585 11253 je246 9280 WMl 8853 NN N9 ‘997
Sorrces  Cestral Jaak aad lIRD estisates.
11 & of Septesder 30, 1992,
2/ hlaace of Peysests figures deflated > respective price indices and coaverted at 1970 exchange rate (3.8 pesos per USS)
37 - {Exports adjusted by toras of tride - iwparts).
4/ Sress dosestic investamat - rasource gip. -
S/ Estisate. L)
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Table 2,8: AJIGENTINA - ‘GROSS DOMESTIC PRODUCT BY EXPENDITURE, 1970-1987
(Growth rates, percent)
1970 1971 1 1973 £ 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 1983 M thor v
Gross Nﬁ.ﬂit Product 3.8 2.1 3.7 5.4 -0.8 6.0 5.4 -3.2 1.0 1.5 -8.7 -5.0 2.9 2.3 -5.4 5.4 0.0
Teras of Trade Effect .5 1.8 -3 -18.8 <3038 1017 -4300.0  19.0  344.8 W -89 -3 S -107.6 -983.6  -120.1
Gross Doaestic Incose 5.0 2.3 5.9 3.8 -2.2 -0.% 1.1 -4.0 4.5 3 -5.0 -1.5 2.8 3. -5.8 [N -1
Ieports of Goods and NFS 1.9 -4.9 -1.3 5.4 1.8 -21.0 3.1 -5.2 51.8 [N ] 3.8 -2 4,7 81 -l i8.1 9.5
Experts of Boods and WFS -10.0 2.1 1.0 0.2 -9.3 315 7.3 8.9 -3.2 -5.1 5.5 3.5 1.7 -0.7 12.6 -8.1 6.5
Exporis Adjusted by Teras of Trade 3.2 S.1 0.8 -Hb -8 20.3 "3 2.2 1.3 9.2 9.1 -l 4.8 1.3 2.1 -lLS -3.3
Resource 6ap .322.3 ~181.6 -737.4 645  227.2 -3 -70.5  -.0 9.3  8750.0  -85.5 -85  -40.7 9.5 139 4.7 45.0
Total Expenditures 5.8 14 2.5 5.9 0.3 -4.2 6.4 -4.9 12.9 8.0 -8.5  -12.3 1.4 3.3 -8.0 9.1 0.1
Coasusption 5.2 . [ K] 1.1 0.0 -1.0 2.2 ~1.2 13.6 Jd =43 -10.7 3.8 5.9 -8.2 8.0 -1.4
Public 3.5 -1.8 5.4 1.8 0.1 [ 3 4.3 3.2 5.6 1.3 I.é -1.1 2.1 2.1 -1.7 3.3 8.8
Private 5.3 2 .3 1.0 0.0 -8.7 1.9 -1.9 15.1 8.8 -5.2  -1L.3 4.0 8.5 -1.0 8.5 -2.8 i
wn
Bross Dosestic Investaent 10.9 1.1 -4.7 i.d 1.8 5.9 209 -15.9 10.2 .2 B4 -9 - -l -19.9 L.t 10.9 Lot
Changes in fnveatories 8818.7 ~2.2 99.2  -s0.3 72.3  -BL9Y B4 -8 1003 1903 <1238 B4 0.5 2124 -S30.0 ne -7 !
Grass Dosestic Fixed Investeent 8.1 1.1 -1.3 4.0 0.2 10.4 20, -12.8 8.8 .4 - - ~5.% 9.0 -l 1.8 10.9
Public 0.2 1.9 -18.9 3.5 13.7 1.1 233 -12.4 -4.8 =0.7  -10.2 -21.5 =58 -8 -18.5 5.6 2.7
Private 8.9 0.4 -1t .3 -1.0 -0.5 1.9 -1.1 1.9 9.7 -4 .0 -4.7 8.1 -8.7 -1.8 wowu
€rass Dosestic Savings 1.2 5.} 8.7 -3.0  -10.5 25.2 .9 -1LS 6.6 -~12.2 132 1.5 -1.3 -5.8 B2 % B VX | -1.3
Vet Fictor [rcoee Paysents 5%.4 -200.7  -.8 19.3 -0 I YN I 0 B T B T A BRI U1 16 S OF S S i 6.9 19.4 1.2
Pet Trass.ers 3.2 -2 33 -100.0 0.0 2.4 $2.2 .6 <352 -424 -IBL7 2.4 -50.7  -BL.B  -100.0 0.0 -255.8
Bress National Savings 10.7 1.3 8.2 1.4 -1l 26.9 5.7 -13.4 34 -8 -3 0.2 4.3 -l 1.8 -1.8 13.4
Gress Nztiomal Pruduct 4.5 1.2 3.6 5.7 0.7 0.0 8.3 3.5 £.8 0.6 -%.8 -b.7 2.2 2.6 <33 1.3 1.6
Bross Natiomal Incode 5.7 1.5 5.3 3.9 -2.3 -0.9 Lé -4.3 8.2 -8.9 9.3 2.1 3.9 4.8 8.2 0.1

Sources Table 2.4.
1/ b of Septewber 30, 1937,
2 tstisate.

March 1968
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Table 2,9: ARGENTINA - GROSS DOMESTIC PRODUCT BY EXPENDITURE, 1970-1987
(Percentage of GDP, 1970 prices)

1970 1M 19m 19m 19 1975 197 1M 1978 199 1980 1981 1982 1983 1964 1985 1% 1wy

Bross Bosestic Prouct 100.0 10,0 1000 100.0 1000  100.0  100.C  100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0 1000  100.0 100.0
Teres of Trade Effect 0.0 1.2 1.4 31 4 =03 -12 0.0 -0.8 0.3 2.3 3.1 0.3 0.2 1.4 0.0 -Ld 2.3
Gross Dosestic Incose 100.0 1012 1014 go%.1 0% 9.7 9.8 100.0  99.2  100.5 102.3  103.1 1003  100.2  101.4 Hne 9w 7.3
Isports of Eoods and WS 9.0 Y 9.0 8.6 8.6 8.8 1.0 9.0 8.8 12.7 183 117 10.8 10.0 103 9.2 10.3 13
Exports ot Goods and WS 9.2 vl 8.0 8.8 0.4 1.6 10.9 120 18§ 122 1.4 12.9 1.1 L) 143 168 142 15.4
Exports Adjusted by Terss of Trade 9.2 9.2 9.5 1.9 9.7 1.4 8.9 1,0 122 12.7 13.7 16.0 LX) 1. 134 16.7 13.4 13.1
Resource 6ap . 0.2, 0.3 0.4 I I W) Y N N 1L BN 4.6 1.7 -3.1 =5.0 =53 18 -l -1.8
Total Expendatures 99.8 1007 101.0 9.8 100.2 1002 96.% 7.0 95,3 100.5 1059 1048 9.7 93.2 %.0 24 957 95.7
Consuspticn ]/0 79.0 18.4 M2 8.5 819 153 124 1B S a2 8 803 6.0 8.7 62l (TR TX ]
Public 10.3 104 100 10.3 10.5 10.4 1.1 10.9 1.6 e U4 124 12.4 12.1 2.1 12.4 12.4 13.2 %
Privite 6.6 B0 836 BB 700 70,3 84, 61 8.3 610 M3 M0 . 8.9 ne 69,7 n.a LAY
ross boeestic Investaent A2 22 2.4 0.6 198 2.2 2. a6 A4 0 A2 19.4 16.4 143 12.4 10.4 1. 12,9 !
Charges 1n laveateries -0.01 0.6 0.3 1.0 0.4 0.8 0.1 0.2 0.6 0.0 0.8 -0 1.1 0.4 -0.2 -2 43 -0.3 \Nﬂ
Grass Dosestic Fixed Investsent 2.2 24 21.9 19.6 19.3 3.5 A5 U4 0 20 228 2.1 15.4 141 12,6 ilé 119 13.2
Pablic R 8.6 8.6 5.9 8.7 11 9.8 113 10.3 1.1 B 0.6 14 6.5 LN 4.1 48 9 2 !
Private 13.1 13.5 13.3 127 12,4 11.8 1.7 13.1 1.8 128 139 1LS 8.2 1.6 1.9 1.3 1.0 o3
Eross Dosestic Savings A4 24 2.8 2.9 20.9 188 234 2 3.3 2.l 19.1 1 0.1 i9.2 1.7 17.8 1".s 148
Net Factor [ncose Payaents 1.1 0.4 13 bt 12 S W4 it T T B P B 10 A N N A A X 43 -4l 1.0 5.4 -3.9
Net Trassters -0.01  -0.00  -0.02 0.0¢  0.00 0.01 0.08 0,06 0,09 0.0 0.0 -0.03 0.08 0,02 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Gross Mational Savings 20,3 A9 2.5 2.5 19.7 17.6 23 B4 BT 2202 164 11.8 12,5 11.0 9.6 10.8 9.4 10.7
6ross Mational Product 8.9 %6 992 9.5 9.8 988 98.8 W2 984 W2 NI 9l 92.4 n.? 1.9 3.0 948 98.1
Gross Haticmal Incose 9.9 1007 100.1 1017  100.2  98.5 7.6 9.7 9746 WY W .2 92.7 2.0 9.3 92.8 935 9.6

Source: Table 2.5,
1/ As of Septester 30, 1987, i 7
2/ Estinate.

-3

Karch 1988

76,
ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



Table 2.10: ARGENTINA - EROSS DONESFIC PRDDUCT BY EYPENDITURE, 1970-1984

{1970=100)

1970 1971 1972 1973 19 19715 1976 1w 1979 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1994 1985 1986
woss Bosestic Product 100.0  103.8  205.%  109.9  115.8 HS.1 M50 1225 M85 126.8  128.8 1201 146 117.8 1208  115.3  121.9
Teras of Trade Effect
6coss Dosestic lncos2 100.0 1009 074 M4 HLE OIS HWLL 1229 197 1219 132.6 0 1l 1.7 HLY 1.1 1.7 120,
Isports of Goods and NFS 1/ 160.0 1LY 1085  105.1  110.8  112.8 8.1 1222 M58 1291 260.7 2369 1345 130.0  138.0  120.0 141.8
Exports of Goods and HFS 1/ 100.0 90.0 91.9 1047 1009 95.2  125.2 1594 1736 148.0  159.4 1681 1241 191.5 1842 209.6  188.0
Exports Mjusted by Teras of Trade  100.0 1025  108.4  143.3  118.9 89,7  HAZ 1.0 185.2  180.2 1901 216 195.3  182.3 200t 2024 172.3
Resource 6ap 100.0  -209.4 1813 1570.0 4215 -772.6  1050.1  1728.2  2006.0 223.3 2916 -732.6 1622.8  2133.2  2517.4  3277.2  130M.4
Total Expenditures 100.0 1058 107.3  109.9 M6 1188 ML H9.0 132 1217 1378 126t HLL 2.0 163 10,0  111.b
Consusption 1000 1004 1060 110.8 1186 1B.6 1103 M8 1.5 126.4 1362 1304 112.2  R2L0 287 120.4  130.9

Public 100.0 %4 N0 1206 1353 MO 102.9 1001 127 1219 15L& 1359 130 M50 146 125.2 1342
Private 100.0  105.7 1077 109.0 1157 1MLY HHL6 1LY 109.8  126.3 1357 1299 1LY .S 1260 H9.6  130.0
Gross Dogestic Investesnt 100.0  110.9  H2.1 1068 108.0  19.9  §17.5 1821 1195 13L7 1437 110.1 88.4 19.0 70.4 51.3 48.2
Changes in Inventories 100.0 -B316.7 -B383.3 -16600.0 -7503.3 -13086.7 -2366.7 -2946.7 11233.3 -B1A.7 -14459.0 12133.3 -17766.7 -§933.3  2233.3 20816.7 9733.3
bross Bosestic Fixed Investsent  100.0  103.1  109.3  10L.4  105.5  105.7  H14.7 . 1251 1310 1380 10 82.4 18.3 1.3 1N} 1L3
Public 100.0  104.5  110.5 89.2 84.5 83.5  HB.0 1566 1006 1288 ML 95.8 1.1 8.9 41.5 35.3 50.7
Private 100.0  110.5  103.6  10%.5 1193 1203 115.6  130.9  108.8 135.1 1864 126.0 85.0 85.2 89.6 8.2 84.9
Gross Dosestic Savisgs 100.0 1068 129 1232 M1LS  100.0  128.0  159.9  140.7  132.7 1164 100.7  105.6 1021 8.1 9.7 82.1
et Factor Incose Paysents 100.0 L1 1308 M8 1630 1364 1305 ISLLS 180 193.3  282.F  624.9  780.6  8B2.5 905.0  808.0  49%.8
Fet Transfers 100.0 95.8  123.6  -300.5 0.0 -105.2 -362.1 -587.5 -B43.4  -S546.7  -315.0 2762 3935 1.1 -35.3 0.0 -58.3
bross Mational Savings 100,0 1087  118.6 1225 12,0 W3 12,9 180.5  140.3  130.3  108.9 16.0 .3 85.6 50.3 40.2 53.9
bross Matiomal Product 100.0  103.7  105.6  B€9.6  MA.0 150 1150  122.2  118.2  126.2  121.3 HS.1 1082 H0.4  113.2  108.6  11b.4
Gross Matiooal Incose 100.0 1009 102.3  H13.2 M3 IS M39 1227 MLS 123 130.6 H19.2 108.3  109.9 1.5 107.9 1.9
Source: Table 2.1.
June 17, 1987
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Table 2.11: ARGENTINA - BROSS DONESTIC PRODUCT RY EXPENDITURE, 1970-198%
(1970 australes per capital
1970 19 1922 1973 194 1975 1974 19 1978 1979 1980 1981 19082 1983 1984 1985 1985
Bross Dosestic Product 386 n s 183 n 388 38 399 ) 400 400 387 35 AL} 152 I3 35
Terss of frade Effect 0 ] 5 12 4 -2 -3 1 -2 L] 10 12 0 -1 [} -2 -4
Gross Dosestic Incose AT 38 381 395 401 386 318 101 38 404 410 e 35 1Y) 35 329 3
Isports of Goods and NFS 1/ 13 3 A ] 13 A | A ] 27 3b 13 51 A 65 }) 15 3 3 h{)
Exports of Goods and WFS 1/ 3 30 30 34 33 Jo 18 9 | [}] b 1)) ]} 51 50 S 9
Exports Adjusted by Terss of Trade 3 h{} 15 % h:] 28 15 9 [} 53 58 b0 9 50 54 54 45
fesource 63p -4 2 -2 -13 -3 b -8 -4 -16 -2 1 5 -12 -15 -18 -1 -9
Total Expenditures 385 36 n 382 398 392 310 187 382 402 2 385 3 I 338 307 2
Consusption 288 293 295 303 e 34 287 289 281 n I3 i m 283 295 212 m
Public )| 39 38 9 53 k1] 19 38 “ % 33 % 18 9 8 ]| 1] i
Private 24b 256 257 255 266 260 249 251 237 268 27 %7 239 2348 W r3jl 0 W
o
Erass Domeslic Investsent is 85 84 3] 8 5] 83 98 81 ] 95 n 56 30 " 35 ]| i
Changes in Inventories 0 2 2 4 2 3 ! ] ] 0 3 -3 § 0 0 -4 -2
6rozs Dosastic Fixed lavestaent 18 83 82 15 n 16 82 98 B4 88 9N " 53 (1] “ 19 [}
Publsc 3 Y] 33 2 y1] 2% 13 [} 39 ] 29 25 20 17 1 9 12
Private Y 51 9 }] 52 52 9 55 45 54 82 1] 13 2 13 3 A
bross Dosestic Savings 19 83 Bs 92 82 ” " 112 ') 9 18 bb 68 &5 b4 58 50
Nel Factor latose Payments -4 -4 -3 -3 -3 -4 -4 -3 -3 -b -8 -18 -23 -25 -25 -2 -19
Net Transfers ] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0, 0 0 0
Bross National Savings 15 4] 81 87 18 68 87 107 92 84 69 L] 1) [V 3 15 A
Grass Mational Product 363 310 n 318 0 383 mn 395 s 395 392 349 » Ayl} m 309 32
Gross National Incose 363 N n 350 398 382 m 39 mn 398 402 I8 i 2 33 307 322
Source: Tables ‘1.1 and 2.7.
June 17, 1987 -
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Table 2.12: ARGENTINA - GROSS DOMESTIC FREDUCT BY EXPENDITURE, 1970-1986

{Per capita Index 1970=100)

1970 19 1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 9w 1978 1979 1980 1981 1902 1983 1984 1985 1984
Gross Doseslic Product 100.0  102.1  102.5 1045  108.3  105.9  104.2  199.1  103.8  109.3  109.3  100.3 94.2 95.2 95.2 90.4 .1
Teras of Trade Effect
Beass Dosestic Incone 100.0 203.2 104.0  107.9  109.5  105.4  103.3  109.4  103.2 110.3  112.0  103.b 94.3 9MU.9 9.2 89.9 93.0
laports nf Goods and NFS 1/ 160.0  110.1  103.0 100.0  103.6 103.8 80.6 108.8  100.5 1544 221.2  192.8  112.2  105.2  109.9 9.1 109.5
Exports of Goods and WFS 1/ 100.0 88.6 63.9 9.6 9.1 82.5 1133 MLe 1521 1449 135.3 140.4  143.1 1517 148.2 1643 145.2
Exports Adjusted by Teves of Trade  100.0 100.8  104.9 133  111.2 82.5  103.3  1MA0 M4 1554 1AAT 176.7  14AL0 1474 1S9.3 158.7  133.0
Rescurce Bap 100.0  -245.4  175.5 1493.5 391 -710.6  950.2 1535.2 1757.6  192.5 -1944.7 5118 13334 1735.3  2004.2 2589.3  1010.1
Total Expenditures 1€0.0 1088  103.8 o4 10B.8  107.¢  100.2  106.0 99.2  110.1  117.0  105.3 9.3 90.9 92.6 85.9 90.8
Consusption 100.0  102.7 102.5 105.4  111.0  109.1 9.8 100.4 9.7 10%.1  1i5.6  108.9 9.3 §8.2  102.4 9.4 1010
Pudlic 100.0 94.9 92.3 11586 1215 183 93.1 92.6 1066  110.3  128.8 111.8 92.8  {172.2 1151 98.2  105.2
Private 100.0  104.0 1043  103.7 108.2 105.7 101.0 10i.B 95.2  108.9  13.4  108.5 9.9 95.0  100.3 93.7  100.4
Brass Doaestic Investaent 100.0  109.1 108.5 108.6 100.0 10f.0 1083 1265 1047  113.6  122.0 92.0 12.5 83.9 58.2 15.1 52.4
Changes in Inventories *10.0 -8380.3 -8111.8 -15791.4 -7092.3 -12013.84 -2141.6 -2841.5 9842.5 -704.2 -13959.5 10132.4 -14800.6 -1583.7 1778.1 16183.1 IS14.4
6ross Bosestic Fixed Invastoent  100.0  106.4  105.8 98.9 98.7 91,2 105.6 125.6 107.8 1133 H7.4 5.2 87.9 83.4 56.1 59.3 95.0
Public 100.0  102.8  107.0 84.8 19.1 76.8  107.1  139.5 1287 111.0 9.3 80.0 45.0 55.0 H.b 2. 39.1
Private 100.0  108.8  105.0 1041 11L.S  139.7 1046 116.5 95.4  HAB 1327 105.3 5.9 48.9 n.3 5.2 5.5
Gross Dosestic Saviegs 100.0  105.1  109.2  117.2  104.3 92.0 115.8 1424 123.2 1144 98.7 84,1 8.8 8z.4 8.1 13.5 83.4
Bat Factor Incose Payzents 100.0  109.3 1343 132.8 953 123.6 0264 140.3  14).0  1AA.F 2394 5219 AAL.S  713.8 720.5 B35 535.4
Net Transfers 100.0 ¥5.2 119.6 -285.9 0.0 -96.7 -321.7 -S23.1 -739.0  -A71.4 <2803 230.7  -323.3 -157.0  ~2B.1 0.0 -45.0
Gross National Savings 100.0  104.9  108.0  118.5 104.7 90.6  115.7 1429 123.0 1124 -2 83.4 81.0 83.1 8.0 41.2 4.3
bross Mational Product 100.0  102.0 102.2 10¢.3 108.5 105.8 104.0 108.8  103.4  108.8  108.1 95.1 88.9 89.3 9.2 85.2 89.8
Erass Hational Incose 100.0  103.2  103.7  102.7  109.7  105.3  103.1  109.2  102.9  109.8  110.8 9.5 89.0 88.9 91.2 Be.6 88.7

Scurce: Table 2.11.

June 17, 1987
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Table 2,13: ARGENTINA - GROSS FIXED INVESTMENT, 1970-1987
(1970 Australes)

1% m 1912 193 1974 1975 19% 1" 1918 199 1980 1931 1982 1983 1984 1985 wau 1wy

Gross Fized lavestsent, by sector 181 2012 2035 1887 193 1967 a1z 2626 229 245 W AR 15 Hu8 B un 13 1400
Pudlic 708 86 195 b1 634 178 989 1214 1088 1017 1010 907 12 I3} 91 410 518 425
Private U 28 o w2 129 18y Hed W12 1222 W8 1585 1218 828 181 835 151 He 918

Eross Fixed lavastseat, by sector IBEL 2012 2035 18] 1983 1982 2172 2626 2290 M5 WM AR 1538 M8 132% 1 o1 1400
Coastructioa el 128 121 1089 12 1226 1393 131 M52 M9 ST 179 998 £85 138 670 18 182

Public 43 515 529 Wwo (1%) 42 595 190 709 623 803 L1 399 361 29 197 289 o
Privite 898 /4] 892 49 103 014 198 n 143 824 854 8 599 524 519 m 435 4N
Machinery and Equipaent 700 763 &1 %8 91 151 m 1% 238 9% 1119 813 540 513 589 502 8 819
Pudlic 5 284 286 221 28 385 N 2 35 h{T] W02 3% 313 310 m a3 yit] m
Private 455 504 S48 517 76 315 385 612 i 602 112 Ww m 23 38 289 313 504

of whichs .

Machisery, toals and furaiture 482 521 1 59 543 521 513 195 . 880 803 A} At a 25 383 392 1
Doaestic 274 305 kY7) 356 389 1 s 500 . 358 303 204 187 254 281 211 260 259
Inported 208 w 29 183 155 m 157 295 259 kYY) 500 [} ) 2 184 it 153 131 182

Traasport Equipasst 219 20 m m 29 121 207 300 I} i 31 209 123 155 183 139 158 178
Dozestic s pli 257 29 200 109 198 24 209 250 252 w o, s 138 it 128 154 n
Ieported 4 10 15 10 9 12 1 13 3 8 83 62 1" 18 19 | 3 4

Meso ites:

Resideatial Coastruction 93 488 457 £28 % 598 567 502 502 545 558 488 391 339 k4] 315 . .

Noa-rasideatial Construction 848 158 784 863 894 & 826 1029 950 904 899 i)l 807 340 01 355 . .

Sourca: Central Rant, Repiblic ot Argentina, and IGRD estisates.
1/ As of end of Septeadsr 1987,
2/ Esticate.

Harch 1988
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Table 2,10: ARGENTINA - GROSS FIXED INVESTMENT, 1970-1987 )
(Growth Rates, percent)
1970 wmm 1972 1973 194 1975 1976 im 1978 1979 1450 O 1992 1983 1984 19835 1988 mi u
Beass Fized lavestaesat, By sector el 1.1 -1.3 4.0 0.2 10.4 DY -12.8 5.8 .3 -1 -5 -3.2 -9.0 -l 1.9 10.9
»edlic 10.2 2.0 -1t.9 3.3 13.8 2.0 2.8 -12.0 -4.8 =0.7  -10.2 -2L.S$ =37 %8 -16.S 25.6 -12.8
Private 6.9 0.5 -1.1 4.3 -1.0 -0.4 9.3 -13.% 16.% 9.6 2.4 -0 -4.8 6.2 -8.9 -1.7 36.%
6rass Fized lavestseat, by sector 8.1 1.1 -1.3 4.0 0.2 10.4 0.9  -12.8 4.8 5.3  -10.6 2.5 =52  -8.0 -11.8 1.8 2.8
Coastruction 1.2 =19 -10.8 15 4.6 13.8 9.9 -3.1 -0.2° 0.6 -12.2  -22.0  -li.3 -16.4 -9.3 5.9 9.2
Public 114 2.7 -16.9 5.6 -12.1 §.2 2.9 -10.3  -12.8 =32 -15.2  -21.9 =9.8 <393 -10.0 2.1 10.8
Private . 4.4 -3.1 -6.2 8.2 15.8 -1.9 -1.2 0.3 11.2 34 -0 2.0 -12.9 -1.0 -8.9 -1.8 8.2
Machinery and Equipsent 9.7 8.0 -2.0 -6.9 =6.3 3.1 40.7  -23.5 18.9 123 -7 -39 5.1 2.8 -l 9.0 12.9

111 §14 1.8 0.8 -18.9 -2.7 70.2 1.7 L6 -15.3 9.7 3.3 2.7 -a.0 1.0 -3 -7 10.3 -81.8

Pravite To10.8 8.7 5.3 -0.2 -9 2.7 NS w2 25.7 183 -3z -4.2 15.9 20.2 -8.¢ 8.3 81.2

ot whick:

Yachinery, tools and furniture 9L 2.7 -4.1 4.4 -4.1 10,9 7 =253 1.5 8.1 -21.0  -35.2 1.5 1.9 -14.8 1.8 12.8
Doaestic 114 3.8 10,8 9.0 113 20.% A =350 &% 184 -3 -8,2 35,6 1.7 -25.0 2.8 -0.5
Isported 8.7 1.4 <258 -4.9 4.2 -113 .9 -12.2 u. 35.4  -14.0 -2.9 22,0  -11.9 5.8 -14.0 3.7

Transpost Equipsent 9.8 1.5 2.4 -10,7  -51.4 "1 4.9 -18.3 29.4 ~.5 -33.8 -38.% 21.1 5.2 -8 12.4 13.6
Dosestic 1.0 120 5 <107 -54.% 1.8 2.5 -3 19.5 1.0 -4.8 -2.% 19.§ 4.7 -l tv.8 13.2
1sported 150.0 0.6 -3.3  -10.0 33.3 -8.3  40%.1  -35.7 34.9 -0 ~1.9  -78.2 31.9 8.4 435 -15.2 3.3

Meso ites:
Residenatial Construction =14 -4.0 -6.8 11.7 25.2 49 -1LS 0.0 2.6 24 -1 -l 133 =0.6 -b.3 . .
Moa-residential Coastruction 13.5 0.8 -13.2 .3 -9.4 31.0 4.5 -1.7 -4.9 -0.5  -12.0  -23.2  -10.0 <288 -11.% . .
Source: Tadle 2.9 .

17 As of end of Septestar 1987,

2 Estinate.
March 1938
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Table 2.18: ARGENTINA - 6ROSS FLYED INVESTHENT, 1970-1984
{1970=100)
1970 9m 1972 1973 194 19735 1976 19m 1978 199 1980 1581 1982 1983 1984 1985 1988
Gross Fixed lnvestaent, by sector 100.0  108.1 109.3 101.4 105.5  105.7 118.7 141.1 123.1 131.4 138.4 140 82.4 4.3 1.3 b4.1 1.3
Public 100.0  104.5 110.3 89.2 84.3 83.6 118.4 158.6 1446 128.8 1.1 95.8 .0 82.9 .5 35.3 50.7
Private 100.0  1£0.5  168.8 109.5  $19.3 120.3  115.6  130.y  108.9  133.t 156.4 126.0 5.0 85.2 89.6 83.2 84.9
bross Fixed Investaent, by sector 100.0  108.1 109.3 1004 105.5  105.7 118.7 141.¢ 123, 1 131.4 138.4 13400 82.8 718.3 "3 841 1.3
Construction 100.0  107.2  108.2 3.9 1010 105.7 120.0 13,9  125.1 124.8  125.5 109.1 88.2 76.3 83.6 7.4 81.5
Public 100.0  111.4 114.4 9.1 101.4 §9.1 128.5 1207  153.2 134 130.3  107.9 9.7 8.1 4.4 2.4 40.0
Private 100.0  104.4 $9.1 9.0  100.7  §18.8 144 108.1 105.4 18.3 12,4  10.0 85.8 5.1 3 82.7 52.4
Machinery and Equipsent 100.0  109.4  118.2 113.9  13.0  165.9  110.3 1564 9.7 142.3  159.7 122.1 13.5 B1.8 84.0 15.0 87.5
Public 100.0 92.9  104.0 19.3 5.3 N3 10L.5  133.0  130.2 119.0 19.1 15.8 3.9 510 3.0 2.4 35.1
Private 100.0 120,86  124.2 1366  150.% 126.4 11,7 171.8 112.8 15,5  212.% 152.5 83.8 122,0 1149 108.9 122.0
of whiche
Hachinary, tools and furnitsre  100.0  109.4 112.3 107.7 1121 108.2  $19.0  185.0  123.3  §41.2 166.7  131.7 85.4 86.7 88.3 1.8 §4.8
dosestic 100.0 1114 117.4 130.1 1.8 125.7  152.0 182.7 1224  130.8  110.7 .3 40.4 92.7 102.4 18.3 95.0
Isported 100.0  106.7  105.3 78.4 "5 85.1 5.5 L8 1245 1548 240.5 2069  107.8 18.7 89.4 n.2 9.6
Transport Squipasat 100.0  103.4 1285  127.4  113.8 55.3 94.4 137.1 1120 14,9 4.1 9.4 58.6 1.0 4.6 48.8 1.4
Bosest ic 100.0  107.0 119.8 125.1 111.7 50.1 9.2  113.% 9.3 1184 111.35 48.4 53.4 84.0 8.0 54.8 70.7
Isported 100.0  250.0  375.0  250.0 25,0  300.0  275.0 1400.0  900.0 1875.0 1575.0 1545.0 I35 445.0 4825  265.0 112.5
Yeao itea:
Residential Construction 100.0 98.4 92.7 84.4 98.6 1209  115.0 t01.8 1018  110.5  113.2 99.0 19.3 88.8 . 88.4 83.9 .
Non-residential Construction 100.0  113.8 114.5 99.4 104.2 9.4 123.7 1540  142.2 135.3 1347 116.7 94.7 01.8 50.0 52,9

Source: Table 2.13.

June 17, 1987
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Table 2,17: ARGENTINA - GROSS DONESTIC PRODUCT BY EXPENDITURE, 1970-1987 1/
{ir thousands of current fustrales)

1970 19m 19 1973 1974 iv7d 197 197 1978 19719 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 1967 2/

6ross Dosestic Product 8.8 12,5 2.7 35.5 8.6 1430 758.7 2093 23 1251 WIS L7813 682652 5281000 39392600 74309000 143302400
Private 1.2 10.1 16.8 28.0 38.2  109.8  560.6 1578 71 11378 22815 43851 115081 509221 4088307 30153937 99380107 109324783
Consusption 8.0 8.5 13.2 2.9 32.1 6.8 445.9 1262 im 9362 18773 37515 101391 441931 3808233 29173612 56934841 103540495
Investsent 1.2 1.6 2.6 4.1 8.1 23,0 1, n 700 2018 1042 6336 1690 67290 260074 992322 2045466 S1e4288
Public 1.6 2.3 3.7 8.5 9.9 32.8 1831 452 18y 2857 9980 114 26163 139712 988162 4798398 13257844 33663693
Consugption 0.7 1.3 2.0 4.2 b.b 18.8 . 197 509 1637 3140 LY 16454 89138 be88"T 4340461 8976599 21055500
Investeeat 0.7 1.0 1.7 2.3 3.3 14.0 88, 2% 376 1220 21 3935 9709 0578 33 2457918 4281245 29005195
External Sector (net) 0.0 -0.1 0.1 0.9 0.4 -0.3 33.3 85 205 35 <418 =237 4758 9883 2245, '2826% 1671049 313922
Exports GNFS 0.8 1.0 2,0 3.8 4.5 1.3 3.9 20 810 1258 1944 N7 19885 100185 678394 186783 8295835 17678520
Isports GHFS -0.9 -1.1 -1.9 =21 1 -6 80,6 -208 ~405  -1223  -2560  -5410  -15107 -46895  -453864 838517 -6624784 -17364399
{Capital Goods Isjorts) 0.2 0.2 2.4 0.4 0.4 1.4 8.5 LY 85 208 122 183 2618 8098 13499 391431 8015 2161055
Statistical Discrepancy 0.0 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.7 1.7 0.2 -2b6.1 -18.2 157 -270.7  1s11.4  2855.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Source: Central Bank of the Republic of Araentini and IBRD estisates,
1/ Data for 1984-1987 are estisates due to
2/ Prelisinary, as of end-Septesber 1987,

March 1988
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Table 2.18; ARGENTINA - GROSS BOMESTIC PRIKKCT BY EXPEWITURE, 1970-1987 1/
(Current prices, percentage of 60P)

1970 19m 1972 197 19 1975 1976 19717 1978 1979 1360 1981 1962 1983 196¢ 1985
Gross Doaestic Product 1000 1006  100.0  100.0 100.0  160.0 1000 1000  100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0 100.0  160.0 100.0 100.0
Private 1.8 80.8 81.2 78.8 78.8 75.8 73.9 75.3 .0 17.8 80.% 0.1 78.0 14.6 11.0 74,2
Coasusption 8.2 48.0 8.7 1.2 88,1 ?0.7 38.8 80.3 80.4 83.7 48,2 58.5 8.7 84,7 12,1 1%.1
Investoent 13.6 -12.8 12.5 113 . .1 15.1 15,0 13.4 14.1 M.} 1.5 9.3 9.9 4.9 2.5
Public 18.2 16.4 17.8 16.4 2.4 2.0 2.3 2.4 22.b 20,0 2.1 2.8 17.1 20,5 .87 17.2
Consusption 13.2 10.4 9.4 11.8 13.6 13.2 9.8 9. 1.6 1.3 13.2 13.7 11.1 13.1 12.3 11.0
Investeeat 8.0 8.0 8.2 b.b 4.8 9.8 11.7 12,2 11.0 8.6 1.9 1.2 8.6 1.4 b.4 8.2
Externa) Sector (net) 0.0 -0.8 0.3 2.5 0.8 -0.2 4.4 3.1 3.9 0.2 -2.2 -0.4 3.2 4.3 4.3 beb
Exports 9.1 8.0 9.4 10.2 2.3 1.9 12.4 13.9 1.7 8.8 b 9.4 3.5 14.7 12.8 15.8 1
Inports 9.1 -08.8 -9.2 ~low 8.4 8.1 -8.0 -9.9 <1.7 -8.6 -9.0 -9.9 -10.2 -9.8 -8.6 -9.0 -
{Capital Gools leports) 2.3 1.6 1.9 [ 0.8 1.0 1.1 2.2 1.6 1.5 1.5 2.2 1.8 1.2 0.8 1.0
Source: Table 2.12, ] . .
1/ Data for 1984-1987 arc estivates due to discontinuation of Nationa) Accounts Statistics in current prices.
2/ Preliainary, as of end-Septeabe: 1987,
March 1988
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fable 3,15 ARGENTINA - BALANCE OF PAYNENTS SUMNARY, 1970-1987

Nillions of US dollirs . fs percentage of Aijusted 60

Reference (a111. of US -

Merchandise (FOB) Trade CServices Balance Capatal Change 1n Merchandise (FO Trade Servites Balsnce Capital Change i

--------------------- Balance Net 2/ Curreat Account Reserve lneorts 62p 6CF semmemeemaa--oo Balance Net  Current Account Reserve

Exports Inports Account (LIF) Adjusted  Exports laports Account

1970 1723 1499 294 -432.8 -159 418 -259 1894 23280 20317 8.7 1.4 1.3 -2.1 -0.8 2.1 -1.3
1911 1749 1653 87 -475.6 -389 =31 420 1868 2964 777 8.0 1.5 0.4 -2.2 -1.8 =0.1 1.9
1912 1941 1585 255 -419.2 -2 13 110 1905 41400 23177 8.4 1.3 1.1 -2.1 -1.0 0.5 0.5
1913 3266 1978 1288 -387.5 1 143 -Bad 30 1400 12 12.0 1.3 4.7 -2.1 2.7 0.5 -3.2
191 3931 326 -587.9 127 -172 45 835 9 n 11.5 9.4 2.1 -1.7 0.4 0.3 0.1
1575 2981 3510 =349 =135 -128% 1m 1107 3947 5 31022 8.0 9.8 -1.5 -2.0 -3.5 0.5 3.0
1976 3918 4 1172 =507 885 -1 35 3033 sS4 38819 10.1 1.1 3.0 -1.3 1.7 -1.8 o1
1911 5852 3798 1854 =564 12%0 708 -1998 452 SI9F 439 13.0 8.7 4.3 -1.3 3.0 1.6 -4.6

1978 8400 3489 2911 -1078 1833 165 -1998 3834 4581% 45405 14.1 1.7 [X) -2.4 4.0 e.4 4.4
1919 1810 w9, 178 -3 -537 919 -4 8700 10 45 14. 11.1 3.3 -4.3 -1.0 9.1 -8.1
1980 8021 F94¢  -1313 -3 -4987 1971 2096 10581 152290 62690 12.8 15.¢ -2.2 -5.4 -1.5 3.1 4.5
1981 9143 8391 =588 -4114 1256 3458 9430 123928 S4148 1. 13.1 1.2 -8.5 -1.3 2.0 5.4
1982 78 435 68 513 -2357 1502 155 5337 88 82085 12.3 7.8 4.5 -8.3 -3.8 2.6 1.2
1983 7838 4040 3798 -8251 2461 3906  -1445 4564 84834 65704 11.9 8.1 3.8 -9.5 -3.7 3.9 =22
1984 8107 431 3816 -b26b.7  -2391 2598 -207 4384 78064 69013 11.7 6.1 5.8 -9.1 -3.5 3.8 -0.3
1935 8396 3600 7% -5 -953 284 871 /14 83344 85583 12.8 5.5 1.3 -8.8 -1.5 4.3 -2.9
1585 8852 09 W3 5302 -2859 2298 563 q1 189198 bI28 10.2 5.8 3.8 -7.9 -4,3 3.4 0.8
1987 3/ 5198 5267 929 5213 -3 3233 11 5704 b4805S 68795 9.0 7.7 1.4 -1.1 -6.3 [ 1.6

Source: Central Bank and IERD estisates,

1/ 6DP adjusted by 1983 parity between the US $ and Argentine currency.
2/ Includes net transters.

31 Prelininary.
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Table 3.3:

ARGENTINA ~ EXTERNAY, DEBT BY EORROWER

1
(Millions of US dollars; end of period)~

1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 1982 1383 1984 1985 1368 1587
TOTAL EXTERNAL DEBT 2/ 7873 2280 9878 1496 19033 27182 35A71  A3A34  ASGBT 46903 48312 51422 5833
PUBLIC SECTOR - 4021 5189 5084 8357 9960 14459 20024 28616 33T 38139 19BeB 44722
A. General Governaent 1148 1425 179 % 418 8344 9545 15958 17782
Mational Governsent 17? 1381 1755 3688 W02 5 8351 14889 17158
Central Adninistration 733 591 1258 Jo 23592 3100 53¢ 147 1333
Biraticnal Entities e . . . T8 1244 131 1509 1529
Decentralized Agencies 384 390 57 (11} 884 1127 1854 1943 2282
Provincial Bavernsents 15 35 30 58 387 829 1053 987 598
Municipal Authorities b 8 b 13 1 “ 131 95 8
B. Public Enterprises 52 1047 848 M 95 1370 1 2892 11007
C. Kixed Enterprises 1170 1y 1972 N 3983 5704 13 7884 1457
D. Bagt- 762 1560 1433 380 594 1041 1383 219 294
Ceatral Bank 105 1547 12n .. . . e 299 U
QOther Otficial Banks 57 53 182 180 594 1041 1383 1820 2
PRIVATE SECTOR 3854 3091 334 " 9074 12703 15647 15018 11912 10784 11T 5700 .
A. Coasercial Debt 1441 1182 1393 179 29 b14]] 2159 1919 2160 .
B. Financial Debt 213 1909 24 2343 5795 8912 12888 13099 97152
Source: Central Bank of the Republic of Argentina (BCRA) and 1BRD estimates. o
1/ 1983 fiqures are 1BRD estinmates. 9 O

2/ Trcludes 1K,

. March 1988
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Table 4,13 ASGENTINA - PRINCIPAL INDICATQRS, ANNUAL AVERAGES, 1960-1987

(1970 = 100)
KHOLESALE PRICE INDEX CONSUMER PRICE INDEX CONSTRUCTION
Non-agriculture . cost
Total fAgriculture
Year General Dosestic Doaestic Total Desestic Inported General Food

1960 17.6 17.6 17.3 17.7 17.7 18.3 14,7 15.3 13.5
1961 19.1 19.1 | 16.3 19.4 19.5 17.7 16.4 16.9 16.4
1962 249 4.9 T2 2.7 .8 3.5 20.9 21,5 24
1963 32.0 32.1 . 3.0 3.2 3.4 28.4 26.2 6.9 264
1964 0.4 0.7 43.5 39.1 39.5 32,6 32.0 3.9 321
1965 50.0 50.4 47.7 3L.0 516 2.4 1.3 3.4 5.7
1966 60.0 60.5 '57.8 60.9 1.4 50.7 .7 LB 5.9 !
1967 75.4 75.6 72.8 6.5 6.8 n.7 70.7 69.8 75.8 o
1948 82.6 82.9 80.0 8.7 84.2 7.5 81.8 . BLO BL.4
1969 87.7 87.7 86.4 68.2 88.3 85.8 88.0 6.0 9.4 '
1970 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
19711 139.5 140.3 148.3 135.9 136.7 123.1 134.7 1.7 130.9
1972 - 246.9 206.9 288.8 9.8 228.6 17.0 213.8 2314 201.9
1973 370.5 §7.3 346.0 3511 389.7 383.0 342.2 359.1 7.7
1974 LN 439.8 52,6 .4 434.1 550.3 .4 - 3.2 82,6
1975 1,300.7 1,269.7 1,108.7 1,319.3 i,339.9 1,967.2 1,202.7 1,138.7 1,696.2
1974 1,795.7 7,430.5 6,980.0 8,123.9 7,626.9 15,548.6 6,343.1 6,952.3 7,812.6
1977 19,436.0 18,702.7 18,399.9 19,859.6 18,834.4 35,175.4 18,060.9 18,621.5 15,423.6
1978 47,810.1 47,155.3 44,456,0 49,1816 48,331.8 61,877.1 49,759.1 49,009.5 36,347.6
1979. 119,189.1 119,179.2 111,486.3 122,338.4 122,532.7 119,434.6 129,130.2 131,671.5 95,451.0
1580 209,090.3 209,132,3 181,737.3 " 220,265.5 221,082.1 204,382.0 259,248.4 235,872,3 .199,492.5
1981 34,9364 432,184.5 348,249.2 469,673.1 463,928.9 562,650.1 330,101.3 511,511.1 393,959.0

1962 LSLOTS.L LS99 1,386,209 1,632,633 1,510,437 2,561,759 1,003,549  1,424,129.8 1,072,448.4
1983 TABASSA - 7,000,303 4,563,850 7453,802.9 7,205,533  11,162,788.4  6,29,230.2  b,252,500.5 5,743,988.5
1964 AGM5.2001 AT, 352,617 42,850,310.0  51,196,508.2 49,618,230 . TA,669,045.0  45,269,187.5 4,15 B64.8 12,946,287.1
1985 310,357,710.8  356,735,436.5  252,885,270.5  406,620,850,5 390,059,230.0 447,197,073.7  349,559,533.7  334,528,550.9 280,806, 886.2
1986 607,209,698.6  585,925,669.8 S34,820,512.5  642,976,980.5 615,820,335, 1,036,891,40.2  664,490,246.6  562,747,665.5 476,202,594.8
1987 1,353,310,616.0 1,301,184,996.8 1,156,077,994.4 1,439,977,923.9 1,374,148,886.8 2,392,105,796.3 1,537,171, 764.9 1,542,630,231.0 1,083,226,347.3

“ource: INDEC,
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Table 402 ARGENTINA - CHANSES IN WHOLZSALE AND CONSUNER PRICE IXDICES: MAJOR CONPONENTS, 1970-1987
{Annual average percentage changes)

. el
Height 1970 191 19m 1973 1914 1975 197 19m 1978 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1964
WHOLESALE PRICES WHOLESALE PRICES
General Index 100.0 14.1 39.5 7.0 30,0 20,0 19,5 499.0 1494 1460  M93 754 K96 2562 350.9  §73.5 General Index
Fosestic Goods 93.2 14.3 0.3 185 495 19.2 1887 485.2 1517 1520 1527 15.5 1074 249.2  362.9  575.4  Dosestic oods
Dosestic Agricultere 28.5 15.8 8.5 9.8 4.5 10.0 1449 5296 1836 1418 150.F 3.0 93.9 2934 373.5  §52.8  Doeestic Agriculture
Deaestic Non-agriculture 40,7 13.2 3.7 8.2 333 23.9  208.6  489.. 1469 1566  153.5 80.4 1122 34,8  338.8  589.8 Dosestic Non-agriculture 0 519 134
Food & Reveriges 19.4 .8 8.3 2.8 353 127 1343 S11.9 192, 161.2 14,7 15.5  113.0 14.1  301.7 5527 Food, Beverages & Tobazco B5.6 717 1448
Tobacco 1.4 1.0 3.3 36 N4 33.3 0.3 .3 1.8 1596 131.9 92.2 87.0 M. 42004 425, Textiles, Clothing & Leather 432,0  51.2 1428
Textiles 9.1 1.3 33.2 15. 35.0 299 13 475 1545 1521 1%, 5.9 120.9 79.4  419.9  5318.0 & Furniture 532.4 589 (u.9
Clothing 5.0 3.8 35.4 B8 38.1 20,2 252 SH.b 7.8 112.8 1829 844 103.7 35.7 4004 B47.0  Paper & Products 3. 2.4 14
¥ood 3.0 9.0 8.8 891 n.z 350 237 4982 95.2 169.8 187, 12056 102.4 29.5  385.4  582.4 Chemcals, Cil & Rubber Products  755.8  S1.4  112.4
Paper 1.5 9.3 32.5 82,0  40.0 4.8 2369 381, 12,3 1811 170.9 18.86  120.7 2389  400.3  A06.4 um;uhllic Products 7148 0.8 1029
Cheaicals 4.9 $4 4.1 3.4 458 8.2 M4 9.8 M49.9 1853 1268 917 1219 3.9 3291 4%0.7 Basic Hetals 830.7 S51.9 1.2
0il Products 21 3.8 3.3 4. 81.2 3.3 2084 335, 138.6  155.6 102, %7 1422 74,0 5160 753.2 Netal Products, Machinery & Equip. £68.8 Shed 117.9
Rubber 0.9 0.8 13.7 59, 38.4 1.0 1840 544 1590 15401 1289 97, 148,56 21,5 319.9  491.8
Leather 2.2 10.0 29.0 892 503 1.7 2243 4624 13,6 145.3  208.1 51, 97,7  310.4  345.3  488.9
Nonsetallic einerals 2.7 5.0 7.1 449 5.0 3.2 280, 4846 1259 2071 1578 935 115.0 2090  340.5  S4d.S
Ketal, exci.sichinery 8.2 1.9 2.3 8.0 5.5 8.9 310.6 4290 1285 1377 1294 B8R, 103.6 71.5  38.7  500.9
vehicles and aachinery 5.8 4.3 2.0 70.3 518 28,9 39,5 431, 115.5  130.8 130, 9.4 102.5 47.1  418.0  399.1
Electric sachinery 2.5 37 15.2 8.3 8.9 2.2 8.8 4924 1025 3.1 1224 904 9%.9 39.3  385.8  577.0
Extractive industey 1.2 8.7 35.8 50.5  39.8 28,1 497.1 4, 1294 190.0 1328 153 1117 43 520.7  503.8
leported Boods lcmted Soods
-3nculture 4.8 1.t 2.0 1000 2.7 3.9 25 s%0.4 128.2 15.9 93.0 LT TN &7 % B 1 S T 3 B TV X -agriculture 1687 804 130.5
CONSUMER PRICES CONSUMER PRICES
Benerai Index . 13.4 3.7 8.7  80.1 29 1708 41 1760 1755 1593 100.8 1045 1648 343.8  828.7 General Index 72,2 901 131.3
Source: TRDEC.
Harch 1923




- 67 -

Table 4,3: ARGENTINA - EXCHANGE RATE, 1970-87-
{Annual Averages; Australes/USs)

Exchange Rate

1970 0.00000038
1971 0.00000045
1972 0.00000050
1973 0.00000050
1974 0.00000050
1975 0,00000235
1976 _0.00001400.
1977 0,00004080
1978 0.00007940
1979 0.000£3170
1960 0.00018560
1784 0.00044170
1982 0,00259000
1983 9.01053000
1984 0.06765000
1985 0.60406000
1986 0.94303000
1987 2.14509083

Source: IMF, international Financial Statistics (IFS).

Notes  Annua] average exchange rate quotes correspond to
line wf {rf) in IFS. Line wf regresents exchange rates for
seabers @aintaining a dual or aultiple exchange rate systea.
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Table 5,3;

ARGENTINA - REVENUES, 1970-1985

{Thousands of Australes)

1970 19m 1912 19 1M 1975 1976 1n 1978 1979 1930 1981 1982 1983 1984 1985 1/
I-  NATIONAL TAXES 1.0 1.2 1.85 3.30 5.49 10.0 70.3 25,9 635.7  1805.5  3456.3 1981 19429 90113 589738 9402081
Incoce Taxes 0.19 0.22 0.3 0.5 1.01 1.2 8.7 50.8 9.3 1844 3.9 881 2000 1023 21852 385004
General 0.19 0.22 0.31 0.53 0.1 1.1 8.6 35.4 86.4  158.2 411.8 8bb 1973 4888 27085 378872
Law 21589 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.0 0.0 1.2 8.0 0.6 G.7 1 2 30 101 823
Lan 21284 0.0¢ 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.9 1.8 5.5 13.3 15 25 105 11 4504
Lax 20532 0.00 0.00 0.09 0.01 0.30 0.1 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.0 0 0 0 0 0
¥ealth Taxes 0.03 0.08 0.08 0.17 0.25 0.1 3.0 13.4 30.8 166.6  219.1 425 1520 218 28932 230733
Lan 21280 2/ 0.03 0.04 0.05 0.11 0.17 0.0 1.2 f0.1 30.6 99.9  2168.3 LY} 1517 §120 20833 28331
Tax on unisproved agricul. fand 0.02 0,02 0,03 0,04 0.08 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0 0 0 0 0
Law 21382 * 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.0 0.0 1.2 0.0 0.0 K 0 0 158 M 2403
Law 21409 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0,00 0.0 1.7 0.2 0.3 8.7 0.4 i 3 0 0 0
Sales Tares 0.28 0.37 0.50 0.75 1.20 3.2 2.1 82,0 2251  883.7 ISTLG A{}]} 197 32085 196795 1804962
Value Added Tax 0.16  0.22 0.30 0.43 0.78 2.4 1.4 £0.5 1555 482.5 11317 2516 5626 22903 139948 1217081
Excise Tax 0.12 0.13 0.20 0.32 0.42 0.9 3.3 1.8 89.86 201,259 7 pall] 9182 55828 529915
Foreign Trade Tazes 0.13 [ 0.42 0.45 0.82 | ] 15.1 U 3.9 132 3823 8% 2224 15979 £88035 1159828
laport Taxes 0.10 0.13 0.0 0.21 0.42 0.8 4.8 1£.9 4.0 1301 3724 178 1 8035 33024 308408
Erport Tanes 0.05 0.07 0.22 A4 0.40 0.7 £0.3 1.8 2.3 34 9.9 30 186 9940 £5784 851218
Other Vaxes 0.33 0.38 0.5¢ 119 2.1 4.0 20.8 84,0  23%.6  521.1 1045.4 1918 M3 28775 231354 57198115
Stasp duty and foreign exchange tax 0,05 0.06 0.08 0.16 0.23 0.5 2.8 9.4 2.4 8.1 1543 282 860 2530 13313 131194
Fuel Tag - Laws 16457 & 12597 0.09 0.13 0.19 0.43 1.02 1.8 5.5 26.8 9.3 188.3  I54.4 1087 3283 16207 167811 1008944
Law 21399 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.0 0.4 &.4 11.5 43.4 81,8 | § 0 0 0
Other 0.19 0.17 0.27 0.60 0.94 1.7 124 0.2 1004 226.7  415.0 542 1768 10038 &1 4548377
11- PROVINCIAL TAIES 0.25 0.28 0.39 0.86 1.06 1.3 1.1 59.8  183.1  S4L.1 1103.1 2028 4884 19249 169372 1345563
Stasp Duty Tax 0.95 0.08  0.08 0.14 0.23 0.4 2.0 9.5 28.1 87.3  119.% 289 1/} 2184 150600 127088
. hutosative License Tax 0.02 0.02 0.03 0.05 0.08 0.2 0.6 2.8 10.3 2.5 7.2 181 L]} 1w 185895 162605
Real Estate Tax 0.05 0.05 0.07 0.12 0.19 0.3 1.5 10.3 3.y 1.8 2100 458 12 4032 45006 338158
laz on Gross Profits 0.10 0.12 0.16 0.27 0.44 0.2 §.1 328 93.3 2884 Sk2.1 1005 2582 10009 87921 488147
Other Tares 0.03 0.03  0.05 0.08 0.12 0.2 1.0 4.4 13.8 332 84.0 99 25 338 2850 78987
131~ QUASE-TAIES 0.05 0.04 0.05 9.10 0.15 0.4 3.5 13.8 55.8  211.1  218.8 138 38t 1433 0 0
National 0.04 0.03 0.05 0.09 0.14 0.4 3.3 13.0 53,1 203, 203.1 121 o 1491 0 0
Pravincial 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.0 0.1 0.8 2.1 1.2 13.6 1 0 142 (] 0
V- SGCJAL SECURITY 0.87 0.99 .3 3.0 4.83 12.3 9.3 1.3 406 12,2 18,2 3802 8240 31003 256094 0
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.%0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.0 0 0 0 0 0
v-  T0TAL .9 2,52 3.8 1100 15,53 .0 1441 482.8  13SL.3 3789.4 79543 13350 32916 147018 1015206 10742624

. Preliginary.
2/ Includes inheritance taxes.

Sources Ministry of Econoy,

June 30, 1997
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Table 5,4: ARGENTINA - TAX REVENUES, 1970-1985

{As percentage of 60F)

1970 . 1971 1972 1973 19M 197S 1976 1977 1978 (99 1989 1981 1982 1983 1984 1985

I-  NATIOWAL TATES 1.3 9.6 8.9 932 1LY .00 9.27 1220 1217 11,39 1294 13.85  1Ms 13,20 117 218
Incoae Tares 26 L6 L% 153 2,08 08¢ LLI4 242  LB4 LI 1S3 L& L3 1.03 0.53 0.97
General 26 16 150 LS00 L& 075 L4 L6 LS L1 148 1% -LA 1,01 0.51 0.95
Lan 21589 . . . . . - w088 0.5  0.00 000 000 0,00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Law 20264 . . . v . . 0,05  0.04 004 005 0,01 0,02 0.02 0.01 . 6.02
Law 20832 ve . . 003 0827 0.09 000 0.0 0,00 . . . - . .
Wealth Taxes . 057 o042 039 .048 G51 004 039 0485 059 075 078 073 1.03 0.92 0.5% 0.43
Law 21287 1/ 03¢ o3 02 031 035 003 o016 o048 058 o7 077 077 103 0.50 0.54 0.83

Tax on unisproved agricul, 1znd 0.23 0.18 0.13 0.17 0.16 0.01 0.00 0.00 . . . . . . . .

Law 21382 . . . . . . we +0.15 v . . . . 0.02 0.01 6.01

Law 21409 v . . . . w 023 000 001 005 000 000 000 . . .
Sales Tares 8 2% 2@ 212 247 215 v e 431 AN 558 438 5.0 .70 3.1 %
Value Added Tax 182 176 LS L2 140 145 229 2.9 298 325 400 A1 3.8t 3.3% 2,45 .3
Excise Tas 1.3 120 097 050 0.86 080 020 1,03 1,33 LM L% 148 159 1.34 1.08 1.3
Foreign Trade Taxes 1.0 160 2,63 184 1,89 1,06 LS99 L8 086 101 133 L8 LSt 2.1 1.87 2.93
Inport Tares LG Lo4 097 0.5 085 055 0.4 041 079 09 1,32 142 0.9 0.88 0.83 0.78
Export Taxes 0.57 0% 106 L2 0.8 0.5t 1.3 03 005 002 004 016 0,53 1.4 1,25 .15
Other Taxes 3.5 288 2.8 3.3 455 282 15 402 459 I M0 3% 387 .2 4.4 14.85
Stasp duly and foreign exthange tax 0,57 0.48 0.3¢ .45 0.4 0.3¢ 0.34 0.45 0.43 0.4 0.83  0.%2 0.43 0.37 0.25 0,33
Fuel Tax - Laws 16857 & 17597 .02 164 092 LA 20 L2 013 LB L% 132 1B 19 un 2.3 .18 2.18

Law 21399 . . . . . e 005 032 033 03 622 001 0.0 . o .
Other 216 L¥% 0 L3 149 Le L2 183 L9 192 LS 149 0.9y 120 1.4 1.08 1.5

11- PROVINCIAL TAIES 286 224 1,88 1,85 208 090 146 285 3Sf 3B 3% 370 33 2,69 3.2 3.40
Stasp Duty Tax 057 08 039 040 047 031 026 045 G5 081 046 052 0.3 0.32 0.28 0.3
Mutosotive License Tax 023 0.6 0.4 0.4 006 043 008 043 020 030 031 033 028 0.25 0.35 0.41
Real Estate Tax 057 040 034 034 039 020 049 0% 072 079 074 084 0.7 0.59 0.85 0.85

Taz on Gross Profits LI 08 07 07 091 002 080 1.3 179 LB 189 184 LN 1.4 1.8 (/]
Other Tazes 03 0 oM 0 025 045 013 622 026 023 023 018 0.15 0.05 0.0% 0.07
111- QUASL-TAIES 0.57 0.2 o 028 031 029 046 046 107 148 077 025  0.25 0.2 . .
Hational 045 024 o0 025 029 027 044 042 102 L& o072 022 022 0.22 . .
Provincial 041 0.8 0.0 003 0,02 001 002 004 0,05 005 005 0,03 0,03 .02 v v

IV- SOCIAL SECURITY 7.6 1,92 &2 859 9.9 B4l 7.8 .39 9.3 10,07 1034 4,38 5.5 5.42 4.85 .
V- TOIM 2,30 0.8 17,48 2008 2372 16.81  19.02 2301 25.87  26.84 284 2639 2230 2183 19.22 27.1%

17 Includes inheritance taxes.
Source: Tables 2,12 and $.20,

June 30, 1987
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Table 5.5: ARGENTINA - PUBLIC EXPENDITURE BY DESTINATION, 1970-1985
{thausands of $ australes)

{continues

1970 1951 1872 1973 1 1975 1978 19 1978 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 1985

I- PUELIC SECTOR, COMSOLIDATED

TOTAL PUBLIC EXPENDITURES 2.950  4.125  5.653 12.307 18.885 56.592  299.7 793 2283 3863 12441 26599  THM12 352335 3217293 11578899
Public Espenditure in Secial Sectars 0.489 0.480 1.0 2235 3.776 11.52% 44,1 107 330 997 2098 3929 M4 49873 293917 1441212
Education 0.310  0.427  0.674 1426 2.182  5.139 20.4 35 190 802 1137 2355 817 27985 131145 652340
Culture 0.088  0.014 0.016 0.028 0.050 0.1 0.4 1 L] 14 25 b4 137 498 9580 27105
Prieary Ed. 0.153  0.199  0.326  0.705 1.104  3.104 10.0 2 92 29 925 915 194¢  1288F 12958 ni7
Secondary Ed. 0.076  0.169 0.173 0371 0.555 1713 5.0 15 54 149 344 495 1472 7709 80232 281023
Higher Ed. 0.045 0.088 0.102 0.206 0.298 1.017 °.0 8 28 n 178 380 803 42712 3343 163407
Other 0.023  0.037 0.057 0.116 0.175  0.189 0.9 3 11 3 84 204 441 2605 18534 98708
Health 0.141  0.195  0.309 0.507 1.107  3.5i1 15.9 [} 125 309 $26 1285 2745 13699 105404 534444
Medical Services 0.079  0.110  0.176 0.360 0.556  Z.081 8.7 2 82 151 345 125 1457 7944 81021 308891
Environsental Health 0.061  0.084 0.130 0.246 0.435 1.389 8.8 18 9% i3l 234 413 901 3885 29437 147889
Qther 0.601 0.00f 0.003 0.003 0.01&6 0.081 0.4 1 ? 23 47 147 a7 2026  H3% 80083
Housing and Urban Services 0.035 0.037 o0.070 202 0.485 1.875 1.8 it 38 90 333 389 1152 8253 S1313 254153
Hator Supply 0.001  0.008 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.0 0 0 0 0 (] 0 0 0 0
Public Expenditure in Other Sectors 2.462  3.445  5.599 10.071 15.109 ¢5.088  253.% 485 1933 4855 10345 22965 52398 302483 2923375 10137887

Meso ites:

Social Expenditures/Total Expend. (1) 16,5 18.9 15.8 18.2 20.0 20.4 14.7 13.5 15.3 17.0 18.8 14.6 12.3 14.2 9.1 12.4

Other Expenditures/Tetal Expend. (1) 83. 83.5 84.2 81.8 80.0 79.6 83.3 86.5 84.7 83.0 83.2 85.4 . 85.8 90.9 .

dune 19, 1987
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Table 5.5: ARGEHTINA - PUELIC EXPENDITURE BY DESTIMATION, 1970-1935
{thousands af $ australes)

4

{continues
1970 191 1972 1973 1974 1975 1974 197 1978 19719 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 1985
Fi- CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 1/
TOTAL CENTRAL GOVERHSNENT EXPEXDITIRES 2,287 3213 5.235  9.500 14,385 41822 2303 5% 1724 413 9152 20258 54985 270057 2605002 8837046
Central Gov. Fxpenciture in Social. Sectors 0.289 0,359 0.552 L210  2.108  S5.84% 2.3 50 152 452 783 1293 2981 28296 133370 722189
Education 0.183 0280 0,389 0.831 1.283  3.430 10.9 30 96 325 507 949 2008 22926 938651 484442
Culture 0,006 0,009 0.007 o0.044 0.027 0.037 0.2 0 2 104 7 16 39 205 1912 104675
Prisary £d. 0.038 0,074  0.120 0.284 0,428 1.102 3.3 9 21 14 29 38 72 11440 3873 MLy,
Secondary £d. 0.059 o0.088 0.129 0279 0.416 127t 4.4 12 3 120 m 509 1081 8381 50128 245710
Higher Ed. 0.042 0,052 0.094¢ 0.189 0.278  0.943 2.8 8 7 1] 170 330 70% 4173 33006 140108
Other 0.018  0.024 0.039 0.083 0.12*  0.057 o3 1 4 10 30 35 112 37 37 35480
. Health 0.049 0,030 0.137 0.260 0.586 1.774 8.7 19 33 119 238 282 487 31823 32247 207028
Medical Services 0,023 0,031  0.048  0.106 0246  0.735 3.7 8 20 40 n 128 348 1372 15841 104350
Environsental Health 0.044  0.059 0,089 0.15¢ 0.309 0.97% 4.6 it 31 /] 142 133 34 1759 15104 83208
Other 0.600 0,000 0,000 0,000 0,011  0.087 0.4 0 ! 3 17 19 1} 192 1300 18948
Housing and Urban Services 0.017 0,029 0,026 0.119 0.279  0.382 2.7 0 3 7 18 83 286 1547 IL1}) 30725
Water Supply 0.000 0,000 0,000 0.060 0.000 0.000 0.0 ] 0 0 0 0 0 0 [} 0
Central Governsent Expenditures in Other Sec 2,018 2,868 4683  B.290 12,257 3s.156  215.0 54 1572 3951 BIB9 18945 54004 241781 2471703 8114872
Neao ites:
Social Expenditures/Total Expend. (1) 12 i it 13 15 1 9 8 9 19 8 [ 5 10 5 8
Other Expenditures/Total Expend. (1) 88 89 89 87 85 8 )] 92 91 90 92 9% 95 90 95 92

June 19, 1987
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Table 5.5: ARGENTINA - PUBLIC EXFENDITURE BY DESTINATION, 1970-1985
{thousznds of ¢ australes)

1970 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 1985
111~ PROVINCES
TOTAL PROVINCIAL EXPENDITURES 0.663 0.892 1.418 2,807 4.520 14,770 2.4 197 559 150 3289 6837 14127 B2219 612211 2741833
Provincial Espenditure in Srcial Sectors 0.219 031t  0.502 £.026 L.b8B  5.860  21.B 58 19§ 545 1333 2636 S733 21577 140547 719023
Education . 0.127  0.177  0.285 0.595  0.919 2,709 9.5 25 93 m 630 1307 809 5039 IMM 167918
Culture 0.005 0.005 0.009 0.004 0.023 0.059 0.2 0 3 7 19 48 98 493 3668 16429
Prisary Ed. 0.095 0.126  0.206 0.439  0.676  2.002 6.8 18 n A5 495 877 1872 1228 9085 40488
Secondary Ed. 0.017  0.028 0.044 0.092 0.139  0.442 1.7 4 13 Vs 3 186 391 1358 10104 45253
Higher Ed. 0.003 0.006 0.008 0.017 0.027 0,074 0.2 t 2 3 8 50 9 %9 137 kY8 4]
Other 0.007 0.013 0,008 0.033 0.054 0.132 0.6 2 7 3 3 145 3 1858 13899 62248
Health 0.072  0.103 0.172 0349 0.5 1,737 1.2 22 1A 184 388 1003 2058 9832 3157 327438
Medical Services 0.04 0,079 0.128 0.2540 0.410 1325 4.9 14 2 131 266 597 1108 4072 45180 202341
Environsental Health 0.017 0,025 0.041 0,092 0.126 0.398 2,2 7 Y] 55 92 218 587 1926 14331 64181
QOther 0.001  0.001  0.003 0.003 0.005 0,014 0.1 t [} 20 30 128 363 1834 13845 61115
Housing and Urban Services 0.019  6.028 0.044  0.081 0.207 1.413 5.1 10 3 8 315 3% 846 6706 49897 223448
Water Scpply 0,001 0.008  0.000 0,001 0,000  0.001 0.0 0 0 0 n 0 0 ¢ 0 0
Pravincial Expenditures in Other Sectors 0.444 0581 0.916 1,781 2,852 B.910  40.5 139 360 904 1936 4001 8394 40702 451664 2022810
Yeso 1teal
Social Sector Expenditures/Total Expend. (1) 3 35 35 3 37 40 35 2 3b 38 4 40 4l 26 26 26
Other Sectors Expenditures/Total Expend. () 67 85 65 43 83 60 65 n o4 62 59 0 59 74 74 "
Source: Hinistry of Econoay.
June 19, 1987 %
: 1 IRy

ERI

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

-




-

Table S.b: ARGENTINA - PUBLIC EXPENDITURE BY DESTINATION, 1970-1985
(1970 australes)

(continues
1970 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 1978 - 1979 197 1981 1982 1983 1984 1985
I- PUBLIC SECTOR, CUNSOLIDATED
TOTAL PuBLIE EXPENDITURES 2950 3009 2888 3454 ‘4249 4521 4181 4230 4680 4122 5313 5562 o9 5249 4854 3216
Public Expenditure in Social Sectors 488 348 362 807 1026 19 834 43 822 M 8715 192 31 940 il 47
Education 30 333 33 419 542 s 353 385 427 358 486 462 398 520 219 181
Culture i 1 8 9 12 10 1 4] 10 105 1 13 1l 13 13 8
Prisary Ed. 153 155 162 231 il 258 173 175 207 212 225 189 164 234 9 20
Secondary Ed. 18 8% 86 125 138 13 104 109 122 137 14 143 122 143 137 ]|
Higher Ed. wH 33 i 59 " 83 52 36 83 n ) 1R &b N9 n 45
Other 25 29 A 39 4 16 16 21 24 ]| 27 [} 38 49 42 21
Health 14 164 184 242 376 482 359 A1) Ry} 288 22 248 23 n 3N 169
Medical Services 19 92 105 143 223 283 196 187 160 143 145 140 123 181 193 97
Envivonaental Health (3] n n 9B 149 168 154 138 146 123 9 80 15 84 9 4
Other | | *2 | 4] 1t 9 8 18 22 20 28 3 4 L A
Housing and Urban Services 38 L]] 4 86 108 126 123 54 n | 126 82 104 129 143 48
Water Supply | 1 | 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 0
Public Expenditure in Other Sectors 442 2462 2324 264 3222 3402 3347 3487 3858 3807 4438 4770 4066 4289 5090 bils
Neso iteal
Social Expenditures/Total Expend. (1) 17 18 19 2 ¥ 25 20 18 18 19 16 14 15 18 1 13
Other Expenditures/Total Expend. (1) 83 82 81 n 16 15 80 82 82 81 84 8 65 82 89 87
Total Expenditures Index (WPI+CP1/2) 1.00 1.3 2.30 3.5 A4S 12,52 71,67 187.48  487.85 1242 1342 4835 14823 A7123 458492 3500584
Social Expenditures leplicit Index (1970=1) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.05 0.14 0.43 | 2 ] 12 52 380 3455
Other Expenditures leplicit Index (1970=1) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.08 0.20 0.50 | 2 ] 15 n 480 3622
Education Price Index (1970=1) 1.00 1.28 2,02 2.98 4,03 12,001 57.92 151,47 44.5h 1084 2337 4877 12092 53785 440722 3407602
Health Price Index (1970=1) 1.00 1.19 1.48 2.51 2.95 1.28 .24 130,45 335.92 1081 2385 5192 11866 43874 315729 3170714
Housing Frice Index (1970=1) 1.00 1.18 1.62 .32 449 1491 375 189.26  499.79 1259 2649 4733 11359 83877 401485 3754643
Vater Price Index (1970=1) 1.00 f.50 1.83 4.63 S.33 0 16,00 7467 213,33 413.33 1528 3125 8592 15408 74667 453333 1902594

June 19, 1967
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Table 5.6: ARGENTINA - PUBLIC EXPEMDITURE BY DESTINATION, 1970-1985
(1370 australes)

{continues

1970 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 1978 1379 1980 1901 1982 1983 198¢ 1983

11- CENTRAL GOVERMMENT 1/

TOTAL EENTRAL GOVERNMENT EXPENDITURES 2287 2338 213 2854 3231 3341 31 In 3533 3554 1908 4190 3844 4023 3538 454
Central Gov. Exp in Social Sectors 269 478 485 427 847 814 13 538 554 435 823 L1 111] 704 780 420
Education 183 318 388 472 593 599 4 384 114 i 517 tH | 360 92 639 k1Y
Culture & 7 3 5 7 3 3 3 4 98 3 3 3 4 4 3
Prisary Ed. ” 58 58 80 89 104 92 54 51 L)) 13 12 ] b 213 9 9
Secondary Ed. 59 83 8 9% 103 104 15 81 98 (§1 Jdé 103 89 118 14 &8
Higher Ed. L] 48 4 83 b7 78 9 52 40 &8 3 L] 50 18 75 1]
Other 18 19 19 28 30 3 5 3 9 9 13 1 9 14 i 10
Health b9 15 81 103 192 244 196 147 134 112 160 S 50 87 102 [N
Bedical Services 25 24 29 42 83 101 85 59 52 38 33 25 ys) 3 30 ki
Environsental Health H" 50 53 81 10§ 133 103 84 81 12 40 2b 2 40 48 25
Other 0 0 0 0 4 9 ] 3 3 3 7 4 2 4 4 b
Housing and Urban Services i7 25 16 31 62 K}l 4 2 5 b 7 13 28 pl] 19 8
Water Supply 0 0 v 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Central Governsent Expenditures in Other Sec 2018 1880 1787 2039 AL 1Y 2599 a4 970 2919 3285 3401 3320 799 2034

Meso itea:
Social Expenditures/Tota) Expend. (1) 12 20 2 24 2 2% 22 17 14 18 16 11 12 17 14 17
Other Expenditures/Tatal Expend. (1) 88 8o n 76 bl] " L] 83 84 82 84 89 88 83 84 83

1/ Includes public enterprises and social security.
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Table 5.6: ARGENTINA - PUBLIC EXPENDITURE MY DESTINATION, 1970-1985
{1970 australes)

120

1970 19 1972 1973 1974 1975 1974 1977 1978 1979 1980 121 1982 1983 1984 1985
111- PROVINCES
TOTAL PROVINCIAL EXPENDITURES 83 &% 814 188 1047 1180 870 1651 1146 1168 1405 1313 95;3 1224 1304 151
Provincial Expenditure in Social Sectors 219 251 21 In 438 559 0 398 (11 4% 551 530 182 123 W 209
Education 121 138 1) 200 228 225 184 187 210 254 210 248 a % 85 Y
Lulture 5 ] ] 5 b 5 L} 3 1 1 8 10 8 9 8 5
Prisary Ed. 95 98 102 1 148 187 1 118 181 198 212 18¢ 155 23 21 1t
Secondary Ed. 17 n 2 k1| 35 3 i 2] 24 21 ]| 38 32 25 23 13
Higher Ed. 3 3 ] [ 1 [ 3 ] ] 3 3 10 8 2 2 |
Other 1 10 9 1 13 1 i 14 15 2 15 30 29 315 32 17
Haalth 12 89 102 139 184 239 183 187 188 175 183 193 173 2% 232 103
Nedical Services 54 1) 1 101 139 182 m 108 109 105 112 115 93 138 143 1]
Environsental Health 17 24 24 k) 43 55 51 54 &5 52 b} 54 49 11} [} 20
Gther | | 2 | 2 2 | 5 14 19 13 25 k1| 42 3 19
Housing and Urban Servizes 19 24 i} 35 L1 95 80 82 8 85 19 89 18 105 124 &0
Water Supply | | | 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ¢
Provincial Expenditure 1n Other Sectors 111 400 M1 414 559 821 443 455 483 L) 853 843 1) 803 845 552
Neso 1tea:
.Secaal Expendrtures/Total Expend. (1) 33 39 1} Ly 5 4 4 38 {0 [} 39 39 51 b1 ] 34 21
Other ExpendituressTotal Expend. (1) 87 81 58 33 35 33 33 82 A0 57 81 41 9 L] 44 n
Source: Table 5.5 and INDEC.
June 19, 1987
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Table 5.7: ARGENTINA - PUBLIC EYPERDITURE BY DESTINATION, 1970-1985
{as percentage of the total}

{continues
1970 1971 1972 ° 1913 1974 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 1985
I- PUBLIC SECTOR, CONSOLIDATED
TOTAL PUBLIC EXPENDITURES 100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0c  100.0  100.0  100.0 100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0 100.0
Public Expenditure in Social Sectors 16.5 16.5 15.8 18.2 20.0 20.4 14.7 13.5 15.3 17.0 16.8 14.6 12.3 14.2 9.1 12.4
Education 10.5 10.4 10.1 1.4 1.6 10.8 4.8 7.0 8.3 10.3 9.1 8.4 5.8 1.9 4 3.6
Culture 0.4 0.3 0.2 0.2 0.3 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.2 1.9 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2
Primary Education 5.2 1.8 4.9 5.7 5.8 5.5 3.3 3.3 4.0 3.9 4.2 3.4 2.7 3.6 0.4 0.4
Secondary Education Y] 2.6 2.4 3.0 2.9 1.0 2.0 2.1 2.4 2.5 2.8 2.4 2.1 2.2 1.9 2.5
Higher Education 1.5 1.6 1.3 1.7 1.6 1.8 1.0 1.1 1.2 1.3 1.4 1.4 1.1 1.2 1.0 1.4
QOther 0.8 0.9 0.9 0.9 0.9 0.3 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.5 0.7 0.6 0.7 0.6 0.9
Heal th 4.8 4.7 4.6 4.9 5.9 5.2 5.3 5.2 5.9 5.2 5.0 4.8 3.9 3.9 1.3 4.6
Medical Services .1 2.7 2.6 2.9 3.5 3.6 2.9 2.8 2.1 2.5 2.8 27 2.0 23 1.9 2.4
Environsental Health 2.1 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.3 2.4 2.3 2.3 2.5 2.2 1.9 1.3 1.3 1.0 0.9 1.3
Other 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.3 0.4 0.4 0.5 ° 0.5 0.6 0.5 0.7
Housing and Urban Services 1.2 1.4 f.1 1.6 2.4 3.3 2.4 1.4 1.6 1.5 2.7 1.4 1.6 2.3 1.8 2.2
Nater Supply 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Public Expenditure 1n Other Sectors 83.5 83.5 84.2 81.8 80.0 19.6 85.3 84.5 84.7 83.0 3.2 85.4 81.7 85.8 90.9 87.6
Source: Table 5.5.
June 19, 1587
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Table 5.7: ARGENTINA - PUSLIC EXPESDITURE BY DESTIMATION, 1970-1985
{as perceatage of the total)

{coatinues |
1970 197 1972 1973 1974 1975 1924 1927 1978 1979 1989 1981 1982 1583 1984 1985 ‘
|
|
11- CENTRAL GOVERNMENT i
.................. |
]
TOTAL CENTRAL GOVERMMENT EXPENDITURES 100.0 1000 100.0 1000 1000 1000  100.0  100.0  1060.0 100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0 100.0 100.0
Central Bov. Expeaditure in Social Sectors 11.8 1.3 10.5 12.7 18,7 13.5 9.4 8.3 8.8 10.2 8.3 b4 5.2 10.5 5.1 8.2
Education 8.0 1.1 1.4 8.7 8.8 8.2 Lb 5.0 3.6 1.4 5.5 4.7 3.5 8.5 3. 5.9 |
Culture 0.3 0.3 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 2.4 0.1 0.1 0.1 20 0.1
Prisary Education 2.5 2.3 2.3 2.8 3.0 2.4 1.4 1.4 1.2 0.3 0.3 0.2 0.1 4.2 0.1 0.4
Secondary Education 2.6 2.5 2.5 2.9 2.9 3.0 1.8 2.1 2.5 2.1 3.0 2.5 1.9 2.4 1.9 2.8
Higher Education 1.8 1.9 1.8 2.0 1.9 2.3 1.2 1.3 1.5 1.7 1.9 1.6 1.2 1.5 1.3 1.8
Other 0.8 0.7 0.7 0.9 0.8 g1 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.2 0.3 0.3 0.2 0.3 0.2 0.4 1
Health 3.0 2.8 2.4 2.7 e 4.2 3.7 3.2 3.1 2.7 2.5 1.4 1.2 1.4 1.2 2.3 ~
Medical Services 1.1 1.0 0.9 1.1 1.7 1.8 1.5 1.3 1.2 0.9 0.9 0.6 0.4 0.7 0.8 1.2 ]
Environsental Health 1.9 1.8 1.7 1.6 2.2 2.3 1.9 1.9 1.8 1.7 1.6 0.7 0.5 0.7 0.4 0.9 !
Other 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.1 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.2
Housing and Urban Services 0.7 0.9 0.5 1.3 1.9 1.1 1.2 0.1 0.2 ¢.2 0.2 0.3 0.9 0.6 0.3 0.3
Water Supply 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Central Boverasent Expenditure in Other Sect 88.2 88.4 89.9 81.3 85.3 86.5 90.6 91.7 91.2 89.8 91.7 93.5 94.8 89.5 9.9 9.8

Soyrce: Table 5.5.
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Table S.7: ARGENTINA - PUBLIC EXPENDITURE BY GESTINATION, 1970-1985
las percentage of the total)

{coatinues

1970 1971 1972 1923 1974 1975 1975 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 1985

111~ PROVIRCES

TOTAL PROVINCIAL EIPEMDITURES 100.0 1000 100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0  £00.0  £00.0  100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0 100.0
Provincial Expenditure in Social Sectors 3.0 3.9 35.4 384 35.9 39.7 35.0 29.2 35.4 31.4 40.5 39.7 40.4 26,2 26,2 26,2
Education 19.2 19.8 20.4 21.2 20.3 18.3 15.3 12,9 16.7 19.1 19.2 19.7 19.9 b.1 [N b1
Culture 0.8 0.4 6.6 0.5 0.5 0.4 0.4 0.2 0.3 0.5 0.4 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.4 0.6
Prisary Education 14.3 14,0 14,5 15.4 15.0 13.4 10.9 9.1 12.8 14.8 15.1 13.2 13.3 1.5 1.9 1.5
Secondary Education 25 3.1 3.1 3.3 3.1 3.0 2.7 2.1 1.9 2.0 2.2 2.8 2.8 1.7 1.7 1.7
Higher Education 0.5 0.7 0.6 0.6 0.6 0.5 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.2 0.2 0.8 0.7 0.1 0.1 0.1
Other 1.4 1.5 1.3 1.2 1.2 0.9 1.6 1.2 1.2 1.6 1.0 2.2 2.5 2.3 2.3 2.3
Health 10.9 1.8 12.1 12.4 12.0 1.8 11.6 1.1 13.0 12.8 11.8 3.1 1.5 1.9 1.9 11.9
Bedical Services 8.1 8.9 9.0 9.0 9.1 9.0 1.9 1.2 7.3 1.7 8.1 9.0 1.8 1.4 1.4 7.4
Environsental Health 2.6 2.8 2.9 33 2.8 29 3.6 3.8 4.5 3.8 2.8 4.2 4.2 2.3 2.3 2.3
Other 0.2 0.1 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.4 0.1 0.3 1.0 1.4 0.9 1.9 2.8 2,2 2.2 2.2
Housing and Urbin Services 2.9 3.1 3.1 2.9 4.5 9.6 8.2 5.3 5.9 5.7 9.6 4.9 4.1 8.2 8.2 8.2
Yater Supply 9.2 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Provincial Expenditure in Other Sectors 42,0 45.1 b4.5 63.4 83.1 80.3 45.0 70.8 b4.4 82.4 59.5 80.3 59.4 73.8 3.8 3.8

Source: Table 5.5
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Table 5.8: ARGENTINA - FUBLIC EYPENDITURE BY DESTINATION, 1970-1985
{per capita; australes of 1970)

{continues
1970 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 19717 1978 - 1979 1980 1984 1982 1983 1984 1985
- PUBLIC SECTDR, COMSOLIDATED .
TOTAL PUELIC EXPEMDITLRES 1231 1236 1386 1301 5.8 1735 509 157.2 LY 1699 189.2 1939 1845 1772 228.1 105.2
Public Expenditure in Social Sectors 20.4 22.4 2.1 J2.1 40.0 42.9 313 214 30.1 32.9 310 2.4 25.1 32.4 25.7 13.6
Educaticn 12.% 13.7 13.5 19.0 21,2 19.6 133 13.4 15.6 20.0 12.2 16.1 13.7 12.5 9.9 5.9
Culture 0.5 0.4 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.4 v 0.2 0.4 3.8 0.4 0.3 0.4 0.4 0.4 0.2
Primary £d. 4.4 b4 8.5 9.4 10.7 9.9 8.5 4.9 1.6 1.6 8.0 4.5 5.9 8.0 1.0 0.7
Secondary £d. 3.2 3.5 3.5 4.9 5.4 5.9 3.9 4.0 44 49 5.2 5.0 4.2 4.8 &5 2.4
Higher Ed. 1.9 2.2 2.0 2.7 2.9 3.2 2.0 2.1 2.3 25 27 2.7 2.3 2.7 2.5 1.5
Other 1.0 1.2 1.1 1.3 1.7 0.5 0.5 0.8 0.9 t.4 1.0 1.4 1.3 1.4 1.4 0.9
Health 5.9 8.7 7.4 5.6 14,7 18.5 13.6 1.7 1.9 10.4 2.3 e 1.9 10.5 1.1 5.5
Bedical Services 3.3 3.8 4.2 5.7 8.7 10.9 7.4 4.2 5.9 5.1 S.1 4.9 4.2 4.1 8.4 3.2
Environsental Health 2.3 2.9 3.1 3.9 5.8 1.2 5.8 5.1 5.4 44 3.3 2.8 25 2.8 3.1 1.5
Dther 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.4 0.3 0.7 0.8 0.7 1.0 1.4 1.6 1.6 0.8
Housing and Urban Services 1.9 2.0 1.7 3.4 4.2 4.8 4.5 24 2.5 25 45 2.9 3.5 (N} 4.7 2.2
later Supply 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 3.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Fublic Expenditure in Other Sectors 102.7  101.1 93.9 1050  §25.8  130.6 1264 129.5 1411 137.0 15,2 1862  139.5  144.8 2023 91.5
Sourced Table 5.5 and §.1.
June 19, 1997
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Table 5.8: ARGENTINA - PUBLIC EXPENDITURE BY DESTINATION, 1970-1985

N lper capita; australes of 1970)

\ (continues
\
1970 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 1985
11- CENTRAL GOVERNMENT

TOTAL CEMIRAL GOVERNMENT EXPENDITURES 95.4 95.8 9.8 1058 1281 128.3  125.0  418.1  129.2 122.9  13B.4 1460 1318 135.8  184.7 80.3

Central Gov. Expenditure in Social Sectors 11.2 19.6 19.6 4.9 331 335 269 19.9 20.3 22.8 2.1 16.7 15.2 23.8 25.2 13.8

Education 1.6 15.5 15.7 18.7 3.1 2.0 17.9 14,3 15.1 18.5 18.3 14.3 12.4 20.0 2.2 11.3

Culture 0.3 0.3 2.1 0.2 0.3 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.1 3.5 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1

Primary Education 2.4 2.4 24 3.5 4.1 3.5 2.1 2.1 1.7 0.9 0.4 6.3 0.2 1.2 0.3 0.3

Secondary Educstion 2.5 2.5 2.6 3.7 4.0 41 2.8 3.0 3.8 4.0 41 3.6 3.1 4.0 3.8 2.2

Higher Education 1.8 2.0 1.9 2.5 2.4 1.0 1.8 1.9 2.2 2.5 2.6 2.4 2.0 2.6 2.5 1.5

Other 0.8 0.8 0.8 1.1 1.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.3 0.3 0.5 0.4 0.3 0.5 0.4 0.3

Health 2.9 3. 3.3 4.1 1.5 9.4 1.4 5.9 5.0 4.0 3.3 1.9 2.0 2.9 34 2.1

Medical Services 1.0 1.1 1.2 1.7 3.3 3.9 3.2 2.2 1.9 1.4 1.2 6.9 1.0 1.4 1.7 1.1

Environsental Health 1.8 2.0 2.1 24 41 5.1 3.9 3.1 3.0 2.5 2.1 0.9 0.9 1.4 1.6 0.9

Other 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.4 0.3 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.3 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.2

Housing and Urbaa Services 0.7 1.0 0.6 2.0 2.4 1.2 1.4 0.1 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.3 0.9 0.8 0.5 0.3

Water Supply 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Central Governaent Expenditure in Other Sect 84.2 11.2 72.2 61.0 9.1 94.7 98.1 9.2 108.9 105.1 1163  129.3 1166 112.6  159.4 86,6

Source: Table 5.5 and 1.1.
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Table 5.8: ARGENTIMA - PUSLIC EAPENDITURE BY DESTIRATION, 1970-1965
{per capita; australes of 1970

1970 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 1970 1979 1980 1991 1992 1983 1984 1985
I1l- PROVINCES
TOTAL PROVINCIAL EYPEMDITURES 2.1 28.7 4.9 3.3 9.7 4.3 3.9 39.1 4.9 42,0 #.7 42.8 2.1 4.4 43.4 .8
Provincial Expenditure in Social Sectors 9.1 10.3 11.0 14.8 17.9 A4 15.4 14.7 12.0 12.9 19.5 19.5 18.5 14.3 1.7 8.9
Education - 5.3 5.7 5.7 1.9 8.9 8.7 8.2 8.2 1.7 9.2 9.5 9.3 8.0 3.2 2.9 1.5
Culture 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.1 0.2 0.2 0.3 6,3 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.1
brisary Education L0 40 Al 5.9 8.6 5.4 [N 44 5.9 141 1.3 8.3 5.3 0.9 0.7 0.4
Secondary Education 0.7 0.9 0.9 1.2 1.3 1.4 1.1 1.0 0.9 1.0 1.1 1.3 1.1 0.9 0.8 0.4
Higher Education 0.1 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.3 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.} 0.4 0.3 0.1 0.1 0.0
Other N 0.3 0.4 0.4 0.4 8.5 0.4 0.4 0.5 0.5 0.8 0.5 1.0 1.0 1.2 1.0 0.6
Health 3.0 3.6 4.1 5.5 1.2 9.2 8.2 6.2 5.9 8.3 5.8 8.7 5.9 1.4 7.7 3.4
Kedical Services N 2.3 2.7 3.1 4.0 5.4 1.0 4.2 4.0 4.0 3.8 3.9 4.0 3.2 47 4.8 2.1
Environaental Health 0.7 0.9 1.0 1.5 1.7 2.1 1.9 2.0 24 1.9 1.4 1.9 1.7 1.5 1.5 0.7
Other 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.5 0.7 0.4 0.9 1.0 1.4 1.4 0.5
Housing and Urban Services 0.8 1.0 1.1 1.4 1.8 3.5 3.0 2.3 24 2.3 4.2 .4 2.4 3.3 4.1 1.9
Mater Supply 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Pravincial Expenditure in Dther Sectors 18.5 15.4 13.9 16.4 21.8 2.8 12.5 4.3 25.0 %.2 30.2 2.4 16.2 27.1 2.7 18.1

Seurce: Table 5.5 and 1.1,

dune 19, 1987
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Tavse 5.9: ARGENTINA - PUBLIC EXPENOITURE BY DESTINATION, 1970-1985
(As percentage of 6DP)
{continuas

1970 197 1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 197 1978 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 1985

1- PUBLIC SECTOR, CONSOLIDATED

T0TAL PUBLIC EXPENDITURES 3582 395 308 A8 38.82  39.57  39.50  IT.BB 43.82  AL14 4402 49.13  48.18 5153 £0.92 2.5
Publac Expenditure in Social Sectors 5.54 5.43 3.09 8.36 1.7% 8.06 5.82 S.12 8.70 1.60 1.42 1.18 5.90 1.29 397 3.04
Education . 3.5 3.8l 3.2 4.02 .49 .29 2.8 2.64 3.82 L22 4.02 L12 L2 09 2.48 1.65
Culture 0.13 0.11 0.08 0.08 0.10 0.08 0.06 0.04 0.08 0.80  0.09 0.12 0.09  0.10 0.1 0.07
Prisary Ed. (/] 1.59 1.58 1.9 Y81 217 1.32 1.2 L.76 1.41 1.86 1.87 1.32 1.85 0.25 0.18
Secondary Ed. 0.87 0.87 0.84 1.05 L4 1.20 0.80 0.79 1.03 1.04 1.22 L27 1.00 .13 1.4 0.4
Higher £4. 0.51 0.54 0.49 0.59 0.81 o.n 0.39 0.40 0.54 0.54 0.63 0.49 0.54 0.62 0.54 0.41
Other 0.28 0.30 0.28 0.33 0.36 0.13 0.12 0.15 0.21 0.23 0.23 0.37 0.31 0.38 0.35 0.25
Health 181 1.56 1.y 1.72 2.28 2.45 2.09 1.9% .39 .14 2.2 2.35 1.86 2,00 .00 1.35
Madical Services 0.90 0.89 0.8% 1.01 1.35 1.4 1.4 1.04 1.18 1.06 1.22 1.32 0.99 1.16 .16 0.7
Environsental Heslth 0.70 0.67 0.63 0.69 0.89 0.9 0.90 0.86 1.08 0.92 0.83 0.75 0.81 0.54 0.56 0.37
Dther 0.01 0.01 0.0} 0.01 0.03 0.08 0.05 0.05 0.13 0.16 0.17 0.27 0.2 0.30 0.29 0.20
Housing and Urban Services 0.41 0.45 0.34 0.56 1.00 1.3 1.03 0.52 0.69 0.83 1.18 0.7 0.78 1.2 1.09 0.84
Mater Supply 0.01 0.01 0.00  0.00 0.00 .00 0.00 000 0.60  0.00 0,00 0.00 .00 0.0 0.00 0.00
Fublic Expenditure an Dther Sectcrs 28.06 22,52 27,06 28.38 3106 351 3368 37T 3692 314 3.0 41,95 4228 MM 55.3b 25.81

Source: Table 5.5 and 2.5.

dune 19, 1987

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



Table 5.9: ARGERTINA - FUBLIC EXPENDITURE BY DESTINATION, 1970-1985
{As percentaye of EDP)

1970 1971 1972 1973 1974 1915 1974 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 1985
11- CENTRAL GOYERNMENT
TOTAL CENTRAL GOVERMAENT EXPENDITURES 26,06  25.83 2530 2677 29.53 2.4 328 BAT O R.93 % 32.38 37.01 3B.61  39.50  49.33 2.2
Central Bov. Expenditure 1n Social Sectors 3.07 2.95 2.87 3.88 4.33 3.9 2.1 2.37 2.90 . 270 2.36 2.02 L 2.93 1.82
Education . 2.09 2.00 1.88 2.3 2,40 2.0 1.4 1.3 1.84 2.28 1.79 1.73 1.36 3.35 .77 1.22
Culture 0.07 0.07 0.03 0.04 0.06 0.04 9.02 0.02 0.03 0.75 $.02 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.04 0.03
Primary Education . 0.84 0.57 0.98 0.75 0.88 0.77 0.43 0.4 0.40 0.10 0.10 0.07 0.05 1.68 0.07 0.08
Secondary Education 0.87 0.85 0.482 0.79 0.86 0.85 0.58 0.59 0.83 0.84 0.9% 0.93 0.73 0.93 0.99 0.42
Higher Education 0.48 0.56 0.45 0.53 0.56 0.68 0.37 0.37 0.3 0.52 0.50 0.40 0.48 0.4 0.82 0.40
Other 0.24 0.19 0.19 0.23 0.25 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.08 0.07 0.11 0.10 0.08 0.1 0.09 0.09 '
kealth 0.79 0.72 0.4b 0.73 .16 L24 |91 0.92 1.00 0.84 0.84 0.52 0.47 0.5 0.5 0.52 8
Nedical Services 0.28 0.25 0.23 0.30 0.5¢ 0.5t 0.49 0.37 0.38 0.28 0.28 0.23 0.24 0.27 0.30 0.2%
Envircnesatal Health 0.50 0.47 0.43 0.43 0.54 0.48 0.50 0.53 0.40 0.53 0.50 0.25 0.2t 9.26 0.29 0.2t !
Other 0.00 0.00 0.00 &0 0.02 0.05 0.05 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.05 0.03 0.02 0.03 0.02 0.05
Housing ;ind Urban Services 0.19 0.23 0.13 0.33 0.57 0.32 0.35 0.02 0.05 0.05 0.06 0.12 0.19 0.23 0.14 0.08
Mater Syply 0.00 6.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 9.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Central Governaent Expenditure in Other Sect 23.00 22,88 2283  23.3b  25.20 25.28 8.3 26,10 30,08 2780  29.68  34.45 38,59  35.35  4s.80 20.50
Source: Table 5.5 and 2.5.
Jun2 19, 1987
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Table 5.10: ARGENTINA - DECERTRALIZATION CF EXPENDITURES TD PROVINCES, 1970-1985
{as X of consolidated public sector expenditures)

1970 197t 1972 1973 1974 1975 1978 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 1985
TOTAL PROVINCIAL EXPEXDITURES 22.5 218 2.3 2.8 23.% 26.1 20.8 2.9 4.5 0.7 26.4 0.7 19.9 23.4 19.0 23.7
Provincral Expenditure in Social Sectors 4.9 5.7 7.5 5.9 .2 50.8 9.5 53.8 56.7 . 83.6 87.1 45.8 43.3 b 49.9
Edutation 41.0 415 42.3 417 2.1 W1 46.5 4.9 49.2 4.0 5.4 98.0 38.3 18.0 28.4 2.7
Culture 4.5 35.7 9.3 50.0 46.0 50.9 3%.3 $0.8 43.2 b4 1.1 5.0 5 70.6 85.7 50.4
Primary Ed. : b2.1 42.8 83.2 52.3 412 .5 87.3 87.6 11.8 93.7 94.5 95.8 98.3 9.5 70.1 36.4
Secondary Ed. 22.4 6.7 5.4 4.8 5.0 2.8 21.8 25.0 19.4 19.4 21.2 26.8 26,6 17.4 160 13.5
Higher Ed. 5.7 8.8 1.8 8.3 9.1 1.3 5.2 1.0 3.9 3.8 4.5 13.2 12.3 2.3 2.2 2.0
Other 28.0 35.1 kW) 28.4 30.9 9.8 87.0 74.8 52.0 8.3 53.1 12.4 5.7 n.1 IL N 83.1
Health L1 5.8 8.7 97.3 48.9 ¥9.5 5.4 53.2 Je.0 5L.0 62.0 78.1 75.0 12.0 8.4 413
Nedical Services 88.4 1.8 2.1 70.4 62,3 84,3 96.7 .7 42.8 3.4 1.1 82.3 75.0 76.4 .0 56.0
Environsental Health 21.9 2.8 315 374 29.0 29.1 32.9 39.0 LI R 4L.9 39.3 87.3 83.1 52.3 48.7 3.4
Other 100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0 33 12.3 13.0 95.0 8L.3 87.4 43.8 81.1 93.8 90.5 91.3 76.3
Hausing and lrban Services 52.8 19.1 42.9 40.5 42,8 5.4 85.1 95.1 92.4 91.8 N5 83.8 15.2 8L.3 87.0 81.%
Yater Supply 100.¢  100.0 lbo.o 1000 100.0  100.0  100.0 160.0 100.0 100.0  160.0 100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0 100.0
Provincial Expenditures in Other Sectors 18.0 16.9 18.4 17.7 18.9 19.8 15.9 20.3 18.7 18.4 18.9 17.4 13.5 20.1 15.5 20.0
Neso ites:
Social Expenditures/Total Expend. (1) 20 2.1 2,2 2.0 L8 L9 24 2.2 2.3 22 2.4 2.7 3.3 1.9 2.9 2.1
Other Expenditures/Total Expend. (1) 0.8 0.8 0.8 0.8 0.8 0.8 0.8 0.8 0.8 0.8 0.7 0.7 0.7 0.9 0.8 0.8
Source: 7able 5.5.
June 19, 1987
]
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Table 6.,1:

ARGENTINA - UNEMPLOYMENT AND UNDEREMPLOYMENT RATES, 1977-1987=

(Percentage of Economically Active Population)

i/

m 191 12 1383 18 195 193 i

. &t [T Oct. hpr. Oct. e, &t. [ Oct. e &t. hor. et Aot Oct. [ St. Juse M. damg v,
T0TAL UBENPLOTRENT 2/ 3.9 2.1 4.2 2.3 24 24 2.4 2.5 4.2 5.3 6.0 4.0 5.3 3.9 4.7 [X] [ ] 5.9 . 5.2 (X 3.7
6r. Beascs Aires 34 22 39 1.7 2.0' 2.0 2.3 2.2 4.0 3.0 5.7 3.8 5.2 3d 4.0 3.6 5.7 . 4.8 0.'0 5.3 5.2
Graa Rosirte 3.5 26 5.3 2.3 3d (8] . 4.3 2.4 .9 6.5 8.5 8.0 6.3 . 1.0 8.2 10.% 10.2 5.8 1.2 1.3 3
Cordoba 5.9 4.0 5.1 (8] 2.4 1.8 21 21 2.9 [ [ ] 3.9 4.4 5.6 4.4 5.1 5.3 [ 8] 6.4 5.1 4.9 5.3
0. Sam Rigeal 1.3 4.3 (¥ } (B} 5.9 4.9 6.3 8.3 8.8 10.4 11.0 [ B} [ B} 1352 s 10.4 12.2 1.4 13.4 1.5 13.1 9.8
e Tucusia
Beadoza 4.4 44 2.9 3.3 2.8 34 1.4 3.1 4.2 3.3 4.8 3.3 45 4.3 3.3 3.2 34 31 (B ] 34 3.4 3
10TL LSSEREcLoTNENT 3/ 4.1 3.8 5.3 38 39 3.4 4.3 5.8 5.0 6.0 b7 (R} 5.9 5.9 5.4 5.¢ bb 1.4 . 1.3 8.2 l..i

Source: IMEC.
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17 Iscludes 27 urbaa conters 1a 1979 to 1991, and 26 siace 1992,
A Iscludes Tags-Viego,
31 Parsoas eaployed Tess than 30 hours per wetk.
&/ Provisicasl figure, mot sncludiag Sueacs Aires, Graa Catanarca, Coacordsa,

Rarch 1138

Gualeguaychs, aad Saats Rosa y Toay.
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Table 6,2: ARGENTINA - EVOLUTION OF PUBLIC EMPLOYMENT, 1971-1987
. (in thousands)

Fublic Local

Adsinistration 1/ Enterprises 2/ Governaeat 3/ 101AL
m 3121 399.4 4837 1433.8
1972 5817 401.3 500.9 1450.1
1973 801,95 4143 318.0 1833.8
1974 $25.2 29.1 384.3 1618.8
1975 837.4 1.0 430.8 1709.2
1978 438.0 8.7 b45.7 17514
mwm 843.1 438.2 b1 1742.4
1978 382.7 418.9 488,68 1490.2
197% 544.5 3874 126.9 1478.8
1980 357, 3744 1287 . 1833.2
198t 373.3 350.1 14.2 1641.8
1982 3743 3347 123.90 1434.2
1983 348.3 2.8 741.2 18213
1954 403.3 "48.8 720.1 1674.4
§785 622.4 40,3 152.3 1733.0
1985 431.5 351.0 195.2 1783.7
1937 430.2 L8 910.5 1502.2

Sources Secretaria de Hicienda.

1/ Central Adainistration, Special Accounts, and Decentrafized Agencies,
2/ Including the official Banking Systea.

3/ Persanent Staff in Provinces, MCBA and Tlerra de Fuego,

Narch 1988
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Table 6.3: ARGENTINA - ECONOMICALLY ACTIVE POPULATION, 1980']‘/
(Thousands)

1" Econozically Ecanoaically not Active Activaty
ASE  Population Active Fatio
Total Retired Students House-care Other

T0TAL 19936 10034 9900 19443 1510 5449 950 0.2
i n 67 103 0.1 38 a 8 e

13 181 12 139 0.1 80 39 0 5.4

15 n 163 307 0.2 U % M) 3.9

" n 192 m 9.2 . 190 N 1 0.9

18 3 9 {1 0.1 133 65 L1 8.4

19 L1 n B 0.1 88 n 85 1.8

20 W 48 m 02 83 83 30 0.t

U L} . 158 0.3 9 87 3] 83.7

22 W7 287 159 0.3 8 100 2 6.2

r 456 1) 158 0.3 2 1o 19 85.1

U 3 89 14 0.4 z 1ns 16 83.2
-8 rivl} 1388 135 3 4 522 L1 85.3
30-34 1975 1207 87 3 3 420 53 45.2
35 -39 15 113Y) 807 10 4 549 Gl 8.8
10 - 4 1549 9% 80 17 2 198 LM 83.9
8- 4 197 wm 580 3 2 89 L 81,3
30 -3 1438 . 648 % 2 1% 3] 3.7
35 -5 1281 598 683 1173 |} 433 Y 6.7
80 - &4 1002 29 706 o 0 328 54 9.9
83 - &9 m 134 738 109 0 w7 52 15.4
0N 834 3 58t 382 0 m 8 8.4
73+ 780 a 73 70 0 m 104 3.5

Sources INDEC,
17 Census data. Noxt cansus mall be held in 1990,

May 4, 1597

ERIC
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Table 6.4: ARGENTINA - POPULATION BY ECONOMIC ACTIVITY

(Thousands)
14+ Esployee or Blue Collar Household
Econoaic Activity Papulation Self-esployed Partner without
Total Public  Private Dosestic Fixed Incose

Sector Sector  Service

ECOHONIC SECYOR ; . 9988 na 2064 450 546 1941 575 325
fgriculture 1201 635 1 585 3 320 '3 153
Hining a 45 18 i 0 1 0 0
Hanufacturing 1986 1605 109 1495 | 221 133 )
Electricity, 6as and Mater 103 102 24 18 0 | 0 6
Construction 1003 500 15 523 0 138 Jo 35
Coaserce, Restaurants and Hotels 1202 919 55 859 5 4% 244 4
Transport and Coasunication 450 359 192 187 0 81 15 5
Banking R 303 %5 208 0 n 19 1
Public and Frivate Services 239% 2081 1108 455 1 24 30 2%
Other 693 498 281 197 20 148 10 n

Sources INDEC.

May 4, 1987




Table 6.5: ARGENTINA - POPULATION BY ECONOMIC ACTIVITY, 1980
(As percentage of the total for each activity)

] 144+ Esployee or Blue Collar Household
~ Econonic Activity Population - Sel -employed Partner without
. Total Public  Private Dosestic y Fived Income

Sector Sector  Service

Y Yepmp—— - B L ST -

ECONDHIC SECYOR 100.0 7.6 20,7 45.4 5.5 19.4 5.8 3.3
fgriculture 190.0 52.9 5.0 48.8 9.2 26,6 1.1 12,7
Mining 100.0 9.6 38.6 51.9 0.9 2.1 0.6 9.6
Manufacturing 100.0 80.5 5.5 75.3 0.9 1.1 6.7 1.4
Electricity, Gas and Hater 100,90 9.7 1.3 17.4 0.0 1.0 0.2 0.1
Construction 1000 59.9 7.5 52.3 0.0 33.7 3.0 3.5 .
Cosmerce, Restaurants and Hotels 100, ¢ 54.0 3.2 50,8 0.3 29.1 14,3 2.8
Transport and Coemunication 1060 78.0 4.7 38,3 0.0 17,4 3.3 1.1
Barting 100.0 76,9 4.1 52.8 0.1 18,10 4.8 0.3
Public and Private Services 100.0 86.7 44,2 19,0 2.4 1.9 1.3 1.0
Other 106,0 .9 40,5 28.4 2.9 214 1.4 5.3

Source: Table 6.2.

Hay 4, 1987
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Table 6.6 ARGENTINA_- POPULATION BY ECONOMIC ACTIVITY, 1980
(As percentage of the total for each category)

14 + Eaployee or Blue Collar Household
Econosic Activity Population Self-esployed Partner without
Total Public  Private Doasestic Fixed Incoee

Sector ) Sector  Service

ECONOMIC SECTOR 100.0 ° 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Agriculture 12.0 8.9 2.2 12.9 0.5 16.9 16.2 §7.0
Hining 0.5 0.6 0.9 0.4 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.1
Hanufacturing 19.9 22.5 3.3 33.0 0.t 1.4 3.2 8.3
Electricity, Bas and Hater 1.0 1.4 4.1 0.4 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0
Construction 10.0 8.4 3.6 W 0.1 17.4 5.2 10.8
Coamerce, Restaurants and Hotels 17.0 12.9 2.7 18.9 0.9 23.6 42.3 13.2
yransport and Cosaunication 4.4 3.0 9.3 3.7 0.0 4.2 2.5 1.5
Banking 3.9 4.2 N LN ] 0.1 3.7 3.3 0.3
Public and Private Services . 24,0 29.1 3.7 10.0 9.4 13.4 5.2 1.4
Other 6.9 7.0 13.6 4.3 3.7 N 1.7 1.4

Source: Table 6.2.

Nay 4, 1987
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Table 7.1: ARGENTINA ~ EXROLLMENT BY LEVEL AND TYPE OF EDUCATION, 1985

{Thousands)
Total National Provincial Hunicipal Private

Level No. 1 No. 1 No. 1 Ke. 1 Ho. 1
Pre-Prisa:y and 5505 160, 183 2.4 4038 1.4 42 4.4 1082 19.7

Priaary
Secondary and 1684 100 134 4.9 33 5.7 2 0.1 493 29.3

Post-Secondary
Non-University 182 100 58 3.9 63 3.4 1 0.3 b0 33.0
University b4k 160 586 88.3 2 0.3 . 0.9 1% 11.4

Source: HEJ.

Kay 5, 1987
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Table 7.2: ARGENTINA ~ ENROLLMENT RATES, 19460-1980
IPerzent of age group attending}

- 84 -

-

Age Group

Census Years

1980 1970 1980
7 threugh 13 85.7 £8.9 94.3
14 through 19 64.4 70.4 80.8
20 through 24 11 12.2 13.1
25 thraugh 29 2.5 4.8 6.9

Source: FIEL, 1984,

May 5, 1987
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Table 7.3: ARGENTINA - ESTIMATED SCHODL-ASE POPULATION, 1985-2010

{Thousands)
Age Ranges 1985 1990 1995 2090 2005 2010
Prisary 4526 4701 4830 4645 4632 4654
Secondary 2557 2935 3319 3443 3309 3289
Yigher Educaticn 214 3019 3487 1918 429 394

Source: Worid Bank, Population, Health and Nutrition Deparcsent,
talculated froa Argentina: Censo Macional de Poblacion

y Vivienda, 1980, with adjustaents,

Hay 5, 1987



Table 7.4: ARGENTINA - EVOLUTION OF SALARIES FOR TEACHING PERSONNEL, 1974-1985
{in Australes of June 1985)

Primary 1/ Secandary 2/ University 3/
i $A Indey $h Indey $A Ind;;-
1974 187 100.0 lﬂf 100.9 830 100.0
1975 N 91.3 1 91.4 373 91.3
1974 97 51.8 - 97 3L9 324 at.8
1917 119 58.7 144 75.4 332 84.5
1978 154 88.5 214 114.4 722 114.7
1979 342 182.6 21 118.2 148 118.5
1980 436 243.4 295 157.8 1013 160.9
1981 204 198.9 264 141.2 908 143.9
1982 37 137.2 149 9.1 51! 81.2
1983 168 817 128 68.4 442 70.2
1954 154 87.5 183 98.9 592 94.0
1985 130 69.4 123 65.8 334 3.1

1/ Average between entry level salary and aaviaua.

2/ Teacher with 18 hours of classes, average between entry level salary
and saxisua,

31 Full tise professor, average between entry level salary and aavisva.

Scurcer FIEL, 1986,

May 7, 4537
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Table 7.3: ARGENTINA - SOURCE AND-USES OF FUNDS IN EDUCATION AND HEALTH SECTORS
1983-1385 AVERAGE
{Percentage of 507)

Public Education Private
Source/Use - Education Total
Federal  Prov/Mun  Sub-total

EDUCATION

Federal 1.93 0,54 2.4 0.74 3.2
Prov/unicipal o .50 0.50 . 0.50
Public Sub-Total 1.93 1.04 2.9 0.74 3.7
frivate Households 1/ 0.4 0.19 0.40 1.10 1.70
Total 2.3 1.23 3.9 1.84 3.4
HEALTH Public Providers @8 Bun Private Total
------ Providers Providers

Federal Provincial

Faderal 2.3 0.1 . 0.8
Provincial 1.3 . 1.5
Public Sub-Total 0.5 1N 0 ] 2.1
Socis! Insurance Funds 9.4 2.2 YN
Private Moueeholde 2.4 2.4
Tetal 0.5 1.8 0.4 4.5 7.1

l; Eztisstes include hoth direct fee and indirect expenditure on schocling
By households.

Source: iERD estisates (private expenditure) and Ministry of Econoay
ipuslic ezpenditurer.

Nay 1l, 1987

b — — i o A e e e e
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Table 7.5: ARGENTINA - RATES OF RETURN BY LEVEL OF EDUCATION, 1985

Ynivereity
Friaary Secondary
Nat Eaplayed Eaployed
During Study [During 3tudy
Prisate 1.0 4.4 10.¢ 26,0
Sorial 2.5 12,0 7.0 3.0
Scurces IBRD estisates based on earnings data indicated by INDEC, Encuesta
Fermanente de Hogares, Gpril 1983 {unpubliched da*a‘ and an unit
orivate and saci2) casts indicated by Secretariat of Finance.
Note:  The ~ilrelsticn tock into account the direct costs faverage enit
expepditure and average outlays by households) and indirect casts
asgoriated xith the decicion to fur gc full tise eaployment and
centinue throush 3 higher level of education., Several siaplifi-
c2*ions mere japesed by the nonavailability cf datal the costs
2ssociated with i) wnesplovaent, [ii} jeb cearch, (iii) repeti-
Yion, or ciower than expected iiee of passage through l'he cyfle
were not taken ints arcount, Ner wae it possible to estisate the
returne ro differert types of csrondary education or ta gifferent
eniversity arsgrass,

beas
an
&



{in Australes of June, 1985)

Table 7.7: ARGENTINA - EVOLUTION OF REAL EXPENDITURE PER STUDENT, 1975-1985

1978 1980 1983 1984 1983 1985
~ Level of Education
$A Index $A Index $A  Index $A  Index $A  Index $ A Index
Frisary and fre- 140.5  100.0  393.5  280.1 &85 4.2 glo.4 5758 289.5 2080 585 38%.0
Primary
-Setundary 438.0 1000  990.8  225.1 B833.8 190.4  884.5 2019  387.6 8.5 549.0 125.3
Higher 352.0  100.0 1014.9  288.3  931.5 265.3  B888.7 25,5 3215 93.0  510.7 5.

Sources FIEL, 1986,

May 7, 1997

N
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Table 7.8: ARGENTINA PUBLIC SUBSIDY PER STUDENT IN PRIVATE SECONDARY

EDUCATION

Year fustrales”of June 1985 Per Student Subsidy

as an annual ratic per

Student Cost in Fublic

Eduzation
1974 148 0.32
1971 263 0.42
1978 364 0.38
1979 409 0.47
780 495 0.47
1981 46t 0.48
1982 355 0.5
1983 4 0.54
1984 479 0,51
1985 197 0.48
1984 235 0.44
Source: IBRD
May 7, 1997
154
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Table 7.9 ARGENTINA - DISTRIBUTION OF PUBLIC EDUCATION AND HEALTH EXPENDITURES BY INCOME GROUP, 1980

{Percentages)
Education
Income Heaith Total Higher Prisary Pre-schoel, Prisary
Quintiles ’ Education Education & Secor® -y & Secondary Education
Educatien -
Public Private
Totsl 1000 100,09 190,90 100,09 10,0 . 109,90
! 512 28.3 8.3 4.0 3.5 17.9
2 1.4 19.9 o 3.0 3.8 19.9
3 13.8 7.9 17,5 18,0 11.7 19.8
] 8.3 17.0 .4 4.1 11,7 =3
5 43 15,9 38.0 10,9 2.5 1.5

Sourca: IEERAL.

May S, 1987
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Table 7,100 ARGENTINA - HOUSEHOLD EXPENDITURES IN EDUCATION AND HEALTH, 1955 {7
{fs nercentage of “otal household expenditures)

Federal Rest of Breater
Capital Greater . Bs. Rires
Bs. fires
TOTAL EDUCATIOM AND HEALTH 10,63 8.53 ‘9.51
- EDUCATION 3.14 2.54 2.84
School Fees 1,2 1.92 t.1t
Private Tutor’s Fees 0.75 9,32 0.34
School Supplies 9,34 0,78 : 0,98
Books 0.53 0.39 0.45
Special Equipsent & Supplies 2,30 0.03 0.15
IT- HEALTH 1.49 5.99 4.75 -
Pharazceuticals 3.42 3.70 3.5
Therapeutical Equipment 0.22 9,20 0.2
-Meqical Insurance Plans i.44 0,38 1.02
Professional Fees ¥ Co-payae 2.4 1.5 1.9

. i/ February-Geptesber; Sreater Buenos Rires.
Scurce:  INDEC.

May 11, 1987




Table 7.11: ARGENTINA - HOUSEHOLD HEALTH EXPENDITURES BY INCOME GROUP, 1985 1/
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{in X of total household expenditures )

co-payaents

Incose EGroup ! 2 3 § 3 b
HEALTH 6.10 .87 3.48 4,07 373
Pharsaceutical Products 3.07 $.40 3.87 79 1
Therapeutic equipment & 0.24 0.17 0.17 0.13 0.00
appliances
Hedical Insurance Plans 0.43 0.54 0.40 0.07 0.5
Professional fees & 2.4 1.7 1.24 1.06 0.47

1/ February-Septeaber; Sreater Buenos Aires excluding Federal Capital.

Source: INDEC iHousehold surveys; unpublished data); Incose groups IBRD estimates.

Hay 14, 1987
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Table 7.12: ARSENTINA - HOSPITAL INFRASTRUCTURE, BY SECTOR, 1985

Beds
Subsector Agency Hospitals
Short  long
Tera Tere Total 1
HSAS 24 2031 8279 10310 1.2
Fublic Pravinces 873 43378 13698 570/% 38.8
Hunicipalities 220 15254 1162 14414 2.8
Social Security 114 7590 489 8079 3.4
iraed Forces 241 8928 283 9811 6.8
Private 1738 42237 4811 47048 32.0
Total 3180 117688 29322 148740 100.0
Source: NSRS, 1984
May 5, 1987
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